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MEMORANDUM FOR 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

ACTION 

THE WHITE HOUSE Last Day: October 11 

WASHINGTON 

October 7, 1975 

THE PRESIDENT 

JIM CANN~ 
S. 124~ ~~itary Construction 
Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 1976 
and the Transition Quarter 

Attached for your consideration isS. 1247, sponsored 
by Senators Stennis and Thurmond, which authorizes 
appropriations for FY 76 and the transition 
quarter for new construction for Defense, the 
military departments and the Reserve Components 
aggregating $3,853,705,000. 

A detailed discussion of the enrolled bill is 
provided in OMB's enrolled bill report at Tab A. 

OMB, Max Friedersdorf, NSC, Counsel's Office 
(Lazarus) and I recommend approval of the 
enrolled bill. 

RECOMMENDATION 

That you sign S. 1247 at Tab B. 

, 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20503 

OCT 7 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

Subject: Enrolled Bill s. 1247 - Military Construction 
Authorization Act, fiscal year 1976 and the 
transition quarter 

Sponsors - Sen. Stennis (D) Mississippi and 
Sen. Thurmond (R) South Carolina 

Last Day for Action 

October 11, 1975 - Saturday 

Purpose 

Authorizes appropriations for fiscal year 1976 and the 
transition quarter for new construction for Defense, the 
military departments, and the Reserve Components aggregat­
ing $3,853,705,000. 

Agency Recommendations 

Office of Management and Budget 

Department of Defense 
Department of the Interior 

Department of Housing and Urban 
Development 

General Services Administration 
Department of the Treasury 

Discussion 

Approval 

Approval 
Approval with regard to 

Enewetak provision 
(discussed below) ; 
defers to Defense on 
remainder 

No objection 
No objection 
No recommendation'(Informally) 

Military construction requirements for fiscal year 1976 
and for the transition quarter to fiscal year 1977 {July 1, 
1976 - September 30, 1976) were developed on the basis of 
the package program method of identifying the military forces 
with their primary missions and assigning to these forces 
the weapons, equipment and facilities necessary to discharge 
effectively these assigned mission responsibilities. 



The $3,853,705,000 authorization for new construction is 
$347,900,000 less than the $4,201,605,000 requested by 
Defense. In general, the reduction reflects a number of 
relatively minor changes throughout the program. 

2 

A comparison of the Administration's request to the amounts 
authorized inS. 1247 is set forth, by major program category, 
in the attachment which also shows amounts for deficiency 
authorizations. 

Changes made by the Congress in the Administration's pro­
posal that are considered worth specific highlighting are 
set out in the paragraphs below. 

Aircraft Shelters in Europe 

The $175 million request for aircraft shelters to be built 
in Europe was reduced to a $53 million program to support 
construction of the shelters in the United Kingdom. Congress 
deleted $122 million from the program request on the grounds 
that these shelters exceeded the current NATO criteria relating 
to eligibility of such shelter costs for recoupment under 
NATO Infrastructure. This congressional action reflects 
a stiffening resistence to further expansion of the aircraft 
shelter program unless NATO criteria can be broadened to 
bring such shelters into eligibility for common funding. 

Defense Intelligence Agency Building 

The $86 million requested for construction of an administrative 
facility at the Bolling/Anacostia Complex for Defense Intel­
ligence Agency activities was denied in full. Both Houses 
concluded that this proposal should be deferred until the 
ongoing select committees on intelligence have completed 
their work and have submitted their recommendations to the 
Congress. 

Enewetak Atoll Clean-up 

The Administration's bill requested $14 million as the first 
year increment of the total estimated cost of $40 million to ' 
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clean up the physical and radiological debris on Enewetak 
resulting from nuclear testing. s. 1247 authorizes an 
appropriation of $20 million for the entire project with the 
difference substantially resulting from the conference commit­
tee's direction that military, rather than contract, personnel 
be used. The rehabilitation of Enewetak Atoll (as distinct 
from the clean-up cost covered in s. 1247) is to be budgeted 
in the Interior Department and the currently estimated cost of 
$12 million (July 1974 prices~ as well as its phasing, will 
need to be reviewed in light of the change in the Defense 
authorization. 

General Provisions 

Most of the general provisions reflect, with minor changes, 
the Administration's request and are substantially similar 
to provisions contained in last year's Military Construction 
Authorization Act (P.L. 93-552). One rider, however, warrants 
further discussion. 

Section 610 of the enrolled bill authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Army to convey approximately five acres of 
land in Augusta, Georgia, including all improvements thereon, 
to the Board of Regents of the University System of Georgia. 
The conveyance would be subject to payment to the United 
States of not less than the appraised fair market value of 
the land and improvements, or $662,000, whichever is greater 
and to such other terms and conditions the Secretary deems 
necessary to protect the interests of the United States. 
Furthermore, this section provides that proceeds from the 
conveyance shall be credited to a special Treasury account 
and remain available, without fiscal year limitation, for the 
construction of a United States Army Training Center on other 
government-owned property in Augusta. 

We understand that this disposition is designed to permit 
the University to expand on the site now occupied by the 
Army with the proceeds to be used for construction of 
replacement facilities more suitable to Army needs. 

' 
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While this authorization departs from existing procedures 
for the disposal of government real property and while we 
have reservations about certain of its features, including 
this particular type of backdoor financing, the sale will 
be at least at fair market value, is of benefit to both 
parties, and, in any event, this provision is not sufficiently 
objectionable to warrant disapproval of the bill. 

Enclosures 

' 



Fiscal Year 1976 and Transition Quarter 

Military Construction Authorization 

s. 1247 

Anny . . . . 
Navy . . . . . . . . . . 
Air Force. . . . . . . . 
Defense Agencies . . . . 

Active Forces . . . . 

Family Housing . . . . . 
Reserve Forces 

Army National Guard . 
Anny Reserve. • . . . 
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve. 
Air National Guard. • • • • 
Air Force Reserve 

Reserves • • . 

New Authorization. • . • 
for Appropriation. • • • 

Deficiency Authorization • 

Total Authorization • 

Amended 
Request Enacted 
(In thousands of dollars) 

833, 786' 

743,599 

643,740 

135,000 

2,356,125 

1,639,876 

54,745 
44,459 
34,800 
55,100 
16,500 

205,604 

4,201,605 
132,598 

4,334,203 

769,040 

705,509 

485,869 

44!800 

2,005,218 

1,642,883 

54,745 
44,459 
34,800 
55,100 
16,500 

205,604 

3,853,705 
111,614 

3,965,319 



THE WHITE HO.VSE 

ACTION MEMORANDUM WASHINGTOJII LOG NO.: 484 

Da.te: October 7 

FOR ACTION: NSC/S 
Max Friedersdorf 
Ken Lazarus 

FROM THE STAfT SECRETARY 

DUE: Da.te: October 7 asap 

SUBJECT: 

Time: 1030am 

cc (for infcsrma.tion): Jim Cavanaugh 
Jack Marsh 
Warren Hendriks 

Time: 

s. 1247 - Military Construction Authorization Act, 1976 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

-- For Necessa.ry Action 

-- Prepa.re Agenda. a.nd Brief 

X 
-- For Your Comments 

REMARKS: 

__ For Your Recommenda.tions 

--Dra.ft Reply 

- Dra.ft Rema.rks 

Please return to Judy Johnston, Ground Floor West Wing 

PI.f!ASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED. 

If you ha.ve a.ny questions or if you a.nticipa.te a. 
dela.y in suhmiHinq the reqqftci ma.teria.l, plea.se 
telephone the Sta.ff Secreta.ry ~ia.tely. 

K. R. COLE. JR. 
For the President 

, 

I . 



GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20301 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D. C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

2 October 1975 

Reference is made to your request for the views of the Department of 
Defense with respect to the enrolled enactment of S. 1247, 94th Con­
gress, an Act, "To authorize certain construction at military installa­
tions, and for other purposes." 

The purpose of the Act is to provide new construction and other related 
authority for the military departments and the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense, within and outside the United States, and for the Guard and 
Reserve Components for the fiscal year 1976 including the transition 
period, in the total amount of $3,853, 705, 000. This amounts to 
$34 7, 900, 000 less than requested by the Department. 

Most of the general provisions are substantially unchanged from last 
year1 s Military Construction Authorization Act (P. L. 93-552 ). There 
are, however, the following important changes: 

1. Section 603, generally, grants authority to the concerned Secretary 
of the military department to make limited cost increases in the various 
line items of authorized construction. This Act adds a new subsection, 
(c), which provides a basis to proceed with all essential construction 
(except family housing) without awaiting the approval of a deficiency 
authorization. Prior notification to the Armed Services Committees is 
required, however. Subsection (e) in last year's Act, which permitted 
an additional 10 percent variation to meet unusual costs arising out of 
the energy crisis, has been deleted. 

' 
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2. Section 607 amends chapter 159 of title I 0, United States Code which 
would raise the limit of urgent minor construction projects from $300, 000 
to $400, 000 and raises the level that can be accomplished with operation 
and maintenance funds from $50, 000 to $75, 000. These increases are 
also based on the rise in construction costs since the levels were es­
tablished in the FY 1971 Military Construction Authorization Act. Also 
there are amendments in specified sections dealing with acquisition, 
leasing and disposal of real estate and reporting requirements thereof. 

3. Section 608 exempts the cost of the installation of solar heating and/ 
or cooling equipment from the current military construction project cost 
limitations. 

The Department of Defense recommends that the President approve S. 124 7. 

Sincerely, 

~ \ .. 

~~~\-~ 
Benjan\in Forman 
Acting General Counsel 

' 



United States Department of the Interior 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240 

OCT 6 -1975 

This responds to your request for the views of this Department on 
enrolled billS. 1247, "To authorize certain construction at 
military installations, and for other purposes." 

We recommend Presidential approval of that provision of title IV 
of the enrolled bill which authorizes $20 million to the Defense 
Nuclear Agency for Enewetak Auxiliary Airfield. As to the 
remainder of the bill, we defer on the merits to the Department 
of Defense. 

This legislation is based upon the request of the Department of 
Defense for military construction authorization and related 
authority for fiscal year 1976 and the transition quarter. 
s. 1247 as enrolled would authorize $3,853,705,000 for this 
purpose. 

Under title IV of the enrolled bill, the Secretary of Defense 
is authorized to establish or develop, for defense agencies for 
certain acquisition and construction, military installations 
and facilities through acquisition, construction, conversion, 
rehabilitation, or installation of permanent or temporary public 
works. This authorization includes $20 million for the Defense 
Nuclear Agency for Enewetak Auxiliary Airfield. 

Enewetak Atoll lies among the Marshall Islands, which are a part 
of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands administered by 
the United States acting on behalf of the United Nations. In 
1947, the United States decided that the entire atoll was required 
for its atomic weapons testing program, so notified the United 
Nations Security Council, and resettled the atoll's inhabitants 
on nearby Ujelang Atoll. The testing, carried out between 
1948 and 1958, severely damaged Enewetak and rendered it unin­
habitable. 

The United States is committed to rehabilitating Enewetak, whose 
former residents are most anxious to return. Discussion among 
various Federal agencies has resulted in this task being allotted 
in the following manner: Department of Defense through the 

Save Energy and You Serve America! 

' 



Defense Nuclear Agency - maintaining ongoing facilities and 
operations in Enewetak, and for clean-up operations; Department 
of the Interior - rehabilitation of the atoll; Energy Research 
and Development Administration - radiological monitoring and 
surveying. 

Title IV of the enrolled bill would authorize the appropriation 
of $20 million to enable the Department of Defense, through 
the Defense Nuclear Agency, to fulfill its portion of the 
Federal commitment. As you know, our draft bill, which would 
authorize $12 million to enable this Department to perform its 
task of rehabilitating and resettling Enewetak, is currently 
undergoing Administration review. The performance of our 
part in the process is dependent upon the Defense Nuclear 
Agency, who will begin the rehabilitation project through 
clean-up of the atoll. 

The Defense Nuclear Agency had requested $14,100,000 as the 
first increment of a $40,000,000 total needed to clean up the 
physical and radioactive debris of the nuclear testing program. 
S. 1247 authorizes a single appropriation of $20 million 
instead. The conference report accompanying S. 1247 (Rep. No. 
94-376 at 34) indicates that the reason this sum was authorized 
in lieu of the $40 million requested was that the Congress 
expected the Department of Defense to minimize the total cost 
of the clean-up through use of military personnel, and to 
limit the scope of the clean-up as much as possible within 
the constraints of radiation exposure. In our judgment, the 
$20 million authorization under these conditions will be suf­
ficient to insure an adequate clean-up operation, and the Defense 
Nuclear Agency has so indicated through informal discussions 
with this Department. 

We would note that both this Department and the Department of 
Defense proposed legislation in the 93rd Congress to rehabil­
itate Enewetak. Defense requested $40 million in their fiscal 
year 1975 military construction authorization, and we requested 
an authorization of an amount necessary to carry out our part 
of the project (which we estimated at $12 million). That 
legislation, which failed to pass the 93rd Congress, was 
similar to the Defense authorization request in this 
Congress, and our proposal now under Administrative review. 

2 



Approval of this provision of title IV of the enrolled bill 
would set in motion the first step toward returning the people 
of Enewetak to their home. 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director 

Assistant 

Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Sincerely yours, 

a. 
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THE GENERAL COUNSEL OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20410 

October 6, 1975 

Mro James Mo Frey 
Assistant Director for 

Legislative Reference 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, D. Co 20503 

Attention: Miss Martha Ramsey 

Dear Mro Frey: 

Subject: So 1247, 94th Congress, Enrolled Enactment 

This is in reply to your request for the views of this 
Department on the enrolled enactment of S. 1247, an Act 
"To authorize certain construction at military 
installations, and for other purposes." 

The enrolled enactment would authorize the provision of 
various facilities for the military departments and the 
Office of the Secretary of Defense. It also would authorize 
the construction or acquisition of approximately 3,000 
military family housing units in the United States, after 
consultation by the Secretary of Defense with the Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development as to the availability of 
adequate private housing in any location in the United States 
designated for construction of new units. In addition, appro­
priations would be authorized for use by the Secretary of 
Defense for payments, on behalf of servicemen, of mortgage 
insurance premiums due with respect to mortgages insured by 
this Department under section 222 of the National Housing Act. 

The enrolled enactment also contains a provision which 
authorizes the Secretary of Defense to acquire sole interest 
in privately owned or Department of Housing and Urban 
Development held family housing units in lieu of new 



constructione Such units could not be acquired under 
eminent domain authority and would not be permitted to 
exceed cost limitations established by the enrolled 
enactmente 

The Department of Housing and Urban Development has no 
objection to the approval of this enrolled enactmento 

Sincerely, 

2 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 
WASHINGTON, DC 20405 

Honorable James T. Lynn 
Director 
Office of Management and Budget 
Washington, DC 20503 

Dear Mr. Lynn: 

You have asked the views of the General Services 
Administration as to what action the President should 
take with regard to S. 1245, 94th Congress, an act "To 
authorize certain construction at military installations, 
and for other purposes.u 

GSA has reviewed the subject legislation and interposes 
no objection to favorable action by the President on 
the enrolled bill. 

Adt:dnis' · 

Keep Freedom in Tour Future With U.S. Savings Bonds 



THE GENERAL COUNSEL OF THE TREASURY 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20220 

OCT 6 1975 

Director, Office of Management and Budget 
Executive Office of the President 
Washington, D. c. 20503 

Attention: Assistant Director for Legislative 
Reference 

Sir: 

Reference is made to your request for the views of 
this Department on the enrolled enactment of s. 1247, "To 
authorize certain construction at military installations, 
and for other purposes." 

The only provision of the enrolled enactment which is 
of concern to this Department is section 610(c) which would 
earmark receipts from the conveyance by the Army of certain 
land in Augusta, Georgia to the Board of Regents of the 
University System of Georgia. The receipts would be credited 
to a special account in the Treasury to be used for the 
construction of a u.s. Army Reserve Training Center in 
Augusta, Georgia. The Department opposed such earmarking in 
a· July 22, 1~75 report to your office on H.R. 4018. The 
Department is not aware of what position your office and the 
Department of the Army ultimately took on H.R. 4018. 

In the circumstances, the Department has no recommendation 
to make with regard to the enrolled enactment. 

Sincerely yours , 

General Counsel 



MEMORANDUM 

NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

October 7, 1975 

JAMES CAVANAUGH 

Jeanne W. Da~~ 
S. 124 7 - Military Construction 
Authorization Act, 1976 

6720 

The NSC Staff concurs in S. 124 7 - Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1976. 

, 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

VV.-'-\ S H ; -::; T () !"-J 

October 7, 1975 

J>.!Er:lORANDUH FOR: JIM CAVAl'JAUGH 

SUBJECT: 

MAX L. F~~EDERSDORF ~ ·6 , 
S. 1247 M1htary Constructlon Authorization Act, 1976 

FROM: 

The Office of Legislative Affairs concurs with the agencies 

that the subject bill be ~Signed. 

Attachments 

' 



EXECUTIVE OF CE OF 
OFFICE OF M · I ' GEME ... 

. PRESfPENT 
D BUDGET 

WASHING! ON. 1:' C .0503 

ocr 7 1975 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

Subject: Enrolled Bill S. 12·4.7 - Military Construction 
Authorization Act, ~ 1 year 1976 and the 
transition quarter 

Sponsors - Sen. Stenni~ (D) Mississippi and 
Sen. Thurmond (R) So .... ·1 Carolina 

Last Day for Action 

October 11, 1975 - Saturday 

Purpose 

Authorizes appropriations for f~ 
transition quarter for new cons·r, 
military departments, and the Re 
ing $3,853,705,000 .. 

Agency Recommendati9ns 

. Office of Management and Budget 

1 year 1976 and the 
~-ion for Defense, . the 
e Components aggregat-

Approval 

Approval Department of Defense 
Department of the Interior Approval with regard to 

Enewetak provision 
{discussed below) ; 
defers to Defense on 
remainder -Department of Housing and Urban 

Development No objection 
No objection 

l' 

General Services Administration 
Department of th~ Treasury No recommenda tionJ.Intormally) 

Discussion 

Military construction requirements for fiscal year 1976 
and for the transition quarter to fiscal year 1977 {July 1, 
1976 - September 30, 1976) were_developed on the basis of 
the package program method of identifying the military forces 
with their primary missions and assigning to these forces 
the weapons, equipment and facilities necessary to discharge 
effectively these assigned mission responsibilities. 

, 
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/ THE WHITE HO lJ SE --
.-\CTION .\lE:-.IORAl\DL\1 WASI!l,>,;GTO~ LOG NO.: 484 

Date: October 7 Time: 1030am 

FOR ACTION: NSC/S 
Max Friedersdorf 
Ken Lazarus 

cc (for information): Jim Cavanaugh 
Jack Marsh 
Warren Hendriks 

FROM THE STAFF SECRETARY 

DUE: Date: October 7 asap Time: 

SUBJECT: 

S. 1247 - Military Construction Authorization Act, 1976 

ACTION REQUESTED: 

-----For Necessary Action ~- _ For Your Reco:mmendations 

__ _:__ Prepare Agenda and Brief 

X 

Draft Reply 

-· __ For Your Comments __ Draft Ren1.arks 

REMARKS: 

Please return to Judy Johnston, Ground Floor West Wing 

No objection. --Ken Lazarus 10/7/75 

PLEASE ATTACH THIS COPY TO MATERIAL SUBMITTED. 

If you hove cny quf'~·Iions or if you cnticipate a. 

(:da; ir: scJ.bntii!inu the required rnaterial, 
LcLdwnc the mat£ Scr.rctary immediately. 

Jiro Cavanaugh 

' 



Calendar NoG I 53 
!)c!n-r CONGRESS 

I.~t Session } SENATE { . REPORT 
No. 94-157 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION, 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 

MAY 22, 1975.-0rdered to be printed 

~lr. SYMINGTON, from the Committee on Armed Services, 
submitted.the following 

REPORT 
[To accompany S. 1247] 

The Committee on Armed Services, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 1247) having considered the same, reports favorably thereon with 
an amendment and recommends that the bill, as amended, do pass. 

PuRPOSE OF THE BILL 

The purpose of this bill is to provide construction and other related 
authority for the military departments, and the office of the Secretary 
of Defense, within and outside the United States and in. title VII 
authority for construction of facilities for the Reserve Components, 
in the total amount of $3,870,982,000. 

FoRM oF CoMMITTEE AcTION 

The bill on which the committee heard its hearings isS. 1247. The 
companion bill as introduced in the House of Representatives is H.R. 
5210. Subsequent to the submission of the bill to the Congress, and 
in some instanQes after the hearings had been completed, amendments 
were requested by the Department of Defense. These changes, to­
gether with those recommended by the committee, made it desirable 
to report an original bill. 

Total authorizations granted, fiscal year 1976 
Title I (Army): 

Inside the United States_______________________________ $598, 624, 000 
Outside the United States_----------------------------- 170, 320, 000 

SubtotaL___________________________________________ 768,944,000 

38-010-75-1 
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TotaZ autlwrizati(lns granted, fiscal year 1976-Continued 

Title II (Navy): 
Inside the United States ______________________________ _ 
Outside the United States. ____________________________ _ 

Total----------------------------------------------

Title III (Air Force): 

662,573,000 
19,661,000 

682,234,000 

Inside the United States------------------------------- 383,030,000 
Outside the United States______________________________ 50, 108,000 
Classified-~-~.,.,,. ~- 7 ___ -- __ --.----- ~-. -,-----.--- __ --. -~~-3_, _9_82_._o_o_o 

TotaL ____________ --~- ________ • ________ - ________ .___ 437, 120, 000 

Title IV (Defense agencies)---------------------:------------ 44,800,000 
Title V (military family housing and homeowners ass1stance)----- 1, 623, 309, 000 

Deficiency authoriza~ionl:l: 
Title I (Army)_. ______ - ___ -_-_-_-_--------------------
Title II (Navy) _________ - ___ - __ -- __ -------------------
Title III (Air Force) __________________________________ _ 
Title IV (DOD) ______ .--------------------------------

SubtotaL_~_---~--------:-·---~ 7 -- •- ~---- "7-----------

Title VII (Reserve Forces facilities): 
Army National Guard.-------------·--_..., __ -------------
Army Reserve ___________ ---._. ___ -_-·------------------
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve ______________________ _ 
Air National Guard ___ -.--------------._--------------
Air Force Reserve. ___________ -- ____ ----_- _________ ---_ 

TotaL. __ ---------·---------·------------..;--------· •i-: 

60,216,000 
47, 924, 000 

0 
. 831, 000 

108,971,000 

54,745,000 
44,459,000 
34,800,000 
55, 100,000 
16,500,000 

Grand total granted by titles I, II, III, IV, V, andVll,.- _ ~~=;.=:=3,=8=7=0=, 9=. 8=2, 000 

BACKGROUND 

The following summary is set forth ~o permit a revie~ of all military 
construction authorization for the active forces from Fiscal Year 19.48 
through this bill. The summary is based upon the bill as submitted to 
the Congress: · 

STATUS OF MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION. FOR THE·ACTIVE FORCES (ACTUAL AND PROJECTED) 
FISCAL YEARS 1948-76 AND 197T 

(In millions of• dollars! · 

Army Navy Air Force Total 

9,835 20,862 43,251 

-1, 141 
-8,590 

-3,415 
-17,340 

-6,326 
-36,681 

-51 -79 -130 

53 28 114 
744 644 2, 221 

45 0 133 

82 54 222 

924 726 2,690 
-53 -15 -98 

-871 -704 -2.574 

Residual authorization to be available Oct. 1, 1975________________ 33 
Additional new authorization proposed by fiscal years 1976 and 197T ~----- 833 
Increases in prior year's authorization proposed by fiscal y_ear 19?6 bill, .. - 88 
Estimated &eneral authorization to be utilized in fiscal year 1976 (mcludmg 

86 fiscal year 197T) _____ c _______________________________________________ --'-------.--

Total of end fiscal year 1975 residual and proposed fiscal year 1976 
authorizations. _______________________ -----------_------ ___ - 1, 040 

Less authorization to be repealed by sec. 605, fiscal year 1976 bill_________ -30 
Less proposed fiscal years 1976 and 197T new fund availability (TOA) _______ -_9_99 __ _ 

Residual authorization estimated available as of Jan. 1, 1977_______ I 11 18 

I Unfunded NATO ;uthorization. 
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SuMMARY oF CoMMITTEE AcTION 

· The construction proposals contained in the request as submitted 
to the Congress covered 270 major bases and consisted of 585 separate 
construction projects. The request by the Department of Defense was 
for $4,201,605,000. . 
· As in recent construction requests a major portion of the new con­

struction is dedicated to facilities' to improve the environment of 
toda,y's servicemen. Bachelor housing, medical facilities, and a new 
energy inve~tment P!ogra:m comprise well ov-er h&:lf. of th~ request. 
· · The ~~mily H~msmg title req,uests _bve:. $1.6 bill10~, 'Wl~h .mos~ of 
the fundmg req'\ured to. operate, mamtam and proVIde limited Im­
provements to existing government quarters. The requirement for 
,constl11~tion of new qu~ters has. drt>_pped fr.~m c;>Ver 10,000 in_ l~st 
year's bill to 3,44_4 in ~Is y~ar's bill. Th_e reqmremen~ for new fa~y 
housing has rapidly diminished as . pnvate en.terpnse surroundmg 
ll!-ilita.ry i'nstaHations' ha;s responded to the requirement to provide 
'new housing~ · ' · . ' · · ' · - , · · 

:!for the bachelo.r housing :program over $395~0~0,000 was requested 
whwh would _proVIde approxu:ilately 3'7j000 ad<llttonal new s:paces, and 
pr9v_ide for the. ;'\lP~a<Y-og of many older quarters th~t are m need of 
repair and mode1'IU2;at1.on. . ... 

This r(lquest cpntllilled. a .major -\ficrease in medical facilities. Over 
$450 million was reql,ief,!teq, Which IS WsC'\].SSed in .more detaill!tter in 
~~~ ... ,'. ,• 

Afte;r carefully considering e!tch.indiVid.ual item in the request the 
Committee eliminate.d some projects which it felt were of questionable 
validity or could be deferred without injury to the. overall program. 

The following table summarizes· Committee actions: 

Authorizations 

Active Forces: 

FINAL COMMITTEE'ACTION 

Bill submitted 
to Congress 

Committee 
action Difference 

~~ &~1: 11~5":::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~· ~~: ~ $~~~: ~~:: ~~~ --::.!~1: ~:~: ~~ 
Air Force (title Ill) _______________ ·----·----------------- 643; 740,000 437, 120,000 -206,620,000 
Defense agencies (title IV>------·--·-----------------·-·- 135, 000; 000 44,800,000 -90,200,000 

------------------~---------
TotaL-·_·- __ -----·- __ ---- •• ·------___ --_--·-_------ .=2,:0:3=56;;, 1=2~5,=00=0=1~, =93~3,~0=98~, 000==· =-4==2;;3::, 0=27~, 0;;,;00 

DefiCiency authorizations: 

~~~ &~: 1?>:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~: m: ~0° ~~: m: ~~ 1~: ~~: ~ Air Force (title Ill)______________________________________ 0 0 
DOD (title IV>-------------·-·-----------·--------------_____ t 8_3..:1,_oo_o ___ --'t-8_31.:.., oo_o ____ ~_8_31.:.., o_oo 

TlitaL----·-·--------···-----·---·--··--------------- 132, 598,000 108,971,000 -23, 627, 000 

-16,567,000 
0 

Military family housing (title V>------------------------------- 1, 639,876, 000 1, 623, 309, 000 
Reserve. Forces facilities (title VII) •••••• ______________ •"------ 205,604,000 205, 604, 000 

TotaL-----------------·---·------·-----·----------- 4, 334; 203,000 3, 870,982,000 -463, 221, 000 

t Late request, not reflected in first column totals. 
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SPECIAL INTEREST SuBJECTS 
Aircraft Shelters · · .· · · .. · · · · · · · · 
. The Committ.E!e h.eld a special.ex.ecutivesession to consider the Air 

Force shelter p am. The Secreta.r.y of Defense has made a st_ro~g 
plea .to shelter aircraft that. are tQ be deployed to Europe Withm 
the first 30 days of a mobilization situation. In previous pr@grams the 
Congress .hp.s provided authorization a.~d funding to construct st:f­
ficient nmnbers .of sh~l~ers to house ·atrcraft that .¥"B curr~tly m 
Europe an,dthat axe echeduleq to deploy to _Europe. in. the fi\arly d:ays 
of a mobilization situatwn. Our NATO all1es have agreli\rl to f\md, 
prima.rily tlir?ugh the. N A!O Infrastructure Progr~m, !!lost of t~e 
sh.elte:rs prevtously authonzed· by . Congress and the Air. For~e ts 

ssively pursuing reeoupm~n~ of these fund~ where a.ppropnat~. 
year's request for $175 imllion would_provtde sbu~lters that ~re 

not eligible for NATO 1nfras~urcture ftmd:u;tg un"er current ·NATO 
criteria. After much .QelibeFatii.Qn the Comnuttee elected to. d~fer any 
authoriza.tion for additioml airm:a!t shelters in Europe ~hich our 
NATO alfies do not consider appropriate for funding under the NATO 
Infrastructure PFQgram. 
FJejense lntellige~ ~~ncy (PIA) lluiltling . . . · ' · . • 

· The Department mcluded a r~qYeSt for $86'.1 ~Jttlbo~ to c~struct 
a new office co.mpl!lx ~or the . pefense Inteliigen~ .Agen~ey ·at .. t~e 
Bolling-Anacost1a s1te . m Washmgton. V.C. The Commd¥~e. 1s m 
sympathy with the requirenrent for DIA to .rno~e out of the, un­
satisfaetory structures at Arlington Hall Statwn mto a pem~tmt 
headquarters. After much. d~cu<ssion the Comll?-i'ttee elected' to defer 
this request without preJ_.U ud1ce. for. t.h-e .f. ol\Q·Wl. ng .• reaso~s: ·(.1) The 
Select Committee to Study Governmental Opetatwns W1th Respect 
to Intelligence Activities cha!red by Senato~ Church; is cha:rged to 
examine the roles .and funct10ns of the .entire Federal Intelligence 
community includi~g DIA, an~ that Committee may ~ev.elop rec<?m:­
mendations that will substantially affect the DIA bmldmg reqmre­
menir; (2) the design of the DIA building has not yet star~ed (as of 
the time that testimony was receiyed from. the Defensf3 ~Itness, an 
architect engineer contract was b~mg negot~ated) and It. 18 felt ~hat 
deferral "ill not delay constructiOn appr~ctably and WIH perm1t a 
more compreheusive and accurate. cost eBtlmate to be. developed; (3) 
ap Environmental Imp~:J.ct S~atement has not beef!- wntten and, even 
though there was some feelmg that an old Environmental Impact 
Statement (developed some years ago f<;>r the Defense Office Complex 
that was to be sited at the same location) could be used, the <?om­
mittee suspects that a new Environmental Impaet StatemeD;t ~Ill be 
required; and (4). a hard.lo,ok had. J?.~t b~en taken a.t .~he poss1bdity of 
r~locating DIA mto ex~stmg faCilities m the Washmgton. ar~a (the 
Pentagon or Fort Belvoir, for example) and the deferral Will gtve the 
Department time to aceomplish such a study. · 

Diego Garcia . . .. . . . 
During deliberations on last year's const~uction request _there ~as 

considerable debate concerning Diego Gare~a and th~ foreign policy 
implications of expanding the U.S. presence 1~ the In~Ian Oc.e~. As a 
result, a special provision was added ~o the FY 19_75 bill requmng that 
the President certify as to the necessity of the Dtego GarCia construe-
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tion and that the Congress be allowed 60 davs to consider the Presi­
dent's certification before .construction could ~ommence. . 

This year's request contains $13.8 million for Diego Garcia which is 
a continuation of the program requested in Fiscal Year 1975. The 
certification required by the President was transmitted to the Senate 
un May 12, 1975. The Committee determined that the decision con­
cerning the Fiscal Year 1976 request should be contingent on the 
action taken by the Congress on the FY -75 request and inserted a 
special provision to that effect. This action does n~e t imply Committee 
approval of the construction at Diego · Garcia. Several Members 
voiced strong objection to any construction at Diego Garcia, but 
agreed that the provisions in the Fiscal Year 1975 Act provided a 
mechanism to bring the issue before the full Senate for a deeisioh. 
Deficiency Authorizations 

This committee, in full cooperation with its counterpart committe~ 
in the House of Representatives, has consistently emphasized to the 
Department the n~c~~sity to mini!nize n:quests .for deficiency auth<:ri­
zatrons. Accurate mttial programmg estimates and good constructwn 
management are the answers to reducing deficiency authorization 
requests. 'fhe situation this year is especially puzzling. The total 
request for deficiency authorizations is ,the. highest ever-over $130 
million-yet the Ah;Force Title contained no request for deficiency 
authorizations. The committee acknowledges that the record concern­
ing cost overruns in the Department of Defense military construction 
program is an order of magnitude better than that of other Federal 
construction programs; however; the granting of any deficiencv author­
izations is tllways distasteful because it implies poor management on 
the part of the Department and the Congress usually has little choice 
but to grant the deficiency authorization because of "sunk" costs. 
'.L'he committee did elect to eliminate deficiencv authorizations that 
the Army had requested for "omnibus" pollution abatement lines 
under the rationale that the "omnibus" line, which i;; discussed in 
more detail elsewhere in this report, provides the flexibility to accom., 
plish the highest priority projects within the line. Lower priority 
projects that are eliminated can be authorized in future programs if 
the requirement remains valid. The following table is a breakout of 
deficiency authorizations requested: · 

Public 
Law .Installation 

[In thousands of dollars! 

Existing 
amount As amended 

authorized by bill 

Additional 
authorization 

requested 

ARMY (TITLE I) 
90-110 Fort Lee, Va_. __ • __ . ____ .. ___________ .... _____________ 2,575 3,615 1,040 
92-145 Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia____ 112, 500 134,652 22, 152 
92-145 Air pollution abatement._--·--------·---· ___ .. -----·--- 34, 946 45, 055 10, 109 
92-145 Water pollution abatemenL_ .... ____________ .. -------- 35, 291 46, 728 11,431 
92-545 .... _dL .. -- .. --.-- .. --·--·---·-·----... ----------· 36,502 42,214 5,712 
93-166 Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center, Te•-·-·-·--------- 6,284 7,353 1,069 
93-166 Eglin Air Forca Base, Fla.- ....... _________________ .. ___ 2,950 4,585 1,635 
93-166 Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts. _________ .. __________ 466 617 151 
93-166 Fort Polk, La ••• ·-----------· .. ·---·-···-·-·---------- 29,276 44,536 15,260 
93-166 Fort Ruc~er, !\Ia_. _________ . _________ ---·--- _________ .. 3, 978 4, 810 823 
93-166 White Sands Missile Range, N.Mex ... ___ .. _____ • ___ .. ___ 3,843 6,339 2,496 
93-166 Fort Leonard Wood, Mo_ .. ·-·----- _____ . ________ ., ___ __ 44, 482 54, 2113 9, 801 
93-166 Yuma Proving Ground, Ariz.·-··-- .. ·-····----- .. ·--·-·- f,472 8,320 1,848 

!!=i~ ~~~!:~~·-~~~·-:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~:~:~::~:~:~ r~: gf~ ~: m. 3
' ~~ 

Total, Army ......... ·---····-··-····---·----------37_6,_01-l--4-63-, 48-5-'------8-7,-47-4 

See footnote at end of table. 
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Law 
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tin thousands of dollars! 

Corps Air Station, Cherry oint, N.C ••• ::::::::::: 
Marine Corps AirStetion, New Rlver,N.C .•••••••.•••.•••.• 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Calif. •.•• --------­
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii. ••••••••.. 
Naval Air --··----------·-------
Naval Sta 
Naval Ai 
Naval Air -----------·-----·-··· 
Naval Air tation ••••••••••••••••••• 

Station, AdakJ.. Alaska ......... -------------------

Existi~ 
a moun 

authorized 

9,397 
1,847 
5,316 
5992 

18:183 
6,808 
2,471 
2,300 
4060 
1:821 
3, 245 
6, 210 
5,988 

~= 1'830 u: 712 
12,943 
7,~ 

Additional 
As amended authoriution 

by bill requested 

11,321 l, 924 
2 064 217 
7:916 2,600 
1, 792 1 800 

20,472 2:289 
11,508 4, 700 

5, 982 3, 511 
3,531 1,231 

H~ 764 
7,879 s: 755 3,510 

6,862 652 
6,495 507, 
9,2.1' 2,m 
~·~ f:f! 13:732 

14 903 
u( 642 2:945 

623 230 
5,497 5,606 109 

169,026 45,124 

Sound Naval;ohipyard, Bremerton1,Wash .......... . 
Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, nawalL .......... , __ __:_,:_ __ ..:._ __ --::--:-:-:-

123,902 Total, Navy ....... ----------------·-----------·-,=~;;;;;~=~~==~= 
DEFENSE (TITLE IV) I 

1 365 194 l,m 
1:384 637 

831 

92-545 Defense General Supply center, Richmond, Va .......... .. 
93-166 Defense Depot, Tracy, Calif .............. --------------------------= 

l, 918 2,749 

501,831 635,260 133,429 
Total, ooD.------------------·--··------------·==='====~===:?::.=:=: 
Grand total. ..................... ------------- .. 

1 Late request 

Uniformed Services Health Sciences University 
Public Law 92-426 authorized the establishment of t~e. Health 

Services University in September 1972. Las~ y~ar $15 million 'f8.S 
added to the Military Construction request to lnltiate the construction 
of the first phase of the University. Testimony indica~ed that a ~on~ 
tract could be awarded in May or June of 1975 to obligate the F1sc!l'l 
Year 1975 appropriation. The Department req:uested $7~,?00,000. I;t 
Fiscal Year 1976, with additional requests to.talmg $65 m1lhC?n ~ntlCI~ 
pated in future years. After the bill was su.b~~tted, theN avy mdt~l!'ted 
that the request could be reduced by $7.4 mtllion as a result of reVIsions 
to the construction schedule. . 

The Committee recognizing that approval of the request for Fiscal 
Year 1976 would commit the ConfP'ess. to support the. complete 
authorization and funding of the Umversity, carefully reVIewed the 
coste; and the benefits. The Committee acknowledges tha~ it may cost 
the Federal Government somewhat more to obtain a ~edtcal graduate 
from the military university than from the schol~rshtp prog~am. ~he 
situation is analagous to the concept of the Service A~adermes whtch 
provides the nucleus for the offic,;er corps. T}l~ Colilllllttee conclu~ed 
that the potential benefits to milttary n;tediCme and to. the medical 
profession at large warranted the expenditure of Federal fu~ds. 
Aircraft Installation Oompatible Use Zone (AlOUZ) . . · . 

At nearly every Defense installation where there are ·mi~tary a~~ 
craft there are problems of encroachment. These ~as~s have had r~sl­
dences schools or some private constructiOn bmlt tn areas of high ' ~ 

.. 
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noise or where a higher possibility of an aircraft accident exists. In 
many cases the encroachment has occurred after the base was in being; 
however, the objections to the noic;e pollution and the accident danger 
continue to increase. Extensive effort has been made by the Depart­
ment to mitigate these problems by coordinating with local commu­
nities to institute restrictive zoning or other controls. Recent military 
construction bills have contained requests for authorization and funds 
to "buy off" the encroachers-either acquire the land or a restrictive 
easement. The Committee feels that this approach of "buying off" 
land owners around military bases is unsatisfactory. It is setting a 
bad precedent for a program which, if it were carried out at every 
installation where it is needed, would be prohibitively expensive. 
The Committee looks to the Department of Defense to examine this 
problem in detail, in coordination with other appropriate Federal 
agencies, to see if there isn't a more acceptable approach to this 
problem. 
Organization of the Administration's Bill 

There are several aspects of this year's request that caused the 
Committee concern with regard to the management of the legislation. 

The use of "omnibus" lines with many projects lumped together 
in a single line has increased in recent years. The Committee recog­
nizes that this gives the Services some increased flexibility. On the 
other hand it confuses the legislation because the major portion of the 
authorizing legislation is by command or naval district while "omni­
bus" lines reflect functional categories. This was especially evident 
this year where, for the first time, the services added an energy con­
servation "omnibus" line. There was obvious dissimilarity between 
the energy conservation projects included by the different services 
and it appeared that the services were attempting to "get well" in 
some areas by capitalizing on the national concern for energy prob­
lems. The Committee feels that future administration military con­
struction requests should eliminate the use of "omnibus" lines except 
for the Reserve Forces title and in unusual cases where a definite 
scope of work cannot be determined and the use of the "omnibus" 
line technique is cle.ared with the Senate and House Armed Services 
Committee prior to submission of the request. 

There are over twenty projects in this year's request that are 
"phased" or "incremented". The services resort to this procedure 
primarily because of budgetary restrictions-they don't think that 
the Congress will authorize the entire project in one year. Yet the 
services are required to provide full disclosure of information per­
taining to all phases or increments when the first phase or increment is 
requested, and the Congress, in effect, when it authorizes phase or 
increment one, is authorizing the entire project. The Committee feels 
that this "piece-meal" procedure of submitting projects in phases or 
increments is poor management and probably increases costs. The 
Committee is not suggesting that full funding must be coincident with 
full authorization; funding should be incremental on large projects to 
permit an orderly execution of the project without obligating more 
funds than are necessary. The Committee expects that future re­
quests will eliminate the use of phases or increments and that full 
project scope Will be requested when the requirement can be ade­
quately determined and justified. 
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Title IV of the request is for construction projects to support 
Department of Defense agencies. This year each of the services had at 
least one project included in their title that was for a DOD agency. 
This was done because the particular service was the "executive agent" 
for that DOD project. This reasoning is inconsistent throughout the 
request and serves to distort the actual size of the programs of the 
services. The Committee directs that future ~equests for construction 
for DOD agencies appear only in -the DOD title of the bill. 

The Committee would like for the Navy to consider presenting its 
request by majm: command rather than by geographical district as is 
now the case. This would make the Navy title compatible with other 
service titles. 
Energy Conservation 
. For the first time, each Servi~e has.submitted an En~rify Conserva­

tiOn Investment Program Ommbus hne. Over $100 m1lhon has been 
requested, with individual projects ranging from adding insulation to 
existing facilities to the complete rebuild of utility systems. The 
Department, in instigating this program, directed that the Services 
include projects. thl!-t could be amortized in five years or less. The 
Committe~ applauds the Department's efforts in energy conservatiOn 
and has approved the major portion of this request with small reduc­
tions aimed at marginal projects. The inconsistency of the various 
Service's programs gave the Committee some concern and it is expected 
that each project will be carefully validated before it is executed. The 
Committee will support future requests for energy conservation 
projects subject to the comments concerning the omnibus line ex­
pressed elsewhere in this report. 
Competitive Equity for U.S. Contractors on Con8tr1tction Ont8ide the U.S. 

From time to time the Congress has petitioned the Department to 
ensure that U.S. contractors were not at a disadvantage when it came 
to bidding on construction work outside the U.S. The Committee 
would like to reinforce that position particularly as it relates to 
NATO construction. The Committee understands that under current 
International Competitive Bidding Procedures the host country con­
struction agent notifies the American Embassy of a pending invitation 
for bid. The American Embassy must then notify the Department of 
Commerce in the United States and they in turn determine and 
notify qualified U.S. contractors. This procedure seems cumbersome 
and, in at least one case in the recent past, proved unreliable. The 
Committee charges the Department to investigate current procedures 
and report to the Senate and House Armed Services Committees on 
measures taken to ensure that U.S. contractors have competitive 
equity on overseas work with emphasis on notification procedures and 
computability of contract specifications to U.S. procedures and 
materials. 
Medical Modernizal'i,on 

As mentioned previously the request for medical facilities shows a 
marked increase from previous years. Major renovations, with empha-

.. 
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sis on expanding the capability to handle outpatients, are requested 
for Bethesda Medical Center, !vlaryland; Wilford Hall Medical Cen­
ter in San Antonio, Texas; and the Regional Medical Centers at 
Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi and Bremerton, Washington. • 

The Secretary of Defense in testimony before the House Armed 
Services Committee revealed that there is a major study underway 
which examines the eeonomic efficiency of treating other than active 
duty personnel in military medical facilities. The existence of this 
study, which might possibly conclude that the Department of Defense 
should. treat only active duty persqnnel, raises serious questions as to 
the validity of the entire medical construction program. However, 
this Committee has approved the majority of the requests for medical 
faeilities in order that the medical modernization program not be 
delayed. This action by the Committee does .not prejudge the results 
of the ongoing study .. To tlj.e contrary, the Committee expects to be 
apprised o£ the results of the study as soon as they are known;. and if 
the study rec.mnmends a major .r:eduction in health care benefits, the 
Committ~.e direc.ts .that no act~on• be .taken by the. Department to 
execl1te th~ program that this Oom.t;nittee has authorized.. . . 

· T}.le, committee :wishes to poi,nt out to .the Department that it does 
feel stJiongly th~t it is in the b~st. national interest .to maintain a 
cap,aqil,i,~y to respon,d .. to medical requirements .durin:g. a.· national 
e.mergen<~y...-~afactor which does not lend itself to a study of economic 
effipiepcy. In addition1 .there are ot1ler non-quautifiable fa;ctor.s which 
m\Ist he .cqnHidered iu any decision, th.at wouJd drastically curtail 
military health care; for example, (1) the inherent problems that 
would resultin·recruiting and maintainip.g a medical force if the only 
patients were ·active duty personnel and (2) the incalculable value of 
the contribution of military medicine to the medical profession at 
large. 
Nltclear Weapons Security 

The Committee approved without change the Department's 
request for authorization to upgrade the quality of the stor.u.ge sites for 
n1.1elear weapons .. The Committee's main concern is. that the .. De­
pttrtment is not moving fnst enough in this area. The Committee feels 
that it has .taken too long to develop plans and criteria and that· 
definitiye a.ction is long overdue, The Committee fully expects the 
Depu.rtment to review its stQntge plan with a. view toward reducing the 
number Df storage sites as well. as improving the physical security 
at the sites. The Committee will watch this program closely and 
insists that it be given top priority in ~xecution. 
Enewetak Cleannp 

In 1947 two tribes, with a population of about 150 people, were 
displaced fron); Enewetak Atoll to Ujelang Atoll so that the U.S. 
could conduct nuclear testing. In 1972 after some 43 nuclear tests 
were completed the U.S. announced that it had no further use for 
Enewetak and would release it by the end of 1973. There is con­
siderable debris on the islands that make up Enewetak Atoll that 

S.R. l:i7-2 
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must be "cleaned up" before the displaced tribes can return. Some of 
this debris is radioactive and it is planned to dump this debris in a 
crater left from the tests and cap it with concrete. The remaining 
debris is in the form of buildings, piers and ships left over from World 

• War II as well as the testing period, and constitutes a safety hazard 
and is an obstruction to orderly resettlement. The Fiscal Year 1976 
request was for $14.1 million as the first increment of a $40 million 
cleanup program. In addition to cleanup costs it is estimated that the 
Department of the Interior will require over $10 million to resettle 
the tribes on Enewetak. 

The Committee debated this question at length. The Department 
was asked to develop the most austere cost estimate possible which 
envisioned the use of U.S. troops (Army engineers or Navy Seabees) 
who are trained in nuclear decontamination and whose use should 
provide substantial cost savings. The least cost estimate provided 
by the Department which would accomplish the minimum required 
cleanup was $25 million. 

The Committee agreed to a one time authorization of $20 million 
to accomplish the cleanup. The Department is charged .to accomplish 
the cleanup within that amount using every possible economy measure. 
The Committee insists that radiation standards established by the 
Energy Research and Development Agency be met before any 
resettlement is accomplished. Althou~h the moral obligation to permit 
the Enewetak people to return to their atoll was a major consideration, 
the Committee's decision was based primarily on the premise that 
the United States cannot walk away from a testing erogram that 
cost several billion dollars without making a responsible effort to 
restore the atoll to the degree that it can be made habitable. 
Trident 

The Fiscal Year 1976 request contains $187 million for the con­
tinued construction of the Trident support facility at Bangor, 
Washington. The Congress has authorized over $200 million since 
FY 73 for the construction of this facility and the Committee is 
pleased to note that progress at the site is good. The total cost of the 
facility is now reported to be $657 million, an increase of $27 million 
over the total estimate provided by the Navy last year, which results 
primarily from the additional requirement to furnish community 
assistance funds as provided for in the Fiscal year 1975 Act. The 

·Department once again assured the Committee that the sin~le site 
at Bangor would service the entire Trident requirement tor the 
foreseeable future. 
Relocatable Construction-Korea 

The committee indorses the Army program of constructing relo­
catable quarters from prefabricated buildings in Korea. This approach 
should prove to be cost effective if U.S. units are relocated within 
Korea or returned to the U.S. The committee expects that the concept 
of relocatable facilities be considered at all overseas locations as part 
of the normal planning process. 
Fort Polk-Mineral Rights 

The committee approved an Army request to purchase the mineral 
rights at Fort Polk, Louisiana. There is serious question that the 

.. 
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funds authorized will be adequate to permit the acquisition of all 
mineral rights; however, Army witnesses validated the estimates 
and the committee supports the requirement. In approving this 
request the committee does not want to stifle oil exploration operations 
on Fort Polk if the area shows promise. The Department is expected 
to monitor oil exploration adjacent to Fort Polk and to institute 
exploration on Fort Polk in the future if the potential for the discovery 
of oil warrants it. 
Construction Contracts Awarded By Competitive Bid8 and By Negotiation 

In accordance with statutory requirements contained in the annual 
Military Construction Authorization Acts, the Military Departments 
submit annual reports to the Congress listing construction contracts 
which were awarded on other than a competitive basis to the lowest 
responsible bidder. Policy guidance to the Military Departments for 
submission of these reports was first issued in November 1960. Addi­
tional guidance issued in October 1967 established uniform methods 
for reporting change orders, required all contracts which were not 
formally advertised to be reported, and required a breakout to be 
provided of those contracts which, although not formally advertised, 
involved the solicitation of competitive price proposals. 

New instructions were issued in 1969, following advice from GAO 
that the Departments had not included contracts in Southeast Asia 
and Germany in the fiscal year 1968 reports, although detailed infor­
mation had been provided on these awards to ·the Congress in other 
reports. Subsequent reports have included all negotiated military 
construction contracts. 

The Military Construction Authorization Act. 1973, Section 704', 
changed the reporting requirement to Congress from semiannually to 
annually to reduce time and cost for preparation and review. 

A summary of the fiscal year 1974 results and a comparison with the 
fiscal year 1973 report are shown in the following table: 

TITLES I, II, Ill, AND IV-ANALYSIS OF MILITARY CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS SHOWING FISCAL YEAR 1974AWARDS 
BY COMPETITIVE BIDDING AND BY NEGOTIATION 

(Dollar amounts in millions] 

Army Navy Air Force Total DOD 
------ -------

Amount Percent Amount Percent Amount Percent Amount Percent 

Fiscal year 1974: 
Total awards _________ $637.7 100.0 $488.9 100.0 $150. 5 100.0 $1, 277. I 100.0 

Competitively bid awards. 584.7 91.7 485.7 99.3 149.7 99.5 1, 220.6 95.6 
Negotiated awards •••..• 53.0 8.3 3.1 . 7 .8 • 5 56.9 4.4 

For comyarison, the fiscal 
year 19 3 figures are shown 
below: 

Total awards _______ $728.8 100.0 436.1 100.0 250.4 100.0 1, 415.3 100.0 
--------------------------------

Competitively bid awards. €69.4 91.9 413.0 94.7 226.3 90.4 I, 308.7 92.5 
Negotiated awards ______ 59.4 8.1 23.1 5.3 94.1 9.6 106.6 7.5 

Real Estate Acquisition Req1test8 
There is set forth below the real estate acquisitions requested by the 

Department Committee action on each of these requests is covered 
elsewhere in this report . 
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'REAL ESTATE ACQUSITIONS (NEW AUTHORIZATION)-FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION I'ROGRIIM 

Fee interest Lessor interest Total 

Military department arid location 

Estimated 
cost 

Acres (thousands) 

Estimated 
cost 

Acres (thousands) 

Estimated 
cost 

Acres (thousands) 

Arm'y: 

~~~ ~~f~~~a~~~~--~ ~~ ~:::::::~:: ____ 6~~~~~~ ______ ~~~ ~~- -- -~-14( 76ii -----,-$5; ii3f 
TotaL ___________________ ,___ 6, 426.0 7, 200 '144, 760 5, 037 

~nyc · 

6,426. 0 
144. 760. 0 

151, 186; 0 

$7,200 
5,037 

12,237 

. ; Naval Underwater Systems Center 
238 New London, Dresdgn, N.Y_____ 4. 5 2:i8 ------------------------ 4. 5 

. Nag:/if~~~P~~~ ~ta_ti~~--c,o~~o_r~~------------------------- 1, 055 264 ,; 055. o' 12, ~gg 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, CaliL _________ . __ , _______ ,____ _ 1, 662 12, 100 1, 662.0 

2 000 .Na~aiAirs.talion,CsciiField,Fia __ , _________________ ,______ 1,432 2,00il 1,432.0 , 
Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va ___ ~---'-'--'---'-' ~4~0._0~--'-7---6'-10~--1-, -'16_4~-~9...,.90.---_;____!.,..., 2...,.04_._,o_~_1:-·, -:-60:-:-0 

Air ForJ~~~~ ~:::::::::::::::::: ::::: . 84g 5, 31~ . 15, 35~ 5. 357,6 16, 20ij 

R~~apituiation: . _ . 
' ' Army ___ ,,,",_,) ___ . ________ ,___ 6;.526.-o· 71200 144;760 5,037 151,186.0 .12,237 

Navy ____ , ______ , ___ -.- ________ -~~:.c4'-'4.-'5~~-8_4&'-'. ----'-''---5_:_, 3:-:1-:-3 -~1-:-5,_3::':54--'-'--:-:. ~5_.~--:-5 7'-. -:--4'---'-'-'-'--'::-:16:-', .2=02 

Total new authorization __ .':--':-· 6, 47Q. !i 8, Q48 l!iO, Q73 20, 39L 156,543. 4 . . 28, 439 
. . . . . ,, '- ' 

I8GS.acnis ~~~se. a~d,mineral ri!itits in i43,8~4 acr~s-
. ·'I $304 foHease area and $4,733 to oblairi mineral iights. 

l'itrte~ Noi lntlucte<f in totals Is a dllfidency arithorization for White· Sands Missile Rang~ for '71,159 acres and $4,806. 

TITJ,E 1---Am.'!Y 

, .. The Army request under Title I oft~~ bill an;ounted to $833,786,000. 
This indudes $20,000,000for the transitwnperwd, July 1, 1976 through 
September 30, 1976 to provide cont~nued NAT~InfrB;structurefund-­
ing. The committee, after carefuheyiew and.consideratwn of the Army 
request, approved the following program: 

Army request 

Inside the United States_____________________________________________________ $633,381,000 
Outside the United States ______ , ___ .__________________________________________ 200,405,000 

. . Total _____________________________ - ___ --- ___ ---_---------------------
Deficiency authorization ________________________________ ---_-_- ___ -----------
Emergency construction _________________________________ - __ --- --------------

'833, 786, 000 
87, 474, 000 
10, 000, 000 

Committee 
approved 

$598, 624, 000 
170, 320, 000 

768, 944, 000 
60, 216, 000 
10,000,000 

The Committee note~ that the Army is continuing its emphasis on 
projects of direct benefit to the soldier. About 60 percel_lt of the c~n-­
struction program excludinO' NATO Infrastructure, Is for soldier 

' "' d d" ' d orientetl projects, such as bachelor housing an mmg accomr_TI;~. a--
tions medical and dental facilities and community support facihtws. 
·This is down about 7 percent from fiscal year 1975 and results primarily 
from the new emphasis this year that is being placed on energy con-­
servation and security of nuclear weapons. 

The energy conservation program i~ the start of 1!: five yel!-r.program 
aimed a.t reducing energy consumptiOn at Army mstallations by 3;t 
hiast 15 percent. These are high return projects as the average amorti-­
zation period is five years based on present fuel prices . 

.. 
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Another Important new program this year is security of nuelear 
weapons. This project will provide the urgently needed security 
measures for nuclear weapons. 

Again this year the Army is maintaining its effort in combating 
pollution. The fiscal year 1976 MCA program represents a 40 million 
dollar increase over last year's program. The significant increase is 
for water pollution control and reflects the requirements of the Feder.al 
Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972. 

The fiscal year 1976 program also continues the efforts begun in the 
fiscal 'year 1975 budget to provide facilities that will directly support, 
the stationing of a 16 Division Army and the Army's one station 
training concept . 

Other projects submitted by Army will improve its operational 
capability. Of special significance is continued level of funds requested 
to construct maintenance facilities, an item directly related to the 
Army's readiness posture. The following tables summarize the authori-­
zation request by Major Command and facility class and the authori­
zation provided by the Committee. 

Army 
request 

Committee 
approved 

Major command summary: 
U.S. Army Forces Command______________________________________________ $290,409,000 $270,414, OJO 
U.S. Army Training and Doctrine Command_________________________________ 191, 445, 000 187, 33

0
, 000 

U.S. Army Military District of Washington ___________ -------------__________ 2, 368, 000_ 0 
U.S. Army Materiel Command ____ ,_----------____________________________ 20, 722, 000 16, 919, 000 
U.S. Army Communications Command_____________________________________ 7, 932,000 6, 420,000 
U.S. Military Academy___________________________________________________ 5, 937,000 5, 937,000 
U.S. Army Health Services Command ______________________ ,_______________ 4, 552,000 4, 552,000 
Various locations, air pollution abatement facilities__________________________ 5, 779,000 5, 779,000 
Various locations, water pollution abatement facilities_______________________ 51, 961,.000 ~1. 961,000 
~ar!ous locat!ons, dining facilities modernization_____________________________ 16,547,000 16,547,000 

anous locations, energy conservation_____________________________________ 33,077,000 30,077,000 
Various locations, nuclear weapons security __ ·-------______________________ 2, 652,000 2, 652, 000. 

Total inside the United States _____ --------------- __ ------------- _______ -6-3'"'3,-38_1_, 00-0--5-98-, 6-2'""4.-0-00-

~i;·u~s~Ar~;~~~-~~~-~~~~~=::::::::::::=:::::::=:::==::::::~~:::::::::: ~: ~~: ~~~ ~: ~~~: ~~-
~lt~~~~1:i~r:,;;~;;~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~J~: ~~ ~i: ~: ~ 
Nuclear weapons security _______________________ -----------------________ 34, 000, 000 34, 000,000 

----------~~~ 
Total outside the United States--------------------------------------~-- 200,405,000 170,320,.000 

TotaL--- ___ --------- ____ -___________________________________________ ==83==a:.o=, 7=86=, =ooo'=-"=c=7=6~8.=94=4;,, oo=o 
Facility classes ummary: ==-=-=-~~= 

Operational and training faciUties. ______________ -------------------------- 42,441,000 28, 612, 000 
Maintenance and production facilities ____________________________ ---------- 47, 295,000 43, 445, 000 
Research, development an~ test facilities__________________________________ 22, 564, 000 21, 995, 000 
Supply facilities (includes nuclear weapons security)________________________ 58,786,000 57,788,000 
Hospital and medical facilities____________________________________________ 91, 292, 000 62, 409, 000 
Administrative lllcilities_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ _ _ _ _ __ ___ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 3, 580, 000 3, 580, 000 
Housing and community facilities ____ -----------------------------________ 348,801, 006 347, 486, 000 

Troop housing and dining____________________________________________ (336, 723, 000) (336, 723, 000) 
Community facilities________________________________________________ (12, 078, 000) (10, 763, 000) 

Utilities and ~round improvements _______ ----------------_________________ 10(6
5

,, 7
7
9
7
o
9 

•• 00
00

0
0
). 103, 592,000 

Air poilu ion abatement facilities______________________________________ (5, 779, 000). 
Water pollution abatement facilities___________________________________ (51, 961, 000) (51, 961, 000) 
Energy conservation_________________________________________________ (33, 077, 000) (30, 077, 000) 
Other------------ _______ -- __________ --_____________________________ (15, 973, 000) (15, 775, 000) 

Real estate_____________________________________________________________ 12,237,000 5, 037,000 
NATO infrastructure_____________________________________________________ 100, 000, 000 95, 000, 000 

Total __ -- ___ -------- _________________________________________________ --83-3,-7-86-, 0-00-·--7-68_:_, -94-4,:...0~00'-
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U.S. ARMY FORCES CmrMAND 

The committee approves $270,444,000 for thirty-six projects at 
twelve installations of the U.S. Army Forces Command. . . 

· At Fort Bragg, the approved projects ~t::~lude a flight simulator 
building, tacticl!-1 equipment shops and facilities, a new barracks and 
ban-ack modermzatwn. 

At Fort Campbell approval is .~r~nted for a range center. <?o.n:,plex, 
tMtical equipment shops and faCilittes, barracks support famhtie;> and 
elevated water ~orage tanks. .' '· 

At Fort CiL son· the committee approves the barracks support 

facilities. · fl' 1 · 1 · · At Fort HoA1, the approved projects P!~v1de a tg 1t stmu f!'tor 
building, tactical equipment shops and facihties, barracks modermza-
tion and a barracks complex. . . 

At Fort Sam Houston, a water storage tank 1s a I? proved·. · 
At Fort Lewis approval is granted for a tacttcal eqmpment shop 

and facilities and a barracks compl.ex. . . . 
At Fort Meade the aircraft mamtenance facthty Is approved. 
At Fort Ord the approved projects inc~~d!'l a rifle platoot:: ~ttack 

course, tactical ~qu~pment shops and factht1es, a dental chmc and 
barracks modem1zat10n. · . . 

At Fort Polk projects approved include tank trails, tactiCal eqmp-
ment shops and facilities, a barracks complex, two elevated water 
tanks and acquisition of mineral rights. . . . . 

At Fort Richardson, the airfield pavmg and hghtmg proJect and 
street improvements are ap_Proved. . . . . . 

At Fort Riley the commtttee approved a fltght ;;;rmulat?r buildmg, a 
tracked vehicle road and wash facility, three tactical equtpment shops 
and facilities and barracks modernization. 

At Fort Stewart/Hunter ~my ~irfield the app_roved P.rojects 
provide a CIDC field operatiOns bmldmg, two . t!l-ctiCal eqmpment 
shops and facilities, a cold storage warehouse addttwn and a barracks 

complex. f 11 · 1 ,,For reasons of economy, the ?o~mi~tee deferred the o OWll!g. ow-
priority projects; the Fargo Building m Boston, the dental clinic at 
Fort Hood, .the post office at ~o~t Stewart, .the ROTC Headquarters 
at Fort Riley, and ~he dental cl~ruc at Fort Riley. . . 

While the comrruttee recogmzes the need for additwnalland at Fort 
()arson, the request for land acquisition was defen-ed because of' the 
ul};acceptably high cost per acre for the area requested. · . 

U.S. ARMY TRA.INING AND DocTRINE CoMMA.ND. 
,,, j.;,· \ 

Fo:r the U.S. Army Training and Doctrine Comm~nd, the committee 
approves $187,336,000 for 21 projects a~ ten i?stallatwns: .. . .. 

At Fort Benning. the approved proJects mclude a fi1ght smmlator 
building, training facilities, a trainee barracks complex and a re-
ception station. · 
,For~Fort Eustis the pier utilities project is approved. · 
At Fort Gordon the approved projects include fue~ oil. storage tanks, 

an addition to the signal school and barracks modernization. 

... 

At Fort Jackson the trainee barracks complex is apJ?roved. 
For Fort Knox the committee approved a flight simulator building 

and an addition to Ireland Army Hospital. 
At Fort Lee approval Of the general storehouse is granted. 
At Fort McClellan, the approved ~rojects include range improve­

ments, addition and alteration at Noble Army Hospital, a dental 
clinic, a trainee barracks complex and utilities expansion. 

At Fort Rucker, the committee approves the U.S. Army Aero 
Medical Research Laboratory and a new electrical distribution 
system. · 

At Fort Sill a trainee barracks complex is a.pproved. 
At Fort Leonard Wood the approved proJect provides ammunition 

storage facilities. 
Concrete Bunkers at Fort Bennin~, the La.nguage School at Lack­

land AFB and improvement of traming facilities at Fort Leonard 
Wood were considered low priority projects and were deferred by the 
committee for reasons of economy. 

~1ILITARY DISTRICT 01" WASHINGTON 

For Fort Meyer, the committee deferred the $2,368,000 project for 
Relocation of Facilities. This project should be reexamined considering 
the use of non-appropriated funds. 

U.S. Amu .:VIATERIEL CoMMAND 

For this Major Command, the committee a.pproves $16,919,000 for 
twelve projects at seven installations. The htdividual projects approved 
are discussed in the following paragraphs. 

At Aberdeen Proving Ground, approval is granted for a Research 
Animal Isolation Facility. 

At the Army Materiels and Mechanics Research Center, the com­
mittee approves a dynamic deformation material laboratory and a 
boiler .house modernization. 

At Natick Laboratories, a water s.upply system is approved. 
At Redstone Arsenal,· the committee approves an environmental 

missile test facility and a dental clinic. . · 
For the Sierra Army Depot a new barracks is approved. 
At White Sands Missile Range~ the approved projects are fixed 

telescope sites, mobile optical equipment sites, and water wells. . · 
At Yuma Proving Ground, the approved projects are an ammuni­

tion receiving and shipping building and a cibola range control 
building. 

The binary munitions facility at Pine Bluff is to support the 
prqduction of binary munitions which has not been approved. For 
this reason, the constrqction of the Facility was deferred by the 
Committee. · 

The following low prionty projects were deferred by the Committee· 
the upgrading of test cells at Corpus Christi, the ammo truck 
inspection facility at Letterkenny Army Depot, the alterations to 
the depot operatiOns building and the quality assurance lab at Red 
River Army Depot and the multiple target launch complex at 
White Sands Missile Range . 
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U.S. ARMY CoMMUNICATIO:s-s CoMMAND 

(Inside the United States) 

For the U.S. Army Communications Command the committee ap­
proves $6,420,000 for three projects at two installations. 

At Fort Huachuca the approved projects will provide Phase I of 
academic buildings and a solar energy plant. 

At Camp Roberts the approved project will provide upgraded 
power at the satellite terminal. 

The committee deferred the dental clinic at Fort Huachuca, a low 
priority project, for reasons of economy. 

U.S. ARMY MrLITAnY AcADEMY 

At the Military Academy, the committee approves $5,937,000 for 
three projects. These projects will provide consolidated service facili­
ties, improved roads and athletic field and separate power and com-
munication ducts. · 

U.S. ARMY HEALTH SERVICEs CoMMAND 

For the U.S. Army Health Services Command the committee 
approv-es $4,552,000 f~r two projects at two installations. 

At Fort Detrick, Marvland, a satellite terminal is approved. 
At t.he Walter Reed· Army Medical Center, Washington, D.C. 

automatic data processing facilities for the Tn-ServiCe Medical Infor­
mation System are approved. 

PoL,r,.UTION ABATEMENT 

(Inside the United States) 

In support of the national goal in reducing environmental pollution 
the Committee approves the Army request for $57,740,000 to provide 
air and water pollution abatement facilities. Of this total $5,779,000 
are for air pollution abatement projects and $51,961,000 for water 
pollution control projects. The total authorized is approximately 70 
percent over the amount _requested and. approved in FY 1975. This 
reflects the onset of reqUirements growmg from the Fed era] Water 
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972. As these requirementR 
develop further, even larger sums are anticipated for pollution abat~­
ment efforts in future MCA programs. 

DINING F ACIUTIES MoDERNIZATION 

(Inside the United States) 

·To continue the. Dining Facilities Modernization Program the 
Committee approves $16,547,000. This will provide sixty moderriized 
facilities at eleven installations. This project is an important facet in 
the Army's program to improve overall service life .. 

.. 
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ENERGY CoNSERVATION 

(Inside the United States) 

To provide energy conservation measures the Committee approves 
$30,077,000. This is a $3,000,000 reduction to the Army's request. 

NUCLEAR wEAPONS SECUUITY 

(Inside the United States) 

For various locations in the United States, the Committee approves 
$2,652,000 for improved nuclear weapons security. 

U.S. ARMY FORCES COMMAND 

(Outside of the United States) 

For the USA Forces Command 0/S the committee approves two 
projects at two insallations. 

At Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico an Armed Forces examination nd 
entrance station in the amount of $2,480,000 is approved. 

For Fort Sherman, Canal Zone, $1,400,000 is approved to replace 
the French Canal Bridge. 

U.S. ARMY KoREA 

For Korea, the Committee approves four projects totaling $9,281,-
000. The approved projects are a flight simulator building, a new 
barracks new dining facilities and a bachelor officers quarters. 

A chapel at Camp Humphreys and a recreation c~nter at K-16, 
both low priority projects, were deferred by the Committee. 

U.S. ARMY SECURITY AGENCY 

(Outside the United States) 

Bachelor Officer Quarters and an operations building addition at 
ASA overseas locations are approved for $1,971,000. 

u.s. ARMY, EURPOE 

The Committee grants new authorization for U.S. Army, Europe in 
the amount of $121,188,000. Included are $95,000,000 for NATO 
Infrastructure, $20,599,000 for various locations in Germany and 
$5,589,000 for Camp Darby, Italy. 

For Germany the approved · ects provide improved ammunition 
storage at various locations, har tands and shops at Gelnhausen! a 
medical-dental clinic at Bamberg and dependent schools at Schwern-
furt, Pirmasens, Augsburg and Kitzingen. . . . 

At Camp Darby the approved program proVIdes Improved ammum­
tion storage. 

The Committee deferred the hospital improvements at Nuernberg 
for reasons of economy. . 

A general reduction in NATO Infrastructure by $4,000,000 m fiscal 
year 1976 and 1,000,000 in the transition period was made. 

S.R. 157-3 
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NUCLEAR wEAPONS SECURITY 

(Outside the United States) 

For improved nuclear weapons security at various overseas loca­
tions, the Committee approves $34,000,000. 

EMERGENCY CoNsTRUCTION AuTHORIZATION 

As in previous years, the Committee approves authorization of 
$10,000,000 to meet unforseen situations O;ccasioned by (a) unforseen 
security consideration, (b) new weapons development, (c) new and 
unforseen research· and development requirements, or (d) improved 
production schedules. Each project to be accomplished under this 
authority must meet strict ~riteria specified by the Committee and 
must be reported to the Committee before the project can be started. 

AMENDMENTS TO .PREVIous AuTHORIZATIONs 

The Committee approved thirteen Amendments with a total value 
of $60,216,000. Unanticipated high,rate of construction cost increases, 
changes in criteria to accommodate energy conservation measures, re­
quirement to provide latest state of the art for hospital and pollution 
abatement projects have impacted on prior year project estimates. A 
Summary of the amendments approved follows: 

(Dollars in thousands) 

Public Sac· 
law tlon Installation 

Additional 
Existing authorization 

authorization requested Project 

90-110 101 Fort lee, Va .................... Sewage plant upgrade ............ 1 460 1,040 
92-145 101 Walter Reed Army Medical Center, HospitaL ______________________ ui, 500 22,152 

District of Columbia. 
93-166 101 Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Supply opns and storage bldg .•••• 5,196 1,069 

Center, Texas. 
93-166 101 Elgin AFB, Fla ...• -------------- .Ranger training complex .......... 2,950 I. 635 
93-166 101 Natick lalloratories, Mass •••••••• EM barracks w/mess ..... ________ 466 151 
93-166 101 Fort Polk, la .................... Fiscal year 1974 installation pro· 29,276 15, 260 

101 
gram. 

93-166 Fort Rueker, Ala ...................... do ....... ---------------... 3,987 823 
93-166 101 White Sands 1\llssile Range, N. Mex •••••• do .......... "--------·---·- 3,843 2,496 
93-166 101 Fort Leonard Wood, Mo ••••.••.••••••• do ••• ---------·---------·-- 44,482 9,801 
93-166 101 Yuma Proving Ground, Ariz ............ do ......................... 6,472 1,848 
93-552 101 Fort Benning, Ga ................ Dental elinic .................... 1,080 329 
93-552 101 Fort Jackson, S.C ................ Fiscal year 1975 installation pro- 19,078 3,200 

93-552 101 
gram. 

Okinawa ....................... Upgrade power. ................. 532 412 

TotaL ... _____ ----·-···----•••••••••••••••• ·-·--•• _ .............. ______ 60,216 

A sewa~e plant upgrade project at Fort Lee was authorized in 1968 
for a total cost of $2,575,000. Environmental Protection Agency and 
State revised regional plant scope has increased Fort Lee's pro rata · 
hare of the cost 40 percent above the authorized amount. Accordingly, 

a deficiency for $1,040,000 is required to complete the project. 
The new Walter Reed General Hospital was authorized m FY 1972 

for a total cost of $112,500,000. New missions and criteria changes 
subsequent to design, revisions necessary to accommodate government 
furnished items as a result of acquisition of the latest state-of-the-art 
equipment, contractor claims and unanticipated increase in construc­
tion costs have increased cost 20 percent above)he authorized amount. 

I 

,I 
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An additional $22,152,000 authorization is required to complete the 
project. 

The fiscal year 1974 program authorized $29,276,000 for three 
projects at Fort Polk. Unanticipated increases in construction costs 
complicated by .building in this labor scarce area havejncreased the 
cost by 52 percent. A deficiency of $15,260,000 is required to complete 
the program. 

A ranger training complex at Eglin Air Force Base was authorized 
in fiscal yesr 1974 for a total cost of $2,950,000. Changes in criteria to 
accommodate energy conservation measures, isolated ·location and 
unanticipated escalated construction costs have increased the cost 55 
percent above the authorized amount. A deficiency authorization of 
$1,635,000 is required to complete the project. 

The fiscal year 197 4 program authorized $44,482,000 for five projects 
at Fort Leonard Wood. Unanticipated increases in construction costs 
since the original estimates have increased the cost 22 percent above 
the authorized amount. An additional $9,801,000 authorization is re­
quired to complete the program. 

The fiscal year 1974 program authorized $6,284,000 for two projects 
at the Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center. Unanticipated 
increased construction costs on the supply operations and storage 
building have increased the cost 17 percent above the authorized 
amount. A deficiency authorization of $1,069,000 is required to com­
plete the project. 

The fiscal year 1974 program authorized $466,000 for two projects 
at Natick Laboratories. An increase of 32 percent above the author­
ized amount on the barracks addition is due to new seismic design 
requirements, new energy conservation measures, added air condi­
tioning for dining facilities and increased construction costs. An 
additional $151,000 authorization is required to complete the project. 

The fiscal year 1974 program authorized $3,843,000 for three 
projects at White Sands Missile Range. Original low estimates 
combined with the rapid rise in construction costs and escalation in 
real estate values have increased the costs 65 percent above the author­
ized amount. A deficiency authorization of $2,496,000 is required to 
complete the program. · 

The fiscal year 1974 program authorized $6,472,000 for four projects 
at Yuma Proving Ground. Unanticipated construction cost growth 
has increased cost 28 percent above the authorized amount. An addi-

• tional $1,848,000 is required.to complete the program. 
The fiscal year 1975 program authorized. $36,827,000 for three 

projects at Fort Benning. A dental clinic was authorized but no funds 
were provided. Funds are requested for this project in the FY 1976 
program. However, increased construction cost growth since the 
project was authorized require an additional authorization of $329,000 
to complete the project. 

The fiscal year 1975 program authorized $19,078,000 for five 
projects at Fort. Jackson. Unanticipated construction cost growth 
has increased the cost 17 percent above. the authorized amount. An 
additional $3,200,000 authorization is required to complete the 
program. 
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The fiscal year 1975 program authorized $5321000 for_p_ower upgr':de 
at Fort Buckner, Okinawa. Unstable econp~mc con~1tions resultmg 
from the Okinawa reversion and the unanticipated h1gh rate of con­
struction cost increases have increased ~he ~ost 77 percent .above .the 
authorized amC)U.Ilt. A deficiency authonzation of $412,000 Is reqmred 
to complete the project. . 

The Committee deferred three amendments for reason~ explan:ed 
elsewhere in the report. The amendment to PL 92-145 for ru~ pollutiOn 
abatement, the amendment to PL 92-145 for water p~llut10n abate­
ment and the amendment to PL 92-545 for water pollutiOn abatement 

' were deferred. 
TITLE II-NAVY 

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM 

The Navy requested $743,599,000 under title II of the bill dis­
tributed as follows: 

Navy request 
Committee 

approved 

Inside the United States..................................................... $701,520,000 $6~ij· ~~i· ~ 
Outside the United States ••••••••••••••••.......•.••••••••••••••••••••••••••• __ 4_2_, 0-.,-,79_, 0~00:----:::::-:' :::-'::: 

Totat ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..•••••••••• ·==7 4=:'3,~5:=99~, 0:=00:====68';.;2~, 2:;::34;=;, 00~0 

Deficiency authorization..................................................... 45, 12ti, g~g j~· ~· ~· 
Emergency construction..................................................... 10,00 , • , 

Navy witnesses. t~stified that t~e .Navy Program wil~ p~ovide 
facilities for new missions, current nnsSions, and the modermzat10n of 
the Shore Establishment. . 

The Navy t!rls year. stressed in. their military co;nstruct10n program 
projects assoCiated w1th stra.tegJ.C f.or~es, opera~10nal, medwal. and 
health, housing ':nd commumty facilities, pollutiOn abatement, and 
energy conservatiOn. . 

Under strategic forces 187 million dollars, or !l'pproxnnately . 28 
percent of this year's P.rogram w~s requested fo_r T!Ident constructiOn 
which includes $7 million for Trident commUDity Impact. 

Operational Facilities constitute approximately_ 10 l?~r~ent of the 
Title II. The significant projects requ~ted under this faciht~es ca~egory 
will provide piers, mooring for a float~ ~rydock and dr~d~g, aufield 
pavements, and airfield and commumcat10n support building. . . 

For medical modernization, the Navy req~ested $132.9 mil~on 
for modernization of the hospital at the National Naval Medical 
Center and for a replacement hospital at _Bremerton, Washi~gton, and 
initial construction for the Naval ~OS.Pital, Orlando, F:onda. 

The Navy continued to emphasize 1ts bachelor hous and com-
munity support program with 11 perce;nt of the pro~am , cated to 
these projects. For the Navy and Manne Corps, this years am 
requested 5 471 new and the modernization of 325 bachelor e ~ed 
spaces. The ~equest is predominantly for the lower rated personnel With 
86 percent for E2-E4 personnel, 12 percent for E5-E6, and only 2 
percent for higher rated personnel. 132 bachelor officer quarters were 
also requested. 

... 
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For pollution abatement, the Navy's request was approximately 
7 percent of the total program. This program continues in accordance 
with the Olean Air Act and the 1972 amendments to the Water 
Pollution Control Act. Forty-eight million dollars of this year's pro­
gram has been allocated to abatement of air and water pollution. 

For Energy Conservation, approximately 29 million dollars or 4 
percent was requested to provide facilities that will assist in meeting 
the objective of the program, which is a 15 percent reduction in energy 
consumption, through a five year effort. 

The committee gave careful consideration to all projects and the 
following table summarizes the authorization requested and approved 
for each Naval District. 

Naval district 

Inside the United States: 

AUTHORIZATION SUMMARY BY NAVAl DISTRICT 

(In thousands of dollars) 

1st Naval Oistrlct ........................................... · ............... . 
3d Naval District ........................................................... . 
Naval District Washington ................................................... . 
5th Naval District. ......................................................... . 
6th Naval District. ................................................... _ ...... . 
8th Naval District..---··-'----------------·············-··----·-·--·---- •... 
9th Naval District ......................................................... .. 
11th Naval District. ........................................................ . 
12th Naval. OistricL ........................................................ . 
13th Naval District. ........................................................ . 
14th Naval District. ........................................................ . 
Marine Corps .... _._ ............................................. _ •••••••• _. 
Various locations: 

Trident facilities ....................................................... . 
Pollution abatement-air ................................................ . 
Pollution abatement-water ............................................. . 
Energy conservation .................................................... . 
Nuclear security facilities ............................................... . 

Total inside the United States ......................................... . 

Outside the United States: 
loth Naval District ......................................................... . 
Atlantic Ocean area ..... ~---------------··--------'--····--·--···--·-··----· 
· f~Jrt:~~:~a&reii.: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Pacific Ocean area ......................................................... .. 
Various locations: 

Pollution abatement-water ............................................. . 
Patrol aircraft training facilities.· ......................................... . 

Total outside the United States ........................................ . 

Total authorization request.. ............................... ~ .......... . 

• Includes $72,300,000 for Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences. 
2 Includes $64,900,000 for Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences. 

FIRST NAVAL DIST:RICT 

Request 
authorization 

fiSCal[!ear Committee 
976 approved 

0 $6,000 
f18, 997 18, 759 

I 81,753 1167, 825 
27,058 25,458 
25,539 22,466 
23,339 23,339 
11,599 11,599 
50,712 27,808 
3 218 3 218 

31:041 31:041 
12, 183 12,183 
45,617 44, 913 

186,967 186,967 
3, 262 3, 262 

44,827 44,827 
28,828 26,328 

6, 580 6, 580 

573 

2,128 2, ~~~ 3, 792 
3732 2 205 

13:800 13:800 
17,277 I, 200 

250 250 
1,100 0 

42,079 19,661 

743; 599 682,234 

The Navy did not :r:equest any projects for this district. The O?m­
mittee added one proJect and an amendment to a FY 1974 proJect 
for the Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Maine. Moderniz:>~ion 
of this shipyard has been delayed because of the 1964 closure dec1s1on. 
Since this decision was rescinded in 1971, a shipyard modernization 
study has been completed, but a minimum of new construction has 
been authorized. The Committee added a Machine/Central Tools 
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Shop in the. amount of $6,~0o,ooq, whi<;h is a part of the shipy~rd 
modernization program. ThiS p~o.3ect will prov~de modern machme 
shop equipment space and facilities and consoh~ate tool shops ~d 
through more effective operations reduce the .ship turn around tnne 
of submarine overhauls in the yard. · · · · . . 

The $2 800 000 amendment for the FY 1974 Additional Crane Ra~] 
System proje~t will provide a portion of a 20 foot gauge crane rail 
system to permit the use of portal cranes being. ~ransferred from the 
Boston Naval Shipyard. This. amendment :rill satisfy the ~o~t urgent 
crane rail system requirements at the sh1pyard, but. ~dditwnal au­
thority will be required to complete all of the work as ongmally pl~,nned 
by the Additional Crane Rail System project. New authority of 
$6,000,000 was approved for this district. 

THIRD NAvAL D !STRICT 

The Navy requested $18,997,000 for seven projects at three Naval 
installations in the Third Naval District. . 

At the Naval Submarine Base New London, Connecticut, the five 
projects requested were: (1) a' berthing pier to accommodate .all 
classes of Nuclear. Attack Submarines (SSN) including th~ new high 
speed 688 class, (2) a floating dryd?ck which has t~e cap~;~.c1ty to dock 
nuclear submarines, (3) a dredge nver channel proJect will enable the 
SSN 688 class ships to be home~orted a~ the sub base by 1977, (4) 
a bachelor enlisted quarters proJect designed to accomm<?4a.te ?OO 
E2-E4 personnel and 80 E5-E6 personnel, a?-d (5) .the uti}Ities Im­
provement project will enable power consumptiOn, wh1ch has mcreased 
161 percent since 1961 to be fully distributed on-base and at the State 
Pier Site. . . 

For the Naval Weapons Station, E~rle, New Jersey .3: _herthmg 
utilities project was requested .t? pro~de permanent utilities (cold 
iron) services for 2 of 3 ammumt10n ships (.AE) to be homeported at 
the station and berthed on Pier 2. 

For the Naval Underwater Systems Center, New London, Co~x:~ct­
icut, (Dresden Annex), the Dresden, New. York land acqms1t10n 
project will permit acquisition of land and Improvements currently 
under lease at Lake. Seneca for logistic support to 2 deep W!J'ter moo~ed 
development, test, and ~valu~tion platforms. The comrmttee de;ned 
this $238 000 project as 1t beheves that the property should !JOntmue 
to be lea~ed rather 'than acquire the property. The Comm1ttee ap­
proved $18,759,000 for this district. 

NAVAL DISTRICT WASHINGTON, D.C. 

The program for the Naval District~ ashingt?n, !Jistri.ct of Co!um­
bia, requested $181,753,000 for~ev~n proJects. at s1x Naval mstallat10ps. 

For Headquarters N av;.al Dts~nct, the Tm~ey ~o!lse RestoratiOn 
project will provide the Navyw1th a ceremon~al famhty and preserve 
and improve a National Register structure m acco~dan~e With the 
National Preservation Act of 1966. The N~val H1stoncal Center 
project will provide for relocating and groupmg all elements of. the 
Historical Center in historic buildings at the Navy Yard. These 
projects were denied because it is felt th~t non-appropriated funds 
should be,utilized for this type of constructiOn. 
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For the Naval Research Labor~tory, the electro~agnetic. develop­
ment laboratory project will provide a single. ititegrated facility for 
electronic warfare research. This project was deferred without preju­
dice to a future military construction program . 
. · For the National Naval Medical Center, the National Naval Medi­
cal Center modernization project will construct a new teaching hos­
pital, andlater phases will renovate existing hospital spaces, required 
for health care delivery. This project will provide 500 acute care beds. 

The Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences project 
will provide the completion of multi-purpose and anatomy labora­
tories; the completion of University administration space; an addi­
tion to general teaching and support areas; and an increase in space 
for both basic science and clinical science faculty research. The Navy 
testified during the hearings that this project could be reduced by 
$7,400,000 to $64,900,000. 

At the Naval Ship Research and Development Center, Carderock; 
Maryland, the heatmg plant improvement project will replace three 
existing deteriorated boilers with a single boiler, 50 million BTU per 
hour, needed to meet peak demands and eliminate the requirement to 
fire 35 year old boilers at 135 percent of their rated capacity. 

For the Naval Surface Weapons Center, Dahlgren, Virginia the 
Surface Weapons System Development project requested will provide 
the laboratory with the capability to keep pace with expanding 
technology and development concepts in Naval gunnery. 

The projects reduced or denied by the committee follow: 

(Dollars in thousands! 

Installation Project Amount 

Headquarters Naval District, Washington, D.C ••••••• Tingey House restoration ••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Do •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Naval Historical Center __ •••••••••• _ .......... . 

Na~al Research 4'boratory ....................... Electromagnetic development laboratory •••••••••• 
Umf~rmed Serv1ces University . of the Health University (from $72,300 to $64,900) ............ . 

Sc1ences, Bethesda, Md. . 

-$400 
-l 304 
-4:824 
-7,400 

TotaL ................................................................................ . -13,928 

The Committee approved $167,825,000 of new authority. 

FIFTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

The. progral?- requested $27,058,000 for eight projects at four 
naval mstaJlat10ns. · 

For the Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training Center, Atlantic, 
Dam Neck, Virginia, the bachelor enlisted quarters project will 
provide enlisted staff and student .personnel with adequate housing. 
The project will accommodate 540 E2-E4 personnel. 

For the Commander in Chief Atlantic Fleet, Norfolk, Virginia, the 
main evaluation center project will provide an expansion of the 
Atlantic Fleet Commander's Operational Control Cent{)r. The addi­
tional space is needed for new, automated, intelligence processing 
~quipment. The new equipment will enable the main evaluation center 
m Norfolk to process data gathered by several remote stations, in­
cluding a new facilit,y, also undergoing a simultaneous equipment 
upgrade. 



For the Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, the operational trainer 
building :Qroject will provide a facility fo,r the training of pilots and 
crews in the techniques of Nigh.t Carrier Landin~ with F-4J aircraft. 
TheN avy advised that procurement of F-14landing trainer was being 
cancelled to procure the more versatile F-14 weapons system trainer 
that can handle both weapons systems and carrier landing simulations. 
The Navy requested that the full scope of the project be authorized 
for housing both the F-4J and F-14 weapons system trainer, al­
though the F-14 trainer is not shown on the project document. The 
Committee recognizing the value .of these trainers in increasing safety 
and reducing fuel consumption, approved the full project scope for 
housing the F-4J and F-14 trainers. 

The restrictive use easement/clear zone acquisition project will pro­
vide funds to purchase restrictive use easements essential to protect 
the operational capability of NAS Oceana and ALF Fentress and their 
primary approach/departure routes from incompatible development. 
This project in the amount of $1,600,000 was denied for the reasons 
given in a preceding section of the report that discusses the total Air 
Installation Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) problem. 

For the Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Virginia, four projects 
were requested. An ammunition segregation fa.cility project will con­
struct a new facility to segregate fleet return gun type ammunition 
prior to renovation, storage, or disposal. The facility will replace one 
presently in use at St. Juliens Creek Annex, Portsmouth, Virginia. A 
projectile renovation facility project will replace a facility at St. 
Juliens Creek Annex, Portsmouth, Virginia, which renovates medium 
and major caliber projectiles. The CAPTOR weapons systems facili­
ties project will alter an existing facility to house CAPTOR Weapons 
System assembly/test, maintenance and explosive components over­
haul to meet production schedules for delivery to all activities to be 
supported by this East Coast facility. Also, two storage facilities will 
be provided. The projectile magazines project will provide primary 
capability for supply of gun ammunition to Ships based on the East 
Coast. 

The projects reduced or denied by the committee follow: 
Installation, project and amount: Naval Air Station, Oceana, Va., 

restrictive use easement clear zone acquisition, reduced by $1,600,000. 
The Committee approved the amount of $25,458,000. 

. SIXTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

The program requested $25,539,000 for fourteen projects at ten 
Naval installations. 

For the Naval Air Statioh, Cecil Field, Florida, two projects were 
requested. An aircraft systems training building addition project will 
provide facilities for a S-3A weapons system trainer, which is· sched­
uled for delivery in August 1976. The restrictive use easement acquisi­
tion project was requested to protect the operational capability of 
NAS Cecil Field and its primary approach/departure route from in­
compatible community development. The committee denied this 
$2,000,000 project. Two projects were requested for the Naval Air 
Station, Jacksonville, Florida, which supports six anti-submarine war­
fare patrol squadrons, six helicopter squadrons, and one patrol train­
ing squa9ron. 
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The aircraft fire and rescue station project in the amount of $598,-
000 was requested to provide an adequate aircraft fire and rescue sta­
tion close to the airfield to replace existing substandard facilities. This 
low priority project was denied. The Armed Forces Reserve Center 
project, which will serve the combined needs of the Reserves in Jack­
sonville, is needed at a central location where Reservists can attend 
drills, be properly trained and motivated to continue in the Reserve 
Program. The deteriorated Reserve facilities in downtown Jackson­
ville, with 1.8 acres of land, were vacated at the request of the active 
forces and the land was used for a land exchange at the Naval Air 
Station, Jacksonville, Florida. Since the Reserves were displaced from 
their property by the active forces, the project is included in the regu­
lar rather than the Reserves portion of the authorization bill. 

For the Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, the program requested 
three projects. The bachelor enlisted quarters r.roject will accommo­
dat~ 312 .E2-E4. perso~~l, the electrical distribution improvements 
proJect Will provide add1t10nal 5000 KV A transformer capacity needed 
to meet the 10,000 KV A cold iron demand at "B" wharf, and the 
RADIAC repair and calibration facility will house the large inventory 
of Radioact1vity Detection, Identification and Computation equip­
ment utilized by Fleet ships, the Naval Air Station and Naval Air 
Rework Facility, Jacksonville and twelve other shore activities in the 
area .. The low priority RADIAC repair and calibration facility project 
in the amount of $290,000 was denied. 

For the Naval Hospital, Orlando, Florida, the warehouse and dental 
clinic project will construct a medical logistics su'Pport building, a 
service school command dental clinic, and alter existing health care 
facilities at the recruit training center. 

At the Naval Training Center (Service School Command) Orlando, 
Florida, the applied instruction building project will provide primary 
and advanced training to officer and enlisted personnel. 

For the Naval Training Equipment Center, the applied research 
laboratory addition project will provide a building addition to house 
a Vertical Take-off and Landing (VTOL) cockpitmotion visual system, 
;imulator. The development of the Vertical Take-off and Landing 
Simulator is being accelerated to reduce in-flight traininO' with the 
accompanying reduction in fuel consumption and fuel a~d mainte­
nance expenses. The committee denied this $185,000 project, because 
of wojected delays in the delivery of equipment associated with the 
proJect. 

For the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, the program re­
quested a general warehouse addition project, which will eliminate the 
severe shortage in warehouse space needed for storage of repairable 
items of 25 aircraft and six aircraft engines with an inventory value of 
$145 million. 

At the Fleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, Charles­
ton, South Carolina{ the submarine diving trainer addition project 
will provide space to nouse an advanced submerged submarine casualty 
control trainer device, which is scheduled for delivery in July 1976. 

For the Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, 
the bulkhead and pier improvements project will provide construction 
to prevent the collapse of pier Echo and several bulkheads. The 
relieving platform of pier Echo and several elements of the bulkheads 

S.R. 157----4 
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·have failed. Further failures could drastically reduce graving dock 
capabilities· and repair pier space. ' · 

For the Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charleston, South Caro-
lina, the inert storehouse addition project will construct an addition 

-to .facilities for receipt/shipment -of inert materials in support of the 
third generation Polaris A3 missile and the 1st generation Poseidon 
C3 missiles. 

The projects reduced or denied by the committee follow: 

[Dollars in thousands) 

Installation Project Amount 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla~ ---------------- AICUZ easement______________________________ -$2, 000 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Fla____ _ _____ _ _ ___ _ Fire station _________________________ --------__ -598 
Naval Station, Mayport, Fla _______________________ Radiac repair facilitY--------------------------- -290 
Naval Training Equipment Center, Orlando, Fla.----- Applied Research Laboratory addition _______________ -_1_85 

-3,073 

The Committee approved new authority m the amount of 
$22,466,000. 

EIGHTH NAvAL DISTRICT 

In the Eighth Naval District, the program requested $23,339,000 
for two projects at two Naval Installations. 

At the Naval Personnel Center, New Orleans, Louisiana, the ad­
ministrative complex project will provide space to house operational 
elements of the Bureau ,of Naval Personnel which will be moved from 
Washington, District of Columbia, to New Orleans. 

At the Naval Support Activity, New Orleans, Louisiana, the bach­
elor enlisted quarters project will provide adequate spaces for 186 
E2-E4 and 44 E5-E6 personnel. 

The Committee approved the requested amount. 

NINTH NAvAL DISTRICT 

The request for the Ninth Naval District was $11,599,000 for three 
projects at two Naval Installations. 

For the Naval Training Center (Service School Command), Great 
Lakes, Illinois, a technical training building project was requested to 
provide the specially configured classrooms and laboratories required 
to support engineman, operations specialist and instructor training 
schools. The training building addition and alteration project will 
alter three buildings to provide space for conducting effective elec-
tronic training. . 

For the Navy Public Works Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, an elec­
trical distribution system project was requested which will provide 
additional electrical capacity to meet increased electrical demands in 
the northern portion of the Great Lakes complex. This area is being 
developed, as a site for major new training building and personnel 
support facilities. · 

The Committee approved the requested amount. 

,. "'). ! 

11TH NAVAL DISTRICT 

In the Eleventh Naval District, the program requested $50,712,000 
for eleven projects at seven naval installations. . . . . 

For the National Parachute Test ·Range, El Centro, Cahforma, a 
sink rate test facility project will pr<?vide a unique fa,cility fo~ eva~uat­
ing aircraft escape systems over a. Wide range of emergency_ situ!l'twns~ 

For 'the LongBeach Naval Ship;Yar.d, ~on~ Beach, Cahf~rma, the 
electric system improvement proJect w1ll Improve electric power 
facilities used in the repair of all types of ships. 

At the Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, there were four 
projects requested. The oper~tional tr.aining b~ilding _Project wi.ll 
provide space for an F-4J Night Carner Landmg Tramer, an Air 
Combat Maneuvering Flight Trainer and !I'll E-2~ operat~o~al flight 
trainer which are being pr~cured _for pilot/co-pilot tr~mmg .. r_he 
aircraft acoustical enclosure Will provide necessary supportmg fac_Ihties 
and sound suppression facilitie~ forthe F-14, F~, and A-4 multi-pur­
pose aircraft. The bachelor enhsted quarters project was requeste.d to 
provide new living spaces for 396 E2-E4 personnel. The committee 
denied this low priority project, which has a project cost of $3,429,000. 
The restrictive use easement acquisition project was requested to 
protect the operational capability .of Miramar ~nd its primary aircra~t 
departure routes from imcompatible commumty deve~opment. This 
project, with an est~mated. cost of $12,100,000, w~s d~med. . 

For the Naval Au Statwn, North Island, Cahforma, two proJects 
were requested. The aircraft parking apron project will p~oyide !ln 
aircraft parking apron for forty S-3A mrcraft. The _ammumtwn pier 
project will consolidate existing ordnance handhng and storage 
facilities at NAS North Island. 

At the Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, 
California an equipment training facilities project was requested to 
provide n~w faciliti~s for. ~onstruction me:hanic ~raining to repl~ce 
the quonset huts bemg utihzed for the maJ_or yortw~ of construc~wn 
mechanic training. This $1,920,000 low pnonty proJ~ct was ~em~d. 

At the Naval Electronics Laboratory Center, San D~ego, Cahforma, 
the electronics development . and testing laboratory will provide a 
controlled electronic environment laboratory space with electro­
magnetic shielding for total integrated electronic system development 
and testing. · 

For the Naval Training Center, San Diego, California, the program 
requested a recruit processing facility proje~t which _will process a:n 
average of 150 recruits daily. The :o:rnmitte~ beheves. th~t this 
$5,455,000 project ma:y be defe_rre~ Without senously degradmg the 
effectiveness of processmg recrmts mto the Navy. 
· The projects reduced or denied by the committee in this district 
.follow: · ' · 

[Dollars In thousands! 

Installation Project Amount 

Naval Air Station, Miramar, CaliL ________________ Bach~lof enlisted quarters ____ c,-.--------------- -$3,42~ 
. · Restnctove use easement acquosotoon_____________ -12,100 

Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, Equipment training facilities ___ :________________ -1, 92(} 

Calif. R . . f 'l't 5 455 Naval Training Center, San Diego, Calif..__________ ecruot processmg acoo Y--------------------_--__ -_• _ 

TotaL-----·-·------.--·--.---·-----------------.----.---------.---------------·-----.- -22, 904 
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The Committee approved $27,808,000 of new authority for this 
district. 

12TH NAVAL DISTRICT 

In the Twelfth Naval District, the program requested $3,218,000 for 
three projects at three Naval Installations. 

For the Naval Weapons Station, Concord, California, the request 
was for a single project. This land easement :project will :provide an 
explosive safety area for storage of high explosives by restricting land 
use to agriculture and grazing purposes and the exploration for and 
production of minerals. 

For the Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, California, the taxiway 
overlay project will provide a concrete overlay of the east taxiway 
and will reconstruct the holdiilg area. 

For the NavalAir Station, Fallon, Nevada, the heating plant addi­
tion project will provide a building addition, a new boiler, emergency 
generator and increase fuel storage for new facilities. 

The Committee approved the requested amount. 

13TH NAVAL DISTRICT 

For the Thirteenth Naval District the program requested $31,041,-
000 for two projects at two Naval Installations. 

At the Naval Regional Medical Center, Bremerton, Washington, a 
hospital complex project will provide general clinical and hospital 
services to eligible personnel m the Bremerton/Bangor area. This 
project will provide a 170 bed replacement hospital with 130 acute 
care beds and 40 light care beds and provide modern care to the 
eligible population in the Bremerton/Bangor area. 

For the Naval Air Station, Whidbey . Island, Washington, the 
electrical distribution system project is needed to meet a 25 percent 
increase in electrical loads assoCiated with FY 1973 and FY 1974 
MILCON projects and under Pollution Abatement for FY 1976, the 
Sewage CoHection and Treatment System Improvements item. 

The Committee approved the requested amount. 

14TH NAVAL DISTRICT 

In the Fourteenth Naval District, the program requested $12,183,-
000 for three projects at three installations. 

For the Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, the fleet command 
center project will provide space for new and integrated command and 
control systems that are scheduled for full operational capability in 
December 1977. 

At the Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, a berthing 
wharf improvements project. will provide dredging and modifications 
to an existing wharf to permit operation of a medium floating drydock. 
This drydock will be used for unscheduled emergency and minor work 
on the bottoms of submarines, and preclude trying to schedule this 
type of work into the Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard. 

For the Naval Communications Station, Hawaii, Wahiawa, Hawaii, 
a Satellite Communications terminal project was requested. This 

.. 
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project will expand the existing satellite communications facility to 
permit installation of a second satellite communications terminal and a 
broadcast terminal. 

The committee approved the requested amount. 

MARINE CoRPS 

For the Marine Corps, $45,617,000 was requested for 17 projects at 
11 installations. 

One project was requested at Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, 
North Carolina. The base provides facilities and support for the Second 
Marine Division; Force Troops, Fleet Marine Force, Atlantic; and 
other units: This request for Bachelor Enlisted Quarters will provide 
adequate living spaces for 900 E-1/E-4, 140 E-5 and 50 E--6/E-9 
Marine personnel. 

For Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, which 
is our Marine Corps master jet base on the East Coast and supports 
the operations of a full Marine Aircraft Wing including three Air 
Groups; a missile battalion; and a Naval Rework Facility; one project 
was reqpested. · 

An aircraft parking r!lmp will provide phase two of five phases for 
renovation of the deteriorated parking pavement at this activit.v. 

For the Marine Corps Air Station (Helicopter), New River, North 
Carolina, which provides support for two Helicopter Air· Groups and a 
Marine Air Control Squadron, two ;r>rojects were requested. 

One project will provide a facility to house CH-53 and CH-46 
helicopter operational Hight training devices and the other, an aircraft 
ground support equipment facility, will provide shop and storage space 
for critical aviation ground maintenance and support equipment. 

Two projects are requested for the Marine Corps Air Station, 
Beaufort, South Carolina, which maintains and operates facilities in 
support of two fighter-attack air groups. 

One project will provide "Hot Pad" facilities at the end of a runway 
for the use of fighter aircraft assigned duty to defend the Continental 
United States from air attack. An aircraft maint.enance hangar addi­
tion will provide for a portion of the total deficiency in maintenance 
shop and equipment space at this activity. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, maintains and operates 
facilities and provides services for a Marine Aircraft Training Group, 
a missile battalion, an air control squadron and an air traffic control 
unit. Two projects were requested for this activity. One project will 
provide "Hot Pad" facilities for tactical fighter aircraft assigned to 
Continental Air Defense duty. 

The Radar Air Traffic Control and operations facilities project will 
provide required air traffic control within the airspace delegated to this 
activity. 

One project was requested for the Marine Corps Supply Center, 
Barstow, California, which receives, stores, overhauls/repairs and ships 
materiel for the Marine Corps. An Electrical system improvements 
project will provide adequate power and distribution systems for the 
activity • 
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Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, is the major West Coast 
ground activity of the Marine Corps and provides facility support for 
the 1st Marine Division; Force Troops, Fleet Marine Force, Pacific; 
and certain other units. Four projects were requested for this base. 

Three projects Will provide Bachelor Enlisted Quarters in the 
Chappo, Del Mar and San Mateo areas of the Base. These three 
projects will provide adequate living spaces for 813 E-1/E-4 and 14 
E-5 personnel. . . . 

The fourth project will provide a water interconnect system from 
an adequate source at San Mateo to the overtaxed areas of San Onofre. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro maintains and supports facilities 
and provides services for the 3rd Marip.e Air Wing with eight operating 
squadrons, and four Naval Aviation Maintenance Training Detach­
ments. An aircraft acoustical enclosure project was requested to allow 
in-airframe, full power engine runups to be conducted within a noise 
abatement facility. 

Marine Corps Helicopter Air Station, Santa Ana operates facilities 
and provides services for one Marine Helicopter Air Group and two 
Helicopter training squadrons. 

$704,000 was requested for a facility to house a CH-53 Helicopter 
operation flight trainer, originally scheduled for delivery in March 1977, 
however, J?rocurement of the device has been delayed. The Marine 
Corps advises that this project may be deferred. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms provides facilities and 
services for Force Troops, Fleet Marine Force Pacific; an artillery 
battalion; and a communications-electronics school. A central heating 
plant project was requested for this Base to replace an obsolete and 
inefficient system. 

For Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay which provides 
facilities and services for the 1st Marine Corps Brigade; a large Marine 
.Aircraft Group; Pacific Missile Range; a radio battalion; an Army­
Navy gunfire liaison company; an air traffic control unit; and an air 
.control squadron, two projects were requested . 
. A Bachelor Enlisted Quarters projectin the amount of $5,286,000 

was requested to provide adequate living spaces for 540 E-1/E-4 
Marines. During the hearings, the Marine Corps testified they would 
have requested the additiou of 72 spaces ·for this Bachelor Enlisted·· 
Quarters project in the amount. of $704,000, if the procurement 
deferral decision on the CH-53 Helicopter Operational Flight Trainer 
had been known in sufficient time to process an orderly change 
request to the Congress. Although a 3,000 men deficiency will remain 
at Kaneohe the committee approved the project as requested under the 
budget submission. . . . 
. The projects reduced or denied or modified in the Marine Corps 

program follow: . . · 
Installation, Marine Corps Air Station, Santa Ana, Calif., .project 

and amount: Flight Simulator B1.tilding reduced by $704,000. · 
... The Committee approved new: authority of $44,913,000 for the 
M~rine Corps. 
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TRIDENT FACILITIEs, VARIOUS LocATIONS INSIDE THE 

UNITED STATES 

The request for Trident Facilities (Phase III) was $186 967 000 
which includes $7,000,000 for Trident Community Impact Support: 
The community impact amount is included in accordance with Section 
608 of the Fiscal Year 1975 MILCON Act. 

The ':J-'rident ship building program has been revised to stretch out 
submarme procurement per year from 1-2-2-2-2-1 to 1-2-1-2-1-2-1. 
The schedule for the first three submarines is unchanged and theN avy 
~est~fied that the industrial and su:pport faciliti~s must be completed 
m time to support the first submarmes and their crews. Construction 
of the first Trident submarine is underway. The development of the 
Trident missile is progressing. All parts of the system are planned to be 
ready to support an Initial Operating Capability date of April1979 for 
the Trident system. The construction program is on schedule and 
tracking with the other major parts of the system. The facilities 
requested in the FY 1976 represent a continuation of those previously 
requested and approved. Included are the second increment of the 
missile assembly and support facilities, the second increment of the 
refit facilities, the drydock and the third increment of the utilities and 
site improvements. 

Within this Various Locations. project, authority in the amount of 
$~,026,000 was r~quested to provide a data processing facility for 
fl1ght test operatiOns at the Trident Flight Test Facilities· Naval 
Ordnance Test: Unit, Cape Canaveral, Florida. Also requested for the 
~ndian Island A:mex of the Naval Torpedo Station, Keyport, Wash­
mgton was a pier/wharf and waterfront supporting facilities for on 
loading and off loading conventional ammunition. The amount re­
quested for the conventional ammunition handling facilities at Indian 
Island was $19.5 million . 

The Committee approved $186,967,000 in new authority for facilities 
construction associated with the Trident weapons system . 

PoLLUTION ABATEMENT 

(Inside the United States) 

The Navy program requested $48,089,000 for two projects located 
inside the United States. 

One project will provide air pollution facilities in the amount of 
$3,262,000 for four air pollution abatement facilities located at four 
Naval. Installations. This project will include items to provide air 
pollutiOn abatement through construction of a regional solid waste 
dispos';tl facility, a missile propulsion unit reclamation facility, a vapor 
collectiOn and re.cover~ syste~ and an ammu?-ition disposal facility. 
. The other proJect w1ll proVIde water. pollutiOn abatement facilities 
m the amount of $44,827,000 for 31 water pollution abatement facilities 
at 27 Naval and Marine Corps installations. This project is required 

I I 
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to continue the Navy's program for correcting, controlling and pre­
venting water pollution abatement and includes items for sewage 
treatment plant improvements, ship wastewater collection ashore, 
sanitary treatment improvements, municipal sewer connections, and 
oily waste collection and reclamation facilities to reduce the potential 
for oil spills. 

The Committee approved. $48,089,000 for pollution abatement 
projects inside the United States. 

ENERGY CoNSERVATION 

The program requested $28,828,000 for 49 Energy Conservation 
facilities at 35 Naval and Marine Corps installations. The items re­
quested in this. project. w?-ll provide necessary }!fiprovements, altera­
tions, and reparrs to enstmg structures and ut1hty systems to re~uce 
unnecessary en.ergy consumption. The items are loc~t~d at V anous 
Locations and mclude such 1tems as power plant add1t10ns, outdoor/ 
indoor ambient heating controls, steam generation/distribution system 
improvements, boiler plant controls, installation of steam condensate 
lines. 

The Committee approved ~e requested amount of $26,328,0.00 for 
Energy Conservation. See earher remarks on Energy Conservatwn for 
the reasons a $2,500,000 reduction was made in this program. 

NucLEAR VVEAPONS 

The program requested $6,580,000 for the nuclear weapons security 
project. 

This project will provide improvements to physic.al security of 
two installations. At one installation the constructiOn of a new 
production building t~at is within a ~e?ure area ~ll eliminate t~ans­
portation and the reqmrement for additwnal secunty at two locatiOns. 
At the other installation, the improvements are needed to meet new 
criteria. 

The Cominittee approved the requested amount. 

10TH NAVAL DISTRICT 

In the Tenth Naval District, the program requested $2,128,000 
for a single project for the Atlantic Fleet VVeapons Range, Roosevelt 
Roads P.R. The air surveillance radar project will support the 
replac~ment of the existing obsolete rotating radar with a phased 
array (stationary) radar which provides major improvements in the 
detection, tracking, and data collection capability. 

The Committee approved the requested amount. 

ATLANTIC OcEAN AREA 

In the Atlantic Ocean Area, the program requested $3,792,000 for 
three projects at three Naval Installations. 
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The fuel storage tank project for ~he Naval Air Station, ~.ermu?a, 
will purchase three 80,000 barrel Jet fuel storage tanks mcluding 
ancillary facilities. 

For the Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, the bachelor 
enlisted quarters modernization project in the amount of $3,264,000 
was requested to accommodate 325 E2-E4 enlisted men. This low 
priority pr()ject was denied. . . 

For the Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, the telephone sys­
tem project was requested to provide increased lines, plus emergency 
power plants and main exchange buildings. This $450,000 low priority 
project was denied. . 

The amount of $78,000 was approved. 

EUROPEAN AREA 

In the European Areas, the program requested $3,Z32,000 for three 
projects at two Naval Installations. 
· ··At a classified location, a Naval Communications Facility project 
was requested in the amount .of $1,527,000 to improve efficieney of 
communications functions. This low priority project wa~ denied. 

For the Naval Station, Rota, Spain, a buildmg addition project was 
requested. The project is needed to house new net control equipment 
and carryout missions obtained by the deactivation of Naval Security 
Group Detachment Morocco, and the closure of Bremerhaven. 

The air passenger tenninal expansion project is required to support 
the 79,500 passengers who annually pass through the terminal. 

The Committee approved new authority of $2,205,000. 

INDIAN OcEAN AREA 

The program requested $13,800,000. f?r an ~xpansion ?f facilities 
project for the' Naval Support ActiVIty, Diego Garc1a, Chagos 
Archipelago. A. new Inission has been assigned this Activity to support 
the periodic presence of an Indian Ocean Task Group. The project 
will provide facilities to logistically support a Task Group operating 
in the Indian Ocean. 

The Cominittee . inserted special legislation to make the approval 
of this request contingent on the compliance with the special provisions 
in PL 93-552 as discussed elsewhere in this report. 

PACIFic OcEAN AREA 

In the Pacific Ocean area, seven projects in the amount of $17,277,-
000 were requested at four Naval Installations. 

For the Naval Communications Station, Guam, a satellite communi­
cations tenninal addition will expand an existing building to perinit the 
installation of a high capacity satellite communications terminal and 
broadcast terminal. · . 

S.R.lo7-5 I 
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For the Naval Security Group Activity, Hanza, Okinawa, an 
emergency power improvements pro.ject was requested to replace 
three 200 KW generators with three 400 KW generators. 

For the Naval Air Station, Cubi Point, Republic of the Philippines, 
fourprojects were requested. . · 

The aircraft parking apron project is the first of three mcrements to 
provide parking space for over 200 aircraft; the maintenance hangar 
project was requested t? provide additional m~intenance sp. twes. for 
land based and carrier rurcraft; the bachelor enhsted quarters proJect 
was requested to provide space for 192 E2-E4, 168 E5-E6,_ and 40 E7-
E9 enlisted men; and the bachelor officer quarters proJect was re­
quested to accommodate 70 warrants and Lieutenants J.G. and 30 
Lieutenants and above. 

For the Naval Station, Subic Bay, Republic of the Philippines the 
bachelor enlisted quarters project was requested to accommodate 
144 enlisted men in grades E2-E4. • 

In view of the current position of the host nations regarding U.S. 
pre;>ence in their country, Okinaw. a and Philippine projects were 
denied. A smnmary, of the projects denied follows: 

The projects denied in the Pac.ific Ocean area follow: 
(Dollars in thousands) 

Installation Project Amount 

Naval Security Group Activity, Hanza, Okinawa ••••• Emergency p9wer improvements................ -$697 
Naval Air Station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands •.•• Aircraft parkmg apron......................... :i: ji~ 

gg: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: i:~~=i~f~~;~J:t~a~~~:::::::::::::: :::::::: :j: ~ 
Naval Station, Sublc Bay, Philippine Islands ........ Bachelor enhstad quarters ......... _______________ -_1_,2_64 

TotaL-- .. ---- .•.• -.............................. -- ••••••• -••••••• -- ...... -..... -----·· -16, f177 

The Committee approved new authority of $1,200,000. 

PATROL AIRCRAFT TRAI:!>IlNG FACILITIEs, VARIOUs Lo.cA'l'IO:Ns 

Under this Various Locations item the Navy requested $1,100,000 
f'Or one Atl8tlitic and one Pacific Base. These projects were requested to 
provide facilities for training flight crews in the. Directional Jezebel 
Sonobuoy System used in the P-3 aircraft weapons system. The 
committee denied the projects because the Navy decisions on the bases 
to provide this training is still pending. 

POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

(Outside the United States) 

The prO!n'am re<Jtl,i3Sted $250,000 f~r an item which wi~ eliminate 
improper effluent discharges by extending the sewer outfall line beyond 
the low tidal area at Camp Garcia, Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, 
Puerto Rico. · 

The Committee approved the requested amount . 

• 
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AMENDMENTS 

The Navy requested 21 amendments in the amount of $45,124,000. 
Of these 21 amendments, one will settle- a claim approved by the 

Armed Services Board of Contract Appeals, one will correc~ a de­
ficiency in a high velocity ventilator system, two .are reqmred ~o 
provide heating plants with the capability to burn e~ther coal or .011, 
one is required to permit construction in accordance \\'lth new physwal 
security criteria, and to permit the installation of two surplu~ 3000 
KW generators instead of one new 3000 KW generator and the mstal­
lation of diesel generator exhaust silencers With wast~ heat recovery 
capability. The remaining 16 amendments are requrred _because of 
unexpected increases in construction costs. A tabulatiOn of the 
amendments follows. 

) ,I 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY-MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION PROGRAM-FISCAL YEAR 1976-AMENDMENTS TO PRIOR YEAR AUTHORIZATIONS 

[Dollars in thousands] 

Amended Naval 
district Sponsor Installation and location Project title • Authorization Amendment auhtoriletion 

PUBLIC LAW 90-408 (FISCAL YEAR 1969) (SEC. 203) 

6th •••..... CNM 
12tll ••••..• CHNAVEDTRA 

Naval Coastal Systems Laboratory, Panama City, Fla ••.•..• De'ep ocean engineering pressure building................ $9,397 $1,924 $11,321 
Naval Postgraduate S<:hool, Monterey, CaliL _____________ library............................................... 1, 847 217 2, 064 

----------------------Subtotal ......••••••••..••••••. _. __ •••••••.•.••••• _ .•..•••••••.. __ ••••• ______ ••• ______ •••• _____ .•••••....•••••..••.• 2,141 --------------

PUBliC LAW 92-545 (FISCAL YEAR 1973) (SEC. 204) 

6th .......• CNM 
13th ....... CNM 

Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S.C •..........•••• Inside machine shop (project $3,870 to $6,470)............ $5,316 $2,600 $7,916 
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Wash ••••. _..... Bachelor enlisted quarters (Project $2,902 to $4,702)....... 5, 992 1, 800 7, 792 

Subtotal ........................................................................................ _ .... _-__ -_-__ -_-__ -_-__ -__ -_---4-, 400--_-__ -__ -_-____ ..: __ -_-__ 

PUBLIC LAW 93-166 (FISCAL YEAR 1974) (SEC. 205) 

1st ••••. :.. CNM •••..••.••••••• Portsmouth Naval Sh pyard, Kittery, Me .•••••• ., ••.••••••• Crane Rail System •••.••.•••••••••.•••••• ------- ••.•••• 
5th_------- LANTFLT Naval Station, Norfolk, Va ____________________ ---------- Berthing pier (project $9,624 to $11,913)-----------------
llth .••.... CNM •••••..•••••••. long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif.. __________ Service ~roup building ________________________________ _ 
Uth ....... CNM Navy Public Works Center, San Diego, Calif.. _____________ Steam distribution ____________________________________ _ 
13th _______ CNM PugetSound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Wash ___________ Installation total amendment._ _________________________ _ 
14th ••..••• PACFLT ·"···-- _____ Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, HawaiL------------------- Enlisted men's dining facility (project $1,345 to $2,109) •••• 
5th ......•• MARCORPS Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N.C ••••••.....••• Steam plant improvements ____________________________ _ 
5th ________ MARCORPS Marine Corps Air Station, New River, N.C ................ Utilities expansion (project $2,775 to $6,285) _____________ _ 
11th _______ MARCORPS Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, CaliL ••....•••••.. Automotive vehicle shop (project $976 to $1,628) ......... . 
14th •• _ _ _ _ _ MARCORPS Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay. H a waH. • • •• • • . . • • Connecting road to interstate highway (project $373 to $880). 

$2,817 
18, 183 
6,803 
2,471 
2,300 
4,060 
!, 821 
3,245 
6,210 
5, 988 

~:~ 
4, 700 
3, 511 l,m 
7,879 
3,510 

652 
507 

$5,617 
20,472 
11,508 
5, 982 
3, 53! 
4,824 
9, 700 
6, 755 
6,862 
6,495 ---------------------­

6th •••....• LANTFLT 
6th ........ LANTFLT 
8th ........ CHNAVEDTRA 
11th .••.... PACFLT 
11th •.•.•.. PACFLT 
13th .•..... PACFLT 
13th ....... CNM 
14th .•...•• MARCORPS 

SubtotaL •.....••••....••.•••..•.....•.••...•. ---•.•.....•.•••.•.••. -··--...•••••...•....•••....•••••••..•••••••.•••• 

PUBLIC LAW 93-552 (FISCAL YEAR 1975) (SEC. 206) 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Fla ..••••.•...•.•••••.....• Installation total amendment.. ..••••••..•.••••.......•.• 
N<Wal Fla _____ .•.... _ .......... ___ .•.•..... do •.•.... ------ •.... ------- .. ------------------ •• 
Naval isti, Tex ________ •••.•• __ . _ •• Boiler replacement .•••.. _ ........... __ ,_ •• ______ •••. _. 
Naval · -----------------·------ Aircraft maintenance hangar (project $7,175 to $9,135) ••..• 
Naval Air Station, North Island, Calif. ................... Installation total amendment.. ......................... . 
Naval Station, Adak, Alaska._. ______ • ________________ ------ .do •••••• __ •••• ___________ • _____________________ •• 
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Wash .•••••.••.• Nuclear repair facility--------------------·----------·-­
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii.. ••...••.• Aircraft hangar improvements (project $727 to $836) •••••.• 

$6,893 
3,239 
l, 830 

11,772 
12,943 
7,697 

393 
5,497 

27,843 ··--·-··-····· 

$2,321 $9,214 
415 3,654 

3,800 5,430 
1,960 13,732 
1,960 14,903 
2,~ 10,642 

623 
109 5,606 

SubtotaL •••••• ----- .•••••••. --.---·-•.•..••••••....••..•......• _ ........••• -- ..•• ------ .....•.••.•••• -•• -.--.-•• -.--.-.----------1-3,-54-0-. _-_-__ -_-__ -_-__ -_-__ 

Grand totaL ••• ___ • __ ••.••••••• _ ••••• __ ••••••• -·----••••••••••••• __ .• _ •• -----_. __ •••••••. ___ ._ ....•• ____ .•.• ____ ••.• 

~ ..... 
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The committee approved all of the requested amendments and added 
one amendment as shown below. 

SuMMARY oF AuTHORIZATION AcTIONs 

(Title II) 

A summary of actions taken on the program originally submitted 
by the Navy is tabulated below by proJect: 
Installation and project: Th~usands 

Naval Underwater Systems Center, land acquisition, 4.5 acres, 
Dresden, N. Y ___ _ _____ ----------- _-- ---- --------- $238 

Hea rs Naval District, Washington, D.C.: 
House Restoration __ -_--_-- ______ ------------------ 400 
istorical Center----------------------------------- 1, 304 

Naval Research Laboratory, Electromagnetic Development Laboratory, 
Naval Research Laboratory, Electromagnetic Development Lab-

oratory, Washington, D.C. ___ ------------------------------_ Health Services University, Bethesda, Md ______________________ _ 
Oceana Naval Air Station, Va., AICUZ easement ________________ _ 
Naval Air Station, Cecil Field

1 
Fla., AICUZ easement ___________ _ 

Naval Training Center, Orlanao, Fla., laboratory addition ________ _ 
Naval Air Station, JacKsonville, Fla., fire and rescue station ______ _ 
Naval Station, Mayport, Fla., radiac repair and calibration facility __ 
Naval Air Station, Milamar, Calif.: 

Bachelor enlisted quarters_---_----_--------------- ____ ---_ 
AICUZ easement_ ___ ---------_--____ _ _______________ _ 

Naval CBC, Port Hueneme, Calif., equipment training facilities ___ _ 

4,824 
7,400 
1,600 
2, 000 

185 
598 
290 

3,429 
12, 100 

1, 920 
5,455 Naval Training Center, San Diego, Calif., recruit processing facility 

Marine Co1ps Air Station, Santa Ana, Calif.: 
Flight simulator building _______ --------- ____ -- __ -- _____ --_ $704 

Energy conservation_ ------------------------ ----------- 2, 500 
Naval Station, Guantanamo: 

Bachelor enlisted quarters modernization _______ _ 
Telephone syPtem ______________ -- ___ c _ _ __ _ _ _ -- ___ - -- _ 

Naval communications facility, classified location: Communications 
facilitY----------------------------------------------------

Naval suppC?rt activity0~iego Garcia, <;xpansion of facilities ___ _ 
Naval secur1ty grcup, kinawa, powenmprovements. ___________ _ 
Naval Air Station, Cubi Point, Philippines: Aircraft parking apron ___________________________________ _ 

!Iangar--------------------------------------------------

~~8:::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Naval station, Subic Bay, Philippines: BEQ __ ----• __ ----------­
Naval air station, various locations: 

Operational trainer building (Atlantic) ________ ---------------
Operational traineF building (Pacific) _______________________ _ 

3,264 
450 

1, 527 
13, 800 

697 

1,951 
4, 785 
4,541 
2,839 
1,264 

500 
600 

---
Total reductions ___________ _ 

Added: 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Me.: 

Machine tool shop____ -----· 

Net reduction new authorization ____ _ 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Me.: 

Carne rail system (amendment) ___ . _____ _ 

- 67,365 

6,000 

6,635 

2,800 
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TITLE III-AIR FoRCE 

The Air Force requested $643,700,000 under Title III of the bill 
distributed as follows: 

Air Force request Committee 
approved 

Inside the United States·------------------------------------------------ $404,118,000 $383,030,000 
Outside the United States----------·--•----------------·--·--------------- 235,640,000 ~· §~!!2 
Classill9d program .. ____ -·-------.. _----- ___________ -----·-------------- 3, 982, 000 .., ...., wu 

------------~~~ 
TotaL ____ •• __ ·--------··-·.----·······----.----_.-----------···· 643, 740, 000 437, 1!0;'000 

SuMMARY oF PROGRAM 

Air Force witnesses testified that the Air Force Program consisted 
primarily of projects to support the force and deployment goals 
presented to the Congress in the Air Force Secretary's and Chief of 
Staff's Posture Statements. They placed particular stress on several 
items: $47 million for improvements to existing facilities to reduce 
energy consumption; $175 million for Protective Aircraft Shelters; 
$155 million for Hospital and Medical Facilities; and.$13.5 million for 
improvements to Munitions-Storage Security. 

The committee gave careful consideration to all proje~ts and a 
summltry of authorizations requested and approved IS presented as 
follows: 

Command 

Inside the United States: . 

PROGIMM CONTENT 

(In thousands of dollars! 

Aerospace Defense Command •• _._·---.-------··-- ___ ••.••• ···-· _____ ••• -----
Air Force Logistics Command ....... ----····------- •••••• ----- ___ .------- ••••• 
Air force Systems Command. ___ • ___ • ___ ••. _____ .---- ••••••. ·--.-----·--·--·· 
Air Training Command_._ .. ___ ••••.• ----·-. ______ ....••.. ---------------·· •• 
Alaskan Air Com.mand_ ••• ····- _ ---- ••• ---·· •••.•• ··-- _ --------·- •• -------· •. _ Headquarters Command, USAF _______ •.. _ •...•..........•• : ••••.•. __________ _ 
Military Airlift Command _____________ •••••• ·-·-_··----------_-····-···.----·-· 

Air Force 
request 

11, 107· 
42,084 
26,293 

181,827 
14,801 
10,333 
5,4B 

13 2Z6 
18; 129 
10 698 
46:952 
15, 346 
7, 909 

Committee 
apprOval 

11,1(}7 
a8,468 
l9·2r t 1, 1 

. 14,801 
6, 541 

.' 5,413 
•:·13,226 17,649 

10,698 
41,952 
14,346 
7,909 

Outside the United States: . 

~:~~~Defense Command._--~~::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: 11 , ' g 
U,S. Air F ••• ----- ···-·· ···----------- ----· ··----- -·------ 21&. fa~ . 40, ~? 

~t~~~;f!~1=~:~riiY::: =~=-===~====~:::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: ~: m ~ f1 
TolliJ ____ . __ --~- ..•••••••• ···-·· ···- ___ ·-···-···· ·---- ----------- -···. --~;...-,--2 .... 35-, 640-----50-,-:-10-8 

Classified (sec. 302): Various worldwide (total) ______ , __________ , ________________ ~-·===3=, 9=82===-:':'3,=:'982:': 

Grand totaL ••••••• -···--···--··--·········-····--•·! .. ···-·-----·-··---- 643,740, 437,120 
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AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND 

(Inside the United States) 

The primary mission of the Aeros:pace Defense Command (ADO) 
is to discharge Air Force responsibilities for the defense of the United 
States against aerospace attack. This program requests $11,107,000 
for two projects in su:pport of ADO host responsibilities at Tyndall 
.Air Force Base, Flonda. Additionally, Special Facilities contains 
~851,000 for -radar support facilities at Cudjoe Key. Other projects 

..:Mil ~upport ofthe Aerospace Defense Command are located at McChord 
-Air Force Base: $423,000; and Griffiss Air Force Base: $372,000. The 
total construction program in the United States in support of the 
Aerospace Defense Command is $12,753,000. 

The program was approved as submitted. 

.. AIR FoRCE LoGISTics CoMMAN,D 

The mission of the Air Force Logistics Command is to provide an 
adequate and efficient system of procurement, production, surveil­
lance, maintenance, and supply for the United States Air Force and 
train specialized units for accomplishment of logistics functions in 
overseas areas and theaters. This program contains a request for 
$42,084,000 which provides facilities at six locations where Air Force 
Logistics Command is the host command. Of this amount, $5,387,000 
is for items to support the Air Force Systems Command at Wright­
Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio; $10,506,000 is for items to support 
the Tactical Air Command at Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma, and 
the total construction program in the United States in support of the 
Air Force Lo~stics Command is $26,191,000. 

The comrmttee considered three projects to be of insufficient 
priority to warrant full current authorization. They were deferred 
as follows~ · 
Kell'r Air Force Base, Tex.: 
. lieating fuel oil storage, project reduced bY-----------~-- $247,000 · Fire protection _______________ ;__________________________ -1, 169, 000 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio: · 
Alter systems management engineering facility______________ 200, 000 

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND 

· The n~xt major command to be considered is the Air Force Systems 
Cornman<! whose mission is to advance aerospace technology, adapt 
it into operational aerospace systems and acquire qualitatively superior 
ae:o~pace systems and materiel needed to accomplish the Air Force 
ffilSSlOn. ' .. 

The construction program at bases with Air Force Systems Com­
mand as host, amounts to $26,293,000. Of this amount, $25,150,000 is 
for items to support the Air Force Systems Command and $1,143,000 
is in supRort of the Tactical Air Command at Eglin AFB and Auxiliary 
Airfield Number 9. .·· · 

Presentations of the Air Force Logistics Gommand, and the Special 
Projects program include $10,867,000 for the Air Force Systems Com- · 
mand. Additionally, there are projects in the Air Training Command 
and Stratef{ic Air Command for $98,288,000. The total construction 

.. 

41 

program in the United States in support of the Air Force Systems 
Command is $134,305,000. 

The committee considered that a project for the relocation of the 
Electromagn~ttic Computer Analysis Center was not of sufficient 
urgency as to require authorization at this time. The $7,200,000 
requested for the project was deleted from the program. 

Am TRAIXING CoMMAND 

The mission of the Air Training Command is to provide flying 
training leading to an aeronautical rating; air crew training; basic and 
advanced technical training leading to an Air Force specialty; basic 
military training; mobile training; and such other training as may be 
directed by the Chief of Staff, United States Air Force. 

Construction projects totaling $181,827,000 are requested by this 
program for eight baseS"where Air Training Command is host. Of this 
total, $97,550,000 is in support of Air Force Systems Command at 
Lackland Air Force Base and $366,000 in support of Air Force Security 
Service at Lackland Air Force Base. The total construction program 
in the United States in support of the Air Training Command is 
$83,911,000. 

The program was approved as submitted. 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

The Alaskan Air Command provides combat ready forces, defense 
weapons systems, aircraft control and warning elements, and air de­
fense forces within Alaska for employment under the operational 
control of Command, Alaska NORAD/CONAD region. It also pro­
·vides logistical support for the Strategic Air Command, the Military 
Airlift Command, the Command of the Alaskan Sea Frontier and the 
United States Army. This program provides $14,801,000 for five 
projects. 

HEADQUARTERS COMMAND-ZONE OF INTERIOR 

The mission of the Headquarters Command is to pro·vide proficiency 
flying, training, and support of the United States Air Force personnel 
in the Washington, D.C. area. Specifically, this command provides 
administrative and logistical support for units assigned directly to 
Headquarters United States Air Force, for those Air Force units 
stationed within the Washington area where inherent organizational 
structure does not permit other support, and such other missions as 
may: be directed by the Chief of Staff, United States Air Force. 

The Construction program at bases where Headquarters Command 
is host amounts to $10,333,000. 

The committee deferred $3,792,000 requested for utilities at 
Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, as being of low priority. 

MILITARY AIRLIFT CoMMAND 

The mission of the Military Airlift Command (MAC) is to maintain 
the military airlift system in the constant state of readiness necessary 
for performance of all airlift tasks and emergency operations assigned 
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. MAO supervises and operates the Air 
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Weather Service, th~ Aerospace Audio :Visual Service, the Air Rescue. 
an~. Reco:e~y Se!vwe, and Aeromedical Evacuation System, and 
M1htary A1rhft Wmg and has recently assumed the responsibilities of 
the Communication Service. This program involves six projects at 
four locations where ¥1\C is host, l¥ld contains a request for $5,413,000 
for support of base miSsions. Of th1s amount $4,990,000 is for items to 
support the Militarv Airlift Command mission; the balance of $423 000 
is for one item in s~tpport of ADC. ' 

The program was approved as submitted. 

STRATEGIC AIR CoMMAND 

The mission of the Strategic Air Command (SAC) is to organize 
train, equip, administer, prepare and maintain a bomber and tanke; 
force in a state of readiness capable of conducting intensive and con­
clusive world-wide aerial bombardment against enemies of the 
United States. 

This program requests $13,226,000 for construction of facilities at 
ten bases where the Strategic Air Command is the host command. 
Of this amount, $12,116,000 i:s for items to support the Strategic Air 
Command mission; the balance of $372,000 is in supl?ort of Aerospace 
Defense Command and $738,000 is in support of Air Force Systems 
Command. 

The program was approved as submitted. 

TACTICAL Am CoMMAND 

The Tactical Air Command participates in tactical air operations 
~mploying air operations and air power independentlv, or in coordina­
tion with ground or Naval forces, to gain and maintaln air superiority 
to prevent movement of enemy forces; to seek out and destroy· these 
forces and their supporting installations; and to assist ~round or Naval 
forces in obtaining their immediate operational objectives. 

The mission of this command is to organize, equip, train, administer, 
and opera.te the as~igned. or attac~ed forces and participate in prompt 
and sustamed tactical air operations. The Commander, Tactical Air 
Command, is charged with two missions. He is a major air commander 
under the Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, and concurrently is 
a component commander under the Commander-in-Chief, United 
States Readiness Command (RED COM). . 

The construction program at bases where the Tactical Air Command 
is host amounts to $18,129,000 for both operational and support type 
facilities. An additional $1,143,000 for TAC is included in the program 
of the ~SC and $10,506,000 in the ~LC l?rogr~tm. The grand total 
constructiOn program to support Tactical Air Command amounts to 
$29,778,000. 

One project for alteration of a Flight Simulator Facility at Mountain 
Home Air Force Base, Montana was not considered to be of .sufficient 
priority to warrant current funding. 

43. 

PoLLUTION ABATEMENT 

(Inside the United States) 

The pollution abatement program amounts to $10,698,000 at various 
locations in the United States, of which $600,000 is for air pollution 
abate~ent with the remainde:r of $10,098,000 for water pollution 
abatement. 

The air pollution abatement program, consisting of a construction 
of a toxic waste disposal facility, is required to. comply with Federal, 
State, and local air pollution regulations at Edwards Air Force Base 
in the United States. 

The water pollution abatement program at ten Air Force installa:­
tions in the United States includes provisions for water pollution 
abatement through the construction of collection and treatment 
facilities for industrial and sanitary wastes and upgrading of existing 
facilities. The program is required to comply with Federal, State, and 
local water pollution regulations. 

The program was approved as submitted. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION . 

The energy conservation program amounts to$46,952,000 at various 
locations in the United ·States. 'l'he work includes provisions to reduce 
.energy consumption at 89 air bases and stations. This item is required 
to support the high prioritv national policy of energy conservation and 
the associated long range goal of self-sufficiency in energy production. 
The work would upgrade facilities and systems that were designed and 
<\Onstructed under a concept of cost effectiveness when energy was 
plentiful and relativelv inexpensive to allow more effective use of 
energy, thus, counter v the problem of fuel shortages and its rapid 
escalation of costs. 

A $5,000,000 reduction in this program ,has been made for reasons 
specifically covered elsewhere in the report. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 

(Inside the·UniU.d States) 

The special facilities inside the United States consists of four items 
in the amount of $15,346,000. 

The first item is for the construction of two lau1,1ching pads for sta­
tionary balloon-borne air defense surveillance .radar at Cudjoe Key 
Air Force Station, Florida. The additionallauching pads are necessa.ry 
to permit full-time, low-level radar surveillance in the Florida straits. 
Without the additional radar system,Jull-time surveillance is not pos­
sible which creates a serious gap in the sourthern portion of our air 
defense network. 

The second item is for the construction of support facilities for 34 
new solid state instrument landing systems (ILS) at 27 ba..ses, a tactical 
air navigation ('l'ACAN) facility, and five new radar flight control 
centers (RAPCON). These new navigational aids are necessary to 
improve the reliability of equipment and increase the safety of landing 
aircraft. · 
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The ~hird i~:t;n. provides for ~he construction of radar support 
foundatiOns, utilit1e~ and alteratiOns to accommodate height finder 
radars at ten locatwns and the alteration of existing facilities at 
¥cChord Air Base, Washington, t~ accommodate a Regional Opera­
tiOns Control Center (ROCC). Air Defense of the United States 
re~~ires the cap.ability to det~ct and identify a;ir traffic of unknown 
ongu1; approach~ng or operatmg over the penphery of the North 
Amencan C~mtment. The cun:en~ radar system, Semi-Automatic 
Ground Envrronment (SAGE) 1s siXteen years old and expensive to 
operate. The ROCC will collocate Air Force height finder radars 
~th e~sting Federal Aeronautics 'Administration (FAA) radar 
mstallatwns. The operating cost of the joint surveillance system will 
be appro~ately tw? and one-half times less than the current system. 

'.f~e last 1tem prov1des for the ~onstructi<;m of a satellite observation 
facilit.;r at the Cloudcraft Satellite Trackmg Station, New Mexico. 
This .elec~ro-optical facility is necessary to monitor orbits of known 
satellites m space and to detect and calculate orbits of unidentified 
space objects, which. are beyond the effective rang:e of radar systems. 

A program reductiOn of $1,000,000 was made smce the committee 
did not concur in the urgency of authorizing a Satellite Tracking 
Station at Cloudcraft, New Mexico. 

NucLEAR WEAPONS SEcURITY 

(Inside the United States) 

The next project to be considered for the United States Air Force 
requests $7,909,000 for construction of security improvements for 
nuclear weapons storage sites at four classified locations in the United 
States. The project will provide additional and improved area and 
boundary lighting, observation towers, security fencing to weapons 
~torage and a~ed aircraft alert areas. These projects are needed to 
rmprove secunty me.asures and syste:t;n~ to guard against ~he capture 
of weapons by terronst groups for politwal or monetary gam. · 

AEROSPACE DEFENSE CoMMAND 

(Outside the United States) 

. The Aerospace ,D.e~e.nse Command primary miss~on is to discharge 
Air Force responstbihtles for the defense of the Umted States against 
an aerospace attack. Construction requested totals $2,182 000 for one 
project at one location. ' 

The program was deferred in the entire amount of $2 182 000 due 
to the low priority of the requirement for an Electric Po~er Plant at 
Sondestrom Air Base, Greenland. 

PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

(Outside the United States) 

The mission of the Pacific Air Forces is to conduct, control and 
coor~~ate ~ffensive a~d .defensive air ope!ations. The forces pr~vide 
adnnmstrat1ve and logtsbcal support for Air Force units in the Pacific 
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geographical area. The requested program for the Pacific Air Forces, 
outside the United States totals $3,492,000 and is for Clark Air 
Base, Philippine Islands. 

This program was deferred due to the uncertain status of U.S. 
forces in the Philippines. 

U.S. AIR FoRcEs IN EuROPE 

. The mission of the United States Air Forces in Europe (USAFE) 
1s to conduct, control and coordinate offensive and defensive air 
operations in accordance with tasks assigned by the Commander-in­
Chief, United States European Command. It also fulfills responsibili­
ties assigned by the Joint Chiefs of Staff in areas not included in 
either theN ATO or the United States Commander-in-Chief, European 
area of responsibility. This program contains a request for $219,870,000 
for facilities in support of USAFE missions. This amount includes 
$175,000,000 for airfield protection facilities and $26,000,000 munitions 
storage facilities at various locations. 

A requirement for Munitions Storage in the amount of $4,000,000 
was deferred as a low priority item and a program reduction of 
$175,000,000 for aircraft shelters was deferred for reasons listed 
elsewhere in the report. 

U.S. AIR FoRCE SECURITY SJilRVICE 

(Outside the United States) 

The mission of the U.S. Air Force Security Service is to provide 
communi~ations securi~y service. The construction program ~t bases 
where this command Is host amounts to $981,000 for one item at 
RAF Chicksands, United Kingdom. 

This item is for construction of a new chapel center. The new 
chapel will replace a substandard, pre-fabricated metal building built 
of temporary construction criteria with a ten-year life expectancy. 
The eXIsting building was built more than 29 years ago and does not 
have adequate space to accommodate religious educational activities 
and/or administrative functions. The substandard chapel will be 
disposed of upon completion of this item. 

The program was approved as submitted . 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 

(Outside the United States) 

The special facilities outside the United States consists of three 
items in the amount of $3,524,000. 

The first item provides for the expansion of facilities at five overseas 
locations to accommodate defense communications technical control 
functions. The space for communications technical control function, 
at each location is inadequate in size, not functionally configured, and 
lacks sufficient maintenance and support areas. 
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The second item.· is· for· construction of support facilities for the 
installation of a solid- state instrument landing system (ILS) at RAF 
Mildenhall in the United Kingdom, and a new facility to accommodate 
.a radar flight control center (,RAPCON) at Osan Air Base, Korea~ 
These new navigational aids are necessary to improve the reliability 
of equipment and increase the safety of landing aircraft. 

The last item provides for the· construction of facilities to house 
both solar radio and optical telescope equipment. at two classified 
locations; Standardized facilities housing unique observation equip­
m·ent, geographically located for world-wide continuous observation 
of solar activity and sudden events (solar flares) which adversely 
affect h~gh priority strategic and defense systems. 

The first item for technical control facilities in the amount of $858,-
000 was deferred due to low priority. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

(Outside the United States) 

The next project to be considered for the United States Air Force 
requests $5,591,000 for construction of security improvements for 
nuclear weapons storage sites at six classified locations in Europe 
and one in the Pacific. The project will provide additional and im­
proved area and boundary lighting, observation towers, security 
fencing to weapons storage and armed. !Urcraft alert areas. These 
projects are needed to improve security measures and systems to 
guard against the capture of weapons by terrorist groups for political 
or monetary gain. 

The program was approved as submitted. 

SECTION 302-VARious LocATioNs 

Section 302. Various Locations contains one project in the amount 
of $3,982,000 which provides for the construction of eight satellite 
communication ·system ground terminals at classified world-wide 
locations for the Defense Satellite Communication System (DSCS). 
Currently the DSCS is about 50 percent complete. 

The program was approved as submitted. 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
Authorization 

Defense Mapping AgenCY------------------------------------·- $195,000 
Defense Supply AgencY--------------·------------------------ 4, 637,000 
National Security AgencY------------------------------------- 3, 012,000 Defense Nuclear Agency _______________________________________ 24, 033, 000 
Pollution abatement---------------------------~-------------- 2, 748,000 
Energy conservation__________________________________________ 175, 000 

Subtotru _______________________________________________ 34,800,000 
OSD emergency construction ___________________________________ 10,000,000 

TotaL ______________ • ________________ "________________ 44, 800, 000 

.. 
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The Secretary of Defense's request in this Bill was $135,000,000 of 
which $115,000,000 was to provide for the construction of new facilities 
and rehabilitation of existing facilities for the Defense Agencies at 15 
·named installations. With few exceptions Defense Agencies activities 
ate located at military installations, either utilizing existing facilities 
or siting required new facilities on these installations in theinterest 
of economy. $20,000,000 was for emergency construction authoriza­
tion for the Secretary of Defense to provide for unforeseen construction 
reqmrements in emergency situations. 

DEFENSE INTELLIGENCE AGENCY (DIA) 

The Defense Intelligence Agency, for which $86,100,000 in new 
authorization was requested, has primary responsibility for managing 
the production of all general intelligence for the Department of 
Defense (DoD). Additimially, DIA exercises primary DoD intelligence 
collection management authority for the validatiOn of requirements 
and tasking of all-source collection activities to support the Defense 
intelligence production effort. DIAis responsible for dissemination of 
Defense intelligence to all authorized recipients and activities through­
out the U.S. Government. DIA provides Defense intelligence and 
related support to the White House, the Secretary of Defense, the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Unified and Special Commands, the Military 
Departments, the U.S. Congress and authorized allied governments. 

The authorization request for a DIA building at Bolling Air Force 
Base, Washington, District of Columbia was deleted by the commit­
tee for reasons set forth elsewhere in the report. 

DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY (DMA) 

The Defense Mapping Agency, for which $195,000 in new authoriza­
tion is granted, was formed in 1972 by Presidential and DoD direc­
tives by consolidating the resources of the Military Departments to 
furnish mapping, charting and geodesy (MC&G) support to the DoD 
with optimum efficiency and economy. The DMA basic mission is to 
furnish the operating forces maps, charts and position data needed by 
troops on the ground, aircraft, ships and missiles to navigate, operate 
and hit their targets. 

This authorization will provide for upgrading the utilities of the 
Ruth Building at the Defense Mapping Agency Topographic Center, 
Bethesda, Maryland. 

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY (DSA) 

The Defense Supply Agency, for which $4,637,000 in new authoriza­
tion is granted, is responsible for the organization, direction, manage­
ment and administration, and control of supply and service functions 
or departmental activities including the operation of a wholesale dis­
tribution system for supplies. Also included in the Defense Supply 
Agency responsibilities are the administration and supervision of the 
Department of Defense coordinated procurement program, the Federal 
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catalog system, excess and surplus disposal (personal property) pro­
gram, the defen.se ma~rial utilizatio~ program, the item entry control 
program, the mdustrtal plant eqmpment program, the technical 
(RDT&E) report services and the centralized referral system for dis­
placed DOD employees. In fulfilling the designated mission, the De­
fense .S':"J?I?lY Agency .c?ntinu~s towar~ ~he full assumption of its re­
spo}lslbihttes for proVIdmg uniform poliCies and procedures in the field 
of mventory, ~ontrol, accounting! ca~alogin~, standardization, pro­
cure~ent, reqmr~ments ~omput.ation, msp~ct10n and quality control, 
~ob~hza~10n an~ m~u~tnal rea~mess ~la~g, storage, inventory and 
!:h~t;n~utwn, mamt9;mm~ techni~allogtstics data and information, and 
1mtiatmg value engmeermg proJects. In addition, the Defense Supply 
Agency has been assigned the mission for consolidation of the Contract 
Adn:inistration Services of the Army, the Navy, the Air Force and the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration. 

This authorization ''ill provide for warehouse improvements and 
st<'!rm drain!l-~e at the D~feD;se Dep?~· Memphis, Tennessee; a mech­
aruzed rece1vmg and shtppmg faciltty at the Defense Electronics 
Supply Center, Dayton, Ohio; fuel loading facilities at the Defense 
Fuel. Suppl:!r.t Point, Melville, Newfort, Rhode Island; a fuel truck 
loa~ng faethty at ~J:e. Defense Fue Support Point, Norwalk, Cali­
forma; stora~e facilities at the Defense Property Disposal Office 
C?lorado Sprmgs, Colorado; storage facilities at the Defense Property 
Disposal Office, Elmendorf, Alaska; improvement of storage facilities 
at the Defense Property Disposal Office, Monterey, California· con­
version of ~uilding. 9 (4th floor) at the Defense Personnel Support 
Center, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; storage facilities at the Defense 
Property Disposal Office, Nuremberg, Germany; and covered storage 
at the Defense Property Disposal Office, Seckenheim, Germany. 

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY (NSA) 

. T.he ~ational Security Agency, for which $3,012,000 in new author­
IzatiOn 1s granted, replaced the former Armed Forces Security Agencv 
and was creat~d "t>Y th~ S~cretary <?~ Defense in 1949 to unify th"e 
separate orgamzat10ns wtthin each rmlitary department. The National 
Security Agency, under the direction and control of the Sec:retarv 
of Defense performs highly specialized technical and coordinating 
functions relating to its Inission of national security and intelligence 
production. 

This authorization will provide antenna control facilities and relo­
cation of shop facilities at NSA Headquarters, Fort George G. Meade, 
Maryland. 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY (DNA) 

. TJ:e Defense Nuclear Agency for which $24,033,000 in new authori­
twn Is grante.d, has four major areas of responsibility as its Inission: 
(1) staff advtce and assistance on nuclear weapons matters to the 
Secretary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Military Depart­
ments, and other Government Agencies; (2) consolidated manage­
ment of the DoD Nuc1ear Weapons Stockpile; (3) management of 
DoD Nuclear Weapons Testing and Nuclear Weapons Effects Re­
search Programs; and (4) performing technical studies and analysis 

• 
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and coordinating directives on nuclear related matters for the De­
partment oi Defense. 

This authQ.rization will provide for waterfront improvements and 
a Wji.ste heat exchange system at Johnston Atoll and the first phase of 
the cleanup of Enewetak Atoll, Marshall Islands/Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands. Additional authorization in the amount of $5,900,-
000 as indicated elsewhere in the report has been added to the 
Enewetak project. 

PoLLUTION ABATEMENT 

New authorization in the amount of $2,748,000 for Pollution 
Abatement will provide for further implementing national policies 
for controlling air and water pollution. All requested projects have 
been coordinated with the Environmental Protection Agency. 

ENERGY CoNSERVATION 

New authorization in the amount of $175,000 for Energy Con­
servation will support a part of the Department of Defense's energy 
conservation program, a multi-year energy conservation investment 
program which has been established. The fiscal year 1976 Military 
Construction Program includes the first year of this conservation 
investment program. Projects in this program are self-amortizing 
within four years and are limited to retrofitting of existing facilities 
so as to achieve hard energy savings. 

OFFICE, SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

The Office, Secretary of Defense is provided $10,000,000 in new 
authorization for emergency construction authorization for the Secre­
tary of Defense to provide for unforeseen construction requirements 
which he. considers vital to the security of the United States. The 
committee, after review of the availability of the OSD military con­
struction contingency, is of the opinion that $10 million will be suffi­
cient for fiscal year 1976 and consequentlyJ has reduced the request 
by $10 million. 

AMENDMENTS TO PREVIOUS AuTHORIZA1'IO:NS 

The Defense Supply Agency reported to the Committee that it is 
unable to install standby power generators at the Defense General 
Supply Center, Richmond, Virgima and to build the fire station and 
water and sewage facilities improvements at the Defense Depot, Tracy, 
California. Increases in construction costs due to unexpected inflation 
growth require a deficiency authorization of $194,000 for the Defense 
General Supply Center Richmond, Virginia, Public Law 92-545, and 
$637,000 for Defense Depot, Tracy, California, Public Law 93-166. 

TITLE V-MILITARY FAMILY HousiNG 

Set forth below is areca itulation of new authorization for appro-
priations for military f y housing for Fiscal Year 1976 and the 
transitional period of July 1, 1976, through September 30, 1976. 



(In thousands of dollars! 

Fiscal year 
1976 

fiscal year 
197T 

Construction of new housing (3,193 unitS) .. _________ _ , 

~~~ No}~u~~~~: ::::::::::::---------·-- --~~-~~~~::::::::~:::::::::~:::~,: $
1

~:: ::: ::::~:::~::::: 
Defense l~telligence Agen,cy (12 uni\:i)~::::::::::::::::·:·-------•··----------- 44,961 -·----··'---·-
DIA (3 umts) Excess Fore•gn Currency ...••••.•.•..•••• - ---------------····-··, 1, 320 ., •••••••••••• 

~7~~~~~~:t~~ct'io:xisting quarters, includes energy conservat~~~~~::::~:~~-;;;,;~::::·--- ---------.--------------

:::~i:{i~~j;~~~~~~~;;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~::~::::~~~::::~:::::::~:::===o====~=~;;;; 
Total, authorization for appropriation, constructi~~~~::c···----···-------------_. ______ =:.:. 

Y£~fe~~:~:o;~:iir~~:e~ ~::::: ::::::::::::::::::: ::::;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;; ;;;;; :ii: ~i 1 i;~ ~ 
Debt payment-pnnc1paL . -----···------------------------- 424:994 127, 152 
Debt p~yment-interest an(ioilieriiipense············----------------------------- 103, 165 27,375 
Mor\iage msur,ance premiums-Capehart andWherr·-----·----··-··-·····--···-···· 49,840 12,118 
Servicemen's mortgage insurance premiums Y ------------------------···---· 1, 872 479 

. Ta!al operati~n and maintenance and·~:~~-;·-~:~~---------------------------__ ..;.
3

•:...
088 
___ __:.83~6 

less. Anllc1pated reimbursements and amounts av:lable 1------,-------------------- 1,116, 165 311,047 1 rom pnor years............. -15,228 -2,308 

To~!n~~~-o:~~~~~-~~- appropriation, operation and maintenance and debt pay- ______ _:__...:. 

Total authorizations for appropriations~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: f: ~~~: ~J~ 

NEW CONSTRUCTION 

303,739 
310,639 

th The Cho~mi~tee has approve~ in sections 501 and 505 of this bill 
e aut ~nzatwn for constructiOn of 3,193 new famil housin unit~ 

for the ~1scal Year 1976 progr~m. Included in this althorizatfon are 
f•logumts fAor Army, 1, 0~8 umts for Navy, and 15 units for Defense 
f n E': Igence gency of which three are to be funded under the excess 
orm~n cur~ency program. The Committee notes that the number of 

housmg umts reque~ted is .considerably less than the average annual 
fh~~rth~ 0! 9,.~00 umtsddul'!ng .the past ~ve years. Testimony revealed 
. 1s s1gm. ~ant re uc~10n m new umts is due to the De artment's 

0~roved J?OSitlon reg.ardmg reduction in the overall houskg deficit. 
e e_nse ~tnesses pomted out that 98 percent of the new famil 

hbusm)g um~s a~e to be built specifically for enlisted personnel (E-4 ana 
a ove. and JUnior officers. Ten units are to be built at the Naval Base 
!te~avd~, Icel~nd, for jJmior enlisted personnel (E-1s through E-3s) 
m .. eepmg With the _Department's commitment to minimize the 
mth1httary presence and 1ts Impact on the civilian housing situation in 

a .country. 
'!'~e .Com:nitt~e has deferred approval of the 400 units in the 

Pluhppmes m VIew of recent comments by the Phili' · G , ment th t 't · · · . . ppme overn­Th C a ~ IS reexamii~ng 1t~ r.elatiOnship with the United Sta.tes . 
. e omm1ttee also conSiders It mappropriate to authorize a housin · 

u.mt at Bethesda for ~he President of the Health Services Universit ~ 
smce th~re are. five 11;mts there now, one of which could be vacated fo~ 
the Pr~sfdenthr1f cons1d~red appropriate. The Committee received a late 
~Iq,;.es or tf ee. proJects at Portsmouth Naval Shipyard Kitterv 

a~ne, one o whicb.was for 150 units of family housin The housin' 
proJect abppears to the qommittee to be a valid require~~nt to replac~ 
some su st~ndard housmg, and the 150 units are approved at a cost 

, of $4,650,000. This, is a reduction of 251 units from the 3,444 Units 
requested by the Department, and a reduction of $9,761 000. ·. 
' Defense testimony indicated that the ·programmable deficit of new 
family housing has been reduced to about 10,000 units (not including 
9,000 units required for junior enlisted personnel) and that future 
housing construction requirements will be limited to a modest 
program. The Department intends to concentrate future housing con­
-struction to satisfy specialized needs such as realignments or consolida­
tion of forces, new bases or locations. The Committee supports this 
'approach· to the programming of new housing and ·expects the De­
partment of Defense to establish controls tha.t will assure limiting 
construction to ha.rdcore installations where community · support 
housing is not expected to grow significantly to meet Defense needs 
within a reasonable time. 

COST LIMITATIONS ON NEW CONSTRUCTION 

The Department has requested a change in the method by which 
statutory costs limits are placed on new construction projects. Cost 
limitations on previous programs have been•imposed on the construc­
tion of new family housing units on the basis of program average cost 
per unit and a maximum cost for any one unit. The Department has 
proposed that the cost of any one unit shall not exceed $24.00 per 
square foot to the five foot line, multiplied by the appropriate area con­
struction cost index and that the cost of site preparation, design, 
supervision, inspection, and overhead shall be excluded from this 
amount. The proposed cost limitation would include the costs for 
shades, screens, ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed equipment 
:and fixtures. 

Defense testimony emphasized that the significant reduction in 
the size of the new construction pro~am makes continued use of an 
average unit cost limitation impractical. With a very lar~e progr~m 
an average unit cost limitation does allow some flexibility for bid 
fluctuations and area cost differentials; however, imposing an average 
unit cost on a small program reduces or eliminates this needed flexi­
bility. The Defense w;itness pointed out that the real estate and con­
struction industries have for many years made their cost projections 
on a square foot basis. Defense feels that a square foot limitation will 
be more readily understood by family housing contractors because 
they already estimate their costs on this basis. The witness emphasized 
the need to provide a bouse of standardized quality regardless of 
location or unusual site development problems. The Committee was 
reminded that the maximum net floor area of new family housing units 
is established by law and that the use of a square foot cost limitation 
will not by itself result in excessive costs. The major advantage to 
using a square foot cost limitation with an area construction cost 
index is that it will permit Defense to build an adequate, standardized 
quality· house, regardless of location. Under the program average 
unit cost limitation it has frequently been necessary to compromise 
amenities in some housing projects m order to stay within program 
limits. "Stripping" of houses in these cases results m a less desirable 
project and tends to increase future maintenance costs and improve­
ment requirements. Defense now defers temporarily some high-cost 
projects until other projects are awarded in order to determine if 



the high-cost projects can be accomplished within the average. This 
adversely affects orderly execution of the program and tends to in­
crease overall costs because of delay in constr"';lc~ion: Defense pointed 
out that ~~e ef the proposed square foo~ cost lirmtat10n would permit 
all ~e M1~.tary Depart~ents to advert1se for bids for all projects at 
any trme smce each proJect would be measured against the statutory 
control. 

A limita~ion based on a cos~ per square foot basis is acceptable. 
However, smoe D?-ost n-ew housmg construc~on is now on a turnkey 
cont~ac;t a~ assoCiated -costs to the five foot lme should be included in 
the hm1tat10n. Current statutes provide that housing net square foot­
ages range from 950 to 1,500 depending on the number of bedrooms 
and the rank of the occupant; therefore the cost of a new housing unit 
would range from $22,800 to $36,000 times the appropriate area cost 
factor. 

DEPARTMENT OF HousiNG AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT lVhLITARY 
PROGRAMS 

The Defen~e wit~ess.:~e-emphasized the importance of community 
support housmg. ~or .mthtary- personnel. When adequate housing in 
nearby commumties Is available at reasonable cost there is generally 
no need to spend taxpayer dollars to build mi1itary housing on the 
bases. Consequently, Defense has been attempting to obtain maxi­
mum benefit fr-;>m the programs administered by HUD. Defense ex­
pe~ted to obtam a considerable 9:mount of hou_sing for lower pay 
enhsted grades through the SectiOn 236 low mcome community 
housing program of the H<?using and Urban Development Act of 1970. 
DoD proposed an. allocatiOn of 18,000 units of Section 236 housing 
but ~nly 6,937 umts .were. ~leared by HUD before the program was 
curtroled. Increases m nnhtary compensation over the past three 
y{\ars have reduced the number of those eligible for this proo-ram and 
only 3,212 units of the projects with military priority of o~cupancy 
are now occupied by nillitary families. 

Defense considers .Section .318 of the Housing and Community 
Development Acto~ 1974 a ~Ital part of the mi1itary family housing 
program. That sect10n permits HUD to insure housing in military 
Impacted aret:s and should be "';!Sed. aggressively by HUD to encourage 
th~ co~tructwn ?f more housmg ~ such area.s .. DoD .is actively pur­
SUlng this matter~~ the.hope of g~ttmg the positive assistance of HUD 
to re.duce .substantlal~y the reqUlrements for construction of military 
housmg Wlth appropnated funds. · 

Se~tion 111, Public Law 93-636, authorizes Defense to use new 
ho.usmg construction .authorizations and appropriations to purchase 
p~1vately-owned .housmg or. housing held by FHA. Defense has pro­
VIded ~UD a hst of reqUlreme~ts ~o screen a~ainst thei_r surplus 
prol?e~~1es and h9;s. deve1_?p!3d criteria for use m determining the 
feasibihty of acqmrmg eXIstmg privately..,()wned housing units. 

IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING FAMILY HOUSING 

The Co!Jlmitte~ is p!e9:sed to ~ee tha~ increased emphasis is being 
placed on Improvmg eXJstrng fa::ifi housmg. The.· request for improve­
ments in FY 1976 is $120.4 · "on or more than double the $60 

million approved for this program in FY 1975. The Defense witness 
indicated that the reductiOn in new construction requirements will 
enable Defense to devote additional resources to increasing the 
structural life and livability of the housing inventory. The improve­
ments program extends the economic life of the houses as well as pro­
viding the occupants tangible evidence of the Department's concern 
about providing adequate and suitabl-e housing for its married per­
sonnel. The Committee approved this program as submitted. 

The Defense witness pointed out that the improvements program 
includes $23.2 million for energy conservation projects in theN avy and 
Air Force for such things as storm windows and doors, weather 
stripping, insulation and installation of water saving devices and 
limited range thermostats. Defense reports that the cost of these 
projects will be amortized within five years by the savings in energy. 

Testimony indicated that the backlog in essential improvements is 
about $746 million. This is not considered a prudent, manageable 
level. An' annual cost escalation rate of 12 percent would add over 
$90 Inillion to the backlog in one year. This Committee feels that 
Defense efforts in this area must be emphasized in future years. 

IMPROVEMENTS TO QUARTERS IN EXCESS OF EXISTING STATUTORY 
LIMITATIONS 

The Department, in section 506, requested· authority for nine 
repair and improvement projects in which the ·per unit cost exceeds 
the $15,000 per unit limitation established in section 610 of Public 
Law 9Q-110, as amended. The Committee approved the nine projects 
requested. 

DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN LEASING 

The Department requested in section 507(a): extension of the 
leasing authority indefinitely and increasing the average and maxi­
mum monthly unit cost in the United States (other than Alaska and 
Hawaii), Puerto Rico, and Guam, from $235 and $310, respectively, 
to $245 and $325, respectively, and the average and maximum costs 
in Alaska and Hawaii from $295 and $365, respectively, to $310 and 
$385, respectively. The Defense proposal to make the domestic 
leasing authority permanent will e1ilninate the need to amend the 
time-limit on authority each year. No increase in the limit of 10,000 
on the number of domestic leases was proposed. With regard to the 
proposed increases in average costs Defense indicates that these in­
creases are calculated to keep pace with the increases in the "Rent" 
column of the Consumer Price Index. The requested increases in the 
maximum cost limits are intended to allow equitable grade coverage 
with respect to leasing for senior enlisted personnel and junior officers. 

In section 507(b), pertaining to foreign leases, the Department 
requested authority to: (1) increase the average. and maximum 
monthly unit costs from $355 and $625 respectively to $380 and 
$670 respectively, and (2) increase the number of leases from 12,000 
to 15,000. The Defense witness explained that the 7 percent increase 
in the cost limitations is based on the estimated average inflation 
rate in countries where the lease authority is mostly used. With 
respect to the increase in the number of foreign leases from 12,000 
to 15,000 the Defense witness stated that this is to be used primarily 
in Germany where a severe housing shortage confronts many Army 



activities. The Defense witness expressed the belief that continuation, 
and expansion of the foreign leasing program is. the most viable 
alternative for providing family housing in areae;; where the extent of 
our military pr,esence is subject to considerable change. The Com­
mittee approved the cost increases in the leasing program as submitted. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

According to testimony the significant increase in utilities and fuel 
costs is seriously affecting family housing resources. In FY 1975 
Defense is diverting an estimated $85 to $95 million from mainte­
nance funds to pay increased utility bills and. fuel costs. This diver­
sion of maintenance funds will result in a further incr.ease in the 
backlog of deferred maintenance which was about $196 million as of 
June 30, 1974. 

The Fiscal Year 1976 request of the Department of Defense includes 
$260 million for utilities and fuel. With the rapidly changing costs it 
now appears to Defense that utilities and fuel for family housing will 
cost about $321 million in FY 1976 and that maintenance funds will 
agam have to be used to make up the difference. The witness indicated 
that the deferred maintenance backlog is expected to increase to $278 
million or more by the end of Fiscal Year 1976. The Committee be­
lieves that the Department· of Defense should make a concerted 
effort to economize in the area of Oj)erations in order to make more 
resources available for the maintenance of quarters. The Committee 
approved the operation and maintenance program as submitted. 

The Committee also noted that the Defense request included almost 
$1 million to provide limited custodial type services in about 472 
family housing units occupied by general and flag officers without 
assigned enlisted aide~. It was indicated that the propo~ed general 
housekeeping work will be done by contract and only m quarters 
with a net floor area in excess of 2,310 square feet. 

FAMILY HOUSING MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT 

The Family Housing Management Account was established in 1963, 
strongly supported by the Committee. In the Account, part or all of 
sixteen different appropriations available to the Military Departments 
were combined. The sixteen had been used to. finance various defense 
family housing functions, rendering overall program management, 
review and control virtually impossible. The smgle Account provided 
a vehicle for improved and more effective administration and coordina­
tion of the Department of Defense family housing program. The 
Committee fully supports a strong family housing program and firmly 
believes the program is required to help retain our career military 
members. 

Amounts made available for family housing total $10.2 billion over 
the 13-year (1963-1975) life of the Account. Construction functions 
received $2.5 billion of the total, operation and maintenance, $5.6 
billion, and debt payment, $2.1 billion. The construction funds 
provided for approximately 91,000 new family housing units, improve­
ments to existmg units to bring them up to current standards of 
livability, some mobile home facilities, and planning an~ design 
necessary for these construction programs. 

... 
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The Committee is aware of the sharply increasing costs of utilities, 
fuels, materials, labor, etc., used in operation and maintenance of 
family housing world-wide, and considers the Defense request for 
operation an. d maintenan.ce, including leasing, for 1976 to be modest 
in ,view of the~e economic co~ditions. The Committee, in approving 
this request, Wishes to express Its concern about the deferral of required 
scheduled maintanance. This maintenance work can only cost more 
to do in later years, and every possible step should be taken to mini­
mize deferral of maintenance in the interests of lower cost to the 
Government and improved housing conditions. 

Under the debt payment category, Defense pays principal, interest 
and mortO'age insurance premiums on some 180,000 Capehart and 
acquired Wherry family housing units, ;repays the Commodity Credit 
Corporation $6 million annually for foreign currencies earned through 
sales of surplus commodities and used earlier to build housing units 
in foreign countries, and pays to the Federal Housing Administration 
mortgage insurance premiums for service members buying their 
own homes. These costs are based mostly on mortgage amortization 
sc~e.dules and do not vary much from the level of about $150 to $160 
million per year. 

The Committee believes .the Family Housing Management Account 
continues to be an effective means of applying resources to this 
important, complex program in an orderly and reasoned manner. 
Judgments of the Committee and the Department of Defense as to 
the desirability of various program proposals are, and should continue 
to be, facilitated through use of this business~type vehicle. 

AuTHORIZATION FOR APPROPRIATION oF FuNDS 

. T}le Committee i.n ~ubsection 508(1) of the b~ll has approved author­
IzatiOn for appropnat10n of $213,633,000 for Fiscal Year 1976, includ­
ing $1,900,000 for the transition period from July 1, 1976, to September 
30, 1976, for construction o. r acquisition of 3,190 units of military 
family housing. The Committee has approved in subsection 508(2), 
$1,100,937,000 for Fiscal Year 1976 and $308,739,000 for the transi­
tion period for family housing operation, maintenance, and debt 
payment. 

Am CoNDITIONING IN HAwAII 

Defense requested that section 509 of Public Law 93-552, enacted 
last year, be amended to remove the absolute prohibition on installa­
tion of air conditioning facilities in housing in Hawaii. Defense has 
proposed language in section 509 of this year's bill which would permit 
the Secretary of Defense or his designee to authorize such installation 
if unusual circumstances exist. Defense witnesses assured the Com­
mittee that this proposed exception for unusual circumstances would 
be :used only wher~ . required because of excessive noise, adverse 
environmental conditiOns, or health of occupants. The Committee 
expects Defense to strictly control this authorization to prevent any 
abuse or unwarranted proliferation of air conditioning in Hawaii. 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Section 601 is identical to language contained in each annual bill 
and has the effect of authorizing the Secretaries of the Military De-
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partments to proceed with construction authorized free of certain 
limitations in existing law pertaining to advance of public monies and 
acquisition of land. 

Section 602 is language which also customarily appears in each bill 
and cites the total authorizations for each Military Department, the 
Defense Agencies, and Military Family Housing. 

Section 603 is identical to language contained in last year's Act 
(Public Law 93-552) and essentially permits the Secretary of a Mili­
tary Department or Director of a Defense Agency to increase the 
amount of authorization for a project by 5 percent in the United 
States or 10 percent overseas or in Alaska and Hawaii, whenever there 
is an unusual variation of cost and as long as he does not exceed the 
total amount of such authorizations granted in the title for his Depart­
ment or Agency. There are three relatively minor changes in this 
year's version of this provision: 

(1) The term "Director of the Defense Agency" is added 
in order to clarify that in Title IV the Agency Director may 
authorize the increase since the agencies are not headed by a 
Secretary and to also reduce administrative workloads and 
streamline procedures. 

(2) An increase in the specified cost of a project which when 
its bid price exceeds the programmed cost by more than 25 
percent must be reported to the Con~ress 30 days prior to award. 
The floor amount in these cases which was previously $250,000 
or more has been increased to $400,000 to bring this limitation 
into consonance with a 54 percent increase in construction costs 
since 1969 when the original legislation was passed and an 
additional 11-12 percent escalation anticipated in 1975. 

(3) Deletion of last year's subsection (e) which was added as 
a temporary measure to allow an additional10 percent variation 
to meet unusual variations in costs arising out of the unantici­
pated energy crisis. 

Section 604 again is similar to the same section in last year's Act; 
and essentially it directs that construction carried out under this 
Act will be accomplished by the Army Corps of Engineers, the Naval 
Facilities Engineering Command, or such other Department or 
Government agency as the Secretaries of the Military Departments 
recommend and the Secretary of Defense approves to assure ex­
peditious and cost effective accomplishment. A provision has been 
added to make public, information on the top ten architect-engineering 
firms to insure that the Department is "spreading the wealth." 

Section 605 is similar to the repeal authorization provided in each 
annual Act and provides for repealing unused authorization with 
certain exceptions by a given date, usually two years from the date 
of the last year's Act. 

Section 606 is similar to annual limitations on the cost of bachelor 
enlisted and officer housing contained in prior year Acts and in 
recent years has been updated yearly to reflect increases in construc­
tion cost. This year's program would raise these cost limits to $39.50 
per square foot for enlisted housing and $42.50 for officer housing. 

Under this section, the cost limitations as stated in dollar amounts 
in the Act are applicable where the area construction cost index is 
1.0. The cost limitations in areas where the area construction cost 
index is rqore or less than 1.0 will be computed and would be pro-

.. 
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portionately higher or lower. For example, if the area construction 
cost index was 1.05, the cost limitation for permanent barracks 
would be $41.45 per square foot. 

This section would also, as in the past, make the new cost limita­
tions of $39.50 per square foot for permanent barracks and $42.50 
per square foot for bachelor officer quarters retroactive to projects 
which have been previously authorized, but not contracted for as 
of the time of enactment. The previous cost limitations were $31.00 
and $33.00, respectively. 

Section 607 would amend the minor construction authoritv con­
tained in 10 USC 2674 so as to raise the current cost limitation per 
project from $:300,000 to $400,000 but not increase O&M financed 
projects from $50,000. Additionally, it would permit delegation of 
approval authority up to $200,000 to the Secretaries of the Military 
Departments .. These increases are necessary to provide for and reflect 
the sharp increases in construction costs which have occurred since 
these authorities were last revised in 1970. General construction cost 
indices have increased some 45 percent since that yearand un addi­
tional 11 or 12 percent is anticipated in 1975. These increases have 
progressively and sharply reduced the degree of flexibilit,\· available 
to the military departments through this authority to meet f'mergent 
minor constnrction needs which cannot be anticipated, and to effect 
savings in operation and maintenance costs through construet.ion of 
minor projects which increase efficiency and are cost effective. 

Additionally, subsection 607(4) would change 'the quarterly report­
ing requirements for real property acquisitions in section 2662(b) to an 
annual basis in order to reduce the administrative burden on the 
military departments. Subsection (5) would amend. section 2662(c) to 
include in the reporting requirement Guam; American Samoa, the 
Virgin Islands and the Trust Territory of the Pacific. This ·would 
brin~ this section into. consonance \vith recently enacted changes to 
the ~·ederal Property and Administrative Services Act. Another clause 
of the same subsection would eliminate the necessity for reporting 
acquisitions which had been previously specifically authorized by the 
Congress in a MILCON Act. 

Subsection 607 (6) would add a new subsection 2667 (f), \Vhich is 
designed to overcome the prohibition eontained in section 2667(a) (3) 
against the leasing of property which is "excess" to. on. e of the Militar.y 
Departments within the definition of 40 USC 472(3). This section 
defines "excess propert.y" as "anY. proper~y under the contro~ of any 
Federal agency wh1ch 1s not reqmred for 1ts needs and the discharge 
of its responsibilities, as determined by the head thereof." 

With the large number of installation realignments and closures 
over the past few years, positive programs have been initiated by the 
Department of Defense, in conjunction with other Federal agencies, 
to assist communities and state governments affected by the realign­
ment in their economic adjustment and recovery program;<. Essential 
to the success of such an adjustment program, in many instances, is .the 
ability to place the excess military real property in interim productive 
civilian use through leasing, pending ultimate disposition by the 
General Services Administration. · 

Subsection 607(7) would add a new section (2672a). The proposed 
new section would provide the Secretary oi Defense a flexibility to 
respond to unforeseen encroachment, threats to military installations 
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resulting from such things as capricious change;; in the zoning ofland 
~reas .around these inst~llations or expan4ed development to more 
~ntens.Ive use. of already Improve~ areas. W.It.h urban expansion, there 
IS an n~creasmg pressu_re on zonmg author~ttes t? change compatible 
use zomng, such as agncultural or low density residential to high rise 
hi.gh density residential. This could result, for example, i~ interferenc~ 
"1th. the use ?~ run>yays or .have other c).eleterious effects upon the 
misswn~ of U:Il~tary mstall:'ttwns. Under pre~ent practices, authority 
to acqmre nnmmum land mterests must be mcluded in the military 
co~str~ction pro~a~Il;; delays of 9 to 15 Ill;ont~s may be expected before 
leg~.slatiVe authonty IS available. ln the mtenm, construction or other 
~ctivitie~ that are incompatible with the operational requirements of an 
mstalla~10n may be commenced by the developers. The new section 
w~mld gi~e the Secretary of Defense~h,e necessary ~uthority to acquire 
Without mtolerable delay, those nnmmum land mterests for w·hich 
there is an unanticipated urgent need. An addition hasbeen made to 
the prop?sed Section 2672a to ~he effect that the Congress be notified 
30 days m advance of any actwn taken under the proposed section. 

Subse<;tions 607 (8) and (9) would clarify authority for foreign 
leasing by providing specific authority for such leases rather than the 
current practice of re~yi:t;g on the impl~ed. leasing autho~ty of the 
annual DoD AppropriatiOn Act and ehnnnate the ambiguity now 
inherent in the language as to the limitation of such leases to property 
"not loc.ated on a military ~ase". It. would also bring such leasing 
transa?twns under the repor~mg reqmrements of section 2675(b). 

Sect10n 608 would authonze the Secretary of Defense to increase 
any of the cost limitations in this or prior Military Construction 
Authorizatio.n Acts ~nd. increase the .s~uare footag~ limitation appli­
cable to fannly housmg m order to utihze solar heatmg and/or cooling 
equipment in a military construction project. 

Section 609, the last section of the General Provisions is identical 
to the usual wording contained in each annual MILCON Act as is 
d~s~gned to descri~e the ~hor~ form tit.le for reference to the proposed 
mihtary constructwn leg~.slatwn after It hasbeen enacted i!fto law. · 

TITLE VII-O:u.A.:aP .A.Np REslluiv:E FoRcEs F A.crLITIES 

!~~~ ~:~!~e!~ ~~~r-~~-~~ = == = = = = == = = ~= = = = = = = == == == = == = == = = == = Naval and Marine Corps Reserve--•-"·~----·---"~~---;..--------· 
Air N a,tion:;tl Guard-----------~----"-------- r-- --------- _____ _ 
Air Force Reserve_-------- c ~-- -,· _- ~------------ _------- _- -- _; 

$54; 7 45; 000 " 
44, 459, 000 ' 
M, 800,01)0 
55, 100, 000 
16, 500, 000 

' 205, 604, 000 

'Title 'vii provides authoriz~tion required in. Fiscal Year 1976 in. the 
above amounts to support th~Jacilities :programs of the Guard aiid · 
Reserve components of the Military Departments. · · · · -

The total amount provides this fiscal year represents an increase of 
nearly 36 percen~ oyer the fiscal year 1?75 auth?rizatl.on request of 
$157,267,000. This Is the fifth consecutive year m which the Com­
mitt~e. h~s ':PP~oved a substant!al ii1creas~ in this facilities program:, 
and It Is mdlCative of the Committee's contmuing interest and support 
of the vital role of the .Guard and Reserve Forces under the Total 
Force Policy. The Committee also reco~nizes that the gTowing em-
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phas!s on improved training and equipment acquisition has had a 
significant impact on the nature, scope, and numbers of adequate 
facilities required to achieve the desired levels of combat readiness. 
Accordingly, the Committee has approved the amounts indicated in 
the above table. 

Under the lump sum authorization procedures used in previous 
years, the Congress will again be furnished advance notification con­
cerning the location, nature, and estimated cost of all projects over 
$100,000 which are proposed for accomplishment within the total lump 
sum authorization available. Also in consideration of the rate of con­
struction cost escalation since 1962, the Committee acknowledges the 
Department of Defense proposal to amend 10 USC 2233a(2) by in­
creasing the current maxinmm project <;,ost limitation for projects 
accomplished with maintenance and operations appropriations from 
$25,000 to $50,000. 

The following summary indicates the status of the lump sum authori­
zation provided since the Guard and Reserve Forces facilities program 
reverted to that method of authorization in 1963: 

RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES-ESTIMATED STATUS OF LUMP SUM AUTHORIZATIONs­
(AS OF MAR. 15, 1975) 

[In thousands of dollars) 

Army Navy and A1r Force 
Marine/ -----

National Corps National 
Guard Reserve Reserve Guard Reserve 

1. lump sum authorization (cumulative fiscal year 
1963-75).-- ·--------- --------- --·---- ----- 195, 333 183, 300 127, 020 165, 873 70, 750 

2. Estimate of authorization to be committed through 
fiscal year 1975 ...•. -----·-----·--·--------·- 192, 033 181, 514 125, 507 165, 253 70, !50 

3. Uncommitted balance.------------------------ 3, 300 I, 786 I, 513 620 600 
4. Added bv present bil'--·---------·---------·-- 54,745 44,459 34,800 55, 100 16, 500 
5. Total available for fiscal year 1976.------------· 58,045 46,245 36,313 55,720 17, 100 
6. Estimated commitments in fiscal year 1976, _ •..• 54, 745 46,000 34,800 55,220 17,000 
7. Estimated residual authorization, end fiscal year 

1976 •.• ----------------- .• ---.-.---------- 3,300 245 1, 513 500 100 

Total 

742, 276 

734, 457 
7, 819 

205,604 
213, 423 
207, 765 

5, 658 

SUMMARY OF THE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APP.ROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL 

State and department or component Name of installation Cost 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Alabama: ArmY--------·------------ •••••• Fort McGiellan _ •• ---.---- __ • _____________ •• __ • _ _ _ __ _ $42, 464, 000 
•' Fort Rucker •••••• ----···-·------·-------------·-··-- 13,239,000 

Redstone ArsenaL •••••• --------·------------·····-- 1, 571,000 

Total. -- ••••• __ --- ••••••••••••••••••••• " •••••••••••••• _ •• ____ •••••••••••••• ___ •• _____ -__ --5-7 .-27-4,-0-00 

Alaska: 
·ArmY.---··-·----··--·--········-···· Fort Richardson ••••••••••••• ·-·--------------------- 3, 087,000 
Air Force ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Eielson AFB, Fairbanks •••••••••• ----------···-·----· ·471, 000 

Elmendorf AFB, Anchorage·--·-----------··--·-·----- 568,000 
Various locations_, __________ ··--------------------'· 13,762,000 

Defense Supply Agency .••••••••••••••• Defense Property Disposal Office, Elmendorf............ 403,000 

Total •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• c ••••••••••••••••••••••••• c ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• --l-8,-29-1,-0-00 

Arizona: 
Army ••••• __ •• _ •• ______ ••• ________ ••• Fort Huachuca ___ • ____ •• __ -- •• __ -- •• --. ____ ••••• ___ _ 

~rrv~orce.-_::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~:~~£i3?~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~::::::::::::::::::::::: 
6, 005, 000 

778,000 
1, 164, 000 

439,000 

8, 386,000 



SUMMARY OF THE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRU!HION AUTHORIZATION Bill-Continued 

State and department or component 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES-Continued 

California: 

Name of installation Cost 

Army·"··-······----·---------······- ~~rt~~d0.~~~::::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 32~rig; ggg 
Sierra Army DapoL ......• _____________ I, 033,000 

Navy.--------------·-------------- __ National Parachute Test Range, El Centro.::::::::::::: 1, 345,000 
Naval Shipyard, long Beach. ____ .••. ____ .• 3, 322, 000 

Air Station, Mire mar--------. _____ ··---·...... 5, 529, OOJ 
Air Station, North Island _______________ •....••• 13,811, 000 

Naval Electronics laboratory Center, San Diego ... ______ 3, 795, 000 
Naval Weapons Station, Concord ....... --------·--·-- 264,000 
Naval Air Station, Mollett Field .. _____________________ 2 400 000 
M~rine Corps Supply Center, Barstow ...... _______ _ '100' 000 
MMarine ~rps AB~se5, Camp Pendleton ..•. __________ :_::: 9, 958:000 

arme....,rps 1r tation, EIToro ........ ------------- 2,000,000 
A. F Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms................. 3,159,000 

If orce ............................. BealeAFB, Ma~sville_______________ 3,590,000 
Edwards AFB, uroc................ .•......... 5,330, 000 
GeorgeAFB, Victorville............... 3,646,000 
McClellan AFB, Sacramento ••......... ·--------·- 3,461,000 
Vandenberg AFB, lompoc............ 2 696 000 

Defense Supply Agency ______________ •• 8:1:~~= ~~~~;r~~~~s~g~~~·oW~~:.·~onterey .... -·-- ··- _ 'm: ggg 
TotaL ..•• _____ ------------------·.--·- ... -.. ------ .... --··· ... ----- .• ----.. . ..•• _ I, 000, 182, 000 

Colorado: 
~rm~-----··· ..•. -----------·· .• -·-- _ Fort Carson .•........ ________ ..... _ ..... ___________ _ 

" orce ............................. lowry AFB, Denver 
Defense Supply Agency .•. -·._ ••••••• _. Defense Property Disposal-bitica: C)iora-do S-prings:::::: 

TotaL __ ·------·-·-·········------- ..... ···- •.•...•.. ____ --·····-- -----· __ ...• __ .. __ . 
Co.mecticut: Navy .• c •• _. _________________ Naval Submarine Base, New london _____ _ 

Di3trict of Columbia: 
Mmv.------··--···--------------·-·- Walter Reed Army Medical Centerc •.......•••... 
Atr force ••.•.••••••...•...........••• Blllling AFB, Wastungton ____________________________ _ 

10, 732, coo 
9, 884,000 

440, 000 
-----

21.056,000 
==--=:,;:__--:; 

17, 880,000 

Total._ •• ------_ ..••.••••••••.• _-- •• ·------.·- .•.• _ •• -- .• ----.--------· •.••••. _._ .... __ ---~-
Florida: 

Navy •••••• ·---'-------·--·--······-- Naval Air Station, Cecil Field ....•.•..••.........•.... 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville .... _________ ..•..• __ .•• 
Naval Station, Mayport. .....••........•.......... _ 
Naval Hospital, Orlando ...................•...... ::_: 
Naval Trainin~ Center, Orlando ____________________ •. 

A' F Nava I Air Statton, Pensacola _________ ..... _________ : __ 
u orce. ___ --·· ------- ...•..• -- ••••• ~lin AFBF Valparaiso. __ .•••.• _____ . __ .•• _ ••••.. ____ _ 

yndall A B, Panama City ___________________________ _ 

Georfa: 
rmy _. ---- •. ___ --·---- ..••.•••... ___ f~;~ ~~:~~!:::: ::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::: 
. fort Stewart/Hunter Army Airfield ____________________ _ 

Atr Force .•......••••••••..•...... " .. Robins AFB, Warner Robins ..•••••••......••••..•••... 

TotaL._ .••••••.••••••• ___________ .. __ •• _ •.••••. ___________ ._. ___________ .•.• __ •• __ ••• _ 

557,000 
2, 784,000 
3, 084,000 
2, 978, 000 
5, 588, 000 
4, 282,000 
8, 390,000 

II, 107, 000 

770,000 

44,940,000 
6, 945,000 

40,761, 000 
6, 517,000 

99,163,000 

Hawaii: Navy _____________________________ Naval Station, Pearl Harbor ............••..•.•.....•.. - 7 000 
Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor................... 000 
Nav~l Communication Station, Honolulu, Wahiawa....... 000 
ManneCorpsAirStation, Kaneohe Bay________________ 5,286,000 

TotaL.- ••. ------ .•. --- ••••••. --------.---- •••••.•. ---------·----· •••••.•.. ----·------- 17, 469, 000 

Idaho: Air force .......•••••.•..••••••..•. Mountain Home AFB, Mountain Home ••••........••••.. 8, 750,000 

Illinois: 
Navy_--------- .•. --- .• _ .••. _.--.---- Naval Training Center, Great lakes __________ ••• ____ .••• 
A' F Navy Public Works, Center, Great lakes _____ --···-······ 

tr orce ............................. Scott AFB, BellEville •.•.•.....•............••.•...... 

TotaL ...... _. ____ .. _. __ --·-_ .•••...... _. __ ••••••.•• ---.----· __ ._.---- .••. ___ ... ____ .•• 

Kansas: Army_------- .........••• ___ •• ___ Fort Riley ••••••••••.• __ .. ___ •. _. ___ ••• __ . _________ _ =~=~ 
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SUMMARY OFT t:ONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL-Continued 

State and department or component Name of installation 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES-Continued 

Kentucky: ArmY.---···--------··--------· Fort 
Fort 

Cost 

$14, 911, 000 
42,898,000 

TotaL •. _ .••• __ ... --.-.-----·-------·----·- ···-------------------··· 57, 
=·-~='== 

000 

louisiana: 
ArmY----·-------····" ............... Fort Polk ........................ ----------· 57,199,000 
Navy. _______ ... __ ...••..... ----- ...• Naval Personnel Center, New Orleans ... ____ .. . 21, 300, OGO 

Naval Support Activity, New Orleans........ 2, 039,000 
~-.---

Total, ________ ..•.•...• _---.----- .• ---- .. --- ..... ____ .• c.'· ...... ____ ... _ ........ __ .___ 000 

Maine: Navy _______ -····-------········· Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery. 

Maryland: 
Army ......... . ____ •.• _ ...... _ Aberdeen Proving Ground_ .... __ ... _____ . ________ .. __ 

fort Detrick ... _ ..• ·• _. _______ •. ___ . ·-- .. ___________ _ 
Fort George G. Meede •......•.... -------------··-··-·· 
National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda ______________ _ 
Uniformed Servicas University of the Health Sciences, 

Bethesda. 
. Naval Ship Research Development Center, Carderock ___ _ 

Air Force ........... -· ........ _____ ..• Andre.vs AFB, Camp Springs .•• ------··-------·. ____ _ 

9,193,000 
912,000 

2, 892,000 
10(), 000, 000 
64,900,000 

· , ·.OI'tense Mapping Agency, _____________ OMA Topograpiric Center, Bethesda ___ . ______ ,. _____ ,_,,,, 
National Security AgencY------·------.-- fort George G. Meade .... -------·---·····--··:··---.--

"550, 000 
3, 452,000 

195,000 
3, 012,000 

TotaL .••••.. ·--- _____ --·---·--- ..•.... __ --·-----·-··-··- ___ -----·· __ .•.•... ______ --··· 185, 166, 000 
~-~0...:.....-

Massm:husetts: Army _________ ....•.... ____ Army Materials-aM Mechanics Research Center._ _____ "_ 976, 000 
Natick Laboratories_,,_~------J·-··-···-------------· 222,000 

Total. _ .•. __ .... _____ ... ________________ ..... _ .•• ·• _, ~ ~·- _________ .. 

.Michigan: Air Force ....•.................. Kincheloe AFB, 
Wurtsmith AFB, 

Mississippi: Air force. _______ .·····----·-- Columbus AFB, Columbus ..•.. __ . ______ ... --------- __ 
, Keesler AFB, Biloxi... ______________________________ _ 

Total ... ___ .. __ ....•..••....... ______ .--. __ .•• c.· .•. --- .... : ........ - •.•............ --- .. 

1,198, 000 

670,000 
_447,000 

117,000 

I, 453,000 
43, 140• ocro 
44,593,000 

....,.- "-= 
Missouri: Army ___________ •.. Fort leonard Wood .... _ .. __ -·---··. ________ ....... __ 2, 984,000 
Mont~na: Air Force ....................... Malmslrom.AFB, Great Falls _____________ -----·····- 622,000 
Nebraska: Air Force ______________________ Offutt AFB,.Omaha ... c............ 1,437,000 

Total.. ..• ,. 

New Mexico: 

Naval Air Station, Fallon.____________________________ 554,000 
Nellis AFB, las Vegas ...• _________ ....•• ···--·------ 990, 000 

----·-
1,544, 000 

879,000 
!, 740,000 

2, 619,000 

~r:ntorcac·.-~::~::::~::·::: .:::::::::: ~.~~eo~·t~s.~i~~~I:Range~ :::::::::::::::::::::::::: f: ~j~: ~~~ 
Total .• __ ••. _. ______ . 

Kirtland AFB, Albuquerque _______________ ·----------· 5,373, 000 

U.S, Military Academy ......... ________ ----------···-
Griffiss AFB, Rome_ •..............• --·--·"····----·· Plattsburgh AFB, Plattsburgh ________________________ _ 

-----
10,395,000 

5. 937,000 
372,000 
400,000 

Total ___ ....•...• ___ ._ ... _. _____ ._. ___ •••.. _ .. _. ____ --------------. ___ . ____ .••••.••. __ . . 6, 709,000 
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SUMMARY OF THE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL-Continued 

State and department or component 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES-Continued 

North Carolina: 

Name of installation 

Army________________________________ Fort Bragg _________________________________________ _ 
NaVY-------------------------------- Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune ___________________ _ 

Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point__ ______________ _ 
Marine Corps Air Station, New River_ _________________ _ 

Air Force _____________________________ Seymour-Johnson AFB, Goldsboro ____________________ _ 

TotaL_------ ______ ---- ___ -------------------------------------------------------------

Ohio: 

Cost 

$13, 534, 000 
14, 334, 000 
3, 547,000 
I, 983,000 

612, 000 

34,010,000 

Air Force ____________________________ Newark AFS, Newark________________________________ 2, 117,000 
Wright-Patterson AFB, Dayton________________________ 5, 838,000 

Defense Supply Agency ________________ Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayton_____________ 96,000 

Total. _______ ------ _____ ---- _________ ----- _____ ------- __________ --------_--------- _____ --8-, 0-5-1,-00-0 

Oklahoma: 

~[;n{o<ce:_·_~:~ ~ ~~ ~~~ ~ ~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~== lrt~ss~~s~P.iius::::: ::::::::::::::::::: ::~:::~::::: 16
• ~: ggg 

Tinker AFB, Oklahoma City___________________________ 16,169,000 
Vance AFB, Enid·----------------------------------- I, 270,000 

Total __________________________________________________________________________________ --3-4,_94_8.:.,-00-() 

Pennsylvania: Defense Supply Agency _______ Defense Personnel Support Center, Philadelphia_________ I, 400,000 

Rhode Island: Defense Supply Agency _______ Defense Fuel Support Point, Melville, Newport__________ 352,000 

South Carolina: ===== 
Army _______________ ---- ________ , ____ Fort Jackson _______________________________________ _ 
Navy ________________________________ Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston ________________ _ 

Fleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, 
Charleston. 

Polaris Missile Facility Atlantic, Charleston ____________ _ 
Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort_ __________________ _ 

TotaL _______________________________________________________________ -------- _________ _ 

Tennessee: Defense Supply Agency _________ Defense Depot, Memphis ____________________________ _ 

Texas: 
Army________________________________ Fort Hood _________________________________________ _ 

Fort Sam Houston __________________________________ _ 
Air Force _____________________________ Carswell AFB, Fort Worth ___________________________ _ 

Kelly AFB, San Antonio _____________________________ _ 
Lackland AFB, San Antonio __________________________ _ 
laughlin AFB, Del Rio ______________________________ _ 
Randolph AFB, San Antonio _________________________ _ 
Webb AFB, Big Spring-------------------------------

TotaL ___________________ --- __ -- ____ --_---------_--------------------------------------

Virginia: 
Army________________________________ Fort Eustis _________________________________________ _ 

Fort lee ___________________________________ ------ __ _ 
Navy ________________________________ Naval Surface Weapons Center, Dahlgren ______________ _ 

Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training Center, Dam 
Neck ________________ -----------------------------

Commander in Chief Atlantic Fleet, Norfolk ____________ _ 
Naval Air Station, Oceana ___________________________ _ 
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown ____________________ _ 

Air Force_____________________________ langley AFB, Hampton ______________________________ _ 

Total. _____________ --- _______ ---_-_----------------------------------------------------

Washington: Army _______________________________ _ 
Navy _______________________________ _ 

Fort lewis _________________________________________ _ 
Naval Regional Medical Center, Bremerton ____________ _ 

Air Force ____________________________ _ 
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island ____________________ _ 
Fairchild AFB, Spokane _____________________________ _ 
McChord AFB, Iacoma ______________________________ _ 

Total. ________________________________________________________________________________ _ 

.. 

16,001,000 
2, 748, 00() 

250, 00() 

195, 00() 
2, 782,000 

21, 976, 00() 

377,000 

46,458,000 
870,000 

I, 992,000 
4, 366,000 

104, 596, 000> 
11,475,000 

5, 128, 000· 
4, 881,000 

179, 766,000 

633,000 
719, 000· 

2, 375, 000 

4, 776,000 
4, 246,000 
I, 693,000 

14,743,000 
1, 336,000 

30, 521, 000· 

33, 723, 000• 
29,959,000 

1, 082,000 
I, 000, OCO> 
1, 189, 000· 

66, 953, 00() 
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SUMMARY OF THE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE 
FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL-Continued 

State and department or component Name of installation 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES-Continued 

Various locations tZone of Interior): Army ________________________________ Various. __________________________________________ _ 

~~v~iirce_~:::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: ~:;:~~~::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
TotaL ____________________________ -- __________________________________________________ _ 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Cost 

$19, 199, 000 
193, 547, 000 
24, 442,000 

237, 188, 000 

Bermuda: Navy ___________________________ Naval Air Station, Bermuda___________________________ 78,000 
==~ 

Canal Zone: Army _________________________ Fort Sherman·-------------------------------------- 1, 400,000 

Enewetak: Defense Nuclear Agency __________ Enewetak Auxiliary Airfield___________________________ 20,000,000 

Germany: 

~f:ntorce_·_~::::::::::::::::::::::::::.~~~~~~d~~~~t~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 20,599,000 
5, 346,000 

500,000 
237,000 

Defense Supply Agency ________________ Defense Property Disposal Office, Nuremberg __________ _ 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Seckenheim _________ _ 

------Total _________________________________________________________________________________ _ 
26,682,000 

Guam: NavY------------------------------ Naval Communication Station, Finegayan_______________ 1, 200,000 

=~==== Italy: Army __ -------- ____________________ Camp Darby ___ ----- ___________ ---- ____ -----________ 5, 589, 000 
=~~ 

Johnston Atoll: Defense Nuclear Agency _____ Various locations____________________________________ 4, 033, 000 

Korea: Army ________________ ------ ______ ----- .do_____________________________________________ 9, 281, 000 

Puerto Rico: 
Army________________________________ Fort Buchanan. ____________________________________ _ 
Navy ________________________________ Atlantic Fleet Weapons Range, Roosevelt Roads _______ _ 

2, 480,000 
2, 128,000 

-----TotaL ________________________________ --------------- ______________________ --------____ 4, 608, 000 
===== 

Spain: Navy______________________________ Naval Station, Rota________________________________ 2, 205, 000 
=~~ 

United Kingdom: Air Force _________________ Various locations____________________________________ 13,524,000 

Various locations (overseas): 

~f:ntorce~::::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: -~~~~~~~~ ~= ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ·~: gn: ~~ 
TotaL------- ________________________ ----_--- ________ ------- __ --_----------------------

tog~~:~:e.not specified: Office, Secretary of _____ do·--------------------------------------------

164, 004, 000 

10,000,000 

Guard Reserve Forces: ===== 

~~~~~~t;!~~~f~~f~~~~~~f;;~~~~~~~~m~~~~~~~~~~j~~j~m~mjm~jmm~m~~~mmj~ 
54,745,000 
44,459,000 
33,000,000 
54, 100,000 
15, 500,000 

TotaL ____ ---- ______________________________________________________________ --------___ I 201, 804, 000 

I Excludes energy conservation ($3,800,000). 
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SUMMARY OF THE AIR AND WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE 
SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMIITEE IN THE FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHOR­
IZATION BILL 

State 
Department or 
compon&nt 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Name of installation 
Cost 

----
Air Water 

Alabama _____________ Army __________ . ___ Fort McClellan .. _____ ... _ .... __ .... ___ ._ .. _._._. __ . ___ _ $200, 000 
172, 000 
136, 000 

Ala•ka _______________ Navy _______________ Naval Communication Station, Adak ____________________ _ 
Naval Station, Adak. ______ ._._. _____________ ._._. ____ _ 

Total. _______________ . ___ -----------.- 308, 000 
=-~=====--= 

California _____ . ____ ._ Navy _______ ._. ____ _ Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado ________________ _ 289, 000 
328, 000 

5, 389, 000 
451, 000 

I, 857, 000 
I, 010,000 

173, 000 

Aic Force __________ _ 

Naval Support. Activity, Long Beach _____________________ _ 
Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Vallejo ____________________ _ 
Naval Air Station, Miramar. _____________ , ____ • _____ .-·-
Pacific Missile Range, Point Mugu ______________________ _ 
Naval Supply Center, San Diego ________________________ _ 
Naval Unde.rseaCenter, San Diego ______________________ _ 
Naval Weapons Sj~tion, Seal Beach _____________ · ________ _ 
Ma~ine Corps AJJxili;u,y Landing Field, Camp ---,--·------

196, 000 
276, 000 

Pendleton-. . , 
Marine Corbs Base, Camp Pendleton_____________________ 1,607,000 
Edwards AFB, Muroc________ _____________ $600,000 --·-'-------
March AFB, Riverside ____________ ._ ... _._._._._. ___ .___ 2, 780, 000 
Travis AFB, F~irfield_. ___________________ . _. _. _. _ ... __ _ 954,000 

TotaL_,,_ '-·• ________ . _. _____ . ___ . 600, OlO 15, 310; 000 
=~=-===-·= 

· Co!orado _____________ Army ______________ Pueblo Army Depot ••• ,.._, _______ -~'-'-----·-·- ____ .:,_,____ 429,.000 

FlotidL·.- ____ - _ _ _ _ _ _ Navy_______________ Naval Air Station, Jacksonville. __ • ________________ ~ ____ _ -2; 678,000 
78, 000 Defense ~upply Defense FueiStipport Point, Lynn Haven ________________ _ 

Agency. 
Defense Fuel Supp,~t-Point, Tampa ____________________ _ S6, ooo 

TotaL---------~~-- _______________ ._. ___ .. ______ 2, 822, 000 

Georg;a ________ . _ .. __ Navy ___________ . ___ Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany ___ . ____ . __ .. ________ 256, 000 
A·r Force ___________ Robins AFB, Warner Robins_____________________________ 617,000 

·----· 
TotaL..,, _______________________ ---··_,_._,, ___ .__ 873, 000 

Hawaii_ _________ _ , Army __ . ____ . __ . ___ Schofield Barracks_. _____________ . ___ ._._. _____ ,. ____ • __ . 920, 000 
Navy _______________ Naval Station, Pearl-Harbor________________________ 5, 128,000 

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay._. _____ .___ 402, 000 
----· 

Total._____________________________________ 6, 450,000 

!Hinois ______________ Army _____________ Joliet Army Ammunition Plant__ ___ , ______ ,_ 2a8,000 3,825,000 
Savanna Army Depot__ ____________________ 3, 132,000 ------------

Total._. ___ -------- ______ . ______ ._._ 3, 420, 000 3, 825, 000 

Indiana ______________ Navy ______________ Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane _______________________ , 3,800,000 
AirForce __________ Grissom AFB, Peru ________________ ,___________________ 996,000 

Total. __ . ________________ . ______ . ___ ._._._. __ ,__ 4, 796, 000 
=-----===--=---==--:;" 

low"'-------------- Army ____ _- _________ Iowa Army Ammunition Plant.__________________________ 572,000 

Kentucky ____________ Army ______________ Fort Knox ____________________________________________ 10,291,000 
Lexington-Blue Grass Army Depot__ ____________ ,________ 500,000 

TotaL_________________________________________ 10,791,000 

t ·")::lsiana _Army_____ lo:;isiJna Army Ammunition Plant___________ 797,000 ___________ _ 
FortPJik _______________________ --------------- ?86,000 

Navy _______________ Naval Personnel Center, New Orleans____________________ I, 001,000 
Air Force .. ___ . _____ Barksdale AFB, Shreveport.____________________________ I, 411, 000 

England AFB, Alexandria_______________________________ I, 060,000 

TotaL _____________________________ _ 

Maine.-------------- Navy _______________ Naval Air Station, Brunswick ______________ _ 

797, 000 

100, 000 

3, 758,000 

191,000 
====== Maryland ___________ • Army ______________ Fort Detrick. ___ . __ . ___ . __ . ______ -------------- ___ .___ 2, 520, 000 

Nav·/ _______________ Naval Ordnance Station, Indian Head ________ 2, 473,000 ------------
Naval Station, Annapolis ___________ .___________________ 854, 000 
Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River____________________ 1, 751,000 

TotaL _____________________________ 2, 473,000. 5, 125,000 

.. 
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State 
Department or 
component 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES-Continued 

Name of installation 
Cost 

Air Water 

Michigan _____________ Army ______________ Detroit ArsenaL. ____________________________________ _ $121, 000 
====== 

Missouri._----------- Army-------------- f~~te L~~~a~:tJo:!r~~~~:i~~-~~~~:-~~~=~=~=~=~~~::::::::: 10, ~n: ~~~ 
TotaL______________________________ ___________ 10,655,000 

Nevada_-------------_ Navy ______ --------- Naval Ammunition Depot, Hawthorne____________________ 6, 816, 000 
Air Force ___________ Nellis AFB, Las Vegas__________________________________ 199,000 

--------
TotaL___________________________________________ 7, 015, 00() 

New Jersey _____ ----- ~~~:.-.~:::::::::::: ~~Ja?i~eiliionsStation:-Earle::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2, m: ~~g 
Naval Air St•tion, Lakehurst____________________________ ll5, 000 

Air Force ___________ McGuire AFB, Wrightstown _____ ,_______________________ 278,000 
--------

TotaL _______________________________________ ._ 3, 027, 00() 

New York ____________ Army ______________ Watervliet ArsenaL____________________________________ I, 722,000 

Ohio ____ , ____________ Defense Supply 
Agency. 

=====:----== 
Defense Construction Supply Center, Colum- $2,426,000 -----------­

bus. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Cincinnati__ ________________ _ 

TotaL_____________________________ 2, 426,000 

178, 00() 

178, 000 

Pennsylvania _________ Army ______________ New Cumberland Army Depot._ _____ , __________________ _ 253, 000 

South Carolina ________ Navy _______________ Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island _____ _ 386, 000 

903, 000 
=== 

South Dakota _________ Air Force ___________ Ellsworth AFB, Rapid CitY-----------------·-·----------

Tennessee ___________ Army_.------------ Holston Army Ammun1t1on Plant. _____ ._____ I, 162, 000 . _. ___ . . 
Milan Army Ammumt1on Plant. ___ ________ _ 2, 611,000 
Volunteer Army Ammunition Plant__________ 400,000 2, 180,000 

TotaL______________________________ I, 562,000 4, 721, 000 

Texas ________________ Army ______________ Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center__________________ 188,000 
Lone Star Ammunition Plant__ ____ ------------ 593,000 

Virginia ______________ Army _____________ _ 

Navy ______________ _ 

Air Force __________ _ 

Washington ___________ Navy _____ ------ ___ _ 

-----
TotaL ••. ____________________________ . --• .. _. _. _ 781, 000 

Fort lee __________ .. _____________________ -.- .. --.---
Fort Monroe _____________________________ _ 
Radford Army Ammunition Plant. _____________ _ 
Navy Public' Works Center, Norfolk ___________ _ 
Naval Supply Center, Norfolk_______________ 419,000 __ 
Langley AFB, Hampton ______ -----------------------

!50, 000 
288, 00(} 

13, 543, 000 
1, 500, 001} 

900, 000 
-----

TotaL_____________________________ 419,000 16,381,000 

Naval Torpedo Station, Keyport_____________ 270,000 179,000 
Naval Supply Center, Puget Sound______________ 4, 012,000 
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island____________ I, 354,000 

--------
TotaL _____________ --------------.-. 270, 000 

Total, Army _________________________ 5, 779,000 

+gl~i: ~rrvtiiice~:::::::::::::::::::: 3
' ~g~: ~~g 

Total, Defense agencies ______________ 2, 426,000 

5, 545, 00() 

51,961, 000 
44,827, 000 
10,098, 000 

322, 000 
--------

Grand totaL ___________ ------------ 12,067,000 107,208,000 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Puerto Rico ___________ Navy _______________ Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads _________________________ _ 

Worldwide total: 

~r:t~::=:::::::::::::::::::: $~: i~J~~ 
Defense agencies ____ .___________ 2, 426,000 

Grand totaL _________ -------- 12, 067,000 

$250, 00() 

51,961, 00() 
45,077,000 
10,098,000 

322,000 

107' 458, 00() 
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SUMMARY OF THE ENERGY CONSERVATION CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED 
SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION SILL 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Name of installation 

Alabama: 

::~:~;c·:.~~~~~~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~ ~~ ~ ~~l}g ~~i~~;e~~:a:_:: :~: :: == ::: = :::::::::::::::::::: 
$1,142,000 

ll9, 000 
112,000 

1,373, 000 
Alaska: == 

A!mk································· Fort Richardson.................................. 1,313,000 
AIC orce ............................... g;:~~~f~e ~a~~n~Oliitiio·e:::······--·········= 239,000 

Eielson AFB, Fairbanks ..... ~ ..•. :::::::::::::::::: ~6~:~ 
?a~~na ~irport, Galena............................. 490,000 
n oan ountain AFS, Hughes................ 797,000 
~otzebue AFS, Kotzebue ••••••••••••..•••••• ::::::: 282, 000 
S urphy D~me AFS, College......................... 206,000 

hemya A 8, Atka.............................. 3,635,000 
~Pa.rrevohn AFS,IIiamna ......................... :: 333,000 
anous.......................................... 314,000 __ _;__ 

Arizona: 

~f:ntorce.::::::::::::::::::: ::::::::::: r~~~~tc~t~~~ A "Fa; tuscan:::::::::::::::::::::::: n:: ~~ 
w'l~ra~s ~F~e~~~~ii'i··········--··········--·--· 290,ooo , le ............................ 119,000 

Arkansas: 
~rm1, ..•.••.••••...••••••.••••••••.••.• P}ne Bluff ArsenaL .............................. . 

or orce ••••••••••.........•••••.•.•.•• Lottie Rock AFB, little Rock 
Blytheville AFB, Blytheville:.~:::::::::::::::::::::: 

California : 
Army .................................. Sierra Army Depot.. .............................. . 
Navy .................................. Naval Air Station, Alameda 

Mare Island N.aval Shipyani;liafiejii::::::::::::::::: 
Naval Air Slatton, North Island ••............•....... 
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme .. .. 

. Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton ............... .. 
A1r Force ............................... Beale AFB, Marysville ••••.••••••••••...•••••.••••• 

Castle AFB, Atwater .............................. . 
Edwards AFB, Muroc ............................. . 
Geor e AFB,:;~rville •..........••••........•••••. 

Rivers\:.~~~~~~~::::::::::::::::::::: 
Mather , Sac(amento .......................... . 
~o~n AFB,f~n Bernardino ....................... . 

ravos AFB, aorfield .............................. . 
Vandenberg AFB, Lompoc ......................... . 

TotaL ................................................................................ . 
Colorado: 

----

263,000 
I, 964,000 

57,000 

207,000 
256,000 

6, 461,000 
430,000 
69,000 

372,000 
1, 326,000 

168,000 
557,000 
135,000 
318,000 

1, 267,000 
301,000 

1, 334,000 
1, 238,000 

357,000 

14,796,000 

Army .................................. ~~~b?;~~~)r-oiioC::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 467, oo o 
A1r Force ••••.••••••••••......•••••••.•• Aor Force Academy, Colorado Springs................ I; 1~~: &lJ& 

Lowry AFB1 Denver................................ 162,000 
Petenon Foeld, Colorado Springs ................. ,.. 51,000 

-----
Connecticut: Navy ........................... Naval Submarines Base, New London-.............. . 

Delaware: Air Force ......................... Dover AFB, Oover ................................. ==,4=2=a.;,o=oo= 
District of Columbia: 

~~vy •••...••• ; ........................ Naval District, Washington ....................... . 
or Force .............................. Bolling AFB, Washington .••••••••••.......••••••• :: I, 628,000 

688,000 

67 

SUMMARY OF THE ENERGY CONSERVATION CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE ARMED 
SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL-Continued 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs--continued 

State and Department or component Name of installation Cost 

Florida: 
Navy .................................. Navy Puhlit Works Center, Pensacola................ $2,573,000 

Naval Air Station, Whiting field..................... 660,000 
Naval Air Station, Cecil Field....................... 79, 000 

Air Force .................................. Egin AFB, Valparaiso.............................. 
2
, ~~· o

000
oo 

Homestead AFB. Homestead ....................... . 
MeDii! A FB, Tampa-.......••.•...... • • • • · .. • • • • · · 1, li?. ~ 
Tyndall AFS, Panama City-.•••••••......•••••.... ____ _ 

TotaL .................................. ,.............................................. 7, 705,000 

Georgia7 . 

~r:n¥orce:::::::::::::::::::::::::: ::::: ~~~~e~~~.gv81closia :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~: ~ 
Robins AFB, Warner Robins •••••..••••••••••••.....• ___ sl_,_oo_o 

Total .............................................. c................................... 1, 089, 000 

Hawaii: Navy ............................... Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay --············===2=57~·=000= 

Idaho: Air Force ............................ Mountain Home AFB, Mountain Home ................ ==,.;2,.;12;,;'=000;,;, 

Illinois: 
Navy .................................. Navy Public Works Center, Great Lakes.............. 2, 352,000 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes.................. 178,000 
Air Force ............................... Chanute AFB, Rantoul. •••••...•••••••• ·.•..••.•.•.. 855,000 

Scott AFS, Belleville •••.••••.•••••••••••••.•••••••• __ 9_28....:,_ooo_ 

Total .................................................................................. =~~= 

Indiana: 
Navy .................................. Naval Ammunition Depot, Crane.................... 900, 000 
Air Force ............................... Grissom AFB, Peru................................ 259,000 -----

TotaL................................................................................. 1, 159,000 

Kansas: 
Arm.r,--- ............................... Fort Riley........................................ I, 466, 000 
Air orce ............................... McConnell AFB, Wichita ............................ ___ 64_, _ooo_ 

Total.................................................................................. 1, 530,000 

Kentucky: 
Army .................................. ~~~ ~~~f~~~'::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3, ~~: g~g 

lexington-Blue Grass Army Depot................... 1, 514,000 
Navy .................................. Naval Ordnance Station, Louisville ................... ___ 48_2,_o_oo 

Total.................................................................................. 5, 461, 000 

Louisiana: Air Force ......................... Barksdale AFB, Shreveport......................... 306,000 
England AFB, Alexandr1a ........................... ___ s_4,_o_oo 

TotaL ............................................................................... ··===3,90~, =000= 

Maine: Air Force ............................ loring AFB, limestone............................. 1, 007,000 

Maryland: 
Army .................................. ~~~ ~~~:.-.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: m: ll&~ 

Fort Ritchie....................................... 183,000 
Navy .................................. Naval station, Annapolis........................... 140,000 

Naval Academy, Annapolis......................... 328,000 
Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River................ 847,000 

Air Force ............................... Andrews AFB, Camp Springs .•••.•....•••.•••••...• __ ~9~37.:..'_oo_o 

TotaL................................................................................. 3, 298,000 

Massachusetts: Army ••••••••••••••••••••.•.• Fort Devens...................................... 178, 000 
Natick Laboratories................................ 350,000 __ .....:......_ 

Total ................................................................................. ·==5=2,;8 ,=00=0 

Mltlii~~J~n: Air Force ......................... K. I. Sa!~!yer AFB, Marquette....................... 101,000 
. . Wurtsmtth AFB, Oscoda............................ 1, 024,000 

o \1 tl!taL................................................................................. 1,125, 000 
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SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE FISCA.l YEAR 1!1JI>MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL-Continued 

INSIDE THE UNJTED STATES-Continued 

State and Department or component Name of installation 

Mississippi: Air Force _______________________ Columbus AFB, Columbus _________________________ _ 
Keesler AfS, BitoxL ... ----------------------------

TotaL------- ____ ---------- ___ ------ ______ -------- ••• ____________ _ ________________ ••• 

Montana: Air Force __________________________ Malmstrom AFB, Great falls _______________________ _ 

Nebraska: Air Force ••• __________________ --•· Otlutt·AFB, Oma~a- ______________ • _______ •• ______ _ 

Nevada: 
N~~- --------------------------------- Naval Ammunition Dep~t. Hawthorne _______________ _ Atr orce. ______________________________ Nellis AFB, las Vegas _____________________________ _ 

Cost 

==~ 

433, 000 
473,000 

Total. ________________________________ ------------------- _____________ ••••• ___ • __ ._____ 906, 000 
==~~ 

New Hampshire: 

~f:'Wo<c_e __ ~~==: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~~:~~~ ~:rs~~';.k: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: 2n: ::gg 
TotaL--- ______________ • _____________ ----- ______ • ________________ • _______ • _____________ ----00-0 

New Jersey: 
ArmY--------------------------- _______ ~;~o~r:.~il:t~~-~~an_~~~~~~~~-.:::::::::::::::::: 1• m: ::gg 

Fort Monmouth. _____________ ----------------_____ 1, 798, 000 

Navy _____ --------------------- ________ ~~C:!l~a~oS:s"~!itioii;"Earie:::::::=:::::::::::: ::: 1
' ~~~: ::gg 

. Naval Air Test f~ility, lakehurst___________________ 252,000 
Alf Force.------------------------------ McGuire AfB, Wrightstown ••• _ .... -----------_...... 668, 000 

Total.--- __ -----. __________ • _______ -------- •• ______ • _______ •• _______ • ___ • ______________ --6,-J-26-,-00-G 

New Mexico: 

~r:nliirc-.-_-_-_-~ ~ ~~::: ~ ::::::::::::::::::: t~~~~~"l~~~ ~r:~;~-c~~v~~---~- ~:: :::::::::::::::::: 3~l: ~~g 
Holloman AFB, Alamogordo________________________ 645, 000 
Kirtland AFB, Albuquerque_________________________ 186,000 

TotaL_ •• ___________ •• ________________ ·---·. _____ •• __ •• __ .. __________ • __________________ -----~·.·· 2·--4·3·.-oo--o-

New York: Air Force ________________________ Griffiss AFB, Rome ___________________________ _ 
Plattsburgh AFB, Plattsburgh _______ ------------- ••• 

TotaL. ___ • _____________ • ______ ••• ____ •• ________________ • _____ •• ________ ._. ___________ _ 

North Carolina: 

280,000 
848,000 

--~-·--

I, 128, 000 

~~~L:: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: tr.~~~:·J:r"Ps ·1\f,-s!atioii: c·tierrii-f>O"frit:::::::: ::::::: · 
_ Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune _________________ _ 

1, 986, 000 
152, 00~ 
650,000 
435,000 
716.000 

Alf Force ______________________________ Pope AfB, Fayetteville ________________ ------------
Seymour-Johnson AfB, Goldsboro ... ------------ ___ _ 

----··-~~ TotaL _____________ • __________________ ._. _______ ••• __________________________ ---------- 3, 939,000 
=.:.::.== 

North Dakota: Air Force _____________________ Grand Forks AFB, Grand Forks______________________ 776,000 
Minot AFB, Minot. ___________ . ____ ----------------_ 147,000 

TotaL. _______ .. __________________________________________ ... __ • ____ . __________ • __ • ______ ----9--23·.···0·00-

Ohio: Air Force. __________________ •..•• -----· Rickenbacker AFB, Lockbourne.____________________ 918, OOC 
Wright-Patterson AFB, Dayton______________________ I, 180,000 

TotaL __ ----------------------_----------------------------------. ________________ . ____ --z:Oi"OOO 
Oklahoma: 

~r:nlarce.--::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~~ss~1ra:111ius:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 3' 4~: ggg 
· Tinker AFB, Oklahoma City________________________ 158,000 

Vance AFB, Enid. ___________ . _________________________ so~._oo~_G 

Total. _______ • __________________ •. ______ • _____ • ___________________ •• __ • ______ ._. _____ ._ 3, 747,000 

Pennsylvania: 
NavY---------------------------------- Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia............ 613,000 
Defense Supply Agency_---------_ ....... Defense Personnel Support CJnter, Philadelphia. ____ • 175, 00~ 

TotaL. ________ • _____ •• ___ ••• ___ •• ____ ------·· _____ ••• _ .... _ ••••• ------ ••••• ------- " ___ --78ii0i 

• 
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INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs--contlnuad 

State and Oe!>artme1nt or component Name of installation Cost 

outh Carolina: 

~~~~=:: ::::: ::=::: == ::::::::::: ·:: ::: ~~Zrl:~~0Navii-slifP"iird.-ciiiiifiisiiiii:::: ::::::::::: 
Marine Corps Air Statron, Beaufort. _______ -----•----

$1, 113,000 
322,000 
68,000 

375,000 Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island .......... .. 
Ait force -----·--""· Charleston AFB, Charleston ________________________ _ 

-------------------- Myrtle Beach AFB, Myrtle Beach ___________________ _ 
2, 097,000 

151,000 
400,000 Shaw AFB, Sumter. ••• ----·----------····-------------

Total. __________ • _____________________ ._. __ • ______ ••• ___________ • ______________ ., .. ___ -="===-=:'?:' 

South Dakota: Air Force ••• ------------------ Ellsworth AFB, Rapid 

Tenn~se~:- ------------------------------- Naval Air ~tation, Memphis.. •• _________ ------------ 2, 986,000 
Air"torce •••••• ------------------------· Arnold Engmeenng Development Center, Tullahoma... 623,000 ----

3, 60!1, 000 

Te:;~;~;::.~~~:: ::::::::::::::::::::::::: i~~f~r~~:t~~~n=.;~~~~~ ~: ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~ l, !it m 
Carswell A Worth •• --------------------·--- 8!).000 
D~ Af!l, Abilene: .......... --'---------------· •• 27'7, 000 
Kelty AfB, San-Antonio ___________ ----------------- 83,000 
lackhmd AFB; San Antonio......................... I, 466,000 
Leugjllin A:FB; Del Rki ..... ------------------------ 50,000 
Randolph AFB, Sari Antonio?---------------------- 1

7
86.
8 

!lJ!2 
Reese AFB; lubbo<fk' ____________ ------------------- , vw 
Sheppard Af9, Wichita Falls ______________________ •• 574,000 

----
TotaL _____ .,_ •• ----·· __ •• ______________ • __ •• -----.----_ .. _ •••• ---- •• -------._ ---c----- 5, 884, 000 

Utalt: Air Force ... -------------------------- Hill AFB, Ogden ••••• ------··---------------------- 150,000 

Virginia: . 
Army ____________ •• -------------------- ~~~ ~;~r;~~:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~5: ::gg 

Fort Lee__________________________________________ 917,000 
fort Monroe •• __ --------------------------- ___ .___ 483, 000 

NavY---------------------------------- Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training Center, 
Atlantic. Dam Neck •• ---------------------------· 619,0'?11 

Naval Station, Norfolk. __ .--------··------------- ___ • 627,000 
Naval Regional Medical Center, Portsmouth___________ 259,000 
Navy Public Works Center, Norfolk__________________ 809,000 
Marine Corps Development and Education Command, 

Air Force _______________________________ t.a~~~!~t~~e; ·llaiiitiion:::~:::::::::::::::::::::: ::: 2g~: ~~ ----
TotaL ___ ----------- .. -·---- ______________ ••. _. _____ • __ .. --.--.----- ... ---·--.- •• ------ 5, 040, 000 

Washington: Army ___ .... ___ • ____ -------- ___________ Fort lewis _________ . ____________ .. __ --- _ •• __ .. ___ _ 
Navy---------------------------------- Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton ____________ _ 
Air Force •••••• _------ _________ .. _______ fairchild AFB, Spokane .. __ -----. ___ .... ____ .. ____ • 

McChord AFB, Tacoma ______ ----·------------------

TotaL----._------------------------------.---.-------------------·-----··-------------

l, 534,000 
2, 200,000 

263,000 
402,000 

----
==== 

Wyoming: Air Force ••• ---------------------- Francis E. Warren AFB, Cheyenne ___________________ == 

Inside the United States total 
Inside the United States total 
Inside the United States total 
Inside the United States total 

Fa mi~a~;~~~~~ ~- __________________________ _ 

Air Force ........ ____ ._ ••• -------·-- ••.• 

TotaL .. ----_ •• ----·---·-----.----·---·------···----····--·----·----·-----·----·--·----

7, 300,000 
16,000,000 

23,200,000 
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SUMMARY OF THE ENERGY CONSERVATION CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY API!ROYED BY THE SENATE ARMED 
SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL-continued 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs-continued 

State and department or component Name of installation 

Guard/Reserve Fortes: 
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve •••••••••• Various .......... _______________________________ _ 
Air National Guard ••••••• ···········"·'· Various ........ --·- ............................. . 
Air Force Reserve .• ___ •. ____ .••••••••••• Various ••• "-·---·. ____ .•...•.•••••••••••••••••••• 

Total •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ·"· •••••••••••••• ___ •••• _ ••••••• _ ••• 

Cost 

$1, 800, 000 
1, 000,000 
1, 000,000 

3, 800,000 

Grand total. ....................... -~-- •••• ········"-~~-- •.........•....•••••••••••••••• 125, 532, 000 

'Note: Unidentified lump sum reductions: 

1 Army-$3,000,000. 
2 Navy-$2,500,000. 
I Air Force-$5,000,000. 

','.• 

SUMMARY OF THE MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING NEW CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY APPROVED BY THE SENATE 
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE IN THE FISCAL YEAR 1976 MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL 

State, Service and Installation 

Califor~ia: Army-Fort Ord, Monterey ............ ~--,·•·················-------·--·-·--·--·········· 
Georgia: Army-Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Airfield ••••• ._ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
louisiana: Army-Fort Polk, Leesville •••.••••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••..•..•••••••••••••• 
Maina: Navy-Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery ................................................... . 
Massl!Chusetts: Navy-Naval Facility, Nantucket. •••••••••••••••••••••.•••• ····-···----- •..••••••••••• 
North Carolina: Navy-Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

~avy-Naval Comp)ex, B~ngor ••••••••• , ••••• ~., .............. ----·-· ____ ..••••••••••••• 
• Navy-Naval Rad1o Stellon, Sugar Grove •••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Iceland -Naval Base; Keflavik •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ······-·· -----------·-------···------• 
Various locat10ns: Defense Intelligence Agency ••• ···------------------- ___ ----------------.----------

• 

Number 
,of units 

350 
750 

1,000 
150 
18 

250 
400 
10 

250 
15 



94TH CONGRESS } 
1st Session 

SENATE { REPORT 
No. 94-376 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION, FISCAL 
YEAR 1976 

SEPTEMBEB 17 (legislative day, SEPTEMBEB 11), 1975.-0rdered to be printed 

Mr. SYMINGTON, from the committee of conference, 
submitted the following 

CONFERENCE REPORT 
[To accompany S. 1247] 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to author­
ize certain construction at military installations, and for other pur­
poses, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the House amend­
ment insert the following: 

TITLE I-ARMY 

SEc. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop mili­
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, const'T"UOting, cO'JVVerting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary pUblic works, in­
cluding land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment for the following acquisition and const'rUCtion: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNITED STATES ARIIIY FORCES COIIIIIIAND 

Defense Support Activity (Fargo Building), Boston, Masaachu-
aett8, $8,000,000. 

Fort Bragg, !Y. ?rth .. -.6l~re. ~i~.· , $1~.$,14/X) .. '0&"~'" 
Fort Oampbell., l(~'ftti¢tcy,.$i'JJ.fJB(/;,Q(Ifhll>tH, · / 1, 1 :: 

Fort Oaraon, Oolorado, $10,?'3!,000. 

117-010 0 
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Fort Hood, TemaB, $48~81,000. 
Fort Sam Houston, TewaB, $870,000. 
Fort Lewis, W aBhington, $31,861,000. 
Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $~,89~,000. 
Fort Ord, California, $3~,~09,000. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, $54,361,000. 
Fort Richardson, AlaBka, $1,686,000. 
Fort Riley, KansaB, $14,879,000. 
Fort Stewart/ Hwnter Army Airfield, Georgia, $39,480,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE COMMAND 

Fort Benning, Georgia, $44,~1~,000. 
Fort Eustis, Vi1·ginia, $633,000. 
Fort Gordon, Geo'f'gia, $6,946,000. 
Fo'!'t Jackson, South Carolina, $14,646,000. 
Fort Know, Kentucky, $4~,898,000. 
Fort Lee, Vi'f'ginia, $719,000. 
Fort McClellatn, Alabama, $41,090,000. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama, $13,~39,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklalwma, $15,77~,000. 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $4,984,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND 

Aberdeen Proving tfl'ound, M arylam.d, $7,000,000. 
Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center, Te(lJaB, $6~,000. 
Army Materials and Mechanics Research Center, MaBsachusetts, 

$976/JOO. 
Natick Laboratories, M aBsachusetts, $~~,000. 
Red8tone Arsenal, Al,abama, $1,671,000. 
Sierra Army Depot, California, $1,160,000. 
White Sands Missile Range, New Mewico,$3,716/)00. 
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $778,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY COMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona, $7,617.000. 
Camp Roberts, Calif.ornia, $416,000. 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

United States M'llitary Academy, West Point, New York, $3,883,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY HEALTH SERVI(JES OOMMAND 

Fort Detrick, Maryland. $9713,000. 
Walter Reed Army Medieal Center, W aBhington, District of Colum­

bia, $3,580,000. 
POLLUTION ABA'PI!JMENT 

Variousloeations: Air Pollution Abatement, $5,779,000. 
Variousloeations: Water Pollution Abatement, $51,961,000. 

" ~ 

l 
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DINING FACILITIES MODERNIZATION 

Various locatiom, $16,647,000. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

Various locatiom, $31,963,000. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

V ariom locations, $~,652,000. 

OuTsiDE THE UNITED STATEs 

UNITED STATES FOROES OOJCMAND 

Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico1 $2,480,000. 
Fort Sherman, Canal Zone, $1,11)0,000. 

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY, KOREA 

Various locations, $9~81,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY SEOURITY AGENOY 

Various locatiom, $1,176,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY, EUROPE 

Germany, variouslooatiom, $20,699/)00. 
CamipDarby,Italy,$3,689,000. 
Various locatiom: For the United States share of the cost of multi­

lateral programs fo'!' the acquisition or comtruction of militatry facili­
ties and imtallations, ineluding international military headquarters, 
for the collective de feme of the North Atlantic T'f'eaty Area, $80,000,-
000 and an additional $20,000,000 for the period July 1,1976, through 
September 30,1976. Within thirty days after the end of each quartert 
the Secretary of the A'f'my shall furnish to the Committees on A'!'mea 
Servwes and on Appropriatiom of the Senate and House of Repre­
sentatives a description of obligat~ons ineurred a8 the United States' 
share of such multilateral p'l'og'f'ams. 

NUOLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

V a1"'ious locatiom, $34,000,000. 

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish O'f' develop 
Army imtallations and facilitws by proceeding with oomtruction made 
necessary by clumges in Army 'ffllissiom and resplYII.Inoilities which 
have been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considerations, (2) 
new weapons· developments, {3) new and wnfore8een research and 
development requirements, or (4) improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defeme determines that deferral of such c011Jlt'f'U(}­
tion f01' inclusion in the newt Military Oomt'f'U(}tion Authorization 
Act would. be inconsistent with interests of national seC'U4'itr[1 and in 
connection the'f'ewith to acqu,ire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, lYI' 
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inBtall pe'l'mU!nent or temporary publw works, irrwluding land acquisi­
tion, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $10,000,000. The Secretary of the Army, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching 
a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any 
public work undertaken under this section, irrwludilng those real es­
tate actions pertaining thereto. This authorization shall expire upon 
enactment of the fiscal yea:r 1977 Military Construction Authoriza­
tion Act except for those publw works projects concernilng which the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre: 
sentatives have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that 
date.· 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 103. (a) Section 108(a), Public Law 88-390 as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 101 
as follows: 

(1) With respect to Letterman General Hospital, California, strike out 
".$15,424,000" and insert in place thereof "$15,704,000". 

(b) Public Law 88-:390 as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 602 "$257,098,000" and "$308,159,000" and inserting 
in place thereof "$257,378,000" and "$308,439,000", respectively. 

SEc. 104. (a) Public Law 90-110, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INsiDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as follows: 

With respect to Fort Lee, Virginia, strike out "·~2,575,000" and insert 
in place thereof "$3,615,000". 

(b) Public Law 90-110, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 802 "$288,355,000" and "$391 ,7 48,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$289,395,000" and "$392,788,000", re­
spectively. 

SEc. 105. (a) Public Law 92-14/5, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as follows: 

With respect to Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Co­
lumbia, strike out ''.$112,500,000" and insert in place thereof "·~134,652,-
000." . 

(b) Public Law 92-145, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 702 "$363,626,000" and "$405,607,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$385,778,000" and "·~427,759,000", re-
psectively. · 

SEc.106. (a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 101 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Fort Polk, Louisiana, strike out "$29,276,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$41,.,536,000". 

(2) With respect to Eglin Air Force Base. Florida, strike out 
"$2JHiO.OOO" and insert in place thereof "$3,481,000". 

(3) With respect to Fort Rucker, Alabama, strike out "$3,987,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$4,810,000". · · 

(4) With respeet to Fort Leonard Wood, Mi,ssouri, strike out "$41,.,-
1,.82,000" and insert in place thereof "$54,283,000". 

(5) With respect to Aeronautical Depot Maintenamce Center, Texas, 
strike out "$6,284,000" and insert in place thereof "$7 ,353,000". 

(6) With respect to Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, strike out 
"$466,000,"'and insert in place thereof "$617,000" . 

.. 
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(7) With respect to White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico strike 
out "$3,8.4,3,000" and insert in place thereof "$6,339,000". ' 

(8) With respect to Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, strike out 
"$6,472,000" and insert in place thereof "$7 ,991 ,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-1.66, as amended, is amended by striking out 
in clause (1) of section 602 "·~485,827,000" and "$599,927,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$517,457,000" and "·~631,557,000", re­
spectively. 

SEc. 107. (a) Public Law 93-552 is amended under the heading 
"INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Fort Benning, Georgia, strike out "$36,827,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$37,156,000". 

(2) With respect to Fort Jackson, South Carolina, strike out "·~19,078,-
000," and insert in place thereof "$21 ,269 ,000". 
· (b) Public Law 93~552 is amended under the heading "OUTSIDE THE 

UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as follows: 
With respect to Fort Buckner, Okinawa, strike out "·~532,000," and 

insert in place thereof "$94.4,,000". · · 
· (c) ·Public Law 93-li52 is amended by striking out in clause (1) of 

section 602 "$491,695,000", "$120,184,000", and "·~611,879,000" 
and inserting in place thereof "$1,.94,215,000", "$120,596,000", and 
"$614,811 ,000", respectively. 

TITLE II-NAVY 

SEc. 201. The Searetary of the Navy may establish or develop mili­
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing r.er'.TJW/nent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, sit.e preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment for the following acquisition and construction: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

THIRD NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut, $17,513,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Ea:rle, New Jersey, $879,000. 
Naval Underwater Systems Center, New Lo'fUJon, Dresden, New 

York, $150,000. 
NAVAL DISTRICT, WASHINGTON 

Naval District, Washington, District of Columbia, $400,000. 
Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, District of Columbia, 

$4,824,000. 
National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Maryland, $100,000,000. 
Uniformed Serviees University of the Health Sciences, Bethesda, 

M a:ryla'J'Ui,. $64,900,000. 
Naval Ship Research Development Center, Carderock, Maryland, 

$550,000. 
Naval Surface Weapons Center, Dahlgren, Virginia, $2,375,000. 

FIFTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Fleet Combat Direction Systerrvs Training Center, Atlantie, Dam 
Neck, Virginia, $4,383,000. 
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CO'm!Jnaruler in Chief, Atlantic Fleet, NO'l'folk, Virginia, $4,~J,B,OOO. 
Naval Air Station Oceana, Virginia, $3$93,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Virginia, $14,743,000. 

SIXTH NAVAL DISTRIOT 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, $~1557 ,000. 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, $3,38~,000 
Naval Station, M aypO'l't, Florida, $3,169,000. 
Naval H os'('ital, Orlaiuio, Florida, $~,978,000. 
Naval Tra~ning Center, Orlando, Florida, $5,588,000. 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, $4$8~,000. 
Naval Air Station, Whiting Field,Florida,$500,000. · 
Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, $~,7 1,.8,000. 
Fleet Ballistic Missile SUbmarine Training Center, Charleston, 

South Carolina, $~50,000. . 
Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina, $2,100,000. 
Polaris Missile Facility Atlantic, Charleston, South Carolina, 

$195,000. 
l!JIGHTH NAVAL DISTRWT 

Naval Personnel Center, New Orleans, Louisiana, $~1,300,000. 
Naval Support Activity, New Orleans, Louisiana, $1,856,000. 

NINTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, $10,448,000. 
Navy Public W O'l'ks Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, $1,151,000. 

l!JLBVI!JNTH NAVAL DISTRIOT 

National Parachute Test Range, El Centro, California, $1,31,.5,000. 
Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Califorina, $3,3~~,000. 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, $~0,7 J,B,OOO. 
NavalAirStation,NO'l'thlsland, CalifO'l'nia,$13,817,000. 
Naval Eleetronics Laboratory Center, San Diego, California, 

$3,795,000. . 
TWiiJLFTH NAVAL DISTRIOT 

Naval Weapons Station, Coneord, C. alifornia, $264,000. 
Naval Air Station, M ojfett Field, California, $~,400,000. 
Naval Air Station, F allan, Nevada, $554,000. 

THIRTI!Jl!JNTH NAVAL. DISTRICT 

Naval Regional M edieal Center, Bremerton, Washington, $~9,-
959,000. 

NavalAirStation, Whidbeyl8land, Washington,$1,0~,000. 

FOURTI!Jl!JNTH NAVAL DIS'i'RIGT 

Naval Station, Pearl H a.rbor, Hawaii, $7,0'78,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Hatoaii, $~,605,000. 
Naval Communication Station, Honolulu, Wahiawa, Hawaii, 

$~,500,000. 

:{ 

I 
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MARINI!J OORPS 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, NO'l'th Carolina, $13,J,JJ3,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, NO'l'th Carolina, 

$3,547,000. 
Marine CO'l'ps Air Station, New River, North Carolina, $1,983,000. 
Marine Oorps Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina, $~,782,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, $1,164,000. 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, California, $700,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, $9,480,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California, $~,000,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California1 $3,159,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii, :$5,410,000. 

TRIDI!JNT FAOILITI1!J8 

Various locations: Trident facilities, $186,967,000, of which not 
more than $7,000,000 shall be available f0'1' aO'm!Jnunity impact assist­
ance as authorized by section 608 of Public Law 93-55~. 

POLLUTION ABATl!JMiiJNT 

Various locations: Air pollution abatement, $3$62,000. 
Various locations: Water pollution abatement, $44,827,000. 

l!JNIJ1RGY OONSI!JRVATION 

Various locations, $~8,828,000. 

NUOLlilAR WIJ1APONIJ 81J10URITY 

Various locations, $6,580,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

TIJ1NTH NAVAL DII:JTRIOT 

Atlantic Fleet Weapons Range, Roosevelt Roails, Puerto Rico, 
$~,1~8,000. 

ATLA.NTIO OOI!JAN ARlilA 

Naval Air Station, Be1'1riJI.tda, $78,000. 
Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, $3$64,000. 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, CUba, $1,.50,000. 

INDIAN OOI!JAN ARlilA 

Naval Support Activity, Diego Gar'Cia, Chagoa Archipelago, 
$13,800,000. 

PACIFIC OOI!JAN ARIJ1A 

Naval CO'm!Jnunication Station, Finegayan, Guam, M ariatna lalands, 
$1$00,000. 

POLLUTION ABATl!JMl!JNT 

Variou8locations: Water Poll!utionAbatement, $250,000. 

1J1Ml!JRG1!JNCY CONSTRUOTION 

SEc.~. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy 
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
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necessary by changes in Navy n~i8sions and responsibilities whiah have 
been ocoa.sioned by (1) unforeseen security (JO?UJiderations, (fJ) new 
weapons devel,optnents, (8) new and unforeseen research and develop­
ment requirements, or (4) improved production sched. Utes, if the Secre­
tary of Defeme deter•mines that deferral of such construction for in­
clu.sion in the newt Military Construction Auth~ation Aat would be 
inconsistent with inte1•est8 of national Becurity, and in connection 
therewith to acquire, construct, convert. rehabilitate. or imtall pe'f'm(J,­
nent.or temporary public w,o;~s, includinr~,land acquisition, site prep­
aratzon, appurtenannes, ut~lttwB, and equzpment, in the total amount 
of $10,ooo,qoo. The Secretary of theN avy, or hiB designee, shall notify 
the Commtttees on A'1'?Md Services of the Senate and House of Rerr..e­
sentatitves, immediately upon reaching a decision to implement, of the 
cost of construction of any public works undertaken under this seotiffn. 
i~ludim,g tho~e real estate action.s pertailning thereto. This authoriza~ 
twn shall ewpzre upon enactment of the fiscal year 1977 Military Con­
struction Authorization Act, ewcept for those public works projects 
concerning which the Committees on A'1'?Md Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives have been notified pur8'/.IH/nt to this sec­
tion prior to that date. 

DEFWIENOY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEo. 203. (a) Public Law 90-408, as atnended, is atnended under 
the headi!"g "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES'~ in section 201 as foUows: 

(1) With ?'espect to Naval Ooa.stal Systems Laboratory, Panama Oity, 
Florida, strzke out u.r;9,397,000" and insert in place thereof u$11 321 ,~ 
000". . ' 

(2) With respect to Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California 
strike out "·~1 ,847,000" and imert in plac~ thereof "$2,064,000". · ' 

(b) Publw Law 90-408, a.s amended, zs amended by striking out in 
~laus_e (2) of section 802 "$244,059,000" and u$250,924,000" and insert~ 
tng tn place thereof "$246,200,000" and "$253,065,000", respectively. 

SEc. 204. (a) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is amended under the 
heading '~INSIDE THE UNITED STAPES"· in section 201 as foUows: 

{1) With respect to OMEGA Navigation Station, Haiku, Oahu, 
Hawaii, strf!ce out ll$3,162,000" and imert in place thereof "$3,762,000". 

(b) Publw Law 91-511, a.s amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of section 602 "$247,869,000" and "$275 007,000" and insert~ 
ing in place thereof "$~48,469,000" and ll$275,6'07,000", respectively. 

SEo. 205. (a) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INsiDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 201 a.s follows: 

{1) With respect to Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, strike 
out "$5,~16,000" and in.sert i"!' place thereof u$7,916,000". · 

(2) With respect to Naval Shtpyard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, Wa.shing~ 
ton, strike rut "$5,992,000" and insert in place thereof "·117,792,000". 

(b) Publw Law 92-545, a.s amended, is amended by striking out in 
~laus_e (2) of section 702 "·'fi488,493,000" and "$533,410,000" and imert­
tng ~n place thereof "$492 ,893 ,000" and "$537 ,810 ,000", respectively. 

SE_o. 206. '(a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended under the 
head'mg "INSIDE THE UNITED SPATEs" in section 201 a.sfoUows: 

(~) Wit~ respect to Portsmouth Na:val Shipyard, Portsmouth, Kittery, 
Ma~ne, strike out "$2,817,000" and ~mert in place thereof "·'B5,617,000". 
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(2) With respect to Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, strike out 
"$18,183,000" and insert in place thereoj "$20,472,000". 

(3) With respect to Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Gal~ 
fornia, strike out "·'$6,808,000" and imert in place thereof "$11 ,508,000". 

(4) With respect to Navy Public Works Genter, San Diego, California, 
strike out u$2,471 ,000" and imert in place thereof "$5,982,000". 

( 5) With respect to Puget Sound Navy Shipyard, Bretnerton, Wash­
ington, strike out "$f3,300,000" and imert in place thereof "$3,531,000". 

(6) With respect to Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, H(l(IJ)aii, strike 
out "$Jd)(JO,OOO" and imert in place thereof "$4,824,000". 

(7) .With re~pect to Marine Corps Air Stafion, Cherry Point, North 
Oarolma, stnke out "$1,~1,000" and 'lrl-8ert in place thereof 
"$9,700/)00". 

(8) With respect to Marine Corps Air· Station, New River, North 
Carolina, strike out "$3.Jt45,000" and imert in place thereof 
"$6,755,000". . 

(9) With respect to Marine Oorps Supply Genter, Barstow Cali­
fornia, strike out "$6.jt10,000" and insert in place thereof "$6.f16k,OOO". 

(10) With respect to Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay 
Hawaii. strike out "$1) ,.988.000" and imert i1n place thereof "$6 ,495 ,ooo": 

(b) Public Law 93-166, as amended, i8 amended by striking out in 
clause (fJ) of section 602 "$5f32,0D6/)00" and "$580./]39,000" and in-Sert­
ing in place thereof ''$549,849,000" and "$608,682/)00", respectively. 

SEc. 207. (a) Public La'W 98-552 i8 amended under the heading "IN­
SIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 201 as follO'IJJS: 

(1) With respect to Naval Ai1• Station,· Cecil Field, Florida, strike 
out "$6,8~3,000" and imert in place thereof "$9.jt1J,,OOO". 

(2) W~th respect to Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, strike out 
"$3.jt39.000" and imert in place thereof "$8,654,000''. . 

(3) With respect to Naval Air Station, C Ohristi, Tewas, strike 
out' $1,830,000" and imert in place thereof ,MO,OOO". 

(4) With respect to N(J/I)al Air Station, Miramar, California, strike 
out "$11 ,772,000" and imert in place thereof "$13,732,000". 

(5) With respect to Naval Air Station, North lslalnd, Oalif01'rllia, 
strike out "$12,943,000" and imert iln place thereof "$14,903,000". 

(6) With respect to Naval Station, Adak, Alaska, strike out "$7,-
697,000" and in.sert in place thereof "$10,61,2,000". 

(7). With respect to Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, 
W ash,J;ngton, strike out "$393,000" and imert in place thereof 
"$623,000". 

(8) With respect to Marine Cr:Yrps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
H (l(IJ)aii, strike out "$5,497,000" Ollid imert iln place thereof "$5,606,000". 

(b) PUblic Law 93-55f3 is amended by striking out iln clau.se (fJ) 
of section 502 "$509,498,000" and "$550,956/)00" and inserting in place 
thereof "$528,038,000" and "$564,496,000", respectively. 

TITLE III-AIR FORCE 

. SEc. 301. The Secretary of the Air Foroe may e&tabli.sh or develop 
. military imtallatiom and faoilities by Mquiring, constructing, con­
ve'l'tVng, rehabilitating, or imtallilng permanent or temporary pub~w 
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'WO'l'ka, including land acguiBition., site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment for the following acquisition and comt'f"'W­
tion: 

INSll)E THE UNITED STATES 

AEROSPAOI!J DEFENSE COMMAND 

Tyndall Air Foree Base, Panama Oity, Florida, $10,697,000. 

AIR FORCE LOGISTIOS COMMAND 

Kelly Air Foree Base, Sa;n Antonio, Tewas $4,366,000. 
MeOlella;n Air Foree Base, Sacramento, Oalifomia, $3,461,000. 
Newark Air Force Station, Newark, 0 hio, $~,117,000. 
Robifns Air Foree Base, Wamer Robins, Georgia, $6,517,000. 
Tinker Air Foree Base, Oklahoma Oity, Oklahoma, $1~,179,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, $8,038,000. 

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND 

Edwards Air ForceBase,Muroe, Oalifomia,$5.jj30,000. 
Eglin Air Force Base, Valpariso,Florida, $8,390,000. 
Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mewioo, $5,373,(){)(1 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Oolumbus Air Foree Base, Oolumbus, Mississippi, $1/!153,000. 
Oraig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama, $419,000. 
Keesler Air Force Base, Bilowi, Mississippi, $43,140,000. 
Lackland Air Foree Base, San Antonio, Tewas, $104,596,000. 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Tewas, $11,017,000. 
Lowry Air Force Base, De'IVI)er, Colorado, $9,16~,000. 
Randolph Air Foree Base, San Antonio, Tewas. $5,1~8,000. 
Vance Air Foree Base, Enid, Oklahoma, $1,~0,000. 
Webb Air Foree Base, Big Spring Tewas, $4,38~,000. 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

EielsonAir Foree Base, Fairbanks, Ala8ka, $471,000. 
Elmendorf Air Foree Base, Anchorage, Alaska, $568,000. 
Various locations, $1~,468,000. 

HEADQUARTERS OOMMAND 

Andrews Air Foree Base, Oamp Springs, Maryland, $6,906.000. 
Bolling Air Foree Base, Washington, District of Oolumbia, $3,089,-

000. 
MILITARY AIRLIFT COMMAND 

Altus Air Foree Base, Altus, 0 klalwma, $996,000. . 
McOhord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington, $1,189~000. 
McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey, $1,740,000. 
Scott Ai-r Force Base, Belleville, Illinois, $1,488,000. 
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8TRATEGIO AIR COMMAND 

Beale Air Foree Base, Marysville, California, $3,590,000. 
Oarswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Tewas, $1,99~,000. 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington, $1,000,000. 
Gritfiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, $37:~,000. 
Kincheloe Air Force Base, Kinross, Michigat~, $670,000. 
Malmstr-om Air Force Base, Great Falls, Mih/;tf!na, $6~~,000. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Neb-raska,$1,¥17 ,000. 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, P:ZO..ttsbur.gh, New York, $400,000. 
Vandenberg Air Foree Base, Lompoe,-Oalifomia, $~,696,000. 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Miehiga;n,$447 ,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

. OannonAir Force Base, Olovis, New Mewico, $1,876,000. 
George Air Force Base, Victo'f'1Jille, Oalifornia, $3.646,000. 
Langley Air Foree Base, Hampton, Virginia, $1 M6,000 . 
. Luke Air Force Base, Glendale, Arizona, $439,000. 
MountainHome Ai~ Rorce Base, MO'tlllli;tdnH~,ldaho, $8,541,000. 
NellU.AirForce.Base,.Las Vegas,Nevada,$990,000. 
Seymou-r Johnson Air Force Base, Golflsboro, North, Oarolina, 

$61B,OOO. 
POLLUTI.ON ABATliiMENT 

Various loaations: Air Pollution Abatement,$600,000. 
V ariouslocation~: Water Pollution Abatement, $10,098,000. 

BNI!JRGY OONSliiRVATION 

Various locations, $43,95B,OOO. 

SPEOIAL FAOILI'I'IES 

V ariouslocations, $9,866,000. 

NU.OLEAR WEAPONS 8EOURI'I'Y 

Various locations, $7,909,000. 

OuTS.JDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNITED STATI!JJJ AIR FORCES IN JJJUROPB 

Germany. $5,346,000. 
United Kingdom, $13./)~4,000. 
Various locations, $7 4,738,000. 

UNITED STATES AIR FOROE 8EGURI'I'Y SERVIOE 

V ariouslocations, $981,000. 

SPECIAL FAOILI'I'IES 

Various locations, $~,666,000. 
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NUOLlilAR WliJAPONB 81i10URITY 

V ariousloeatiom, $5,591 ,()()0. · 

OLA881Flli1D IN8'1'ALLATION8 

SEc. 30~. Tlu3 Secretary of tlu3 Air Force may establish or develop 
classified military installations amd facilities by acquiring, construct­
ing, converting, rehabilitating, and installing permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition. site preparation, appurte­
namoes, utilities, amd equipment, in tlu3 total amount of $3,98tE,OOO. 

liJMliJRGliJNOY OONBTRUOTION 

SEc. 309. TM Secretary of tM Air Foree maty elrtablish or develop 
Air Foree installations amd facilities by p1Y)ceeding with eonst'rUO­
tion made necessary by changes in Air Force missions and responsibil­
ities which have been oecasioned by (1) unforeseen security consid­
erations, ( 13) new weapons developments, ( 8) new and unfore8een re­
search and development requirements, or (4) impt'Oved production 
schedules, if tlu3 Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of 8UOh 
const'rUOtion for inclusion in the nemt Military Oonat'rUOtion A uthori­
zation Act would be inconsistent with interests of national security, 
and in connection tlu3rewith to acquire, oonatruot, convert, rehabilitate, 
or install permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui­
sition, site preparation, appurtenamoes, utilities, and etJ.uipm.ent in the 
tota:j amount of $!0,000,000. Tfl:e Secretary of the Atr Foree, or his 
deBtgnee, shall notify tlu3 Oommtttees on Armed Se'J"Vices of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final 
decision to implement, of the cost of cOWJt'rUOtion of any public work 
undertaken under this section, including those real estate actions 
pertaining tlu3reto. This authorization shall eropire upon enactment 
of the fi,seal year 1977 Military Oonat'rUOtion Authorization Act, 
erocept for those public works projects concerning which tlu3 Oommit­
tees on Armed Services of tlu3 Senate amd HOU8e of Representatives 
have been notified pursuamt to this section prior to that date. 

DliJFIOiliJNOY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 304. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 91-511, as amended is 
amended under tlu3 heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows:· 

(1) Under the subheading "A.IR TRAINING co!JMAND" with respect 
to Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Teroas, strike out "$310,000" and 
insert iJn place th..ereof "$375.000". 

(~) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with re­
spect to Reese Air Foree Base, Lubbock, Teroas, strike out "$1,047,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$1,110,000". 

(3) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Webb Air Foree Base, Big Spring, Teroas, strike out "$349,000" and 

· insert in place thereof "$416,000". 
(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is further amended by striking 

out in clause (3) of section 6~ "$19~,133,000" and "$256,385,()()0" and 
inserting in place thereof "$192,328,000" and "$~56,580,000" 
respectively. ' 

SEc. 305. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 9~-145 as amended, is 
amended wnder tlu3 heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STA,TEs" as follows: 

(1) Under tM subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Lowry Air Foree Base, Denver, Oolorado, strike out "$8,4.35,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$8,9~1()()0". 
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(b) Public Law ~-145, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause ( 3) of section 7~ "$~~6,697,000" and "$247 ,560,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$1427 ,164,000' and "$21,8~7 ,000", respec­
tively. 

SEc. 306. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 9~-545, as amended, is 
amended u.nder the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) U•nder tM subMading "AIR FORCE 8YSTEM8 COMMAND" with 
respect to Edwards Air Foree Base, Muroe, Oalifornia~ strike out 
"$534,000" and insert in place tlu3reof "$828,()()0". 

(b) Public Law 9tE-545, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 70'13 "$~34,1lE5,000" and "$~9~,683,000" arUl 
insertizng in place tlu3reof "$234,419,()()0" and "$~~,977,000", respec­
tively. 

SNc. 307. (a) Section. 301 of Public Law 93-166, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the sublu3ading "sTRATEGIC AIR coMMAND" with respect 
to Kincheloe Air Foree Base, Kinross, Michigan, strike out "~,4.30,-
000" and insert in place tlu3reof "$2,893,000". 

(b) Section 301 of Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended 
under the heading "OuTSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "uNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE" 
with respect to aermany, strike out "$5,181,000" and insert iln place 
thereof ".$6,66:'1,()()0". . 

(~) Under the subheading "UNITED STATES AIR FORCE SOUTHERN 
coMMAND" with respect to Howard Air Foree Base, Oanal Zone, strike 
out "$9~7,000" and insert in place tlu3reof "$1,8~7,000". 

( o) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 6~ "$~0,7~7,()()0", "$~1./J0~/)00" and 
$tE89,0~9,000" and ilnsertilng in place tlu3reof "$~61,190,000", "$~3,-
68.4,000" and "$258 ,87 4,000", respectively. 

SEc. 308. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 93-55~, is amended under 
the heading "INsiDE THE UNITED STATES" as follows: 

(1) Under the sub/u3ading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect to 
Reese Air Foree Base, Lubbock, Temas, strike out "$836,000" and insert 
in place tlu3reof "$1,194,()()0". 

(2) 'U-nder the SUbMading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Webb Air Foree Base, Big Spring, Teroas, strike out "$776,()()0" amd 
insert in place tlu3reof "$1 ,673,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-552 is furtlu3r amended by striking out in clause 
(3) of section 60~ "$307,786,000" and "$390,773,000" and inserting in 
place thereof •'$909,041,000" and "$3~~8,000", respectively. 

TITLE IV:_DEFENSE AGENOIES 

SEc. 401. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop mili­
tary installations and fadlities by acquiring, oonst'rUOting, convertilng, 
rehabilitating, or installing ··permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurte1Ulf1Wes, utilities, 
amd equipment, for defense agencies for ·tM following acquisition and 
construction: · 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

DliJFJ!JNBlil MAPPING AGJ!JNCY 

Defense Mapping Agency Topographic Oenter, Betlu3sda, Mary­
land, $195,000. 

S. Rep!. 94-376 --- 2 

H. Rept. 94-483 --- 2 
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DiilFENSI!l SUPPLY AGI!JNOY 

Defen~Je Depot, Memphis, Tennessee, $377,000. . 
Defense Electronics Supply Oenter, Dayton, Ohw, $96,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Melville, Newport, Rhode lslamil, 

$
3
5J;o;!se Fuel Support Point, Norwa.lk, Oalifornia, _$197,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Oolorado Spnngs, Oolorado, 

$44-Jj~~~~e Property Disposal Office, Elmendorf, ~lask~, $403,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Monterey, Oaltfo'T"~Ua, $6/'15,000 .. 
Defense Personnel Support Oenter, Philadelphia, Penrnsylvanza. 

$1,400,000. 
NATIONAL BI!JOURITY AGI!JNOY 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $/3,012,000. 

POLLUTION ABATI!JMENT 

Various locations: Air Pollution Abatement, $2,4~6,000. 
Various locations: Water Pollution Abatement, $3~~,000. 

IilNJ!lRGY OONSI!JRVATION 

Various locations, $175,000. 

OuTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

DI!JFI!JNSI!l NUOLI!JAR AGl!lNOY 

Johnston Atoll, $4,033,000. 
Enewetak Auwiliary Airfield, $~0,000,000. 

DEFI!lN81!1 SUPPLY AGENCY 

Defense Property Disposal Office, Nuremberg, Germany,$500,000. 
Defeme Property Disposal Office, Se-ckenheim, Germany, $1£37,000. 

I!JMERGENOY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 4()2. The Secretary of Defeme may establUfh or de1Jelop ~n­
stallations a'llil facilities which he deteNf"ines to be y~tal to the !eeunty 
of the United States, and in connect~on therewtth to acqu~re, co~­
struct convert rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary pttblw 
works' including land lWquisition, site preparation, appurtena.nces, 
utiliti~s and equipment in the total amount of $10,000.000. J(he Sec­
retary ~~ Defeme, or his designee, shall notify the Oomm!ttees. on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representat~ves, ~m­
mediately upon reaching a final dem~ion to implement, of t.he cos~ of 
construction of any p·ublic works undertaken under thvs sect~on, 
including real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

DElJ'IOIIilNOY AUTHORIZATIONB 

SEo. 40tJ. (a) Public L(J/IJ) 92-545, as amended, is amend~d ~~erthe 
heMing "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" umder the subheadtng DEFENSE 
SUPPLY AOENOY" in section 401 U.S foll0111S: 

With respect to Defense General Supply Oenter, Richmond, Vir­
ginia strike out "$1171,0()(}" and insert in place thereof "$1,365,000". 

(b} Public Law 02-545, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (4) of section 702 "$33,001,,000" and inserting in place thereof 
"$33,198,000". 

.. 
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SEc. 404. (a) P'I.Wlic L(J/IJ) 93--186, as.otrne'lliled, is armended 'UI1Uier the 
·heading "DEFENSE SuPPLY AoENCY" in section 401 as follows: 

With reapect to "Defense .Depot, Tracy, OalifQ'/"TT,ia", strike out 
"$747 000" ilnd insert in place thereof "$1,384,000". 

(b) Public La1.o 93-1fJfJ, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
claJuse (4) ot, section 602 "$10,000,000" and inserting in place thereof 
"$10,637 ,000 '· 

TITLE V-MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING 

AUTHORIZATION TO OONSTRUOT OR AOOUIRI!l HOUSING 

SEo. 501. (a) The Secretary of Defense, or his desigMe; is author­
ized to construct or lWfJUire sole interest in emisting family .housing 
units in the numlJers and at the locatit:ms hereinafter-'IUl/lned/but no 

·· fa.rrnJily, housing const'I"UUJtion shall be corwmenced at any 8'Uehlocations 
i'l~ the United· States until the Seeretary !ihqj;l h,(l!IJe consUlted with the 
Secretary of the Department of Housing amil.U'l'ban Development as 
toAhe availability o l' suitable private housing at 8UCh locations. If 

. agreement cannot be reached with respect tJo the availability of suit­
able private housing at any-looation, the Secrefiary of De feme. shall 
'notify t-he Oo'Trlllnittees on Armed Services o-f the Senate and the: House 
of Representatives, in writing, of.stUJh difference of opinion, and no 
contract· for (JQn8truction at· such location shall be entered into for a 
period of thirty days after such notification has been given. 'l'hts au­
thority shall include the authority to acquire land, and interests in 
land, by gift, purchase, erechange of. Government-OWMd land, or 
other1.oise. 

(b) With respect to the family houeinp units authorized to be con­
structed by thia section, the Secretary of Defeme is oothorized to lW­
quire sole interest in .privately lYI.IYMd or Department of Housing 
amil Urban Development held family housing units in luu of con­
structinf! all or a portion of the family housing authorized by this 
section if he, or his ,designee, determines such action to· be in the best 
interests of the Umted States; but any fami'ky housim,g units aclJ:Uired 
under autfwr.ity of this subsection shdll not ewceed the cost hmita­
tions specified in section 502 of· this Act or the limitations on size 
specified in section 2684 of title 10, United States Oo-de. In no case 
'Ina?/ family housiJng units be ~red under this subsection through 
the ewercise of emment do-main authority; and in no case 'lna'!J family 
housing units other than those authorized by this section be acquired 
m lieu of const'i'Uction-·tUITiless the lWfjUisition of8Ueh units is hereafter 
specifically authorized by law. 

(a) The Department of .the Army, two thousand one hundred units, 
$73,500,000: 

F()'l!t 01'd, Oalifornia., three h'UI1Uired and fifty units. 
Fort· Stewart/Hwnter Army Airfield, Georgia, seven h'U11Uired 

and fifty units. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, one th.ousamil unit8. 

(d) The Department of the Navy, sim h'UI1Uired and seventy-eight 
units, $S3:J30,000: 

Naval Facility, Nantucket, Massachusetts, eighteen units. 
Marine Oorps Base, Oamp Lejeune, North Oarolina, two hun­

dred and fifty units. 
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Naval 0fYmplere, Bangor, Washington, four hundred units. 
Naval Radw Station, Sugar Grove, West Virginia, ten units. 

OOST LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 50B. (a) Authorizations for the construction of family housing 
provided in section 5011 this Act chall be .<?ubjeot, under BUCh regula­
tions as the Secretary o Defense may prescribe, to the limitations on 
cost prescribed in subsections (b) and (c), which shall include shades, 
screens, ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed equipment a.nd 
fimtures, the cost of the family unit, design, supervision, inspection, 
overhead, the proportionate costs of land acquisition, site preparation, 
and installation of utilities. 

(b) The average unit cost for all units of family housing constructed 
in the United States (other than Alaska and Hawaii) shall not exceed 
$35,000 and in no event shall the cost of any unit ereceed $51,000. 

(c) When f(Jf}'fbily housing units are constnwted in areas other than 
those areas specified in s'libsection (b), the mver·age cost of all such 
tvnits shall rt/Jt ereceed $45/)00, and in no event shall the cost of any 
unit ereceed $51/)00. 

(d) Notwithstanding the limitations contained in prior Military 
Oonstruction Authorization Acts on eost of construction of family 
hoUBiwg, the limitations on such cost contained in this section shall 
apply to all prior authorizations for comJtnUJtion of family housing 
not heretofore repealed and for whwh constnUJtion contracts have not 
been emeouted prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING QUARTERS 

SEc. 503. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to 
accfYmpliBh alterations, additions, erepansions, or eretenci&ns not other­
wise authorized by law, to ewisting public q·:J.arters at a cost not to 
ereceed--

(1) for the Department of the Army, $35,000,000; 
(B) for the Department of the Na1Jy, ,'li34~30,000, including 

$7 ~00,000 for energy conservation projects; 
(3) for the Department of the Air Force, $51.000,000, including 

$16,000,000 for energy conservation projects; and 
(4) for the DefenseSupplyAgency,$1~7,000. 

HOUSING OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

SEc. 504. (a) The Secretary of Defense, or his desiqnee, iB au.thorized 
to constnUJt or otherw-ise acquire at the locations hereinafter named 
family housing units not subject to the limitations on such cost con­
tained in section 50S of this Act. This authority shall irwlude the 
authority to acquire land, and interests in land, by gift, purchase, ex­
change of Goveffi.ment-owned land, or otherw-ise. Total costs shall 
include shades, screens, ranges, refrigerators, and other installed equip­
ment and jiretures, the cost of the family unit, and the costs of land 
acqu-isition, site preparation, design, superv-ision, inspection, overhead, 
and installation of utilities. 

(b) (1) Three family hoUBing units are authorized in Oairo, Egypt, 
at a total cost not to exceed $180,000. Such units shall be funded by UBe 
of excess 1oreign ou1'1'ency when so provided in Department of De­
fense Appropriation Acts. 
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Un Two hundred and fifty units are authorized at Naval Base, 
K eftavik, Iceland, at a total cost not to ereceed $17,500,000. 

REPAIRS TO EXISTING QUARTERS 

SEc. 505. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to 
accomplish repairs and improvements to ewisting public . quarters in 
amounts in erecess of the $15,000 limitation prescribed in section 610 
(a) of Public Law 90-110, as amended (81 Stat. M9,305), as follows: 

Fort McOlellan, Alabama, twenty-sire units, $465,900. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska, two hundred and eight 'lllflita, 

$4,000/)00. 
Fort McNair, Washington, D-istrict of Oolumbia, fime units, 

$195,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, thirty-two units, $654,¥JO. 
Fort EUBtiB, Virginia, one hundred and eighty-five units, 

$3,140,000. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, one hundred and thi'rty-sw units, 

$B,503,000. 
Naval Station, Adak, Alaska, thirty-sire units, $665,000. 
P'liblia Works Oenter, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, one hundred and 

forty-five units, $B,500,000. 
Marine 001'ps Recruit Depot, ParriB Island, South Oarolina, 

one hundred and seventy-eight units, $B,68/5,8(}(). 

RENTAL QUARTERS 

SEc. 506. (a) Section 515 of P'liblio Law 84-161 (69 l:Jtat. 3134, 35S), 
as amended, iB further amended by (1) striking out "During fiscal 
years 1975 and 1976", and {B) revUJing the third sentence to read as 
follows: ''Erependitwres for the rental of such housing facilities, in­
cluding the cost of utilities and mainte1fi,(JJTI..()IJ and operation, may not 
ereceeil: For the United States (other than Alaska, Hawaii, and Guam) 
and-Puerto Rico, an average of $B45 per month for each military de­
partment, or the amount of $3~5 per month for any one unit; ana for 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Guarm, an average of $310 per month for each 
military department, or the amount of $385 per month for any one 
unit.". 

(b) Section 507(b) of Public Law 93-166 (87 Stat. 661, 676), is 
· amended by striking out "$355", "$6&", and "twelve thoUBand" in the 

first sentence, and inserting in lieu thereof "$380", "$670", and "fifteen 
thousand", respectively. 

HOUSING APPROPRIATIONS LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 507. There iB authorieed to be appropriated for UBe by the Sec­
retary of Defense. or hiB designee, for military •family hoUBing as 
authorized by law for the following purposes: 

(1) for construction or acqu-isition of sole interest in fam:t"ly 
housing, including demolition, authorizeil improvements to public 
quarters, minor construction, relocation offam~"ly housing, rental 
guarantee payments, and planning an amount not to emceed 
$B08.pJ'i,OOO, including $1,900.{J(}() for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976. 
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(~) for 8Upport of military family housing, including operat­
ing eaJpenses, leasing, maintenance of real property, payments of 
principal and interest on mortgage debts incurred, payment to 
the Oommodity 0'1'edit Oorporation, and mo'l'tgage insu/ra":ee 
p'l'emiums authorized under section ~1212 of the National Howstng 
Act, as amended ( 112 U.S.O. 1715m), an amount not to exceed 
$1,434,676,000, including $308,739,000 for the period July 1,1976, 
through September 30,1976. 

A.IR CONDITIONING, HA.WA.II FA.MILY HOUSING 

8Ec. 508. Section 50.9 of Public Law 93-55~ (88 Stat. 1745, 1759), 
is hereby amended by changing the period to a comma and by adding 
"ewoept as authorized by the See'l'etary of Defense, or his designee, for 
unU8Ual circumstances resulting from excessive noise, adverse environ­
mental conditions, or health of the occupants." 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

WA.IVER OF RESTRICTIONS 

SEc. 601. The Secretary of each military department may proceed 
to establish or develop installations and facilities under this Act with­
out regard to section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 
U.S.O. 5129), and sections 477 4 and 977 4 of title 10, United States Oode. 
The authority to place permanent or temporary impr01Jements on land 
includes authority for su'l"'Jeys, administration, 01Jerhead, planning, 
and supe'l"'Jision incident to construction. That authority may be ewe'l'­
cised before title to the land is appr01Jed under section 355 of theRe­
vised Statutes, as amended (40 U.S.0.1255), and even though the land 
is held temporarily. The authority to acquire real estate or land in­
eludes authority to make su'l"'Jeys and to acquiTe land, and interests in 
land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, ewehange of Gov­
ernment-owned land, or otherwise. 

A.PPROPRIA.TIONB LIMITA.TIONS 

SEc. 6012. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as 
may be necessary for the purposes of this A et! b~d appropriations for 
public works projects authorized by titles I, II, III, IV, and V, shall 
not ewceed-- · 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $596,515,000; outside 
the United States, $1712,5125,000; or a total of $769,040,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $684,339,000; outside 
the United States, $21,170,000; or a total of $705,509,000. 

(3) for title Ill: Inside the United States, $379,041,000; out­
side the United States, $102,846,000; section 302, $3,982,000j or a 
total of $485,869,000. 

(4) for title IV: A total of $1,.4,800,000. 
(5) for title V: Military Family Housing, $1,61,.2,883,000. 

OOST VARIATIONS 

SEc. 603. (a) Ewcept as provided in subseeti011s (b) and (c), any 
of the amounts specified in title I, II, III and IV of this Act may, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the military depa'l'tment c011cerned 
or Director of the defense agency concerned, be inareased by 5 per 

1 
l 
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centum when inside the United States (other than Hawaii and Alaska), 
and by 10 per centum when outside the United States OT in Hawaii and 
Alaska, if he deteTmines that such increase (1) is required for the sole 
purpose of meeting unusual variations in cost, and (2) could not have 
been reasonably anticipated at the time such estimate was submitted to 
the Oongress. 

(b) When the amount named for any construction or acquisition 
in title I, II, III, or IV of this Act involves only one project at any 
military installation and the Secretary of the Military Department or 
Director of the defense agency concerned deteTmines that the amount 
authorized must be increased by more than the applicable percentage 
prescribed in subsection (a), he may proceed with such construction or 
acquisUion if the amow'it of the increase does not ewceed by more than 
1£5 per centum the amount named for such project by the Oong'l'ess. 

(c) When the Secretary of Defense deteTmines that any amount 
named im title I, II, III, or IV of this Act must be eroceeded by more 
than the percentages peTmitted im subsections (a) and (b) to ac­
complish authorized construction or acquisition, the Secretary of the 
mil'ttary department concerned or Director of the defense avency C011r 

cemed may proceed with such construction or acquisition after a writ­
ten rep&rt of the facts relating to the increase of such amount, including 
a statement of the reasons for sueh ineTease, has been submitted to the 
0 ommittees on ATmed SeT1Jices of the Senate and Howse of Representa­
tives, and either (1) tMr•ty days have elapsed from date of8Ubmission 
of stwh report, OT (12) both committees have indicated approval of8Uch 
construction or acquisition. Notwithstanding the provisions in prior 
military construction authori$ations Acts, the '])TO'IJisions of this sub­
section shall apply to such prior Acts. 

(d) Notwithstanding the foregoing pr01Jisions of this section, the 
total cost of all construction and acquisition in each such title may not 
ewceed the total amuunt authorized to be appropriated in that title. 

(e) No individual pro1ect authorized under title I, II, I II, or IV 
of this Act for any spe"cifically listed military installation fur which 
the current working estimate is $400,000 or more may be placed under 
contract if-

(1) the appr01Jed scope of the project is reduced in erocess of 
25 per centum; or 

(2) the current working estimate, based upon bids received, for 
the constmction of such project ewceeds by more than 25 per 
centum the amount authorized joT such project by the Oongress, 
until a 1JJritten report of the facts relating to the reduced scope or 
increa.<Jed cost of sueh project, including a statement of the reasons 
foT such reduction in scope: or increase in cost has been submitted 
to the Oommittees on ATmed Se'l"'Jices of the Senate and HOWJe of 
Representatives, and either (A) thirty days have elapsed from 
date of 8Ubmission of sueh report, or (B) both committees have 
indicated approval of such reduction in scope or increase in cost 
as the case may be. . 

(/) The Secretary of Defense shall 8Ubmit an annual report to the 
OongTess identifying each individual project which has been placed 
under contract zn the preceding ttvelve-month period and with respect 
to which the then current working estimate of the Department of 
Defense based upon bids received for such project ewceeded the 
amount authorized by the Oongress for that project by more than 25 
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per oentum. The Se01'etary shall al8o inolude in suoh report eaoh in­
dividual projeot wit_h respeot to which the scope was reduoed by more 
than 215 per oentum ~n Qrder to permit contraot award within the avail­
able authorization for 8UOh project. Suoh report shall incl!ude all per­
tinent c~st information for eaoh indiviJlual project, inoluding the 
amount m dollars and peroentage by whwh the current worlcing esti­
mate based on the contraot price for the project ewoeeded the amount 
authorized for suoh project by the Congress. 

OON8TBUOTION 8UPl!lRV18ION 

SEc. 604. Contraots for construction made by the Uwited States for 
performanoe within the United States and its possessions under this 
.Act shall be ~wecuted under the jurisdiction and supervision of the 
Corps of Eng~neers, Department of the .Army, or the Naval Facilities 
Engineering Command, Department of the Navy, or such other de­
partment or Government agency as the Se01'etaries of the military 
departments recom'ffU!nd and th.e. Seoretary of Defe'l'l!e approves to 
assure the most ef!iownt, emped~twus, and oost-effectzve aooomplish­
ment of the oonstruction herein authorized. The Secretaries of the 
military departments shall report annually to tlie President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the Howe uf Representatives a breakdown 
of the dollar value of construotion contracts oompleted by each of the 
several construction ageneies selected together with the design con­
struotion supervision, and overhead fees charged by each of the s~veral 
agents in the emecution of the assigned construction. Further 8UCh con­
tracts ( emcep~ architect and engineeritng contracts which, unless specifi­
cally authorized by the Congress shall continue to be awarded in 
accurdaMe with presently established procedures OUIJtums and prac­
tice) shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a' competitive basis to 
the.luwest responsible .bidder_, if the national security will not be im­
pa~red and the award 'tB oonsutent with chapter 137 of title 10, United 
States Oode. The Se01'etaries of the military departments shall report 
annually to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the HOWJe 
of Representatives with respect to all contracts awarded on other than 
a eompetiti'Pe basis to the lowest responsible bidder. Suoh reports shall 
also show, zn the case of the ten architect-engineering firms which in 
terms of total dollars, were awarded the most bwiness; the name; of 
BUOh firms: the total number of separate contracts awarded each suoh 
firm; and the total amount paid or to be paid in the oase of each suoh 
firm under allsuoh contracts awarded suoh firm. 

Rl!lPl!JAL 011' PBIOB AUTHOBIZATION8; l!lX.Ol!lPTION8 

SEt;. 6015. (a) . .As o~ Janua'r!f I, I9771 all authorizations for military 
publw works, ~no.l~ing fanuly hous_ing, to b~ aocomplished by the 
Se01'etary of a m'thtary department w oonneot'ton ~vith the establish­
rr:ent or develoP'fYIR:nt.of installations and facilities, and all authoriza­
twns for appropnat~, therefor, that are contctilned in titles/, II, 
III, IV, and V of the .Act of December 27, I974, Public Lmw 93-15152 
( 88 Stat.17 415), and all8UOh authorizations contained in .Acts approved 
before December 'BB, I974, and not superseded or otherwise modified 
by a later authorieation are repealed emcept--

(I) aU;.thorieations for public ~vorlrs and for appropriations 
therefor that are set forth in those .Acts in the titleB that contain 
the general provisions,-

.. 

• 
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(2) authorizations for public workB projects as to which 
appropriated funds have been obligated for> construction con­
traots, land acqwisition, or payments to the North .Atla;ntic Treaty 
Organization, in whole or in part before January I, 1977, and 
authorizations for appropriations therefor. 

(b) Notwithstanding the repeal provisions of section 605 of the 
.Act of Decenzber '27, 1974, Publio Law 93-55'2 (88 Stat. 17415, 1761), 
authorieations for the following itenu shall remain in effect until 
January I, 1978: 

(A) Barracks with mess oonstruotion in the amount of 
$535,000 at Camp .A. P. llill, Virginia, that is contained in 
title I, section 101 of the .Act of November '29, 1973 (87 Stat . 
661), as (];mended. 

(B) Barracks witli mess construction in the amount of 
$476,000 at Camp Piclcett, Virginia, that is oontained in title 
I, section 101 of the .Act of November '29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 661), 
as amended. 

(C) Military Police barracks with support faoilities con­
struction in the amount of $1,831,000 and confinement facility 
con.ytruction in the amount of $6,'287,000 at Fort Leonard 
Wood, Missouri, that is contained in title I, section 10I of 
the Act of November '29, 1973 (87 Stat. 661), as amended. 

(D) Ba1Taoks oomplew construotion in the amount of 
$8,62'2,000 at Fort Ord, California, that is contained in title 1, 
section 101 of the .Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 66'2), 
as amended. 

(E) Barracks construotion in the amount of $'2./}65,000 at 
.Aberdeen Pro1Jing Ground, .Va:ryland, that ifJ contained in 
title I, section 101 of the .Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 
66'2), as a.mended. 

(F) Barrack'S 'With mess construction in the amount of 
$466,000 at Natick Laboratories, M assaohwetts, that is con­
tfl;inerl in title I, sectwn 101 of the .Aot of November 29, 1973 
( 87 Rtat. 66'2), as amended. 

(G) Barracks without mess construction in the amount of 
$:1,060,000 at Fort Greely, .Alaska, that is oo·ntained in title l, 
section 101 of the .Act of November 29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 66'2), as 
amended. 

(H) Relocate weapons ranges from Culebra Complew in 
the amount of $12,000,000 for the .Atlantic Fleet Weapons 
Range, Roo8evelt Roads, Puerto Rico, that is contained in 
title I I, section 204 of the .Act of November '29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 
668), as amended. 

(I) .Authorization for aoquisition of lands in support of 
the Air Installation Oornpatible Use Zones at VariDUS Loca­
tions not limited to those in the original project in the amount 
of $1'2,000,000 that is O<fntained in title III, section 301 of the 
.Act of October 26, 197'2 (86 Stat. 114/5), as amended by sec­
tion 605 (i5) ( ll) of the .Act of December '27, 197 4 ( 88 Stat. 
176'2), as amended. 
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, (J) Authorization for acquisition of Za'1U.k in support of 
the Air Installation Compatible Use/Zones at VarioUB Loca­
tions not limited to t/wse idetntified in tke original project in 
t.Jw amount of $18,000,000 that is contained in title III, sec· 
tion·.'S01 of.the Act of Novemher 129, 1973 (87 Stat. 671), as 

· am,ended. 
· WIT COST LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 608. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, III, and IV 
of this Act shall be .deemed to authorize any building aon8truction 
projects inside the United States in erecess of a unit aost to be deter­
mined in proportion to the appropriate area construction cost indere, 

' ba8erl on the following unit eost limitations where the area aonstruc­
tion indere is 1.0: 

(1) $35 pw square.foot for permanent barracks,-
( ?3) $3'1 pe'l',square foot for bachelor of!iaer quartet's,. 

unl688 the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, determines that be­
caUBe of speaial eirC'IJIJ11,8tances, application to 8'U<Jh project of the limi­
tations on unit aosts contained in this section is impracticable. Not­
withstanding the limitations contained in prior Mz1itary Construction 
Authorization Acts on unit aosts,. the limitations on such costs con­
tained in this seation shall apply to all prior aUthorizations for such 

· r:onstruction not heretofore repealed and for which aonstruction eon­
. tracts have not 'Oeen 0/Warded by the date of enaetment of this Act. 

AMENDMENTS TO TITLE. 1(), UNITED STATES OODE, RIJ/LATING TO REAL 
PROPERTY 

SEo. 607. Chapte'l' 169 of title 10, United States Code, is amended: 
(1} Ry striking out "$300,000" in the item relating to seation ?3674 

in the chapter analysis and inserting "$400,000" in place thereof. 
(12) By striking out "$300,000" in the aatahline of section 12671, and 

inserting "$J,f)O.OOO" in place thereof. 
(3) By striking out the figures "$300,000", "$100,000, and "$60,-

000", in · section 1267 4 (b) and inserting "$400 000" "$200 ,000" and 
"$76,000", respeatively, in place thereof. ' ' ' 

(4) By strikinq out the figure "$50,000" in seations 267J,(a) and (e) 
(Jifl,(j, inserting "$75,000" in place thereof. 

(6) By striking out "quarterly" in section 26812(b) and inserting in 
place thereof "annually". 

(6) By striking out section 26812(c) and inserting in place thereof 
the following: 

"(c) Thi-s section applies only to real property in the United States, 
Puerto Rico, Guam, the American Virgin Islands, American Samoa, 
and the T'l'U8t Territory of the Pacific Islands. It does not apply to 
real property for river and harbor projects or flood cuntrol projects, 
or to leaBes of Government-owned real property for agricultural or 
grazing purposes or to any 'l'eal prope'l'ty acquisition specifically au­
thorized in a Military Construction Authorization Act." 

,~7) By add_ing the .follrntnng ne7JJ subsection to section 2667: 
(f) Notw~thstanding alaUBe (3) of subsection (a), 'l'eal property 

and associated personal property, which ha'L•e been determimd ereaess 
as the result of a defense installation realignment or closure, may be 
leased to Stqte or local governments pending final disposition of 8uoh 
property if-

• 
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" ( 1) The Secretary ooncer<ned determines that such action would 
facilitate State or local economic adjustment efforts, and 

"(2) the Administrator of the Geneml Services Administration 
concurs in the action.". 

( 8) By adding after section 2672 a new section as follows: 
"§ 2672a. Acquisition; interests in land when need is urgent 

"The Searetary of a military department rnay acquire any interest 
in land that-

"(1) he or his designee determines is needed in the interest of 
national defense; 

''(2) is required to maintain the operation in,tegrity of a mili­
tary installation/ and 

"(3) oonsidm·ation8 of urgency do not permit the delay neces­
sary to include thfj required acquisition in an annual Military 
ConstFUction A~hthorization Act. 

Appropriations a1Jailable for military construction may be used for 
the purposes of this sectirrn. The authority to acquire an interest in 
l.and under thi8 section includes authority to make surveys and acquire 
interest8 ·in land (including temporary U8e), by gift, purchase, em­
change of land owned by the United States, or otherwise. The Secre­
tary of a military department contemplating action unde'l' this provi­
sion will !YI'ovide notice, in 1oriting, to the Armed Services Com­
mittees of the /Senate and House of Representatives at least 30 days in 
advance of any action be:ing taken.". 

( 9) By inserting in the: chapter analysis 

"2672a. Acquisition: intere8ts in land when need i8 urgent." 

IMMEDIATELY BELOW 

"2672. Acquisition: interests in lana when cost is not more than $50,000.". 

(10) By striking from the chapter analysis and the aatchline re­
lating to section 12675 the second colon and all that follows. 

(11) By striking the follow·ing words from the first sentence of sea­
tion 12675: "that are not located on a military base and". 

INOREASES FOR SOLAR HEATING AND SOLAR COOLING EQUIPMENT 

. SEc. 608. In addition to all other authorized variations of aost limita­
tions or floor area limitations contained in this Act or prior Military 
Oonstr'U(}tion Auth01'ization Acts, the Secretary of Defense, or his 
designee, may perrnit increases in the cost lim-itations or floor area 
limitations by such amounts as may be neees8ary to equip any projects 
with solar heating an4/ o·r solar cooling eq·uipment. 

LAND OONVEYANOE, GUAM 

SEc. 609. The Secretary of the Navy or hi8 designee is authorized 
and directed to con.vey to the Guam Power Authority, an agency of the 
Government of Guam, without moneta'l'y aonsideration, but subject to 
such rj38ervations and term-B and aonditions as the Secretary of the 
Navy or his designee .~lwuld determine to be necessary to pro teat the 
interests of the United States, all rights, titles, and interests of the 
United States, in a.nd to those certain parcels of real property situated 
at Cabras Island, territory of Guam, known and identified as lot 1257 
and lot 261, containing 63.58 aares, more or less . 



LAND OONVEYANOE, GEORGIA 

SEc. 610. (a) The Secretary of the Army is authorized a'IUl directed to 
convey to the Board of Regents of the University System of Georgia 
subject to the proviBions of this Act, all of the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in a'IUl to a parcel of la'IUl with improvements 
thereon, lying a'IUl being situated inRichmo'IUl O~nty, city of Augusta 
State of Georgia, more particularly described as follows: ' 
. Beginninq at a ohisele.d X in conore~e at the intersection of the south 

lzne of Walton Way v.nth the west ltne .ojKatherine Street· thence 
along the west line of Katherine Street, south 0~ degrees .27 'minutes 
5§. seconds west ~88.~9 feet to a point 1 foot south of cyclone fence; 
thence along a ltne 1 foot south of a'IUl :pu:rallel to a C'!JOWne fence, 

. north 85 degrees 31 minutes 15 seconds west ~<27.3~ feet to a point 1 
foot east of a cyclone fence; thence along a line parallel to a1Ul1 foot 
east of a cyclone fence south 04 degrees 19 minutes 50 seconds west 
~33.05 feet to a point; thence along a line 1 foot south of a'IUl parallel 
to a cyclone fence, north 85 degrees 19 minutes ~7 seco'IUls west 305.7 4 
feet to a poznt 0.60foot west of a cyclone fence; thence along a line 
pa_'l'allel to a'IUl 0.60 foot west of a cyclone fence, nMth 04 deg'l'ees 59 
m~nutes 48 seconds east 530.~3 feet to a concrete monument on the 
south side of Walton Way/ thence along the south side of Walton Way 
south 85 degrees 30 minutes 15 seco'IUls east 517.6~ feet to the point 
of beginning, and containing 5.09 acres, more or less. 

(b) The eonveyance authorized by this section shall be made upon 
payment to the United .States of not less than the appraised fair market 
value of the la'IUl a'IUl the improvements thereon, as deterwiined by the 
Secretary of the Army, or the. sum oj$66~,000, whichever is the greater, 
(]!Yt(J upon such terms, ao'IUlitions, reservations, a'IUl restrioti01111 as the 
Secretary of the Army shall deem neceasary to protect the interests of 
the United States. 

(e) The money received by the United States for the la'IUls conveyed 
under this section shall be credited to a special account in the Treasury 
a'IUl shall be available, without fiscal year limitation, for the o01111truo­
tion of a United States Army Reserve Training Oenteron la'IUls owned 
by the United States at the intersection of Jackson a'IUl Wrightsboro 
Roads, Augusta, Georgia. 

(d) The cost of any surveys necessary as an incident to the convey­
ance auth?rized by this s.eotion shall be borne by the Board of Regents 
of the Unwersity System of Georgia. 

SHORT TITLE 

BEe. 611. Titles I, II, III, IV, V, and VI of this Act may be cited 
as the "Muitary Oonstru.etion Authorization .Act, 1976". 

TITLE V/1-GUARD AND RESERVE 'FOROES 
FA.Of.J;;/Ttli:S 

AUTHORI.ZA·TlON FOR FACILITIEiil 

SEa. 701. Suh.ieot to ehapter 18$ of title 10, United States Oode. the 
Secretary of Defense may establish ·or develop additWnal facilities 
for the (fiua;rd a'IUl Reserve Foroes, iMliuding the acquisition of la'IUl 
therefor, but the cost of such faeil,ities shall not ercceed-

(1) For the Departme'IIJi of the Army: 

.. 

(A) Army National Guard of the United States, 
$54,7 45,000. 

(B) Army Reser1Je, $44,459,000. 
(~) For the Department of the Navy: Naval arnd Marine Oorps 

Reserves, $34,800,000. . · 
(3) For the Department of the Air Force: 

(A) Air National Guard of the United lftates, $55,100,000. 
(B) Air Force Reserve, $16,500,000 . 

WAIVER OF OERTAIN REf/TRWTIONS 

SEc. 70~. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develof! instal­
lations and facilities u'IUler this title without regard to seotwn $648 
of the Revised Statutes, as ame'IUled (,'!J1 U.S.O. 5~9), a'IUlsections 477 4 
and 9774 of title 10, United States Oode. The authority to place per­
manent or temporary impr01;ements on lands includes authority for 
surveys, administration, overhead, planning, a'IUl supervisWn inci­
dent to con8truetion. That authority may be ercercised before title to 
the land is approved under seetion 355 of the Revi!Jed Statutes, as 
amended (40 U.S.O. ~55), a'IUl even though the land is held tempo­
rarily. The authority to acquire real estate or la'IUl includes authority 
to make surveys and to aequi'M land, and interests in la'IUl (including_ 
temporary use), by gift, pu.rch({IJe, exchange of Government-ownea 
la'IUl, or otherwi!Je. · 

AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES OODE 

SEc. 703. Ohapter 1$3 of title 10, United States Oode, is ame'IUled by 
striking out the figure "$2.5,000" in paragraph (2) of section ~1133a, 
a'IUl inserting the figure "$50,000" in place thereof. 

SHORT TITLE 

SEc. 704. This title may be cited as the "Guard a'IUl Reserve Forces 
Facilities Authorization Act, 1976". 

And the House agree to the same. 
JOHN c. STENNIS,' 
STUART SYMINGTON, 
HENRY M. JACKSON, 
HowARD W. CANNON, 
HARRY F. BYRD, JR., 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
JoHN ToWER, 
STROM THURMOND, 
BARRY GoLDWATER, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 
MELVIN PRICE, 
RicHARD H. !cHoRD, 
WM. J. RANDALL, 
CHARLES H. WILSON, 
RICHARD c. WHITE, 
JACK BRINKLEY, 
MENDEL J. DAVIS, 
BoB WILsoN, 
G. WILLIAM 'VHITEHURST, 
RoBIN L. BEARD, 

Managers on the Part of the House . 

.. 
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JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE 

The managers on the part of the House and Senate at the confer­
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to authorize certain construction 
at military installations, and for other purposes, submit the follow­
ing joint statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon by the Conferees and recommended in the accompanying report: 

LEGISLATION IN CoNFERENCE 

On June 6, 1975, the Senate passed S. 1247 which provides military 
construction -authorization and related authority in support of the 
Military Departments, Reserve Components and the Defense Depart­
ment during fiscal year 1976 and the transition period. 

On ,July 31, 1975, the House considered the legislation, amended it 
by striking out all language after the enacting clause and wrote a 
new bill. 

CoMPARISON OF SENATE AND HousE BILLS 

As passed by the Senate, S. 1247 provided $3,762,011,000 in new 
authorization. 

The bill as passed by the House provided $3,957,878,000 in new 
authorization. 

SUMMARY OF RESOLUTION OF DIFFERENCES 

As a result of the Conference between the House and Senate on the 
differences in S. 124 7, the Conferees agreed to a new adjusted author­
ization for military construction for fiscal year 1976 and the transition 
period in the amount of $3,853,705,000. 

The Department of Defense and the respective military departments 
had requested a total of $4,201,605,000 for new construction authoriza­
tion for fiscal year 1976 and the transition period. The action of the 
Conferees therefore reduces the Department's request hy $347,900,000 
in new authorization. 

{27) 
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CHABT.-Tota1 authorization for appropriation granted. fiscaZ year 1976 ana the 
transition period. 

[In thousands 
Title 1-Army: of dollars] 

Inside the llnited States-------------------------------------- $596,515 
Outside the lJnited States------------------------------------- 172, 525 

Subtotal---------------------------------------------------

Title II-Navy: 
Inside the lJnited States-------------------------------------­
Outside the lJnited States-------------------------------------

Subtotal---------------------------------------------------

Title III-Air Force: 
Inside the lJnited States-------------------------------------­
Outside the United States-------------------------------------
Section 302--------------------------------------------------

Subtotal---------------------------------------------------

769,040 

684,339 
21,170 

705,509 

379,041 
102,846 

3,982 

485,869 

Title IV-Defense agencies--------------------------------------- 44, 800 
Title V-Mllitary famUy housing---------------------------------- 1, 642, 883 

Total, titles I, II, III, IV, and V ------------------------------ 3, 648, 1()1 

Title VII-Reserve oomponents: 
Army National Guard-----------------------------------------
Army lteserve-----~------------------------------------------
Navy and Marine Corps lteserve---------------'---------------­
Air National Guard-------------------------------------------
Air Force Reserve--------------------------------------------

Total------------------------------------------------------

54,745 
44,459 
34,800 
55,100 
16,500 

205,604 

Grand total granted by titles I, II, Ill, IV, V, and VIL _______ 3, 853, 705 

TITLE I-ARMY 

The House approved new construction authorization in the amount 
of $805,284,000 for the Department of the Arm;y. The Senate approved 
new construction authorization for the Army m the amount o£ $768,-
944,000. The Conferees agreed to a new total for Title I in the amount 
of $7~9,040,000, which is $96,000 above the Senate figure and $36,244,-
000 below the House figure. Among the major items considered in 
Conference and acted on by the Conferees were the following : 

FORT CAMPBELL, KY.-HOSPITALS, $47 ,ooo,OOO 

The House Committee added $47,000,000 to the bill for a new hos­
pital for Fort Campbell, Kentucky. The Army testified before the 
House that the hospital was urgently needed and would ultimately 
cost approximately $57,000,000. 

The Senate bill contained no comparable provision. 
While the conferees agreed that Fort Campbell was badly in need 

of a new hospital, information provided by the Army indicated that 
design status was such thatconstruction could not start for approxi­
mately 18 months; and therefore, authorization could be deferred for 
a year to permit design to proceed and the cost estimate to be more 
accurately determined without delaying construction. The Conferees 

.. 
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expect the Army to request the full scope of the Fort Campbell hospital 
in the fiscal year 1977 military construction request. 

Further, the Conferees agreed that they would place special 
emphasis on the review of the scope, design and cost data of all mili­
taryhospitals requested in future programs. 

With this understanding, the House receded. 

FORT RICHARDSON, ALASKA-AIRFIELD PAVING AND LIGHTING, $1,140,000 

The Senate included in its bill the Army's request for $2,542,000 .for 
airfield .Paving and lighting at Fort Richardson. The House denied 
the proJect in its bill stating that the aircraft at Fort Richardson 
could use the airfield at E1mendor:f Air Force Base which abuts the 
boundaries of Fort Richardson. 

In Conference, the Senate maintained its position that Army use of 
Elmendorf AFB would reduce operational efficiency resulting in cost 
increases because of operational difficulties. Because of House in­
sistence on its position, the Senate agreed to reduce the project scope 
by eliminating $1,402,000 originally proposed for parking aprons 
which are a vallable at Elmendorf AFB for use by the Army air units 
at Fort Richardson. 

'Vith this understanding, the House receded and accepted the lower 
amount for the reduced project agreed upon hy the Conferees. 

FORT BENNING, GA.--cONCRETE BUNKERS, $1,080,000 

The Army requested $1,080,000 to construct five concrete bunkers to 
replace five existing bunkers constructed of timber and earth for artil­
lery training at this installation. 

The Senate deleted the authorization request on the basis that (1) 
the requirement was questionable and (2) the costs are unreasonably 
high. . 

The House included the requested amount and insisted in Confer­
ence on its retention. 

After lengthy discussion, the Conferees agreed to approve the re­
quest, calling the project to the attention of the Appropriations Com­
mittee of both Houses for further close scrutiny of scope and cost. 

U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY-ROADS AND ATHLETIC FIELDS, $2,054,000 

The Senate had included this Army request in its bill but the House 
denied it in its version of the bill because of the high cost of the pro­
posed tennis courts, projected at $25,000 per court. Further, the House 
stated that the tennis courts and road improvements were unrelated 
and should have been submitted as separate project requests. 

During Conference discussion on this request, House Conferees 
pointed out that the need for the road improvements was highly ques­
tionable. They insisted the project be deferred and reconsidered next 
fiscal year as a road project separate from the proposed athletic field 
and tennis court construction. 

With this understanding, the Senate receded. 

TITLE II-NAVY 

The House approved $708,274,000 in new construction authorization 
for the Department of the Navy. The Senate ·approved $682,234,000 . 



The. Conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $705,509,000. 
This amount is $2,765,000 below the House figure and $23,275,000 
above the Senate figure. 

Among the major items considered in the Conference were the fol­
lowing: 

FORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD-TOOL SHOP, $6,000,000 

The Senate added $6,000,000 to the bill for a new tool shop for the 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Maine. Alth<?ugh th~ proj~ct 
was not in the original budget request, the Navy did furmsh vahd 
justification for the project and supported its inclusion in the bill. 

The House had no comparable p..::ovision. . .. 
While sympathetic to the reqmrement for thts fac!hty, the Con­

ferees felt that it could be deferred for a year due to the extreme pres­
sures on the Defense budget. The Conferees urge the Navy to revrul.i­
date this requirement and include it in its Fiscal Year 1977 request tf 
appropriate. 

The Senate reluctantly receded. 

HEADQUARTERS NAVAL DISTRICT, WASHINGTON, D.C.-TINGEY HOUSE 
RESTORATION, $4001000 AND NAVAL HISTORICAL CENTER, $1,304,000 

The Conferees looked at these two projects togethe~ since th~ Hou~e 
had granted both requests while the Senate had demed them m the1r 
bill. The Senate Conferees maintained that neither project represen.~ed 
a defense requirement and that they should possibly be funded With 
non-approprtated funds. The House Conferees insisted that both :proj­
ects would provide a meaningful d~sp~ay of th~ Navy's prou~ hentage 
and would stimulate greater pubhc mterest m Naval. servtce. After 
much discussion the Conferees agreed on a compromtse to approve 
the $400,000 request. for restoration of the Tingey Hol!se for use as a 
ceremonial center smce the Navy has released Admtral s House to 
become the Vice President's residenee. They further agreed to defer 
the Historical Center project in an effort to hold down federal 
spend:i.DR. . . 

Therefore, the Senate receded to the House posit10n on the Tingey 
House request and the House receded to the Senate position on the 
Naval Historical Center. · · 

AICUz--T.EIREE LOCATIONS, $15,700,000 

The Navy had requested ~uthority to acq~ire re~~;l estate or ease­
ments at three locattons (Mtramar Naval Au: Statl~m, $12,~00,900; 
Oceana Naval Station, $1,600,000; and. Naval Atr St~t10n, peed ~teld1 
$2 000 000) for the purpose of protectmg the operational mtegrtty ot 
th~se ;ital airfields. · . 

The Senate Committee, after much deliberation, elected to delete th.Is 
authority because of their concern that the Feder&l Government. m 
"buying off" encroachers would encourage real estate speculation 
around military bases. 

The House approved the N ayY'~ request as submitted. . 
The Conferees discussed th1s tssue at length. Of ser101!-s concern 

was the marked difference in the approach being taken to thts problem 
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by the Air Force and the Navy. The Ai~ Force proposes to acq~ire 
only that real estate off the ends of the1r runways that has a h1gh 
accident proba,bility. The Air Force program is well-defined and is 
estimated to cost about $50 million with $30 million in authority 
already contained in prior year bills. The Navy on the other hand, 
has a much more ambitious program that envisions acquiring real 
(>state and easements for accident hazard and noise control. 

The authority that the Navy is requesting in this bill is pri­
marily for easements to offset the noise problem. The Navy estimates 
that its total program as presently envisioned would cost $500 million 
in current dollars. The Conferees, noting that they will carefully re­
view each Title 10 request that is required before any of the real es­
tate acquisitions are approved for implementation, agreed to retain 
the requested authority with the understanding that the Department 
of Defense will (1) resolve the divergent approaches to the problem 
being taken by the Navy and the Air Force, (2) insure that every 
possible means to protect the integrity of military air bases by co­
operation with local governmental authorities is exhausted. before 
resorting to acquisition of real estate or easements. 

Further, even though 10 U.S.C. 2662 does not specifically require the 
Secretary of a military department to report the acquisition of ease­
ments when the estimated price is more than $50,000, the conferees 
were adamant in their position that the military departments should 
notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives before such easements are acquired. 

NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, SAN DIEGO, CALIF.-RECRUIT PROCESSING 
FACILITY, $5,455,000 

The House approved this project which had been deferred by the 
Senate in its consideration of the bill. During the conference discus­
sion, the House Conferees pointed out the need for tb.e Recruit Process­
ing Center which would replace processing functions now located in 
12 widely separated and aging structures at the base. They further 
pointed out that consolidation of these activities in one location would 
provide substantial cost savings. 

After considerable discussion, the Senate Conferees acknowledged 
the need for this project but insisted that it could be deferred since 
theN avy assigned it a low priority in this year's program. 

The House reluctantly receded. 

NAVAL STATION, PEARL HARBOR, HAWAII-FLEET COMMAND CENTER, 
$7,078,000 

The House deleted this Navy request for reasons of economy, think­
ing it could be deferred for at least a year. The Senate approved the 
project. 

In conference, the Senate pointed out that the present Command 
Center is located in the Pacific Fleet Headquarters building, which 
is a former World War II bomb shelter. They insisted that this 
facility is currently deficient because of structure, power, security and 
available space for expansion. Further, because of lack of space, 
many staff functions had to be dispersed into three widely separated 
World War II buildings. Also, it was pointed out that studies have 
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revealed that it is not economically feasible to· enlarge the existing 
Command Center to aeoommodatethe expanded facilities. 

The House receded. · · 

NAVAL STATION, ROTA, SPAIN--BUILDING ADDITION, $1,783,000 AND AIR 
PASSENGER: TERMINAL EXPANSION, ,422,000 

These two projects were included in the Senate bill but were de~ 
:ferred by the House in· its consider.ation of the legislation. In Con~ 

. ference, the Conferees agreed on the·need for these projects but felt 
that they. should be deferred until negotiations·currently underway 
on U.S. baS& rights in Spain are successfully eoneluded. 

On this basis,-the Senate receded. 

TI'.PLE III-AIR FORCE 

. The House approYed $485,963,000 in new cGnstruction authorization 
for -the :Qepartment of the Air Iforce. The Senate approved $437,~ 
120,000. 

The Gonferees agreed to 11. new total in the .amount of $485,869,000 
which is $94,000 below the House figure·aB.d,$48,149,000 above the 
Senate figure. . · 

Among the major jtenis in Conference which were resolved with 
muCh deliberation are: ' 

· TINKER AFB, OKLA.-liYDRAN'l' REFUELING SYSTEH, f4,071S,OOO 

The House· deleted. this project in its original consideration of the 
bill because the justification emphasized that this Hydrant Refueling 
System .was primarily associated with·· the AWACS aircraft which 
would not be stationed at Tinker until1977. 

The Senate conferees insisted· that this project would serve all large 
cargo tl.ircraft in the inventory today, and that it was necessary for 
the efficient· refueling/defueling capability to ·meet mission require­
ments. 

The House reluctantly receded. 

WRIGHT~PATTERSON AFB, OHIQ---ALTER SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 
ENGINEERING FAOILm·, U,2oo,OOO 

The House approved, bJit the Senate denied this project. The Senate 
Committee felt that this project was not of sufficient priority to war-
rant current authorization. · 

House Conferees pointed out that the engineering functions· are 
currently housed in four buildings which are structurally sound but 
poorly configured and without adequate light levels, acoustical qual­
Ities or proper environmental controls. Further, during 40 years of 
usage, these facilities have undergone many provisional, interior 
adjustments in an attempt to keep pace with improved managerial 
techniques. These adjustments have resulted in non-functional :floor 
layouts and ineffective utility systems. · 

The Senate receded. 

• 
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NATO--AffiCRAFT SHELTERS, ,52,738,000 

This item was one of the most controversial items in the Conference 
and was thoroughly discussed by all Conferees. The original request 
was in the amount of $175,000,000. The Senate deleted the entire 
amount. The House deleted $122,262,200 after receiving testimony to 
the effect that the amount delet~d was for shelters that would not be 
occupied until hostilities began and the costs were not recoupable from 
the ~ATO Infrastructure Program. The House allowed $52,738,000 
for "m-place" aircraft in the United Kingdom, 

During the course of the Conference, the Department of Defense 
provided written agreement that the $52,738,000 would be considered 
part of the NATO eligible program· and that proper steps would be 
taken to insure eventual recoupment of any funds expended. 

After a very thorough and lengthy discussion, the Conferees agreed 
that $52,738,000 would be authorized for "in-place" aircraft in the 
United Kingdom with the assurance by the Department of Defense 
that NATO recoupment will be requested prior to expending any of 
the funds. . 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 

The House approved $109,800,000 in new construction authorization 
for various defense agencies. The Senate approved $44,800,000. 

The Conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $44,800,000 
which is the original Senate figure and is $65,000,000 below the House 
figure. 

Among the major items in Conference which were resolved ·are the 
following: 

· BOLLING/ ANACOSTIA COMPLEX, WASHINGTON, D.C.-DIA BUILDING, 
$70,9oo,ooo 

The original budget request for the DIA Building was in the amount 
of $86,100,000.During consideration by the House Committee, Defense 
witnesses testified they could reduce the original estimate by 
$15,200,000. Therefore, the House authorized $'70,900,000 for the con­
struction of this badly-needed facility. The Senate committee deleted 
the entire request. . 

During the discussion of this project in the Conference Committee, 
the Conferees unanimously agreed that the present facilities of DIA 
at Arlington Hall Station are in deplorable condition. Further, they 
are scattered over the City of Washington in approximately six differ­
ent locations. The House Conferees were adamant in their position, but 
Senate Conferees pointed out that Select Committees in the Senate and 
in the House were presently looking into the entire intelligence com­
munity and it was premature to authorize a building for the DIA 
prior to the report of these two Select Committees. 

After a very lengthy and thorough discussion, the House Conferees 
reluctantly receded. · 
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ENEWETA~--(lLEANUP, $201000,000 

The Defense Nuclear Agency requested $14,100,000 as the first incre­
ment of a $40,000,000 effort to clean up the physical and radioactive 
debris left by the nuclear testing program on Enewetak Atoll. 

The Senate agreed to a one time authorization of $20 million under 
the assumption that the work would be done by U.S. military engineers. 

The House agreed to the request as submitted. 
The Conferees, after much discussion, authorized $20,000,000. Since 

the Conferees fully expect the Department of Defense to minimize 
the total cost through the use of Army engineers and/or Navy Sea­
bees and by limiting the scoye of the cleanup as much as possible 
within the constraints of radiation exposure as set out by the a.epro­
priate Federal agency, it was agreed that the target of $20 million 
for the complete project should be established by the Department of 
Defense. · 

The House receded. 

TITLE V-FAMILY HOUSING 

The Department of Defense presented an authorization request for 
appropriations for military family housing totaling $1,639,876,000. 
This was for 3,444 units of new construction, improvements to exist­
ing housing, operations and maintenance, debt payment, ere. Included 
in this request was $310,639,000 for the transition period of July 1 
through September 30, 1976. The request included a Defense proposal 
to move to a cost limit on new construction of $24 per square foot to 
the five foot line. vice traditional limitations on construction in terms 
of average unit price. . 

The House authorized 3,044 units of new construction and the Senate 
3,043 of that requested ,plus an additional 150 units for Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire. The House did.not approve unit pricing limitations 
based on square :footage· and in lieu thereof approved an average unit 
·price of $35,000 in CONUS and $45,000 in overseas areas, Alaska and 

. Hawaii. The Senate approved the Department's request for the $24 
per square foot cost but to include design, supervision, inspection, and 
overhead costs. . · 

In Conference, the Conferees agreed to authorize 3,031 family·hous­
ing units at an average cost of $35,000 for the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii) and at $45,000 in other areas. The Conferees 
agreed to a new total :for the family housing program of $1,642,883,000 
to include the original amount requested for the transition period. 

In light of the substantial backlog of deferred maintenance, the 
House included an additional $25.,000,000 to assist the Department in 
preserving the existing capital plant. In Conference the Senate receded 
and the amount was authorized with the understanding that the 
$25,000,000 be used only ·for reducing the maintenance backlog and 
not be diverted in any way to other operational uses authorized under 
this section. · 

On this condition, the Senate receded. 
The House included in its approval, inclusion of Guam with the 

higher leasing cost limitations on the domestic leasing program. While 

. -~ 

.. 
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the Senate approved the leasing request as proposed by the Depart­
ment, the Senate receded in Conference to permit the inclusion of 
Guam with the higher limitations. 

The Department proposed legislation to permit it to waive the pro­
hibition on air conditioning housing in Hawaii under certain condi­
tions. Although both the House and Senate agreed waivers should be 
allowed, the House approved such action subject to the approval of 
the Armed Services Committees; the Senate approved the Defense 
request. In Conference, the House receded to the Senate's position with 
the understanding that if air conditioning is allowed, the Department 
of Defense will notify the Committees of such action. 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

The Senate retained language in Section 603 regarding cost varia­
tions that had appeared in previous construction bills. 

The House in an effort to reduce the number of deficiency authori­
zations revised· the language. The revised House language had two 
major impacts: (1) the requirement for a deficiency authorization at 
installation level was replaced by a requirement to notify the Armed 
Services Committees and obtain approval or wait 30 days, and (2) 
the flexibility that the Services had to vary individual projects was 
reduced from 25 percent to 10 percent. , 

The Conferees agreed that the requirement to wait a year for a de­
ficiency authorization was counter-productive and costly. However, the 
restraints imposed on projects by the revised House ~anguage were 
considered too restrictive, so the Conferees agreed on the modified 
language as contained in this report. · 

Section 606 provides unit cost limitations on the construction of 
bachelor enlisted quarters and bachelor officer quarters. The Senate 
bill authorized $39.50 and $42.50 per square foot, respectively. The 
House bill authorized $35 and $37 per square foot, respectively, which 
represented a 12 percent increase over the current limitations to com­
pensate for inflationary cost increases during the past twelve months . 
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Insisting on their position in Conference, the House Conferees pointed 
out that the unit cost limitations have been increased each year since 
1971 for a cumulative increase over that four-year period of more 
than 54 percent. 

The Senate receded. 
The Conferees noted and endorsed the comments in the Senate re­

port regarding the organization of the Administration's bill and 
directed that for future requests the Department of Defense ( 1) 
refrain from the use of omnibus lines except where necessary and 
with prior approval of the Armed Services Committees, (2) minimize 
the use of "phased" and "incremented" projects, and (3) include all 
construction for Defense agencies under the Defense title of the bill. 

JOHN c. STENNIS, 
STUART SYMINGTON, 
HENRY M. JACKSON' 
HowARD W. CANNON, 
IIARRY F. BYRD, JR., 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
JoHN ToWER, 
STROM THURMOND, 
BARRY GoLDWATER, 

Managers on the Part· of the Senate. 
MELVIN PRICE, 
RICHARD H. !CHORD, 
WM. J. RANDALL, 
CHARLEs H. WILSoN, 
RICHARD c. WHITE, 
JACK BRINKLEY, 
MENDEL J. DAVIS, 
BoB WILSoN, 
G. WILLIAM WHITEHURST, 
RoBIN L. BEARD, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
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94TH C9NGRESS} HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { REJ.>ORT 
1st Session No. 94-483 

SEPT.EMBER 17, 1975.-Qrdered to be printed 

Mr. PrucE, from the committee of conference, 
submitted the following 

CONFERENCE REPORT 
[To accompany S. 1247] 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to author­
ize certain construction at military installations, and for other pur­
poses, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

. That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the House and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the House amend­
ment insert the following: 

TITLE I-ARMY 

SEc. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop mili­
tary imtallations and facilities by acquiring, const'l'UOting, converting, 
rehabilitating, or imtalling permanent or temporary public works, in­
cluding land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment for the following acquisition and aomt'rlt()tion: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES. COMMAND 

Defeme Support Aati1.Jity (Fargo Building), Boston, Massachu-
setts, $8,000,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Oarolina, $13~11,.,000. 
Fort Oampbell, Kentucky, $13,680~000. 
Fort Oarson, Oolorado, $10,73~,000. 

57-0060 
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FO'f't Hood, Tewag, $46,'281,000. 
Fort Sam Houston, Tea:aB, $8?'0,000. 
Fort Lewis, WaBhingt()1'/,, $31,861,000. 
Fort GeoTge G. Meade, Maryland, $'2,89'2,000. 
Fort Ord, California, $3'2,'209,000. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, $51,,361,000. 
Fort Richardson, AlaBka, $1,685,000. 
Fort Riley, KansaB, $11,,8?'9,000. 
Fort Stewart/ Hunter Army Airfield, Georgia, $39,480,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE COMMAND 

Fort Benning, Georgia, $J,J,,'E1'E,OOO. 
Fort Eustis, Virginia, $633,000. 
FO'f't Gordon, Georgia, $6,91,5,000. 
Fort Jaekson, South Carolina, $11,,546,000. 
Fort Know, Kentucky, $1,2,898,000. 
Fort Lee, Virginia, $?'19,000. 
Fort McClellan, Alabama, $J,1,090,000. 
FO'f't Rucker, Alabama, $13$39,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklalwma, $1li,7?''E,OOO. 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $4,984,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COlllMAND 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, $7,000,000. 
Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center, Texas, $641£,000. 
Army Materials and Mechanics Research Center, Massachusetts, 

$976/)00. 
Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, $'2'22,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, $1,571,000. 
SierraArm;y Depot, California, $1,160,000. 
White Sands Missile Ranqe, New Mexico, $3,?'15,000. 
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $778,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY COMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 

Fort Huachuea, Arizona, $?',/517.000. 
Camp Roberts, Calif~a, $416,000. 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

United States Military Academy, WestPoint, New York,$3,883,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY HEALTH SERVIGES COMMAND 

Fort Detrick, Maryl,and. $97'2,000. 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, District of Colum­

bia, $3,580,000. 
POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locations: Air Pollution Abatement, $5,779,000. 
Various locations: Water Pollution Abatement, $51,961,000. 

.. 
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DINING FACILITIES MODERNIZATION 

Various locations, $16,54?' /)00. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

Various locations, $31,963/)00. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

V ari01'/,8 locations, $'2,65'2,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNITED STATES FORCES COMMAND 

Fort Buehanan, Puerto Rico1 $'2,480,000. 
F M't Sherman, Canal Zone, :51,400 /)00. 

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY, KOREA 

Various locations, $9,'281 ,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY SECURITY AGENCY 

Various locations, $1 ,1?'6,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY, EUROPE 

Germany, various locations, $20,599,000. 
Camp Darby, Ita};y, $3,589,000. 
Various locations: For the United States share of the cost of multi­

lateral programs for the acquisition or C01'/,8truction of military facili­
ties and installations, including international military headquarters, 
for the collective defense of the North Atlantic Treaty Area, $80,000,-
000 and an additional $'20,000,000 for the period July 1, 19?'6, through 
September 30, 1976. Within thirty days after the end of each quarter,_ 
the Secretary of the Army shall furnish to the Committees on Armea 
Services and on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Repre­
sentatives a descripti()1'1, of obligatwns incurred aB the United States' 
share of 8UCh multilateral programs. 

NUQLEAB WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $31,,000,000. 

EMERGENCY -CONSTRUCTION 

SEo. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop 
Army installations and facilitws by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by ·changes in A'l"r171J! 'mlissions and responsibilities which 
ha1Je been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security consideTations, ('E) 
new weapons developments, (9) new and 'lll!l.foreseen research and 
development requirements, or (4) impToved production schedules, if 
the Seareta:ry of Defense determitnes that deferral of 8't«Jh const'l'UC­
fiotn. fM' inclusion in the newt Military C()1'1,8t~ Authorization 
Act would be inc01'1,8i,stent with interests of nationalsemurity1 and in 
connection therewith to ac(/'l"ire, C01'1,8t'f'UCt, convert, Tehabilitate, lYI' 
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iiMtalt pe'l'rfWJrU3nt ?r temporary pUblic WfJr:~s, itnoludin!J.land acr;uisi­
tion, site preparatwn, appurtenan.oes, utu'ttus, and equ'tpment, 'tn t~e 
total amount of $10,000,000. The Secretary of the A~y, · or h~s 
designee shall notify the Oowmittee on Armed Sermces of the 
Senate ~nd House of Representatives, immediately upo:" reMhing 
a final decision to implement, of the cost of construotwn of any 
public work undertaken 'IJI!Ule'f' this section, itnoludiJng those real es­
tate Mtions pertaining thereto. This authorization shall ewpire upon 
enaotment of the fiscal yea'!' 1~77 Military. O()I(I}Jt'f'Uatio?t Aut"":ori~a­
tion Act ewcept /01' those p'liblw WO'f'ks proJects conaernmg which the 
Oom;mittees on Armed Services of the Senate runii House of Repre­
sentatives have been notified pu1'suant to this section pri01' to that 
date. 

DEFWI:tpivay A.UTHOBIZA.TIONS 

SEc. 103. (a) Section 108(a), Public Law 88-390 C::. ameruJed, is 
amended under theheading 11 INsiDE'l'HE UNITED STATES 'tn sectwn 101 
as.joUows: . . . . 

(1) With respect to Letterman General Hosp'ttal, Oaliforma, stnke out 
11iJS15,424,000" and insert in place thereof. "$15,704,000". . . . 

(b) Public Law 88-390 as amended, 'tS amended by stnktnfj out ~n 
clause (1) of section 602 "$257,098,000" and "$308,1159,000" a.nd ~nserting 
in place tliereof "$257,378,000" and 11$308,439,000'', respectively. 

SEc. 104. (a) Public Law 9o-110, as am~nded, .is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" tn sectwn 101 as joUows: 

With respect to Fort Lee, Virginia, strike out "·~2,575,000" and insert 
in P..lace thereof "$3,6115,000''. · · · 

(b) Public Law 90-110, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 802 "$288,3155,000" and "$391 ,7 48,000" and 
insert_ing in place thereof 11$289,3915/)00" and '. '$392,788,000", re-
specttvely. . 

SEo. 105. (a) Public Law 92-145, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "iNSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in .section 101 as .Jollf>ws: 

With respect to Walter Reed Army Medwal Genter, D'tB.trwt of Co­
lumbia, strike out "$112,500,000" and insert in place thereof "·~134,6152,-
000." 

(b) Public Law 92-1415, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 702 "$363,626,000" and "$405,607,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$385,778,000" and "·M27,759,000", re-
psectively. . 

SEc. 106. (a) Publw Law 93-166, as amended, is amended un.de'f' the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 101 as follows: 

(1) With respect to FO'f't Polk, Louisiana, strike out "$29./376,00()" 
and insert in place thereof "~44,15~6,000". . . 

(2) With respeot to Eglzn A't'f' Force Base. Florida, stnlce out 
"$2.9!i0.()()0" and insert in place thereof "$3,461 ,000". 

(3) With 'f'espeat to Fort Ruake'f', Alabama, strike out "$3,987,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$4,810,000". 

(4) With respect to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, strike out "$44,-
482,000" runii inse'f't in plMe thereof "$54,B83,000". 

( 5) With respect to Aeronautical Der;ot M aintenan.oe Center, Texas, 
strike out "$6./384,000" and insert in plMe thereof "$7,'1153,000" .. 

(6) With respect to Natwlc Laboratories, Massachusetts, strike out 
"$/IJ6,000," p.nd insert in place thereof "$617,000" . 

.. 
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(7) With respect to White Stmds Missile Range, New Mexico, strike 
out "$3,843,000" and inse'f't in plMe thereof "$6./]39,000". 

(8) With respect to Yuma Proving Ground, Arkona, strike out 
"$6,47~,000" runii insert in plMe thereof "$7 ,991 ,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended by striking out 
in clause (1) of section 602 "·~485,827,000" and "$599,927,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$517,457,000" and ".'$631,557,000", re­
spectively. 

SEc. 107. (a) Public, Law 93-552 is amended under the heading 
uiNBIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 asfoUows: 

(1) With respect to Fort Benning, Georgia, strike out "$36,827,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$37,156,000". 

(2) With respect to Fort Jackson, South Carolina, strike out "·$19,078,-
000" and insert in place thereof u$21,269,000". 

(i)) Public Law 93-552 is amended under the,heading "OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES" in section 101 asfoUows: 

With respect to Fort Buckner, Okinawa, strike out "·$532,000," and 
insert in place thereof "$91,.4,000". 
. (c) Public Law 93-552 is amended by striking out in clause (1) of 
section 602 u$491,695,000", "$120,184,000", and "$611,879,000" 
and inserting in place thereof "$1,.94,215,000", "$120,596,000", and 
"$614,811 ,000", respectively. 

TITLE II-NAVY 

SEc. 201. The SeC'f'etary of the Navy may est®lish 01' develop mUi­
tary installations runii facilitiss by acquiring, const'f'UCtiJng, conve'f'ting, 
rehabilitating, 01' installmg 'f.6rmanent or tempO'l'ary pUblic works, 
includinf! land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equ~pmentj01' the following acqui&ition and ~()I(I}Jt'f'UCtion: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

THIRD NAVA.LDIBTBICT 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut, $17,513,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Ea:rle, New Je'f'sey, $879/)00. 
Naval Unde'f'Wate'f' Systems Genter, New London, Dresden, New 

York, $150,000. 
NA.VA.L DISTRICT, WASHINGTON 

Naval Distriot, Washington, Distwt of Columbia, $J,IJOIJOO. 
Naval Resea'f'ch Laboratory, Washington, Di8t'f'Wt of Oolumbia, 

$4,8B4,000. 
National Naval Medical Cente'f', Bethesda.. Ma7"!fland, $100,000,000. 
Uniformed Services Umve'f'sity of the Health Sciences, Bethesda, 

M a'f"JJland. $64,900,000. 
Naval Ship Research Development Cente'f', Oarde'f'oclc, Maryland, 

$550/)00. 
Naval Su1'face Weapons Oente'f', Dahlgren, Virginia, $e.j!J75,000. 

FIFTH NA.VA.L DIBTBIOT 

Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training Cente'f', Atlantic, Dam 
Neale, Virgim.ia, $4,383,000. 
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Commatnder in Chief, Atlantic Fleet, Norfolk, Virginia, $4;2/IJ,OOO. 
Naval Air Station Oceana, Virginia, $3;293,000. 
Naval lVeapons Station, Yorktown, Virginia, $14,74$,000. 

SIXTH NA.VAL DISTRIOT 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, $~,557,000. 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, $3~~,000 
Naval Station, Ill ayport, FlO'f'ida, $3,169,000. 
Naval Hospital, Orlanilo, FlO'f'ida, $~,978/)00. 
Naval Training Center, Orlando, FlO'f'ida, $5,588,000. 
Naval A irStation, Pemacola, FlO'f'ida, $4;28'2,000. 
Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, $500,000. 
Charleston Naval Shiward, Charleston,South Carolina, n,7 48,000. 
Fleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, Charleston, 

South Carolina, $~50,000. 
Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina, $~,100,000. 
Polaris Missile Facility Atlantic, Charleston, South Carolina, 

$195,000. 
BIGH'I'H NA.VAL DISTRIOT 

Naval Personnel'Center, New Orleans, LO'IdBimna, $~1~00,000. 
Naval Support Activity, New Orlean11, Louisiana, $1,856,000. 

NINTH N..4.V..4.L DIS'I'RIOT 

Naval Training Center, Great Lake~, lllinoUi.) $10,448,000. 
Navy Public Works Center, Great Lakes, /lt.inoUi, $1,151,000. 

PJLJiJVJiJN'I'H N..4.V..4.L DISTRIOT 

National Parachute Test Range, El Centro, California, $1,345,000. 
Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Califorina, $3~~~,000. 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, California,$~0,7/IJ,OOO. 
Naval Air Station, North bland, California),$13,817,000. 
Naval Electronics Laboratory Center, ;:san Diego, California, 

$3,795,000. 
'I'WPJLFTH N..4.V..4.L DISTRIOT 

Naval Weapons Station, Concord, California,$~4,000. 
Naval Air Station, Ill olfett Field, California, $~,400,000. 
Naval Air Station, Fallon~ Nevada, $554,000. 

THIRTJiJPJNTH NAVAL DISTRIOT 

Naval Regional Medical Center,. Brerne,rton, Washington, $~9,-
959,000. 

N aval.Air Station, Whidbey/sland, Washington, $1 ,08~,000. 

FOURTJiJJiJNTH NAVAL DISTRIOT 

Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $7,078,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, Pearl llarb&, Ha~oaii, $~,605,000. 
Naval Communication Station, H onolttlu, Wahiawa, Hawaii, 

$~,500,000. 
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MA.RINPJ OORPS 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N&th Carolina, $13,~3,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N&th Carolina, 

$3,547,000. 
Marine Corps .Air Station, New River, North Carolina, $1,983,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina, $1J,78~,000. 
Marine Corps .Air Station, Yuma, .Arizona, $1,164,000. 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, California, $700,000. 
Ill arine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, $9,480,000. 
Marine Corps .Air Station, El Toro, Calif&nia, $1J,OOO,OOO. 
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California, $3,159,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii, $5,410,000. 

TRIDPJNT FAOILITIPJS 

Various locations: Trident facilities, $186,967,000, of which not 
more than $7,000,000 shall be available for community impact assist­
ance as authorized by section 608 of Public Law 93-55~. 

POLLUTION ABATJiJMJiJNT 

Various locations: Air pollution abatement, $3;26B,OOO. 
Various locations: Water pollution abatement, $#,~7,000. 

JiJNBRGY OONSBRVATION 

Various locatiom, $~8,~8,000. 

NUOLJiJAR W'Ji1..4.PONS SJiJOUBITY 

Various locations, $6,580,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

TJiJNTH N..4.V..4.L DISTRIOT 

Atlantic Fleet Weapons Range, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, 
$B,1~8,000. 

..4.TL..4.NTIO 001!1..4.N ABJiJ..4. 

Naval Air Station, Bermuda, $78,000. 
Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, $3;264,000. 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, $450,000. 

IND1..4.N 001!1..4.N ..4.RBA 

Naval Support Activity, Diego Ga'l'cia, Chagos Archipelago, 
$13,800,000. 

PAOIII'IO 001!1..4.N ..4.B1!JA 

Naval Communication Station, Finegayan, Guam, Mariana Islands, 
$1 ;200,000. 

POLLUTION AB..4.T1!JM1!JNT 

Various locations: W ate'l' Pollution Abatement, n50,000. 

1!JMPJBG:1!JNOY OONS'l'BUCTION 

SEc. ~B. The Secretary of the Navy may establUih or develop N av11 
installations and facilities by proceeding with oonst'I'UOtion made 
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necessary by changes in Navy 111,is8ion8 and responsibilities which have 
beert occasioned by (1) unforeseen security cortsiderations, (!8) new 
weapons developments, ( 3) new and unforeseert research and develop­
~Jnent require~Jnents: or ( 4) i1nproved production schedules, if the Secre­
tary of Defense determines that deferral of such comtruction for in­
clusion in the ne{f)t Military Oonstruction Authorization Act would be 
irtoonsistent with intm•ests of national security, and in connection 
therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install perma­
nent or tempora1'Y public works, irtoluding land acqui8ition, site prep­
aration. appurtena111"es, utilities, and equip~Jnent, in the total amount 
of $10,000,000. The Secretary of theN avy, or his desiqnee, shall notify 
the CO'ln'lnittees on AT'Jned Services of the Senate and House of Repre­
sentatimes, immediately upon reaching a deoi8ion to implement, of the 
cost of construction of any public works undertaken under this section, 
irtoluditng those real estate actions pertaitning thereto. This authoriza­
tion shall eilJpire upon enaot~Jnent of the fiscal year 1977 Military Con­
struction Authorization Act, ewcept for those public works projects 
oortoerning which the CO'ln'lnittees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives have been notified pursUQ/fl,t to this sec­
tion prior to that date. 

DEFIOiliJNOY A.U'l'HQRIZA.TIONS 

SEc. 203. (a) Public Law 90--408, as amended, is amended under 
the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in sectWn 201 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Naval Coastal Systems Laboratory, Panama Gity, 
Florida, strike out "l$9,397,000" and insert in place thereof <~$11,321,-
000". 

(2) With respect to Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, California, 
strike .out "i$1 ,847,000" and insert in place thereof "$2,064,000". 

(b) Public Law 90-408, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (!8) of section 802 <~$f844,059,000" and "$250,9!84,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$246,!800,000" and <~$f853,065,000", respectively. 

SEc. !!04. (a) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 201 as follows: 

(1) With respect to OMEGA NavigatU:m StatU:m, Haiku, Oahu, 
Hawaii, strike out "$3,16!!,000" and insert in place thereof "$3,762,000". 

(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
~lau~e (2) of section 602 "$247,869,000" and "$275,007,000" and insert­
%ng %n place thereof "$248,469,000" and "$275,607,000", respectively. 

SEc. 205. (a) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INsiDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 201 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, strike 
out 11$5,316,000" and insert in place thereof "$7,916,000". 

(2) With respect to Naval Shipyard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, Washing­
ton, strike out "$5,992,000" and insert in place thereof "·1i7,792,000". 

(b) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of sectU:m 702 "$488,493,000" and 11$533,410,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$492,893,000" and "$537,810,000", respectively. 

SEe. 206. (a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDEPHE UNITED STATEs" insection201 asfollows: 

(1) With respect to Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Kittery, 
Maine, strike out "$!8,817,000" and insert in place thereof ".'IJ5,617,000" . 

• 
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(2) With respect to Naval StatU:m, Norfolk, Virginia, strike out 
"$18,183,000" and insert in place thereof "$!!0,472,000". 

(3) With respect to Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Cali­
fornia, strike out "·~6,808,000" and insert in place thereof "$11 ,508,000". 

(4) With respect to Navy Public Works Genter, San Diego, California, 
strike out "$2,471 ,000" and insert in place thereof "$5,982,000". 

( 5} With respect to Puget Sound Navy Shipyard, Bremerton, Wash­
ington, strike out "$!8,300,000" and insert in place thereof "$3,531,000". 

(6) With respect to Namal Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, strike 
out "$4,060,000" artd insert in pla,ae thereof "$4,8!84,000". 

(7) With respect to Marine Corps Air Station, Gher'1"!f Point, North 
Carolina, strike out "$1,8!81,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$9,700/)00". 

(8) With respect to Marine Corps Air Station, New River, North 
Carolina, strike out "$3.JM,.5,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$6,755,000". 

(9) With respect to Marine Corps S1tpply Center, Barstow, Cali­
fornia, strike out "$6.jJ10,000" and vnsert in place thereof "$6,862,000". 

(10) With respect to Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Hawaii. strike out "$li¥988,000" and insert in place thereof" $6,495,000". 

(b) PUblic Law 93-166, as a~Jnended, is a~Jnended by striking out in 
clause (!8) of section 602 "$5!82/)06/)00" and "$580,839,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$549,849,000" and "$608,68!8/)00", respectively. 

SEc. 207. (a) Public Law 93-55!8 is a~Jnended under the heading "IN­
BIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section f801 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, strike 
out "$6,893,000" and insert in place thereof "$9,!814,000". 

(!8) With respect to Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, strike out 
"$3,!839.000" and insert in place thereof "$3,654,000". . 

(3/ With respect to Naval Air 8tation, Corpus Christi, TeilJas, strike 
out' $1,830,000" and insert in place thereof "$5,430,000". 

(4) With respect to Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, strike 
out "$11,77!8,000" and insert in place thereof "$13,73!8,000'. 

(5) With respect to Naval Air Station, North Island, California, 
strike out "$1!8,9.t,:J,OOO" and insert in place thereof "$14.,903,000". 

(6) With respect to Namal Station, Adak, Alaska, strike out "$7,-
697,000" and insert in place thereof "$10,64£,000". 

(7) With respect to Puget Sound Naval Shiward, Bre~Jnerton, 
W ashitngton, strike out "$393,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$6!83 ,000". . 

(B) With respect to Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Hawaii, strike out "$5,497,000" and insert itn place thereof "$5,606,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-552 is a~Jnended by striking out in clause (!8) 
of section 50!8 "$509.,498,000" and "$550.,956,000" and inserting in place 
thereof "$5!83,038,000" and "$564,496/)00", respectimely. 

TITLE III-AIR FORCE 

S&c. 301. The Secrefa1"!J of the Air Force may establish or develop 
milita1"!J installations and f(L(J{litie8 by acquiring, constructing, con­
vertitng, rehabilitatitng, or installitng pe1"manent or tempora1"!J public 
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w01'ks, including land acguisition., site preparation, appurtena'IUJes, 
utilities, and equipment f01' the following acquisition and cO'Mtruc­
tion: 

!NSlDE THE UNITED STATES 

Al!JBOSPAOE DEFENSE COMMAND 

Tyndall Air F01'ee Base, Panama Oity, Florida, $10,697/)00. 

AIR FORGE LOGIST/OS COMMAND 

Kelly Air F01'ee Base, &unAntonio, Tereas, $4,366,000. 
MeOlella;n Air Force Base, Saoram.ento, California, $3,461/)00. 
Newark Air Force Station, Newark, 0 hio, $1!,117,000. 
RobitruJ Air Foree Base) Warne?- Robins, Georqia, $6,517,000. 
Tinker Air Foree Base, Oklahoma Oity, Oklahoma, $11!,179,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, $8,038,000. 

AIR FOROE SYST1!JMS COMMAND 

Edwards Air Foree Base, M uroe, California, $5,330,000. -
l£qlinAir Foree Base Valpariso,Florida, $8,390,000. 
Kirtland Air Foree Base, Albuquerque, New Medeo, $5,373,0()() 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Oolum.bus Air Foree Base, Oolumbus, Mississippi, $1,453,000. 
Oraig Air Foree Base, Selma, Alabama, $419,000. 
Keesler Air Foree Base, Biloxi, Mississippi, $43,140,000. 
Lackland Air Foree Base, San Antonio, Tereas, $104,596,000. 
Lauqhlin Air Foree Base, Del Rio, Tewas, $11,017,000. 
Lowry Air Foree Base, Denver, Colorado, $9,161!,000. 
Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tereas. $5,11!8,000. 
Vance Air Foree Base, Enid, Oklahoma, $1,1!70,000. 
Webb Air Foree Base, Big Spring TeGJas,$4,:'181!,000. 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

EielsonAir Foree Base, Fairbanks, Alaska, $471,000. 
Elmendorf Air Force Base, A'Mhorage, Alaska, $568,000. 
Various locations, $11!,468,000. 

HEADQUARTJIJRS COMMAND 

Andrews Air Foree Base, Oam.p SpringB, Maryland, $6.j}06.000. 
Bollinq Air Force Base, Washington, District of Colum.bia, $3,089,-

000. 
MILITARY AIRLIFT OOMJlAND 

Altus Air Foree Base, Altus, 0 klahoma, $996,000. 
McChord Air Force Base, Tacom.a, Washington, $1,189,000. 
MaGuire Air Foree Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey, $1,740,000. 
Scott Air F01'ee Base, Belleville, Illitnois, $1,488,000. 

.. 
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STRATI!JGIQ AIR COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California, $3,590,000. 
Carswell Air Force Base, Fort W01'th, Tereas, $1.j}91J,OOO. 
Fairchild Air F01'ce Base, Spokane, Washin ton, $1,000,000. 
Grifftss Air F 01'ce Base, Rome, New Y 01'k, ,000. 
Kincheloe Air Force Base, Kinross, Michigan, $670,000. 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, $61!1!,000. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Om.aha, Nebraska, $1,¥17 /)00. 
Plattsburg hAir F 01'ce Base, Plattsburgh, New Y 01'k, $400,000. 
Vandenberg _Air Force Base, Lom.poc, California, $1!,696,000. 
W urtsm.ith Air Force, Base, Oscoda, M ichiga;n, $447,000. 

• TAOTICAL AIR OOMMAND 

0 annon Air Force Base, Clovis, New M ereico, $1,876,000. 
Ge01'ge Air Foree Base, Victorville, Oalifornia,$3.646,000. 
Langley Air Force:Base,Hampton, Virginia,$1,396,000~ 
·Luke Air Foree Base, Glendale, A.'l'kona,$439,000. 
Mountain H 01M Air Foree Base, MountainHome, Idaho, $8,541,000. 
Nellis Air F 01'ce Base, Las Vegas, Nevada, $990,000. 
Seymour Johnson Air Foree Base, GoldsbfJ1'01 N<Wth Oarolina, 

$611!,000. 
POLLUTION ABA'l'l!JJll!JNT 

Various locations: Air Polltution Abatement,$600,000. 
V ariousloeations: Water Pollution Abatement, $10,098,000. 

ENERGY CON8l!JRVA'l'ION 

Various locations, $43.J}51J,OOO. 

, SPl!JCIAL FACILITIES 

Variousloeations, $9,866,000. 

·NUOLl!JAR Wl!JAPONS Sl!JOURITY 

V ariousloeatiOnB, $7,909,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNI'l'JIJD FJTATI!JS AIR FORCES IN l!JUROPE 

Germany. $5,346,000. 
United Kingdom., $13,5f!UJOO. 
Various locations, $7 4,738,000. 

UNITl!JD FJTATJIJS AIR FOROl!J FJEOURITY Sl!JRVICE 

Various locations, $981,000. 

8Pl!JCIAL FAQILI'l'll!JEI 

VariouslocatiOnB, $1!,666,000 . 
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NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $5,591,000. 

CLASSIFIED INSTALLATIONS 

SEc. 30~. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
classified military in~Jtallations mnd fcwilities by acquiring, construct­
ing, converting, rehabilitating, and installing permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurte­
nances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $3.f}8~,000. 

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 303. The Secretary of the Air FO'I'Ce may establish or develop 
Air Force i'Mtallations and facilities by p1'(Jceeding with c0n8truc­
tion made necessary by changes in Air F oroe missi0n8 and responsibil­
ities which have been oooasioned by ( 1) unforeseen security o0n8id­
erati0n8, (~) new weap0n8 developments, (9) new and unforeseen re­
searoh and development requirements, or ( #) imp?'Oved production 
schedules, if the SefJ1'etary of Defeme determines that deferral of 8UCh 
c0n8truction for inol!tunon in the newt Military COn8truction Authori­
zation Act would be ineO'Mistent with interests of national security, 
and in aonneotion therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, 
or in~Jtall permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui­
sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the 
total amount of $10,000,000. The Seoretary of the Air Force, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the 8enate 
and House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final 
decision to implement, of the cost of con~Jtruction of any public work 
undertaken under this section, including th!Jse real estate acti0n8 
pertaining thereto. This authorization shall empire upon enactment 
of the ftscal year 1977 Military Con8truction Authorization Act, 
emoept for those public works projects ooncerning which the Commit­
tees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
have been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 30#. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 91-511, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATE'S" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "A.IR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Temas, strike out "$310,000" and 
i'Mert in place thereof "$37 5 .000". 

(~) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" With re­
spect to Reese Air Force Base1 Lubbock, Temas, st1'ike out "$1,0#7,000" 
and insert in place thereof ":;;1,110,000". 

(3) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Webb Air Force Base. Big Spring, Temas, strike out "$34-9,000" and 
in8ert in place thereof "$416,000". 

(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, i8 further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of seation 60~ ''$1~,139,000" and "$~56,385,000" and 
in8erting in place thereof "$19~,3~8,000" and "$~56,580,000", 
respeatively. 

SEa. 305. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 9~-1#5, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) U~r the 8UlJheading "AIR TRAINING OOMJfAND" with respect 
to Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado, stnke out "$8,4-35,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$8,90~,000". 

.. 
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(b) Public Law 9$-.-1#5, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 7~ "$~~6,697,000" and "$~47,560,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$~~7 ,164/)00 and "$~48,027,000", respea-
~~ . . . . 

SEc. 306. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 9$-.-5#5, as•amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) U·nder the subheading "AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND" with 
respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California,. strike out 
"$534.fJOO" and insert in place thereof "$8~8,000". 

(b) Public Law ~-5#5, as anwnded, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 7~ "$~34,125,000'' and "$~9~,683,000" and 
in~Jerting in place thereof "$~34,#19,000" and "$~~.p77,000", respec­
tively. 

SAY/. 307. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 93-166, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "sTRATEGIC AIR COMMAND" with respect 
to Kincheloe Air Force Base, Kinross, Michigan, strike out "$2,#30,-
000" and in~Jert in place thereof "$~,893,000". • 

(b) Section 301 of Public Law 93-166, as amended, w amended 
under the heading "OuTSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE" 
with respect to Germany, strike out "$5,181,000" and in~Jert in place 
thereof "$6,66.'1,000". 

(~) Under the subheading "UNI~ED STATES AIR FORCE 80UTHEf1N 
coMMAND" with respect to Ho'ward A~r Force Base, Canal Zone, stnke 
out "$9~7 ,000" and i'Mert in place thereof "$1,8~7,000". 

(a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is. further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of seation 6~ "$~0,7~,000", "$~1/10~.{)00" and 
$~3,0~9,000" and inserting in pla<fe thereof '~$~61,190,000", "$'23,-
684-,000" and "$~58,874.{)00", respeotilvely. 

SEc. 308. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 93-55~, is amended under 
the heading "INSIDE THI<' UNIT ED STATES" as follows.' 

(1) Under the subheading "AIR TRAil'liNG coMMAND" with respect to 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Temas, strike out "$836,000" and in~Jert 
in place thereof "$1 ,194,000". 

(~) U·nder the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respeot 
to Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tewas, strike out "$776,000" and 
imert in place thereof "$1 ,673.{)00". 

(b) Public Law 93-55~ is further aonended by striking out in clause 
(3) of section 60~ "$307,786,000" and "$390,773,000" and in~Jerting in 
place thereof "$309,04-J ,000" and "$39~,0~8,000", respectively. 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIE8 

SEc. 401. The Secretary of Defense may establish OT develop rn:ili­
tary installatiom and facilities by aoquiring, c0n8tructing, convertvng, 
rehabilitating, or i'Mtalling permanent or temporary public 'I!'?T.ks, 
including land aoquisition, ~rtte r:eparation, appur;tenanees., .u.tilztU38, 
and equipment, for defense agencws for the followzng acq:u:t~J'ttzon and 
o0n8truotion: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

DEFENSE JIAPPING A.GENOY 

Defen8e Mapping Agency Topogra1)hio Center, Bethesda, Mary­
land, $195,000. 

S,Rept. 94·376 ••• 2 

H, Rept. 94-483 ••• 2 
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Dl!JFENSE SUPPLY AGENOY 

Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennes8ee, $377,000. 
Defeme Electronics Supply Center, Dmyton, Ohio, $96,000. 
Defeme Fuel Support Point, Melville, Newport, Rhode Island, 

$35te,OOO. 
DefenBe Fuel Support Point, Norwalk, California, $197,000. 
DefenBe Property Dispo8al Office, Colorado Springs, Colorado, 

$4/1),000. . 
DefenBe Pr'operty Disposal Office, Elmendorf, Al(Mka, $403,000. 
Defenae Proper'ty Disposal Office, Monter'ey, California, $635,000. 
Defenae Per'sonnel Support Center, Philadelphia, Pertm.8ylvania. 

$1,400,000. . 
NATIONAL SEGURITY AGFJNOY 

Fort Geor"ge G. Meade, Maryland, $3,01~,000. 

POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locatiOnB: Air' Pollution Abatement, $~,4~6,000. 
Various locationa: Water Pollution Abatement, $3tete,OOO. 

FJNJ!IRGY OONSFJRVATION 

Various loeationa, $175,000. 

OuTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

DEFENSE NUOLEAR AGENOY 

Johnston Atoll, $1,.,033,000. 
Enewetak Auroiliary Airfield, $~0,000,000. 

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENOY 

Defenae Property Disposal Of/lee, Nuremberg, Germany, $500,000. 
DefenBe Pr'operty Disposal Office, 8eckenheim, Germany, $~37,000. 

FJMFJRGENOY OONSTRUOTION 

8Eo. 40~. The 8eoretary of Defense may establish or develop in­
atallationa and facilities whioh he determines to be vital to the seourity 
of the Umted States, and in oonnection therewith to acquire, oon­
struct, con1Jert, rehabilitate, or inatall permanent or temporary public 
works, inoluding land acquisition, site pepar'ation, appurtenanoes, 
utilities, and equipment in the total amount of $10,000,000. The Sec­
retary of DefenBe, or his designee, shall notify the Oommpttees. on 
Ar"med Services of the Senate and House of Representatwes, 2m­
mediately upon reaching a final deei.sion to implement, of the cost of 
oonatruction of any public works undertaken under tlds section, 
inoluding real estate actiona pertaining thereto. 

DFJFIOIENOY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 40.'11. (a) Public Law ~-545, (J.8 amended, is amended under' the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED 8TATEs" under the subheading "DEFENSE 
SUPPLY AGENCY" in seotion 401 (J.8 follows: 

With respeot to DefenBe General Supply Oenter, Richmond, Vir­
ginia, strike out "$1,171,000" and insert in plaoe thereof "$1,365,000". 

(b) Publio Law 9~-545, (J.8 amended, is amended by striking otbt in 
clause (1,.) ~of seotion 70~ "$33,001,.,000" and inaer#ng in place ther"eof 
"$33,198,000". 
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.. SEc. 404. (a) Pul>Uc Law 93-166, (M amended, is amended under the 
heading "DEFENSE SuPPLY AGENCY" in section 401 as follows: 

With ·respect to "De.fenae Depot, Tracy, Oalifornia", strike out 
"$747,000" and inaert in place thereof "$1,384,000". 

(b) ,P'Ilhlic L(l!J.o 93-d66, (M· amended, is amended by striking out in 
claJU.8e .. (4) ot, sectiow Bote ',1$10,000,000" and inaerti'lt,{J in place thereof 
"$10,637 ,000 '· 

TITLE V-MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING 

AUTHORIZATION TO OONSTRUOT OR AOQUIRE HOUSING 

SEc. 501. (a) '/!.he. Secretary of Defenae, or his designee, is author­
ized to oonatruct· or aequir'e sole inter'est in eroisting family housing 
units in .the number's and at the looationa hereinafter named, but no 
family housing •cOnJJtruction.shall be OO'fl1/mll,noed at any suoh locationa 
in, the United States until the Se(}r'etary shall.hav-eoonsulted with the 
Se(}r'etary of the Department of Housing and Ur'ban Development (M 
to the availab'ility of suitable private housing at 8UOh locationa. If 
.agr"eement. oannot be r'eaehed with respect 'bo the availability of suit­
able private housing at any location, the Se(}r'etary of Defenae shall 
notify the Oommitte88 onAr"med 8ervioes of the Senate and the House 
·of· Repesentutives, in writing, of such differ'eru;e of opinion, and no 
aontract for cOnBt'rrwtion at suoh location shal~ be entered into for a 
period ·of.,:thirty days after suoh notification has been given. ThUJ au­
thority shall inoluile .. tive (J,uthonty to acquire land, and interests in 
land, by gift, purohase, ewchange of Government-owned land, or 
otherwise. 

(b) ~With rMpeot,to the family housinp•.wnits authorized to be con-
~ st7'UCted by thi& seotion, the Se(}r'eta'ff!j of Defeme ia authorized to ac­

quire sole i'ltiter'est in privatelty owned or Department of Housing 
f1lfiJd Urban Development held family housing units in lwu of con­
.stm,t,(Jting all or a po'Ption of tM family hOU!Jing authorized by thi.a 
section if he, fJ!I' his desiunee, determi.tn.es suoh aotion to be in the best 
interests of the United States; but any family housing wnita Mf(Uired 
under authorrity. of this sul>section shall not e(llceed the coat l~mita­
tiona specified in section 50~ of this Aot or the limitationa on size 
specified in section ~84 of title 10, United States Oode. In no e(Me 
may family housing units be aoqwired under this sul>section through 
the eweroise of ernilnent domain authority; and in no e(J.8e may family 

·housing wnits other than those authorized by this seotion be aoquired 
in lieu of conatruction unless the acquisition of 8UOh units is hereafter 
specifically authorized by law. 

(c) The Department of the Army, two thousand one hundred units, 
$73,500,000: 

Fort Orvl, Oalifornia, three hundred and fifty units. 
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Airfield, GeOr'gia, se1Jen hundred 

and fifty units. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, one thousand units. 

(d) The Department of the Navy, siw hundred and se1Jenty-eight 
units, $~3,730,000: 

Naval Facility, Nantucket, M(J.8sachusetts, eighteen units. 
Marine Oorps B(J.8e, Oamp Lejeune. North Oarolina, two hun-

dred and fifty units. ' 
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N(I!Val Oomplem, Bang01', Washington, four hundred units. 
Naval Radio Station, Sugar Grove, West Virginia, ten units. 

COST LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 5~. (a) Authorizations for the construction of family housing 
r:ovided in section 501 of this Act shall be ~tubject, under 8UCh regula­
twns as the Secretary of Defense may prescribe, to the limitations on 
cost prescribed in subsections (b) and (c), which shall include shades, 
screens, ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed equipment and 
fimtures, the cost of the family unit, design, supervision, inspection, 
over'!ead, the_ proportf~n:ue costs of land acquisition, site preparation, 
and ~nstallatwn of utilitws. 

(b) The average unit cost for all units of family huusing constructed 
in the United States (other than Alaska and Hawaii) shall not exceed 
$35,000 and in no event shall the cost of any unit emceed $51,000. 

(c) When family housing units are constructed in areas other than 
those areas specified in sUbsection (b), the afiJerage cost of all such 
units shall not emceed $45,000, and ~n no event shall the cost of any 
unit exceed $51,000. 

(d) Notwithstanding the limitations contained in prior Military 
Oonstruction Authorization Acts on cost of construction of family 
housing1 the limitations on such cost contained in this section !!hall 
apply to all prior auth01'izations f01' construction of family housing 
not heretof01'e repealed and for which construction contracts have not 
been emecuted prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING QUARTERS 

SEc. 503. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to 
accomplish alterations, additions, empansiona, or exten,'ions not other­
wise authorized by law, to ewisting public q'larters at a cost not to 
emceed-- · 

(1) for the Department of tlie Army, $35,000,000,-
0n for the Department of the N a1JY, $34,!1,30,000, including 

$7 ,!1,00,000 for energy conservation projects/ 
(3) for the Department of the Air Force, $51.000,000, including 

$16,000,000 for energy conservation projects; and 
( 4) for the Defense Supply Agency, $1~7,000. 

HOUSING OUTSIDE THE .UNITED STATES 

SEc. 50ft,. (a) The Secretary of Defense, or his desiqnee, is authorized 
to CO'fl!lt'I'Uct or otherwise . acquire at the locations hereinafter named 
famz1y housing units not subject to the limitations on 8UCh cost con­
tained in section 50~ of this Act. This authority shall include the 
auth01'ity to acquire land, and interests in land, by gift, purchase, em­
change of Gove'l"ll!!'Mnt-owned land, 01' otherwise. Total costs shall 
include shades, screens, ranges, refrigerators, and other installed equip­
ment and fWJtwres, the cost of the family unit, and the costs of land 
acquisition, site preparation, design, supervision, inspection, overhead, 
and installation of utilities. 

(b) (1) Three family ~"ng units are authorized in Ooiro, Egypt, 
at a total cost not to emceed $180,000. Such units shall be funded by use 
of emcess foreign uurrency when so provided in Department of De­
fense Appropriation Acts. 

.. 
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(~) Two hundred and fifty units are authorized at Naval Base 
K efi(I!Vik, Iceland, at a total cost not to emceed $17,500,000. ' 

REPAIRS TO EXISTING QUARTERS 

SEc. 595. The ~ecretary of Defense, 01' his designee, is authorized to 
accompl~'(t rep~rs and improvements to emisting public quarters in 
amounts zn emcess of the $15,000 limitation prescribed in section 610 
(a) of Public Law 90-110, as amended (81 Sta.t. ~79,305), asfollows: 

~ F01't McOlelkln, Alabama, twenty-siw units, $485,900. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska, two hundred and eight units, 

$4,000,000. 
F01't McNair, Washington, District of Oolwmbia, f1me units, 

$195,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, thirty-two units, $65ft,JOO. 
Fort Eustis, Virginia, one hundred and eighty-five units, 

$3,140,000. 
Fort Le'IJYis, Washington, one hundred and thirty-siw units, 

$~,503 ,000. 
N(I!Val Station, Adak, Alaska, thirty-siw units, $665,000. 
Public Wo;ks Oenter, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, one lwlluJred and 

f01'ty-five umts, $~,500,000. 
Marine Oorps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Oarolina, 

one hundred and seventy-eight units, $~,685,800. · 

RENTAL QUARTERS 

SEc. 506. (a) Section515 of Publw Law B.ft,-161 (698tat. 9~4, 35~), 
as amended, is further amended by ( 1) striking out "During fiscal 
years 1975 and 1976", and (!?) revising the third sentence to read as 
follows: "Empenditwres for the rental of such housing facilities, in­
cluding the cost of utilities and maintenance and operation, may not 
emceed: For the United States (other than Alaska, Hawaii, and Guam) 
and Puerto Rico, an (I!Verage of #45 per month for each military_ de­
partment, or the amount of $3f]5 per month f01' any one unit; and for 
A~aifka, H O!Waii, and Guam, an average of $310 ·per month for each 
m~htary department, or the amount of $985 per month for any one 
unit.". 

(b) Section 507(b) of Public Law 93-166 (87 Stat. 661, 676), is 
amended by striking out "$955", "$6~5" and "twelve thousand'' in the 
first sentence, and inserting in lieu therdof "$380", "$670", and "fifteen 
thousand'', respectively. 

HOUSING APPROPRIATIONS· LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 507. There is authorized to be appropriated for use by the Sec­
retary of Defense. or his designee, for military family liowring as 
authorized by law for the following purposes: 

(1) for construction or acquisition of 11ole interest in fam~'ly 
huu.sing, including demolition, authorized improvements to public 
quarters, min01' const'I"UCtion, relocation of f(JJmily lwusing, rental 
guarantee payments, and pklnning an (JifJ'UJWfl,t not to emceed 
IWS,fJO'i,OOO, including $1,900,000 for the period J'IJ};y 1, 1976, 
through September tJO, 1976. 
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(~) for support of military family housing, incltUding operat­
ing expenses, leasing, maintenance of real property; payments of 
principal and interest on mortgage debts incurred, payment to 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, and mortgage insurance 
premiums authorized under section~~~ of the National Housing 
Act, as amended (1~ U.S.C. 1715m), an amount not to exceed 
$1,434,676,000, including $308,739,000 for the period July 1,1976, 
through September 30, 1976. 

AIR CONDITIONING, HAWAII FAMILY HOUSING 

8Ec. 508. Section 509 of Publw Law 93-55~ (88 Stat. 1745, 1759), 
is hereby amended by changing the period to a comma and by adding 
"except as authorized by the Secretary qf Defense, or his designee, for 
unusual circumstances resulting from excessive noise, adverse environ­
mental conditions, or health of the occupants." 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

WAIVER OF RESTRICTIONS 

SEc. 601. The Secretary of each military department may proceed 
to establish or develop installations and facilities under this Act with­
out regard to section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 
U.S.C. 5~9), and sections 477 4 and 977 4 of title 10, United States Code. 
The authority to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 
includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning, 
and supervision incident to construction. That a.uthority may be exer­
cised before title to the land is approved under section 355 of theRe­
vised Statutes, as amended (40 U.S.C. ~55),·and even though the land 
is held temporarily. The authority to acquzre real estate or land in­
cludes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, and interests in 
land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Gov­
ernment-owned land, or otherwise. 

APPROPRIATIONS LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 60~. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as 
may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for 
public works projects authorized by titles!, II, JII, IV, and V, shall 
not exceed-- · 

(1) for title I: inside the United States, $596,515,000; outside 
the United States, $17~,5~5,000; or a total of $769,040,000. 

(~) for title II: Inside the United States, $684,339,000; outside 
the United States, $~1,170,000; or a total of $705,509,000. 

(3) for title Ill: Inside the United States, $379,041,000; out­
side the United States, $10~,846,000; section 30~, $3.j)8~,000; or a 
total of $485,869,000. 

(4) for title IV: A total of $44,800,000. 
(5) for title V: Military Family Housing, $1,64~,883,000. 

COST VARIATIONS 

SEc. 603. (a) Except. as provided in subsections (b) and (c) , any 
of the amounts specified in title I, II, Ill and IV of this Act may, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the military department concerned 
or Director of the defense agency concerned, be increased by 5 per 

.. 
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centum when inside the United States (other than Hawaii and Alaska), 
and by 10 per centum when outside the United States or in Hawaii and 
Alaska, if he determines that such increase (1) is required for the sole 
purpose of meeting unusual variations in cost, and (~) could not have 
been reasonably anticipated at the time such estimate was submitted to 
the Congress. 

(b) When the amount named for any construction or acquisition 
in title I, II, III, or IV of this Act involves only one project at a;ny 
military installation and the Secretary of the Military Department or 
Director of the' defense agency concerned determines that the amount 
authorized must be increased by more than the applicable: percentage 
prescribed in subsection (a), he may proceed with such construction or 
acquisition if the amount of the increase does not exceed by more: than 
~5 per centum the amount named for such project by the Congress. 

(o) When the Secretary of Defense determines that any amownt 
named in title I, II, III, or IV of this Act mtUSt be exceeded by more 
tham. the percentages permitted iln subsections (a) and (b) to ac­
complish authorized construction or acquisition, the Secn·tary of the 
military department concerned or Director of the defense agency con­
cerned may proceed with such construction or acquisition after a writ­
ten report of the facts relating to the increase of such amount, including 
a statement of the reasons for such increase, has been submitted to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives, and either (1) thirty days have elapsed from date of submission 
of such report, or (~) both committees have indicated approval of such 
construction or acquisition. Notwithstanding the provisions in prior 
military construction authorizations Acts, the provisions of this sub-
section shall apply to such prior Acts. . 

(d) Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this section, the 
total cost of all construction and acquisition in each such title may not 
exceed the total amount authorized to be appropriated in that title. 

(e) No individual proiect authorized under title I, II, III, or IV 
of this Act for any spe"oifioally listed military installation for whwh 
the ourrent workilng estimate is $400,000 or more may be placed under 
contract if-

(1) the approved scope of the project is reduced in ewcess of 
~5 per centum; or 

(~) the current working estimate, based upon bids received, for 
the construction of such project exceeds by more than ~5 per 
centum the amount authorized for such project by the Congress, 
until a written report of the facts relating to the reduced scope or 
increased cost of such project, including a statement of the reasons 
for such reduction in scope: or increase in cost has been submitted 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and either (A) thirty days have elapsed from 
date of submission of such report, or (B) both committees have 
indicated approval of such reduction in scope or increase in cost 
as the case may be. 

(f) The Secretary of Defense shall submit an annual report to the 
Congress identifying each individual project which has been placed 
under contract in the preceding twelve-month period and with respect 
to which the then current working estimate of the Department of 
Defense based upon bids received for such project exceeded the 
amount authorized by the Congress for that project by more than ~5 



20 

per centum. The Seeretary shall also include in such report each in­
dividual project with respect to which the scope was reduced by more 
than 1!5 per centum in order to permit contract award within the avail­
able authomation for such project. Such report shall include all per­
tinent cost information for each individual project, includ-ing the 
amount in dollars and percentage by 1..ohich the current working esti­
mate based on the cont":act prioe for the p'I'<Jject exceeded the amount 
aut homed for such proJect by the Congress. 

OONSTRUOTION SUPERVISION 

SEc. 601,. Contracts for construction made by the United States for 
performance within the United States and its possessions under this 
Act shall be executed under the jurisdiction and supervision o[ the 
Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army, or the Naval Faczlities 
Engineering Command, Department of the Navy, or such other de­
partment or Government agency as the Secretaries of the military 
departments recommend and the Secretary of Defense approves to 
assure the most efficient, expeditious, and cost-effective accomplish­
ment of the construction herein authomed. The Secretaries of the 
military departments shall report annually to the President of the 
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives a breakdown 
of the dollar value of construction contracts completed by each of the 
several construction agencies selected together with the design, con­
struction supervision, and overhead fees charged by each of the several 
agents in the execution of the assigned constr'UC'tion. Further, BUCk con­
tracts (except architect and engineerl!ng contracts which, unless specifi­
cally authorized by the Congress slw,ll continue to be awarded in 
accordance with presently established procedwres, CUBtoms~ and prac­
tice) shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive baBis to 
the lowest responsible bidder, if the national security will not be im­
paired and the award is consistent with clw,pter 137 of title 10, United 
States Code. The Secretarks of the military departments shall report 
annually to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives toith respect to all contracts awarded on other than 
a competitive baBis to the. lowest responsible bidder. Such reports slw,ll 
also show, in the case of the ten architect-engineering firms which, in 
terms of total dollars, were awarded the most business; the names of 
such firms: the total number of separate contracts awarded each such 
firm; and the total amount paid or to be paid in the case of each such 
firm under all such contracts awarded such firm. 

RHPIUL OF PRIOR AUTHORIZATIONS; BXOEPTIONS 

SEc. 605. (a) As of Jaruua'r!f_, 1,1977, all authorizations for military 
public works, including famt!y houfJing, to be accomplished by the 
Secretary_ of a military department in connection with the establish­
ment or development of installations and facilities, and all authoriza­
tions for appropriations, therefor, that are contained iJn titles I, II, 
III, IV, and V of the Act of December 1!7, 1974, Public Lato 93-551! 
( 88 Stat.17 45), and all such authorizations contatned in Acts approved 
before December 1!8, 197 J, and not superaeded or otherwise modified 
by a later authorization are repealed eaJcept--

(1) aU;.thomations for public tvorks and for appropriations 
therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contailn 
the gene'l'fil provision8; 

... 
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(~) authorizations for public 'll!orks projects aa tl? which 
appropriated funds have been obl~gated for construc~wn con­
tracts, land acquisition, or payments to the North A tlantw Treaty 
Organization, in whole or in part before January 1, 1977, and 
authorizations for appropriations therefor. 

(b) Notwithstanding the rep~al provisions of section 605 of the 
Act of December ~7, 1971,, PuJ:lw ~aw 93-55~ (88 ~ta~. 17415, 1761),, 
autlwrizations for the folloWtng items shall rema~n tn effect unttl 
J an'UOJI"!f 1, 1978: 

(A) Barracks with mess con8truction in the amount of 
$535,000 at Oamp A. P. Hill, Virginia, tlw,t is contained in 
title I, section 101 of the Act of November 29,1973 (87 Stat. 
661), as amended. 

(B) Barracks with mess construction in the amount of 
$1,76,000 at Camp Pickett, Virginia, that is contained in title 
I, section 101 of the Act of November 29,1973 (87 Stat. 661), 
as amended. 

(C) Military Police barracks with support facilities ?~ 
struction in the amount of $1,831,000 and confinement facil~ty 
construction in the amount of $6,1!87,000 at Fort Leonard 
Wood, Missouri, that is contained in title I, section 101 of 
the A.ct of November £9, 1973 (87 Stat. 661), as amended. 

(D) Barracks compleaJ construction in the amount of 
$8 6~~ 000 at Fort Ord, California, that is contained in title I, 
se~t~ 101 of the Act of November 29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 66~), 
as amended. 

(E) Barracks construction in the amount of $~,9615_,000 f!t 
. Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, that u conta~rted ~n 

title I, section 101 of the Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 
662), aa amended. 

(F) Barracks with mess construction in the amount of 
$466,000 at Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, that is con­
tained in title I, section 101 of the Act of November £9, 1973 
( 87 Stat. 66~), aa amended. 

(G) Barracks without mess conatruction in the amount of 
$3,060,000 at Fort Greely, Alaska, that is contained in title I, 
section 101 of the Act of November 29,1973 (87 Stat. 662), as 
amended.· . 

(H) Relocate weapons .ranges from Culebra CompleaJ m 
• the amount of $11!,000,000 for the Atlantic Fleet Weapons 
Range, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, that is contained in 
title I I, seetion 201, of the Act of November 29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 
668), as amended. 

(/) Authorization for acquisition of lands in s'!"pport of 
the Air Installation Compatible Use Zones at Va'l'W'US Loca­
tions not limited to those in the original projeet in the amount 
of $1'2,000,000 that is contained in title I II, section 301 of the 
Act of October 25, 1972 ( 86 Stat. 11415), as amended by sec­
tion 605 ( 3) ( K) of the Act of December 27, 197 J, (88 Stat. 
176~), as amended. 



(J) Autlwrization for acquisition of lands in support of 
the, Air Installation Oompatible Use Zones af Y arioUB .Loa~­
tions not limited to those identified in the ongz'ntil proJect zn 
the a11W'Unt .of $18,000,000· th:at ·is contained in title III, see­
tion SOl of the Act of Novemher S9, 1973 (87 Stat. 671), as 
amended. 

.UNIT COST LIMITA..TIONI!!I 

SEa. 806. None of the authority eontai:Wd in tit~ I 1 II, III, and [V 
of this Act shall be deemed·to authorize•anJI buildzng const'fW.,()ttan 
projects imide the United States in !recess of a unit co!t to be <jeter­
mined in proportion to the appro'j)'l"tate area eonst'fW.,()twn cost znilew, 
based on the following unit eost limitatiom where the area construc­
tion indew is 1.0: 

(1) $35 per square foot for permanent barracks; 
( S) $37 per square foot for bachelor officer quarters,' 

unless the Secretary of De feme, or. his. designee, dete~ that. b~­
cause of specio:l circumsta'I'UJ_es, al?plzca;tum t'! SUf!h proJect ?f the lzmz­
tatifJ1UJ on unzt costs contazned zn thzs sectwn zs zmpractwable. Not­
witlu!tanding· the limitati,ons contained in prior Military Oonstruction 
Authorization Act8 on unit eosts, the limitatioruJ on sueh costs con­
tained 4ln this section shall apply to all prior au~hO'l'izatioruJ ~or sueh 
const:l'uetion not heretof<OTe repealed and for whzch cO'f/Jlt'fW.,()tZO'f" con­
tracts have not-been (1//J)arded by tluFilate of enactment of thzs Act. 

A..MENDMENT/il TO TITLE 1(), UNITED 8TA..TE8 CODE, RELA..TING TO REA..L 
PROPERTY 

SEo. 607. Ohapter 159 of title 10, United States Oode, is amended: 
(1) By striking out "$300,000" in the item relating to section ~671,­

in the chapter a'ntilysis and inserting "$1,-00,000" in place thereof. 
(B) By striking out "$300,000" in the catehline of section S674 and 

inserting "$¥J().OOO" in place thereof. 
(/1) jJy striking out the figures '.'$/1()0,000", ''$100,000, and "$50,-

000", in section ~7 1,-(b) and inse'l'ting "$1,-00,000", "$200,000", and 
"$75,000", respectively, in place thereof. 

(4) By strikilnq out the figure "$50,000" in sections 2871,-(a) and ( e} 
Ulflilt insertilng "$75,000" in place thereof. 

(5) By striking out "quarterly" in section ~2(b) and imerting in 
place thereof "annually". 

(6) By striking qu,t section 266S(c) and imerting in place thereof 
the following: · • . 

"(e) This section applies onl'!! to rea;z P'!'operty in the Ulfl;'tted States, 
Puerto Rico Guam, the AmerwanV'trgm Islands, Amencan Samoa, 
and the T~t Territory of the Pacific .fslands. It does not appl;Y to 
real property for river and harbor pro_1eets or f'ood e(frn,tr_ol proJects, 
or to leases o/ Gm}ernment-own,ed real proper~y. ~or ag~tural or 
grazing purposes or to any real property acquzsztwn spemfieally au­
thorized in a Military Oonst'fW.,()tion Authorization Act." 

(7) B1.1 q,diling the .follmoing ne1v subsection ~o seotion ~667: 
"(f) 1v otwithstanding elaUBe ( /1) of subseetwn (a), rea"f property 

and associated personal property, whwh have been determ~ned eweess 
as the result of a defeme imtallation realignment or closure, may be 
leased to State or local governments pending final disposition of sueh 
property if-

.. 
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" ( 1) The Secretary eonce'Pned determines that 8Ueh action would 
facilitate State or local economic adjitJJtment efforts, and 
"(~) the Administrator of the General Se'l'Vices Administration 

concurs in the action.". 
(8) By adding after section 2672 a new section as follows: 

"§ 2672a. Acquisition; interests in land when need i$ urgent 
"The Secretary of a military department may acquire any interest 

in land that-
"(1) he or his designee determines is needed in the interest of 

national defense,-
"(2) is required to maintain the operation integrity <Jf a rnJli­

tary installation,- and 
''(3) consideration'.s of urgffMy do not permit the delay neces­

sary to include the required acquisition in an annual Military 
0 onst'fW.,()tion Authorization Act. 

Appropriations (J;1)ailable for military construction may be UBed for 
the purposes of this section. The autlwrity to acquire an interest iln 
land ,under this section includes authority to make su'l'Veys and acquire 
interests in land (including temporary UBe), by gift, purchase, ere­
change of land owned by the United Btates, or othe'!'Wise. The Secre­
tary of a military department contemplating action under this provi­
sion will provide notice, in writing, to the, Armed Se'T'Viees 00'111r 
mittees of -the 8enate and House of Representatives at least 30 days in 
advance of any action beim,g taken.". 

( 9) By imerting in the chapter a'ntilysis 
"2672a. Acquisition: interests in land when need is urgent." 

IMMEDIA..TELY BELOW 

"2672. Acquisition: interests in land when co8t i8 nat more than $50,000.". 

(10) By striking from the chapter analysis and the catchline re­
lating to section ~75 the second colon and all that follows. 

(11) By striking the following words from the first sentence of sec­
tion 2675: "that are not located on a military base and". 

INCREASES FOR SOLAR HEA..TING A..ND f!/OLA..R COOLING EQUIPMENT 

Sec. 608. In addition to all other authorized variations of cost limita­
tions or floor area limitations ,contained in this Act or prior Military 
OonstT'UCtion .<!utharization Acts, the Secretary of Dejeme, or his 
designee! may perrnit increases in the cost lirnitatiom or floor '!rea 
limitatiom by such amounts as may be necessary to equip any proJects 
with solar heating and/ or solar cooling equipment. 

LA..ND CONVEYA..NOE, GUA..M 

SF:c. fJ09. The Secretary of the Navy or his designee is authorized 
and directed to convey to the Guam Power Authority, an agency of the 
Government of Guam, without monetary consideration, but subject to 
su,ch reservations and term.~ and conditions as the Secretary of the 
Navy or his desi_qnee should determine to be neceBsary to protect the 
interests of the United States, all rights, titles, and interests of the 
United States, in and to those certain parcels of real property situated 
at Oabras Island, territory of Guam, known and identified as lot S57 
and lot 261, containing 63.58 acres, more or less. 
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LAND OONVI!JYANOI!J, GI!JORGIA 

SEa. 610. (a) The Secretary of the A'l"lff,y is authorized and directed to 
convey to the Board of Regents of the University System of Georgia, 
subject to the provisions of this Act, all of the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of land, with imprdvements 
thereon, lying and being situated in Richmond County, city of Augusta, 
State of Georgia, more partiC'IJlarly described as follows: 

Beginning at a chiseled X in concrete at the intersection of the smdh 
line of Walton Way with the west line of Katherine Streetj thence 

. along the west line of Katherine Street, south Of& degrees 1!7 minutes 
5§. seconds west 1&88.1&9 feet to a point 1 foot south of cyclone fence j 
thence along a line 1 foot south of and parallel to a cyclone fence, 
north 85 degrees 31 minutes 15 seconds west 1&1&7.31& feet to a point 1 
foot east of a cyclone fence; thence along a line parallel to and 1 foot 
east of a cyclone fence south 04 degrees 19 minutes 50 seconds west 
1&33.05 feet to a pointj thence along a line 1 foot south of and parallel 
to a cyclone fence, north 85 degrees 19 minutes 1&7 seconds west 305.7 4 
feet to a point 0.60 foot west of a cyclone fence/ thence along a line 
parallel to and 0.60 foot west of a cyclone fence, north 04 degrees 59 
minutes 48 seconds east 530.tE3 feet to a concrete monument on the 
south side of Walton Way,- thence along the southside of Walton Way, 
south 85 degrees 30 minutes 1§. seconds east 517.6e feet to the point 
of beginning, and containing 5.09 acres, more or less. 

(b) The conveyance autho.rized by this·seotion shal~ be mlfde upon 
payment to the United States of not less than the apprazsed fazr market 
value of the land and the improvements thereon, as de~ined by the 
Secretary of the A'l"lff,y, or tite 8'IJ!TTI, of $661&,000, whichever is the greater, 
and upon such terms, conditions, reservations, and restrictions as the 
Secretary of the A'l"lff,y shall deem necessary to protect the interests of 
the United States. 

(c) The money received by the United States for the lands conveyed 
under this section shall be credited to a special account in the Treasury 
and shall be available, without foJcal year limitation, for the construc­
tion of a United States A'l"lff,y Reserve Training Center on lands owned 
by the United States a~ the intersection of Jackson and Wrightsboro 
Roads, Augmta, Georgza. 

(d) The cost of any surveys necessary as an incident to the convey­
ance authorized by this 8ection shall be borne by the Board of Regents 
of the University System of Georgia. 

SHORT TITLI!J 

SEc. 611. Titles I, II, Ill, IV, V, and VI of this Act may be dted 
as the "Military Consflruction . .A.!uthorizafli<m Act, 1976". 

TITLE VII-GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES 
FACILITIES 

AUTHORIZATION FOR FAOTLITII!JS 

SEc. 701. Su'h?ect to chapter JtJ3 of title 10, United States Code. the 
8eoretary of Defe711Je mt.BJI establish or de1.'elop additional fadlities 
for the Guard and Reserve Forces, inc'buding the acquisition of land 
therefor, but the cost of such fadlities shall not e(Caeed-

(1) For the Department of the A'l"lff,y: 

... 

(A) A'l"lff,y National· Guard of the United States, 
$54,7 45,000. 

(B) A'l"lff,y Reserve, $44,459,000. 
(B) For the Department of the Navy: Naval and Marine Corps 

Reserves, $34,800,000. 
(3) For the Department of the AW. Force: 

(A) Air National Guard of the United 8tates, $55,100,000. 
(B) Air Force Reserve, $16,500,000. 

WAIVI!JR OF OI!JRTAIN RI!JSTR[(JTION8 

SEc. roe. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develol! instal­
lations and facilities under this title without regard to sec~wn 3648 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended ( 31 U.S.O. 5e9), and sectwns 477 4 
and 9774 of title 10, United States Oode. The quthority to plao,e per­
manent or temporary improvements on la~s zncludes aut~~rzty. fo; 
surveys, administration, overhead_, plannzng, and. supervzszon. zncz­
dent to construction. That mutho1'lty may be e(Cermsed before tztle to 
the land is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended (40 U.S.C. 1&55), a71fi even though the la~ is held tem'P.o­
rarily. The authority to aoquzre real estate or land zncludes authorzty 
to make surveys and to acqui'M land, and interests in land (including 
temporary me), by gift, purchase, e(Cchange of Government-ownea 
land, or otherwise. 

AMI!JNDMI!lNT TO TITLI!J 16, UNITED 8TATI!18 OODI!J 

SEa. 703. Chapter 183 of title 10, United States Code, is ~nded by 
striking out the figure "$1&5,000" in paragraph (2) of sectzon ees3a, 
and inserting the figure "$50,000" in place thereof. 

SHORT TITLI!J 

SEc. 704. This title may be cited as the ''Guard and Reserve Force8 
Fadlities Authorization Act, 1976". 

A,nd the House agree to the same. 
MELVIN PRICE, 
RICHARD H. !CHORD, 
Wx. J. RANDALL, 
CHARLES H. WILSON, 
RICHARD c. WHITE, 
JACK BRINKLEY, 
MENDEL J. DAVIS, 
BoB WILSON, 
G. WILLIAM WHITEHURST, 
RoBIN L. BEARD, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
JoHN C. STENNis, 
STUART SYMITNGTON, 
HENRY M. JACKSON, 
HowARD W. CANNoN, 
HARRY F. BYRD, JR., 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
JoHN ToWER, 
STROM THURMOND, 
BARRY GOLDWATER, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate . 



JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE COMMITTEE 
OF CONFERENCE 

The managers on the part of the House and Senate at the confer­
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the House to the bill (S. 1247) to authorize certain construction 
at military installations, and for other purposes, submit the follow­
ing joint statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon by the Conferees and recommended in the accompanying report: 

LEGISLATION IN CoNFERENCE 

On June 6, 1975, the Senate passed S. 1247 which provides military 
construction authorization and related authority in support of the 
Military Departments, Reserve Components and the Defense Depart­
ment during fiscal year 1976 and the transition period. 

On July 31, 1975, the House considered the legislation, amended it 
by striking out all language after the enacting clause and wrote a 
new bill. · 

Col\-IPARHlON oF SENATE AND HousE BILLS 

As passed by the Senate, S. 1247 provided $3,762,011,000 in new 
authorization. · 

The bill as passed by the House provided $3,957,878,000 in new 
authorization. 

SUMMARY OF RESOLUTION OF DIFFERENCES 

As a result of the Conference between the House and Senate on the 
differences inS. 1247, the Conferees agreed to a new adjusted author­
ization for military construction for fiscal year 1976 and the transition 
period in the amount of $3,853,705,000. 

The Department of Defense and the respective military departments 
had requested a total of $4,201,605,000 for new construction authoriza­
tion for fiscal year 1976 and the transition period. The action of the 
Conferees therefore reduces the Department's request by $347,900,000 
in new authorization. 

(27) 
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CHART.-Totaz authorization tor appropriation granted fiscal year 1976 ana the 
transition period 

[In thousands 
Title !-Army: oJ dollars] 

Inside the United States-------------------------------------- $596, 515 
Outside the United Sta>tes------------------------------------- 172, 525 

Subtotal---------~-----------------------------------------

Title II-Navy: 
Inside the United States-------------------------------------­
Outside the United States-------------------------------------

Subtotal---------------------------------------------------

Title III-Air Force: 
Inside the United States-------------------------------------­
Outside the United States-------------------------------------
Section 802--------------------------------------------------

Subtotal---------------------------------------------------

769,040 

684,839 
21,170 

705,509 

379,041 
102,846 

3,982 

485,869 

Title IV-Defense agencies_______________________________________ 44, 800 
Title V-Military :family housing __________________________________ 1, 642, 883 

Total, titles I, II, III, IV, and V ------------------------------ 3, 648, 101 

Title VII-Reserve oomponents: 
Army National Guard-----------------------------------------
Artny Reserve-----~------------------------------------------
Navy and Marine Corps Reserve------------------------------­
Air National Guard..------------------------------------------
Air Force Reserve--------------------------------------------

Total------------------------------------------------------

54,745 
44,459 
34,800 
55,100 
16,500 

205,604 

Grand total granted by titles I, II, III, IV, V, and VIL _______ 3, 853, 705 

TITLE I-ARMY 

The House approved oow construction authorization in the amount 
of $805,284,000 for the Department of the Army. The Senate approved 
new construction authorization for the Army m the amount of $768,-
944,000. The Conferees agreed to a new total for Title I in the amount 
of $769,040,000, which is $96,000 above the Senate figure and $36,244,-
000 below the House figure. Among the major items considered in 
Conference and acted on by the Conferees were the following: 

FORT CAMPBELL, KY.-HOSPITALS, $47,000,000 

The House Committee added $47,000,000 to the bill for a new hos­
pital for Fort Campbell, Kentucky. The Army testified before the 
House that the hospital was urgently needed and would ultimately 
cost approximately $57,000,000. 

The Senate bill contained no comparable provision. 
While the conferees agreed that Fort Campbell was badly in need 

of a new hospital, information provided by the Army indicated that 
design status was such that construction could not start for approxi­
mately 18 months; and therefore, authorization could be deferred for 
a year to permit design to proceed and the cost estimate to be more 
accurately d~termined without delaying construction. The Conferees 
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expect the Army to request the full scope of the Fort Campbell hospital 
in the fiscal year 1977 military construction request. 

Further, the Conferees agreed that they would place special 
emphasis on the review of the scope, design and cost data of all mili­
taryhospitals requested in future programs. 

With this understanding, the House receded. 

FORT RICHARDSON, ALASKA-AIRFIELD PAVING AND LIGHTING, U,liO,OOO 

The Senate included in its bill the Army's request for $2,542,000 for 
airfield .Paving and lighting at Fort Richardson. The House denied 
the proJect in its bill stating that the aircraft at Fort Richardson 
could use the airfield at E•lmendorf Air Force Base which abuts the 
boundaries of Fort Richardson. 

In Conference, the Senate maintained its position that Army use of 
Elmendorf AFB would reduce operational efficiency resulting in cost 
increases because of operational difficulties. Because of House in­
sistence on its position, the Senate agreed to reduce the project scope 
by eliminating $1,402,000 originally proposed for parking aprons 
which are available at Elmendorf AFB for use by the Army air units 
at Fort Richardson. 

With this understanding, th.e House receded and accepted the lower 
amount for the reduced project agreed upon by the Conferees. 

FORT BENNING, GA.--cONCRETE BUNKERS, $1,0sO,OOO 

The Army requested $1,080,000 to construct five concrete bunkers to 
replace five existing bunkers constructed of timber and earth for artil­
lery training at this installation. 

The Senate deleted the authorization request on the basis that (1) 
the requirement was questionable and (2) the costs are unreasonably 
high. 

The House included the requested amount and insisted in Confer­
ence on its retention. 

After lengthy discussion, the Conferees agreed to approve the re­
quest, calling the project to the attention of the Appropriations Com­
mittee of both Houses for further close scrutiny of scope and cost. 

U.S. MILITARY ACADEMY-ROADS AND ATHLETIC FIELDS, $2,054,000 

The Senate had included this Army request in its bill but the House 
denied it in its version of the bill because of the high cost of the pro­
posed tennis courts, :projected at $25,000 per court. Further, the House 
stated that the tenms courts and road improvements were unrelated 
and should have been submitted as separate project requests. 

During Conference discussion on this request, House Conferees 
pointed out that the need for the road improvements was highly ques­
tionable. They insisted the project be deferred and reconsidered next 
fiscal year as a road project separate from the proposed athletic field 
and tennis court construction. 

With this understanding, the Senate receded. 

TITLE II-NAVY 

The House approved $708,27 4,000 in new construction authorization 
for the Department of the Navy. The Senate ·approved $682,234,000. 
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The Conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $7'05,509,000. 
This amount is $2,7'65,000 below the House figure and $23,27'5,000 
above the Senate figure. . . 

Among the major items considered in the Conference were the fol­
lowing: 

PORTSMOUTH NAVAL SHIPYARD-TOOL SHOP, $6,000,000 

The Senate added $6,000,000 to the bill for a new tool shop. for the 
Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Maine. Although the proje_ct 
was not in the original budget request, the Navy did. furnisl}. vahd 
justification for the project and supported its inclusion m the bill. 

The House had no comparable provision. 
While sympathetic to the requirement for this fac!lity, the Con­

ferees felt that it could be deferred for a year due to the extreme pres­
sures on the Defense budget. The Conferees urge the Navy to revwli­
date this requirement and include it in its Fiscal Year 1977 request if 
appropriate. 

The Senate reluctantly receded. 

HEADQUARTERS NAVAL DISTRICT, WASHINGTON, D.C.-TINGEY HOUSE 
RESTORATION, $400,000 AND NAVAL HISTORICAL CENTER, $1,304,000 

The Conferees looked at these two projects together since the House 
had granted both requests w¥le ~he Senate ~ad denie~ them in their 
bill. The Senate Conferees mamtamed that neither proJect represen~d 
a defense requirement and that they should possibly be funded With 
non-appropriated funds. T_he Hou~ Conferees insisted that both :proj­
ects would provide a meanmgful display of theN avy's proud hentage 
and would stimulate ~ater public interest in Naval.service. After 
much discussion the Conferees agreed on a compromise to approve 
the $400,000 request for restoration of the Tingey House for use as a 
ceremonial center since the Navy has· released Admiral's House to 
become the Vice President's residence. They further agreed to defer 
the Historical Center project in an effort to hold down federal 
spending. 

Therefore, the Senate receded to the House position on the Tingey 
House request and the House receded to the Senate position on the 
Naval Historical Center. · 

AIOUz-THREE LOCATIONS, $15,700;ooo 

The Navy had requested authority to acql!ire rea} estate or ease­
ments at three locations (Miramar Naval An: Statl~m, $12,~00,900; 
Oceana Naval Station, $1,600,000; and Naval Air Station, Cecil Fteld, 
$2,000,000) for the purpose of protecting the operational integrity of 
these vital airfields. . 

The Senate Committee, after much deliberation, elected to delete th.Is 
authority because of their concern that- the Federa.l Government. m 
"buying off" encroachers would encourage real estate speculatiOn 
around military bases. · 

The House approved the N ayY'~ request as submitted. . 
The Conferees discussed thiS Issue at length. Of ser101!-S concern 

was the marked difference in the approach being taken to this problem 
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by the Air Force and the Navy. The Air Force proposes to acquire 
only that real estate off the ends of their runways that has a high 
acmdent probability. The Air Force program is well-defined and is 
estimated to cost about $50 ·million with $30 million in authority 
already contained in prior year bills. The Navy on the other hand, 
has a much more ambitious program that envisions acquiring real 
estate and easements for accident hazard and noise control. 

The authority that the Navy is requesting in this bill is pri­
marily for easements to offset the noi~ problem. The Navy esti~a;tes 
that its total program as presently enVIsiOned would cost $500 m1lhon 
in current dollars. The Conferees, noting that they will carefully re­
view each Title 10 request that is required before any of the real es­
tate acquisitions are approved for implementation, .agreed to retain 
the requested authority with the understanding that the Department 
of Defense will (1) resolve the divergent approaches to the problem 
being taken by the Navy and the Air Force, (2) insure that every 
possrble means to protect the integrity of military air bases by co­
operation with local governmental authorities is exhausted before 
resorting to acquisition of real estate or easements. 

Further, even though 10 U.S.C. 2662 does not specifically require the 
Secretary of a military department to report the acquisition of ease­
ments when the estimated price is more than $50,000, the conferees 
were adamant in their position that the milit~ry departments should 
notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives before such easements are acquired. 

NAVAL TRAINING CENTER, SAN DIEGO, CALIF.-RECRUIT PROCESSING 
FACILITY, $5,455,000 

· The House approved this project which had been deferred by the 
Senate in its consideration of the bill. During the conference discus­
sion, the House Conferees pointed out the need for the Recruit Process­
ing Center which would replace processing ftmctions now located in 
12 widely separated and aging structures at the base. They further 
pointed out that consolidation of these activities in one location would 
provide substantial eost savings. 

After considerable discussion, the Senate Conferees acknowledged 
the need for this project but insisted that it could be deferred since 
theN avy assigned it a low priority in this year's program. 

The House reluctantly receded. 

NAVAL STATION, PEARL HARBOR, HAWAII-FLEET COMMAND CENTER, 
$7 ,o7s,ooo 

The House deleted this Navy request for reasons of economy, think­
ing it could be deferred for at least a year. The Senate approved the 
project. . . 

In conference, the Senate pomted out that the present Command 
Center is located in the Pacific Fleet :Headquarters building, which 
is a former World War II bomb shelter. They insisted that this 
facility is currently deficient because of structure, power, security and 
available space for expansion. Further, because of lack of space, 
many staff functions had to be dispersed into three widely separated 
Wortd War II buildings. Also, it was pointed out that studies have 
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revealed that it is not economically feasible to enlarge the existing 
Command Center to accommod'ft.te the expanded facilities. 

The House receded. 

NAVAL STA'ITON, ROTA, SPAIN-BUILDING ADDITION, $1,783,000 AND AIR 
PASSENGER TERMINAL EXPANSION, $422,000 

These two projects were included in the Senate bill but were de­
ferred by the House in its consideration of the legislation. In Con­
ference the Conferees agreed on the need for these projects but felt 
that th~y should be deferred until negotiations currently underway 
on U.S. base rights in Spain are successfully concluded. 

On this basis, the Senate receded. 

TITLE III-AIR FORCE 

The House approved $48(),968,000 in new construction authorization 
for the Department of the Air lt~orce. The Senate approved $437,-
120,000. 

The Confe:rees agreed to ·a new total in the amount of $485,869,000 
which is $94,000 below the House figure and $48,749,000 above the 
Senate figure. . . 

Among the major items in Conference which were resolved wtth 
much. deliberation are: 

TINKER AFB, OKLA.-HYDRANT REFUELING SYSTEM, $4,07ri,OOO 

The House deleted this project in its original consideration of ~he 
bill because the justification emphasized that this Hyd~nt Refuel~g 
System was primarily associated with the AWACS aircraft which. 
would not be stationed at Tinker until1977. 

· The Senate conferees insisted that this project would serve all large 
cargo aircraft in the invento.ry today, .~d that it was. n~ssary .for 
the efficient refuelingjdefuelmg capab1hty to meet miSSion reqUire­
ments. 

The House reluctantly receded. 

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB, OHIQ--ALTER SYSTEMS MANAGEMENT 
ENGINEERING FACILITY, $2,200,000 

The House approved1 but the Senate denied thi~ proje~t. The Senate 
Committee felt that this project was not of suffiment pr1onty to war-
rant current authorization. . 

House Conferees pointed out that the engineering functions are 
currently housed in four buildings which are structurally S!lund but 
poorly configured and without adequate light levels, :tcoustical qual­
ities or proper environmental controls. Further, du~n~g 40 ~ears. of 
usage, these facilities have undergone m~ny . provisiOnal, mten.or 
adjustments in an attempt to keep pace Wit~ unproved J!lanagerial 
techniques. These adjustments have resulted m non-functiOnal floor 
layouts and ineffective utility systems. 

The Senate receded. 

.. 
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NATo--AIRCRAFT SHELTERS, $52,738,000 

This item was one of the most controversial items in the Conference 
and was thoroughly discussed by all Conferees. The origina.l requ?st 
was in the amount of $175,000,000. The Senate deleted the entire 
amount. The House deleted $122,262,200 after receiving testimony to 
the effect that the amount deleted was for shelters that would not be 

· occupied until hostilities began and the costs were not recoupable from 
the NATO Infrastructure Program. The House allowed $52,738,000 
for "in-place" aircraft in the United Kingdom. 

During th~ course of the Conference, the Department of D~fense 
provided written agreement that the $52,738,000 would be cons1dered 
part of the NATO eligible program an,<,l that prqper st;eps would be 
taken to insure eventual recoupment of any funds expended. 

After a very thorough and lengthy discussion, the Conferees agreed 
that $52,738,000 would be authorized for "in-place" aircraft in the 
United Kingdom with the assurance by the Department of Defense 
that NATO recoupment will be requested prior to expending any of 
the funds. 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 

The House approved $109,800,000 in new construction authorization 
for various defense agencies. The Senate approved $44,800,000. . ·· 

The Conferees agreed to a new total in the ·amount of $44,800,000 
which is the original Senate figure and is $65,000,000 below the House 
figure. . .· . . 

Among the major items in Conference which were resolved are the 
following: 

. BOLLING/ ANACOSTIA COMPLEX, WASHINGTON, D.O.-DIA BUILDING, · 
. $70,900,000 

The original bud~et request for theDIA Building was in the amount 
of$86,100,000. purmg consideration by the House .C?mmitt~, Defen.se 
witnesses test1fied they could reduce the or1gmal estimate by 
$15,200,000. Therefore, the House authorized $70,900,000 _for the con­
struction of this badly-needed facility. The Senate committee deleted 
the entire request. 

During the discussion of this project in the Conference Committee, 
the Conferees unanimously agreed that the present facilities of DIA 
at Arlington Hall Station are in deplorable condition. Further, they 
are scattered over the City of Washington in approximately six differ­
ent locations. The House Conferees were adamant in their position, but 
Senate Conferees pointed out that Select Committees in the Senate and 
in the House were presently looking into the entire intelligence com­
munity and it was premature to authorize a building for the DIA 
prior to the report of these two Select Committees. 

After a very lengthy and thorough discussion, the House Conferees 
reluctantly receded. 
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ENEWETAK-cLEANUP, $20,000,000 

The Defense Nuclear Agency requested $14,100,000 as the first incre­
ment of a $40,000,000 effort to clean up the physical and radioactive 
debris left by the nuclear testing program on Enewetak Atoll. 

The Sena~ agreed to a one time authorization of $20 million under 
the assumption that the work would be done by U.S. military engineers. 

The House agreed to the request as submitted. 
The Conferees, after much discussion, authorized $20,000,000. Since 

the Conferees fully expect the Department of Defense to minimize 
the total cost ~h~:ngh the use of Army engineers and/or Navy Sea­
bees ·and by hm1ting the scope of the cleanup as much as possible 
wi_thin the constraints o! radiation exposure as set out by the a:r,pro­
pnate Federal agency, It was agreed th~ the target of $20 million 
for the complete proJect should be established by the Department of 
Defense. 

The House receded. 

TITLE V-FAMIL Y HOUSING 

The Department of Defense presented an authorization request for 
api?ropriations for m~litary family housi_ng ~otaling $1,639,876,000. 
Th1s was for 3,444 umts of new constructwn, Improvements to exist­
ing housing, operations and maintenance, debt payment, etc. Included 
in this request was $310,639,000 for the transition period of July 1 
through September 30, 1976. The request included a Defense proposal 
to move to a cost limit on new construction of $24 per square foot to 
the five foot line, vice traditional limitations on construction in terms 
of average unit price. 

The House authorized 3,044 units of new construction and the Senate 
3,043 of that requested plus an additional 150 units for Portsmouth, 
New Hampshire. The House did not approve unit pricing limitations 
based on square footage and in lieu thereof approved an average unit 
price of $35,000 in CONUS and $45,000 in overseas areas. Alaska and 
Hawaii. The Senate approved the Department's request for the $24 
per square foot cost but to include design, supervision, inspection, and 
overhead costs. 
. In C!mference; the Conferees agreed to authorize 3,031 family hous­
mg muts at an average cost of $35,000 for the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii) and ·at $45,000 in other areas. The Conferees 
agreed to a new total for the family housing program of $1,642,883,000 
to include the original amount requested for the transition period. 

In li~ht of the substantial backlog of deferred maintenance, the 
House mcluded an additional $25,000,000 to assist the Department in 
preserving the existing capital plant. In Conference the Senate receded 
and the amount was authorized with the understanding that the 
$25,000,000 be used only for reducing the maintenance backlog and 
not be diverted in any way to other operational uses authorized under 
this section. 

On this condition, the Senate receded . 
. The House included in its approval, inclusion of Guam with the 

h1gher leasing cost limitations on the domestic leasing program. While 

.. 
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the Senate approved the leasing request as proposed by the Depart­
ment, tJ:e Senate receded in Conference to permit the inclusion of 
Guam w1th the higher limitations. 

. ~h.e Department proposed legislation to permit it to waive the pro­
l~IbitiOn on air conditioning housing in Hawaii under certain condi­
tions. Although both the House and Senate agreed waivers should be 
allowed, the House· approved such action subject 1;,) the approval of 
the Anned Services Committees; the Senate approved the Defense 
request. In Conference, the House receded to the Senate's position with 
the underst~ding ~hat if air co~ditioning is allowed, the Department 
of Defense will notify the Committees of such action. 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

. The Senate retained ~angua~ in Section 603 regarding cost varia­
twns that had ~ppeared m prevwus construction bills. 
~he Hou~e m an effort to reduce the number of deficiency authori­

zat~ons. revised the languag~. The revised House language had two 
~aJor In; pacts: (1) the reqmrement for a deficiency authorization at 
msta_llatwn lev~l was replaced .by a requirement to notify the Armed 
Servic~ 9?mmittees and o~tam approval or. wa.it. 30 days, and (2) 
the flexibrhty that the ServiCes had to vary mdividual projects was 
reduced from 25 percent to 10 percent. 

';[he Confer~ ~reed that the requirement to wait a year for a de­
fiCiency authonzatwn was counter-productive and costly. However the 
restr:aints imposed C!.n projects by the revised House ~anguage ~ere 
considered too restnctive, so the Conferees a!ITeed on the modified 
language as contained in this report. t'> 

Section 606 provides unit cost limitations on the construction of 
b~chelor e~listed quarters and bachelor officer quarters. The Senate 
hill aut~onzed ~9.50 and $42.50 per square foot, respectively. The 
House b1ll authorized $35. and $37 per square foot, respectively, which 
represented a 12 percent mcrease over the current limitations to com­
pensate for inflationary cost increases during the past twelve months. 
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Insisting on their position in Conference, the House Conferees pointed 
out that the unit cost limitations have been increased each year since 
1971 for a cumulative increase over that four-year period of more 
than 54 percent. 

The Senate receded. 
The Conferees noted and endorsed the comments in the Senate re­

port regarding the organization of the Administration's bill and 
directed that for future requests the Department of Defense ( 1) 
refrain from the use of omnibus lines except where necessary and 
with prior approval of the Armed Services Committees, (2} minimize 
the use of "phased" and "incremented" projects, and (3) include all 
construction for Defense agencies under the Defense title of the bill. 

~.P.ittCE, 
RIOHARD H. !CHORD, 
WM. J. RANDALL, 
CHARLES H. WILSON, 
RICHARD c. WHITE, 
JACK BRINKLEY, 
MENDEL J. DAVIS, 
BoB WILSON, 
G. WILLIAM WHITEHURST,'· 
RoBIN L. BEARD, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 
JOHN c. STENNIS, 
STUART SYMINGTON, 
HENRY M. JACKSON' 
HowARD W. CANNON, 
HARRY F. BYRD, JR., 
PATRICK J. LEAHY, 
JoHN ToWER, 
STROM THURMoND, 
BARRY GowwATER, 

M l111Ul!Jers on the Part of the Senate. 
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lFUntQtfourth Q:ongrtss of tht !lnittd ~tatts of ammca 
AT THE FIRST SESSION 

Begun and held at the City of Washington on Tuesday, the fourteenth day of January, 
one thousand nine hundred and seventy1ive 

Sin Slct 
To authorize certain eonstruction at military installations, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and How;e of Representatives of the 
United State.y of America in Congress a88embled, 

TITLE I-ARMY 

SEc. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop mili­
tary installations and :facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
including land ac-quisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment :for the :following acquisition and construction: 

INSIDE THE UNI'l'ED STATES 

"CNITJ';D STATES ARM:Y FORCES COMMAND 

Defense Support Activity (Fargo Building), Boston, Massachu-
setts, $8,000,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $13,214,000. 
Fort CampbeU, Kentucky, $13,680,000. 
Fort Carson, Colorado, $10,732,000. 
Fort Hood, Texas, $46,281,000. 
Fort Sam Houston, Texas, $870,000. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, $31,861,000. 
Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $2,892,000. 
Fort Ord, Cali:forni•a, $32,209,000. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, $54,361,000. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska, $1,685,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas, $14,879,000. 
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Airfield, Georgia, $39,480,000. 

lJNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE COMMAND 

Fort Benning, Georgia, $44,212,000. 
Fort Eustis, Virginia, $633,000. 
Fort Gordon, Georgia, $6,945,000. 
Fort Jackson, South Carolina, $14,546,000. 
Fort Knox, Kentucky, $42,898,000. 
Fort Lee, Virginia, $719,000. 
Fort McClellan, Alabama, $41,090,000. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama, $13,239,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, $15,772,000. 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $4,984,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Mary land, $7,000,000. 
Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center, Texas, $642,000. 
Army Materials and Mechanics Research Center, Massachusetts, 

$976,000. 
Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, $222,000. 

' 
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Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, $1,571,000. 
Sierra Army Depot, California, $1,160,000. 
White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico, $3,715,000. 
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $778,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY COMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona, $7,517,000. 
Camp Roberts, California, $415,000. 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 

United States Military Academy, West Point, New York, $3,883,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY HEAI~TH SERVICES COMMAND 

Fort Detrick, Maryland, $972,000. 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Washington, District of Colum­

bia, $3,580,000. 
POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locations: Air Pollution Abatement, $5,779,000. 
Various locations: Water Pollution Abatement, $51,961,000. 

DINING FACILmES MODERNIZATION 

Various locations, $16)547,000. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

Various locations, $31,963,000. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $2,652,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNITED STATES FORCES COMMAND 

Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico, $2,480,000. 
Fort Sherman, Canal Zone, $1,400,000. 

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY, KOREA 

Various locations, $9,281,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY SECUIUTY AGENCY 

Various locations, $1,176,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY, EUROPE 

Germany, various locations, $20,599,000. 
Camp Darby, Italy, $3,589,000. 
Various locations: For the United States share of the cost of multi­

lateral programs for the acquisition or construction of military facili­
ties and instaUations, including international military headquarters, 
for the collective defense of the North Atlantic Treaty Area, 
$80,000,000 and an additional $20,000,000 for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976. Within thirty days after the end of each 

' 
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quarter, the Secretary of the Army shall furnish to the Committees on 
Armed Services and on Appropriations of the Senate and House of 
Representatives a descri:pt10n of obligations incurred as the United 
States share of such multilateral programs. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $34,000,000. 

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop 
Army installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by changes in Army missions and responsibilities which 
have been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considerations, (2) 
new weapons developments, or ( 3) new and unforeseen research and 
development requirements, or ( 4) improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construc­
tion for inclusion in the next Military Construction Authorization 
Act would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and in 
connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or 
install permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisi­
tion, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $10,000,000. The Secretary of the Army, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a 
final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public 
works undertaken under this section, including those real estate actions 
pertaining thereto. This authorization shall expire upon enactment of 
the fiscal year 1977 Military Construction Authorization Act except 
for those public works projects concerning which the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have 
been notified pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 103. (a) Public Law 88-390, as amended, is amended under 
the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in se.ction 101 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Letterman General Hospital, California, strike 
out "$15,424,000" and insert in place thereof "$15,704,000". 

(b) Public Law 88--390 as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 602 "$257,098,000" and "$308,159,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$257,378,000" and "$308,439,000", respectively. 

SEC. 104. (a) Public Law 90--110, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as :follows: 

With respect to Fort Lee, Virginia, strike out "$2,575,000" and insert 
in place thereof "$3,615,000". 

(b) Public Law 90-110, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 802 "$288,355,000" and "$391,748,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$289,395,000" and "$392,788,000", respectively. 

SEC. 105. (a) Public Law 92--145, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as follows: 

With respect to Walter Rood Army Medical Center, District of 
Columbia, strike out "$112,500,000" ·and insert in place thereof 
"$134,652,000". 

(b) Public Law 92--145, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (1) of section 702 "$363,626,000" and "$405,607,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$385,778,000" and "$427,759,000'', respectively. 

' 
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SEc. 106. (a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 101 as follows: 

( 1) With respect to Fort Polk, Louisiana, strike out "$29,276,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$44,536,000". 

(2) With respect to Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, strike out 
"$2,950,000" and insert in place thereof "$3,461,000". 

(3) With respect to Fort Rucker, Alabama, strike out "$3,987,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$4,810,000". 

( 4) With respect to Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, strike out 
"$44,482,000" and insert in place thereof "$54,283,000". 

( 5) vVith respect to Aeronautical Depot Maintenance Center, Texas, 
stnke out "$6,284,000" and insert in place thereof "$7,353,000". 

(6) W"ith respect to Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, strike out 
"$466,000" and msert. in place thereof "$617,000". 

(7) With respect to White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico, strike 
out "$3,843,000" and insert in place thereof "$6,339,000". 

( 8) With respect to Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, strike out 
"$6,472,000" and insert in place thereof "$7,991,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended by striking out 
in clause ( 1) of section 602 "$485,827 ,000" and "$599,927 ,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$517,457,000" and "$631,557,000", respec­
tively. 

SEc. 107. (a) Public Law 93-552 is amended under the heading 
"INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 101 as :follows: 

(1) With respect to Fort Benning, Georgia, strike out "$36,827,000" 
and msert in place thereof "$37,156,000". 

(2) With respect to Fort Jackson, South Carolina, strike out 
"$19,078,000" and insert in place thereof "$21,269,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-552 is amended under the heading "OUTSIDE THE 
UNITED STATES" in section 101 as :follows: 

With respect to Fort Buckner, Okinawa, strike out "$532,000" and . 
insert in place thereof "$944,000". 

(c) Public Law 93-552 is amended by striking out in clause (1) of 
section 602 "$491,695,000", "$120,184,000", and "$611,879,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$494,215,000", "$120,596,000", and 
"$614,811,000", respectively. 

TITLE II-NAVY 

SEc. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop mili­
tary installations and :facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
includin_g land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and eqmpment for the following acquisition and construction: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

THIRD NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut, $17,513,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New Jersey, $879,000. 
Naval Underwater Systems Center, New London, Dresden, New 

York, $150,000. 
NAVAL DISTRICT, WASHINGTON 

N ava;l District, Washington, District of Columbia, $400,000. 
Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, District of Columbia, 

$4,824,000. 
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National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Maryland, $100,000,000. 
Uniformed Services University of the Health Sciences, Bethesda, 

Maryland, $64,900,000. 
Naval Ship Research Development Center, Carderock, Maryland, 

$550,000. 
Naval Surface Weapons Center, Dahlgren, Virginia, $2,375,000. 

FIFTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Fleet Combat Direction Systems Training Center, Atlantic, Dam 
Neck, Virginia, $4,383,000. 

Commander in Chief, Atlantic Fleet, Norfolk, Virginia, $4,246,000. 
Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, $3,293,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Yorktown, Virginia, $14,7 43,000. 

SIXTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Nav·al Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, $2,557,000. 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, $3,382,000. 
Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, $3,169,000. 
Naval Hospital, Orlando, Florida, $2,978,000. 
Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida, $5,588,000. 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, $4,282,000. 
Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, $500,000. 
Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, $2,748,000. 
Fleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, Charleston, 

South Carolina, $250,000. 
Naval Station, Charleston, South Carolina, $2,100,000. 
Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charleston, South Carolina, 

$195,000. 
EIGHTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Personnel Center, New Orleans, Louisiana, $21,300,000. 
Naval Support Activity, New Orleans, Louisiana, $1,856,000. 

NINTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, $10,448,000. 
Navy Public Works Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, $1,151,000. 

ELEVENTH N AVAJ, DISTRICT 

National Parachute Test Range, El Centro, California, $1,345,000. 
I...ong Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California, $3,322,000. 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, $20,746,000. 
Naval Air Station, North Island, California, $13,817,000. 
Naval Electronics Laboratory Center, San Diego, California, 

$3,795,000. 
TWELFTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval We~pons Station, Concord, California, $264,000. 
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, California, $2,400,000. 
Naval Air Station, Fallon, Nevada, $554,000. 

THIRTEENTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Regional Medical Center, Bremerton, Washington, 
$29,959,000. 

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, 'Vashington, $1,082,000. 

' 
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FOURTEENTH NAVAL DISTRICT 

Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $7,078,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $2,605,000. 
Naval Communication Station, Honolulu, Wahiawa, Hawaii, 

$2,500,000. 

MARINE CORPS 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, $13,423,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, 

$3,54'1 ,ooo. 
Marine Corps Air Station, New River, North Carolina, $1,983,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina, $2,782,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, $1,164,000. 
Marine Corps Supply. Center, Barstow, California, $700,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, $9,480,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, California, $2,000,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California, $3,159,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Hwwaii, $5,410,000. 

TRIDENT FACILITIES 

Various locations: Trident facilities, $186,967,000, of which not 
more than $7,000,000 shall be available for community impact a;ssist­
ance as authorized by section 608 of Public Law 93-552. 

POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locations: Air pollution abatement, $3,262,000. 
Various locations: Water pollution abatement, $44,827,000. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

Various locations, $28,828,000. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $6,580,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

TENTH NAV .A.L DISTRICT 

Atlantic Fleet Weapons Range, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, 
$2,128,000. 

ATLANTIC OCEAN AREA 

Naval Air Station, Bermuda, $78,000. 
Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, $3,264,000. 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Ouba, $450,000. 

INDIAN OCEAN AREA 

Naval Support Activity, Diego Garcia, Chagos Archipelago, 
$13,800,000. 

PACIFIC OCEAN AREA 

Naval Communicwtion Station, Finegayan, Guam, Mariana Islands, 
$1,200,000. 
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POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locations: Water Pollution Abatement, $250,000. 

EMERGENCY OONSTRUOTION 

SEo. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy 
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by changes inN avy missions and responsibilities which have 
been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considerations, (2) new 
weapons developments, ( 3) new and unforeseen research and develop­
ment requirements, or ( 4) improved production schedules, if the Sec­
retary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for 
inclusion in the next Military Construction Authorization Act would 
be inconsistent with interests of national security, and in connection 
therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install perma­
nent or temporary public works, includin~ land acquisition, site prep­
aration, appurtenances, utilities, and eqmpment, in the total amount 
of $10,000,000. The Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, shall notify 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre­
sentatives, immediately upon reaching a decision to implement, of the 
cost of construction of any public works undertaken under this section, 
including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This authoriza­
tion shall expire upon enactment of the fiscal year 1977 Military Con­
struction Authorization Act, except for those public works projects 
concerning which the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives have been notified pursuant to this 
section prior to that date. 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 203. \a) Public Law 90-408, as amended, is amended under 
the heading 'INsiDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 201 as follows: 

· (1) ·with respect to Naval Coastal Systems Laboratory, Panama 
City, Florida, strike out "$9,397,000" and insert in place thereof 
$11,321,000". 

(2) With respect to Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, Cali­
forma, strike out "$1,847,000" and insert in place thereof "$2,064,000". 

(b) Public Law 90-408, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of section 802 "$244,059,000" and "$250,924,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$246,200,000" and "$253,065,000", respectively. 

SEc. 204. (a) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 201 as follows: 

(1) With respect to OMEGA Navigation Station, Haiku, Oahu, 
Hawaii, strike out "$3,162,000" and insert in place thereof ''$3,762,000". 

(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of section 602 "$247,869,000" and "$275,007,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$248,469,000" and "$275,607,000", respectively. 

SEc. 205. (a) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 201 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, 
stnke out "$5,316,000" and insert in place thereof "$7,916,000". 

(2) With respect to Naval Shipyard, Puget Sound, Bremerton, 
1V ashington, strike out "$5,99'2,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$7,792,000". 

(b) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of section 702 "$488,493,000" and "$533,410,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$492,893,000" and "$537,810,000", respectively. 
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SEc. 206. (a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" in section 201 as follows: 

(1) \Vith respect to Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, 
Kittery, :Maine, strike out "$2,817 ,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$5,617 000". 

(2) "\Vith respect to Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, strike out 
"$18,183,000" and insert in place thereof "$20,472,000". 

(3) With respect to Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Cali­
fornia, strike out "$6,808,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$11 ,508,000". 

(4) With respect to Navy Public Works Center, San Diego, Cali­
forma, strike out "$2,471,000" and insert in place thereof "$5,982,000". 

(5) With respect to Puget Sound Navy Shipyard, Bremerton, 
\Vashington, strike out "$2,300,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$3,531,000". 

(6) With respect to Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, strike 
out "$4,060,000" and insert in place thereof "$4,824,000". 

(7) With respect to :Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North 
Carolina, strike out "$1,821,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$9,700,000". 

(8) With respect to Marine Co~s Air Station, New River, North 
Carolina, strike out "$3,245,000 ' and insert in place thereof 
"$6,755,000". 

(9) With respect to Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, Cali­
forma, strike out "$6,210,000" and insert in place thereof "$6,862,000". 

(10) \Vith respect to Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Hawaii, strike out "$5,988,000'' and insert in place thereof 
"$6,495,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (2) of section 602 "$522,006,000" and "580,839,000" and insert­
ing in place thereof "$549,849,000" and "$608,682,000", respectively. 

SEc. 207. (a) Public Law 93-552 is amended under the heading 
"INsiDE THE UNITED STATEs" in section 201 as follows: 

(1) With respect to Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, strike 
out "$6,893,000" and insert in place thereof "$9,214,000". 

(2) ·with respect to Naval Station, :Mayport, Florida, strike out 
"$3,239,000" and insert in place thereof "$3,654,000". 

(3) With respect to Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas, strike 
out "$1,830,000" and insert in place thereof "$5,430,000". 

(4) With respect to Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, strike 
out "$11,772,000" and insert in place thereof "$13,732,000". 

(5) With respect to Naval Air Station, North Island, California, 
strike out "$12,943,000" and insert in place thereof "$14,903,000". 

( 6) With respect to Naval Station, Adak, Alaska, strike out 
"$7,697,000" and msert in place thereof "$10,642,000". 

(7) 'Vith respect to Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, 
Washington, strike out "$393,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$623,000". 

(8) With respect to Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Hawaii, strike out "$5,497,000" and insert in place thereof 
"$5,606,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-552 is amended by striking out in clause (2) of 
section 602 "$509,498,000" and "$550,956,000" and inserting in place 
thereof "$523,038,000" and "$564,496,000", respectively. 



S.1247-9 

TITLE III-AIR FORCE 

SEc. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, con­
verting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment for the following acquisition and construc­
tion: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida, $10,697,000. 

AIR FORCE LOGISTICS COMMAND 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, $4,366,000. 
McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California, $3,461,000. 
Newark Air Force Station, Newark, Ohio, $2,117,000. 
Robins Air Force Base, Warner Robins, Georgia, $6,517,000. 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, $12,179,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, $8,038,000. 

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND 

Edwards Air Force Base, 1\:Iuroc, California, $5,330,000. 
Eglin Air Force Base, Valpariso, Florida, $8,390,000. 
Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico, $5,373,000. 

AIR TRAINING C0~1MAND 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi, $1,453,000. 
Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama, $419,000. 
Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi, $43,140,000. 
Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, $104,596,000. 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas, $11,017,000. 
Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado, $9,162,000. 
Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, $5,128,000. 
Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, $1,270,000. 
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas, $4,382,000. 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base, Fairbanks, Alaska, $471,000. 
Elmendorf Air Force Base, Anchorage, Alaska, $568,000. 
Various locations, $12,468,000. 

HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland, $6,906,000. 
Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, District of Columbia, 

$3,089,000. 
MILITARY AIRLIFT COMMAND 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma, $996,000. 
1\:IcChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington, $1,189,000. 
McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey, $1,740,000. 
Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois, $1,488,000. 
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STRATEGIC Am COMMAND 

Beale Air Foree Base, Marysville, California, $3,590,000. 
Carswell Air Foree Base, Fort Worth, Texas, $1,992,000. 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington, $1,000,000. 
Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York, $372,000. 
Kincheloe Air Force Base, Kinross, Miehigan, $670,000. 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, $622,000. 
Offutt Air Foree Base, Omaha, Nebraska, $1,437,000. 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York, $400,000. 
Vandenberg Air Force Base, Lompoc, California, $2,696,000. 
'Vurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan, $447,000. 

TACTICAL Am CO:MMAND 

Cannon Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico, $1,876,000. 
George Air Force Base, Victorville, California, $3,646,000. 
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia, $1,336,000. 
Luke Air Force Base, Glendale, Arizona, $439,000. 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho, $8,541,000. 
Nellis Air Force Base, I.~as Vegas, Nevada, $990,000. 
Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina, 

$612,000. 
POI,LUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locations: Air Pollution Abatement, $600,000. 
Various locations: Water Pollution Abatement, $10,098,000. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

Various locations, $43,952,000. 

SPECIAL FAcn.rrms 

Various locations, $9,866,000. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $7,909,000. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

UNITED STATES Am FORCES IN EUROPE 

Germany, $5,346,000. 
United Kingdom, $13,524,000. 
Various locations, $74,738,000. 

UNITED STATES Am FORCE SECURITY SERVICE 

Various locations, $981,000. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations, $2,666,000. 

l\"'UOLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY 

Various locations, $5,591,000. 

, 
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CLASSIFIED INSTAI,LATIONS 

SEc. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
classified military installations and facilities by acquiring, construct­
ing, converting, rehabilitating, and installing permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition, s1te preparation, appurte­
nances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $3,982,000. 

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 303. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction 
made necessary by changes in Air Force missions and responsibilities 
which have been oceasioned by (1) unforeseen security considerations, 
(2) new weapons developments, (3) new and unforeseen research and 
development requirements, or (4) improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction 
for inclusion in the next Military Construction Authorization Act 
would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and in con­
nection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilihite, or install 
permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total 
amount of $10,000,000. The Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee1 shall notify the Committees on Anned Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final decision 
to implement, of the cost of construction of any public works under­
taken under this section, including those real estate actions pertainin& 
thereto. This authorization shall expire upon enactment of the fiscal 
year 1977 Military Construction Authorization Act, except for those 
public works projects concerning which the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have been notified 
pur·suant to this section prior to that date. 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 304. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 91-511, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "ll'BIDE THE LNITED STA't'Es'· as fo1lows: 

(1) Under the subheading "Am TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas, strike out "$310,000'' and 
insert in place thereof "$375,000". 

(2) Under the subheading "Am TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike out "$1,04 7 ,000" and 
insert in place .thereof "$1,110,000". 

(3) Under the subheading "Am TIL.UNING CO:liMANn" with respect 
to Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas, strike out "$349,000" and 
insert in place thereof "$416,000". 

(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 602 "$192,133,000" and "$256,385,000" and 
inserting in place thereof $192,328,000" and · "$256,580,000", 
respectively. 

SEc. 305. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 92-145, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "Am TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Lowry Air Force Bttse, Denver, Colorado, strike out "$8,435,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$8,902,000". 

(b) Public Law 92-145, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 702 "$226,697,000" and "$247,560,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$227,164,000" and "$248,027,000", respec­
tively. 

' 
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CLASSIFIED INSTALLATIONS 

SEc. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
classified military installations and facilities by acquiring, construct­
ing, converting, rehabilitating, and installing permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition, s1te preparation, appurte­
nances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $3,982,000. 

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 303. The Seeretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction 
made necessary by changes in Air Force missions and responsibilities 
which have been occasioned by ( 1) unforeseen security considerations, 
( 2) new weapons developments, ( 3) new and unforeseen research and 
development requirements, or ( 4) improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction 
for inclusion in the next Military Construction Authorization Act 
would be inconsistent with intNa<;ts of national security. and in con­
nection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilih1te, or install 
permanent or temporary public works, including land acrtuisition, site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment m the total 
amount of $10,000,000. The Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, 
shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and 
House of Representatives, immediately upon reaching a final deeision 
to implement, of the cost of construction of any public works under­
taken under this section, including those real estate actions pertaining 
thereto. This authorization shall expire upon enactment of the fiscal 
year 1977 .Military Construction Authorization Act, except for those 
public works projects concerning which the Committees on Armed 
Servict~s of the Senate and House of RepresentatiwA> have been notified 
pursuant to this section prior to that date. 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 304. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 91-511, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED ST.\TEs·~ as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING cmnrAND" with respect 
to Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas, strike out "$310,000" and 
insert in place thereof "$.175,000". 

(2) Under the subheading "AIR TMINING co~IMAND" with respect 
to Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike out "$1,047,000" and 
insert in place thereof "$1,110,000". 

(3) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMJ\IAND" with respeet 
to Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas, strike out "$349,000" and 
insert in place thereof "$416,000". · 

(b) Public Law 91-511, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 602 "$192,133,000" and "$256,385,000" and 
inserting in place thereof $192,328,000" and "$256,580,000", 
respeetively. 

SEc. 305. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 92-145, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado, strike out "$8,435,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$8,902,000". 

(b) Public Law 92-145, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 702 "$226,697,000" and "$247,560,000" and 
inserting in place thereof "$227,164,000" and "$248,027,000", respec­
tively. 

' 
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SEc. 306. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 92-545, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "AIR FORCE SYSTE~fS COM~IAND" with 
respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California, strike out 
"$534,000" and insert in place thereof "$828,000". 

(b) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is further amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 702 "$234,125,000" and ''$292,683,000" and 
inserting in place thereof ''$234,419,000" and "$292,977,000", respec­
tively. 

SEc. 307. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 93-166, as amended, is 
amended under the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATES" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "sTRATEGIC AIR COMMAND" with respect to 
Kincheloe Air Ji'orce Base, Kinross, Michigan, strike out "$2,430,000" 
and insert in place thereof "$2,893,000". 

(b) Section 301 of Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended 
under the heading "OuTSIDE THE UNITED STATEs" as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "UNITED STATES AIR FORGES IN EUROPE" 
with respect to Germany, strike out "$5,181,000" and insert in place 
thereof "$6,663,000". 

(2) Under the subheading "UNITED STATES AIR FORCE SOUTHERN 
COMMAND" with respect to Howard Air Force Base, Canal Zone, strike 
out "$927,000" and insert in place thereof "$1,827,000". 

(c) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is further amended by strik­
ing out in clause (3) of section 602 "$260,727,000", ''$21,302,000" 
and "$283,029,000" and inserting in place thereof "$261,190,000", 
"$23,684,000" and "$285,874,000", respectively. 

SEc. 308. (a) Section 301 of Public Law 93-552, is amended under 
the heading "INSIDE THE UNITED STATEs'' as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect to 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas, strike out "$836,000" and insert 
in place thereof "$1,194,000". 

(2) Under the subheading "AIR TRAINING COMMAND" with respect 
to Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas, strike out "$776,000" and 
insert in place thereof "$1,673,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-552 is further amended by striking out in clause 
(3) of section 602 "$307,786,000" and "$390,773,000" and inserting in 
place thereof "$309,041,000" and "$392,028,000", respectively. 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 

SEc. 401. The Secreta11. of Defense may establish or develop mili­
tary installations and fa.Cilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment, for defense agencies for the following acquisition and 
construction: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY 

Defense Mapping Agency Topographic Center, Bethesda, Mary­
land, $195,000. 

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY 

Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee, $377,000. 
Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayton, Ohio, $96,000. 

, 
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Defense Fuel Support Point, Melville, Newport, Rhode Island, 
$352,000. 

Defense Fuel Support Point, Norwalk, California, $197,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Colorado Springs, Colorado, 

$440,000. 
Defense Properly Disposal Office, Elmendorf, Alaska, $403,000. 
Defense Properly Disposal Office, Monterey, California, $635,000. 
Defense Personnel Support Center, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 

$1,400,000. 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $3,012,000. 

POLLUTION ABATEMENT 

Various locations: Air Pollution Abatement, $2,426,000. 
Various locations: vVater Pollution Abatement, $322,000. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION 

Various locations, $175,000. 

OUTSIDE THE uNITED STATES 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR AGENCY 

Johnston Atoll, $4,033,000. 
Enewetak Auxiliary Airfield, $20,000,000. 

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY 

Defense Properly Disposal Office, Nuremberg, Germany, $500,000. 
Defense Properly Disposal Office, Seckenheim, Germany, $237,000. 

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION 

SEc. 402. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installa­
tions and facilities which he determines to be vital to the security of 
the United States, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities2 
and eqUipment in the total amount of $10,000,000. The Secretary ot 
Defense, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Serv­
ices of the Senate and House of Representatives, immediately upon 
reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of 
any public works undertaken under this section, including real estate 
actions pertaining thereto. 

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS 

SEc. 403. (a) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "INsiDE THE UNITED STATES" under the subheading "DEFENSE 
SUPPLY AGENCY" in section 401 as follows : 

With respect to Defense General Supply Center, Richmond, Vir­
ginia, strike out "$1,171,000" and insert in place thereof "$1,365,000". 

(b) Public Law 92-545, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause ( 4) of section 702 "$33,004,000" and inserting in place thereof 
"$33,198,000". 

' 



8.1247-14 

SEc. 404. (a) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended under the 
heading "DEFENSE SUPPLY .AGENCY" in section 401 as follows: 

With respect to "Defense Depot, Tracy, California", strike out 
"$747,000" and insert in place thereof "$1,384,000". 

(b) Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause ( 4) of section 602 "$10,000,000" and inserting in place thereof 
"$10,637 ,000". 

TITLE V-MILIT.ARY FAMILY HOUSING 

AU'l'HORIZA'l'ION TO CONSTRUC'l' OR ACQUIRE HOUSING 

SEc. 501. (a) The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is author­
ized to construct or acquire sole interest in existing family housing 
units in the numbers and at the locations hereinafter named, but no 
family housing construction shall be commenced at any such locations 
in the United States until the Secretary shall have consulted with the 
Secretary of the Department of Housing and Urban Development as 
to the availability of suitable private housing at such locations. If 
agreement cannot be reached with respect to the availability of suit­
able private housing at any location, the Secretary of Defense shall 
notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, in writing, of such difference of opinion, and no 
contract for construction at such location shall be entered into for a 
period of thirty days after such notification has been ~iven. This 
authority shall include the authority to acquire land, and rnterests in 
land, by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or 
otherwise. 

(b) With respect to the family housing units authorized to be con­
structed by this section, the Secretary of Defense is authorized to 
acquire sole interest in privately owned or Department of Housing 
and Urban Development held family housin~ units in lieu of con­
structin~ all or a portion of the family housrng authorized by this 
section d he, or his designee, determines such action to be in the best 
interests of the United States; but any family housing units acquired 
under authority of this subsection shall not exceed the cost limitations 
specified in section 502 of this Act or the limitations on size specified 
in section 2684 of title 10, United States Code. In no case may family 
housing units be acquired under this subsection through the exercise 
of eminent domain authority ; and in no case may family housing units 
other than those authorized by this section be acquired in lieu of con­
struction unless the acquisition of such units is hereafter specifically 
authorized by law. . 

(c) The Department of the Army, two thousand one hundred units, 
$73,500,000 : 

Fort Ord, California, three hundred and fifty units. 
Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Airfield, Georgia, seven hundred 

and fifty units. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, one thousand units. 

(d) The Department of the Navy, six hundred and seventy-eight 
units, $23,730,000 : 

Naval Facility, Nantucket, Massachusetts, eighteen units. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, two 

hundred and fifty units. 
Naval Complex, Bangor, 1Vashington, four hundred units. 
Naval Radio Station, Sugar Grove, West Virginia, ten units. 

' 
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COST LIMITATIO:NS 

SEc. 502. (a) Authorizations :for the construction of family housing 
provided in section 501 of this Act shall he subject, under such regula­
tions as the Secretary of Defense may prescribe, to the limitations on 
cost prescribed in subsections (b) and (c), 'Which shall include shades, 
screens, ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed equipment and 
fixtures, the cost of the family unit, design, supervision, inspection, 
overhead, the proportionate costs of land a·cquisition, site preparation, 
and installation of util;ties. 

(b) The average unit cost for all units of family housing con­
structed in the United States (other than Alaska and Hawaii) shall 
not exceed $35,000 and in no event shall the cost of any unit exceed 

' $51,000. 
(c) 'When family housing units are constructed in areas other than 

those areas specified in suhse.dion (b), the average cost of all such 
units shall not exceed $45,000, and in no event shall the cost of any 
unit exceed $.51.000. 

(d) Notwithstanding the limitations contained in prior Military 
Construction Authorization Acts on cost of construction of familv 
housing, the limitations on such cost contained in this section shall 
apply to all prior authorizations for construction of family housing 
not heretofore repealed and for which construction contracts have not 
been executed prior to the date of enactment of this Act. 

AL'I'ERATIO:NS TO EXISTI:NG QUARTERS 

SEc. 503. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to 
accomplish alterations, additions, expansions, or extensions not other­
wise author·ized hy law, to existing public quarters at a cost not to 
exceed-

(1) for the Department of the Army, $.~5,000,000; 
(2) :for the Department of the Navy, $34,230,000, including 

$7,200,000 for energy conservation projects; 
( 3) :for the Department of the Air Force, $51,000,000, including 

$16,000,000 :for energy conservation projects; and 
( 4) for the Defense Supply Agency, $127,000. 

HOUSING OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

SEc. 504. (a) The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized 
to construct or otherwise acquire at the locations hereinafter named 
family housing units not subject to the limitations on such cost con­
tained in section 502 of this Act. This authority shall include the 
authority to acquire land, and interests in land, by gift, purchase, 
exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. Total costs shall 
include shades, scree.ns, ranges, refrigerators, and other installed equip­
ment and fixtures, the cost of the family unit, and the costs of land 
acquisition, site preparation, design, supervision, inspection, overhead, 
and instaUation of utilities. 

(b) (1) Three family housing units are authorized in Cairo, Egypt, 
at a total cost not to exceed $180,000. Such units shall he funded bv use 
of excess foreign currency when so provided in Department of 
Defense Appropriation Acts. 

(2) J'wo hundred and fifty units are authorized at Naval Base, 
Keflavrk, Iceland, at a total cost not to exceed $17,500,000. 

, 
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REPAIRS TO EXISTING QUARTERS 

SEc. 505. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to 
accomplish repairs and improvements to existing public quarters in 
amounts in excess of the $15,000 limitation prescribed in section 610 
(a) of Public Law 90-110, as amended ( 81 Stat. 279, 305), as follows: 

Fort McClellan, Alabama, twenty-six units, $465,900. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska, two hundred and eight units, 

$4:,000,000. 
Fort McNair, Washington, District of Columbia, five units, 

$195,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, thirty-two units, $654,400. 
Fmt Eustis, Virginia, one hundred and eighty-five units, 

$3,140,000. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, one hundred and thirty-six units, 

$2,503,000. 
Naval Station, Adak, _A,laska, thirty-six units, ·$665,000. 
Public Works Center, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, one hundred and 

forty-five units, $2,500,000. 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina, 

one hundred and seventy-eight units, $2,685,800. 

RJ<JNTAI, QUARTERS 

SEc. 506. (·a) Section 515 of Public Law 84-161 (69 Stat. 324, 352), 
as amended, is further amended by ( 1) striking out "During fiscal 
years 1975 and 1976", and (2) revising the third sentence to read as 
follows : "Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities, 
including the cost of utilities and maintenallce and operation, may not 
exceed: For the United States (other than Alaska, Hawaii, and Guam) 
and Puerto Rico, an average of $245 per month for each military 
department, or the amount of $325 per month for any one unit; and for 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Guam, an average of $310 per month for each 
miHtary department, or the amount of $385 per month for any one 
unit.". 

(b) Section 507(b) of Public Law 93-166 (87 Stat. 661, 676), is 
amended by striking out "$355", "$625", and "twelve thousand" in the 
first sentence, and inserting in lieu thereof "$380", "$670", and "fifteen 
thousand", respectively. 

HOUSING APPROPRIATIONS LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 507. There is ·authorized to be appropriated for use by the Sec­
reta.ry of Defense, or his designee, for military family housing as 
authorized by law for the following purposes: 

( 1) for construction or acquisition of sole interest in family 
housmg, including demolition, authorized improvements to public 
quarters, minor construction, relocation of fa.mily housing, rental 
gnarantee payments, and planning an amount not to exceed 
$208,207,000, including $1,900,000 for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976. 

(2) for support of military family housing, including operat­
ing expenses, leasing, maintenance of real property, payments of 
prmcipal and interest on mortgage debts incurred, payment to 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, and mortgage insurance pre­
miums authorized under section 222 of the National Housing 
Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1'T15m), an amount not to exceed 

, 
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$1,434,676,000, including $308,739,000 for the period July 1, 1976, 
through September 30, 1976. 

AIR CONDITIONING, HAWAII FAMILY HOUSING 

SEc. 508. Section 509 of Public Law 93-552 (88 Stat. 1745, 1759), 
is hereby amended by changing the period to a comma and by adding 
"except as authorized by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, for 
unusual circumstances resulting :from excessive noise, adverse environ­
mental conditions, or health of the occupants.". 

TITLE VI-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

WAIVER OF RESTRICTIONS 

SEc. 601. The Secretary of each military department may proceed 
to establish or develop installations and facilities under this Act with­
out regard to section 3648 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 
U.S.C. 529), and sections 4 77 4 and 977 4 of title 10, United States Code. 
The authority to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 
includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning, 
and supervision incident to construction. That authority- may be exer­
cised before title to the land is approved under section 355 of the 
Revised Statutes, as amended ( 40 U.S. C. 255), and even though the 
land is held temporarily. The authority to acquire real estate or land 
includes authority to make surveys and. to acquire land, and interests 
in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of 
Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

APPROPRIATIONS LIMITATIONS 

SEc. 602. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as 
may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for 
public works projects authorized by titles I, II, III, IV, and V, shall 
not exceed-

( 1) for title I: Inside the United States, $596,515,000; outside 
the United States, $172,525,000; or a total of $769,040,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $684,339,000; outside 
the United States, $21,170,000; or a total of $705,509,000. 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $379,041,000; out­
side the United States, $102,846,000; section 302, $3,982,000 ; or a 
total of $485,869,000. 

( 4) for title IV: A total of $44,800,000. 
(5) for title V: Military Family Housing, $1,642,883,000. 

COST VARIATIONS 

SEC. 603. (a) Except as provided in subsections (b) and (c), any 
of the amounts specified in titles I, II, III, and IV of this Act may, at 
the discretion of the Secretary of the military department concerned 
or Director of the defense agency concerned, be increased by 5 per 
centum when inside the United States (other than Hawaii and Alaska), 
and by 10 per centum when outside the United States or in Hawaii 
and Alaska, if he determines that such increase ( 1) is required for the 
sole purpose of meeting unusual variations in cost, and (2) could not 
have been reasonably anticipated at the time such estimate was sub­
mitted to the Congress. 
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(b) When the amount named for any construction or acquisition in 
title I, II, III, or IV of this Act involves only one project at any 
military installation and the Secretary of the military department or 
Director of the defense agency concerned determines that the amount 
authorized must be increased by more than the applicable percentage 
prescribed in subsection (a), he may proceed with such construction or 
acquisition if the amount of the increase does not exceed by more than 
25 per centum the amount named for such project by the Congress. 

(c) \Vben the Secretary of Defense determines that any amount 
named in title I, II, III, or IV of this Act must be exceeded by more 
than the perc<::mtages permitted in subsections (a) and (b) to accom­
plish authorized construction or acquisition, the Secretary of the mili­
tary department concerned or Director of the defense agency concerned 
may proceed with such construction or acquisition after a written 
report of the facts relating to the increase of such amount, including 
a statement of the reasons for such increase, has been submitted to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representa­
tives, and either (1) thirty days have elapsed from date of submission 
of such report, or (2) both committees have indicated approval of such 
construction or acquisition. Notwithstanding the provisions in prior 
military construction authorizations Acts, the provisions of this 
subsection shall a.pply to such prior Acts. 

(d) Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this section, the 
total cost of all construction and acquisition in each such title may not 
exceed the total amount authorized to 'be appropriated in that title. 

(e) No individual project authorized under title I, II, III, or IV 
of this Act for any specifically listed military installation for which 
the current working estimate is $400,000 or more may be placed under 
contract i£-

(1) the approved scope of the project is reduced in excess of 
25 per centum; or 

(2) the current working estimate, based upon bids receivf'il, for 
the construction of such project exceeds by more than 25 per 
centum the amount authorized for such project by the Congress, 
until a >vritten report of the facts relating to the reduced scope or 
increased cost of such project, including a statement of the reasons 
for such reduction in scope or increase in cost has been submitted 
to the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives, and either (A) thirty days have elal)sed from 
date of submission of such report, or (B) both committees have 
indicated approval of such reduction in scope or increase in cost 
as the case may be. 

(f) The Secretary of Defense shall submit an annual report to the 
Congress identifying each individual project which has been placed 
under contract in the preceding twelve-month period and with respect 
to which the then current working estimate of the Department of 
Defense based upon bids received for such project exceeded the 
amount authorized by the Congress for that project by more than 25 
per centum. The Secretary shall also include in such report each 
individual project with respect to which the scope was reduced by 
more than 25 per centum in order to permit contract award within the 
available authorization for such proJect. Such report shall include all 
pertinent cost information for each individual project, including the 
amount in dollars and percentage by which the current working esti­
mate based on the contract price for the project exceeded the amount 
authorized for such project by the Congress. 

' 
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CONSTRUCTION St!PERVISION 

SEc. 604. Contracts for construction made by the United States for 
performance within the United States and its possessions under this 
Act shall he executed under the jurisdiction and supervision of the 
Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army, or the Naval Facilities 
Engineering Command, Department of the Navy, or such other depart­
ment or Government agency as the Secretaries of the military depart­
ments recommend ,and the Secretary of Defense approves to assure 
the most efficient, expeditious, and cost-effective accomplishment of the 
construction herein authorized. The Secretaries of the military depart­
ments shall report annually to the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives a breakdown of the dollar 
value of construction contracts completed by each of the several con­
struction agencies selected together with the design, construction super­
vision, and overhead fees charged by each of the several agents in the 
execution of the assigned construction. Further, such contracts (except 
architect and engineering contracts which, unless specifically author­
ized by the Congress shall continue to he awarded in accordance with 
presently established procedures, customs, and practice) shall he 
awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest 
responsible bidder, if the national security will not he impaired and 
the award is consistent with chapter 137 of title 10, L"mted States 
Code. The Secretaries of the military departments shall report 
annually to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives with respect to all contracts awarded on other than 
a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. Such reports shall 
also show, in the case of the ten architect-engineering firms which, in 
terms of total dollars, were awarded the most business; the names of 
such firms; the total number of separate contracts awarded each such 
firm; and the total amount paid or to be paid in the case of each such 
firm under all such contracts awarded such firm. 

REPEAL OF PRIOR A"C"THORIZATIONS i EXCEPTIONS 

SEc. 605. (a) As of .r anuary 1, 1977, all authorizations for military 
public works, including family housing, to he accomplished by the 
Secretary of a military department in connection with the establish­
ment or development of installations and facilities, and all authoriza­
tions for appropriations, therefor, that are contained in titles I, II, 
III, IV, and V of the Act of December 27, 1974, Public Law 93~552 
( 88 Stat. 17 45), and all such authorizations contained in Acts approved 
before December 28, 197 4, and not superseded or otherwise modified 
by a later authorization are repealed except--

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations 
therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain 
the ~eneral provisions; . 

(2) authorizations for public works projects as to which appro­
priated funds have been obligated for construction contracts, land 
acquisition, or payments to the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza­
tion, in whole or in part before January 1, 1977, and authorizations 
for appropriations therefor. 

(h) Notwithstanding the repeal provisions of section 605 of the Act 
of December 27, 1974, Public Law 93~552 (88 Stat. 1745, 1761), 
authorizations for the following items shall remain in effect until 
January 1, 1978: 

' 
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(A) Barracks with mess construction in the amount of $535,000 
at Camp A. P. Hill, Virginia, that is contained in title I, section 
101 o:f the Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 661), as amended. 

(B) Barracks with mess construction in the amount of $476,000 
at Camp Pickett, Virginia, that is contained in title I, section 101 
of the Act of November 29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 661), as amended. 

(C) Military Police barracks with support :facilities construc­
tion in the amount of $1,831,000 and confinement facility con­
struction in the amount of $6,287,000 at Fort Leonard "\Vood, 
Missouri, that is contained in title I, section 101 of the Act of 
N mrember 29, 1973 ( 87 Stat. 661), as amended. 

(D) Barracks complex construction in the amount of 
$8,622,000 at Fort Ord, California, that is contained in title I, 
section 101 of the Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 662), as 
amended. 

(E) Barraeks construction in the amount of $2,965,000 at Aber­
deen Proving Ground, Maryland, that is containt>.il. in title. I, 
section 101 of the Aet of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 662), as 
amended. 

(F) Barracks with mess construction in the amount of $466,000 
at Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, that is contained in title I, 
section 101 of the Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 662), as 
amended. 

(G) Barracks without mess construction in the amount 
of $3,0()0,000 at Fort Greely, Alaska, that is contained in title I, 
section 101 of the Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 662), as 
amended. 

(H) Relocate weapons ranges from Culebra Complex in the 
amount of $12,000,000 for the Atlantic Fleet Weapons Range, 
Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, that is contained in title II, section 
204 o:f the Act of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 668), as amended. 

(I) Authorization for acquisition of lands in support of the 
Air Installation Compatible lTse Zones at Varions Locations not 
limited to those in the original project in the amount of $12,000,000 
that is contained in title III, section 301 of the Act of October 25, 
1972 (86 Stat. 1145), as amended by section 605(3) (K) of the 
Act of December 27,1974 (88 Stat.1762), as amended. 

( .J) Authorization for acquisition of lands in support of the 
Air Installation Compatible Use Zones at Various Locations not 
limited to those identified in the original project in the amount 
of $18,000,000 that is contained in title III, section 301 of the Act 
of November 29, 1973 (87 Stat. 671), as amended. 

UNIT COST LIJIHTATIONS 

SEc. 606. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, III, and IV 
of this Act shall be deemed to authorize any building construction 
projects inside the United States in excess of a unit cost to be deter­
mined in proportion to the appropriate area construction cost index, 
based on the :fo11owing unit cost limitations where the area construc­
tion index is 1.0: 

( 1) $35 per square foot for permanent barracks; 
( 2) $37 per square foot for bachelor officer quarters; 

nnless the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, determines that 
because of special circumstances, application to such project of the 
limitations on unit costs contained in this section is impracticable. 
Notwithstanding the limitations contained in prior Military Construe-

' 
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tion Authorization Acts on unit costs, the limitations on such costs 
contained in this section shall apply to all prior authorizations for 
such construction not heretofore repealed and for which construction 
contracts have not been awarded by the date of enactment of this Act. 

AMENDMENTS TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE, RELATING TO REAL 
PROPERTY 

SEc. 607. Chapter 159 of title 10, United States Code, is amended: 
(1) By striking out "$300,000" in the item relating to section 2674 

in the chapter analysis and inserting "$400,000" in place thereof. 
(2) By striking out "$300,000" in the catchline of section 2674 and 

inserting "$400,000" in place thereof. 
(3) By striking out the fi~ures "$300,000", "$100,000", and 

"$50,000", in section 2674(b) and mserting "$400,000", "$200,000", and 
"$75,000", respectively, in place thereof. 

( 4) By striking out the figure "$50,000" in sections 267 4 (a) and (e) 
and inserting "$75,000" in place thereof. 

( 5) By striking out "quarterly" in section 2662 (b) and inserting in 
place thereof "annually". 

(6) By striking out section 2662(c) and inserting in place thereof 
the following: 

" (c) This section applies only to real property in the United States, 
J>uerto Rico, Guam, the American Virgin Islands, American Samoa, 
and the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. It does not apply to 
real property for river and harbor projects or flood control projects, 
or to leases of Government-owned real property for agricultual or 
grazing purposes or to any real property acquisition specifically 
authonzed in a Military ConstructiOn Authorization Act.". 

(7) By adding the following new subsection to section 2667: 
"(f) Notwithstanding clause (3) of subsection (a), real property 

and associated personal property, which have been detennined excess 
as the result of a defense installation realignment or closure, may be 
leased to State or local governments pending final disposition of such 
property if-

" ( 1) The Secretary concerned determines that such action 
would facilitate State or local economic adjustment efforts, and 

" ( 2) the Administrator of the General Services Administration 
concurs in the ·action.". 

(8) By adding after section 2672 a new section as follows: 
"§ 2672a. Acquisition: interests in land when need is urgent 

"The Secretary of a military department may acquire any interest 
in land that-

" ( 1) he or his designee detennines is needed in the interest of 
national defense; 

"(2) is ~uired to maintain the operation integrity of a mili­
tary installatiOn; and 

"(3) considerations of urgency do not pennit the delay neces­
sary to include the required acquisition in an annual Military 
Construction Authorization Act. 

Appropriations available for military construction may be used for 
the/urposes of this section. The authority to acquire an interest in 
Ian under this section includes authority to make surveys and acquire 
interests in land (including temporary use), by glft, purchase, 
exchange of land owned by the United States, or otherwise. The Secre­
tary of a military department contemplating action under this 
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provision will provide notice, in writing, to the Armed Services Com­
mittees of the Senate and House of Representatives at least 30 days in 
advance of any action being taken.". 

( 9) By inserting in the chapter analysis 
"2672a. Acquisition: interests in land when need Is urgent." 

immediately below 
"2672. Acquisition: interests in land when cost is not more than $50,000.". 

( 10) By striking from the chapter analysis and the catchline relat­
ing to section 2675 the second colon and all that follows. 

( 11) By striking the following words from the first sentence of sec­
tion 2675: "that are not located on a military base and". 

INCREASES FOR SOLAR HEATING AND SOLAR COOLING EQUIPMENT 

SEc. 608. In addition to all other authorized variations of cost limita­
tions or floor area limitations contained in this Act or prior Military 
Construction Authorization Acts, the Secretary of Defense, or his 
designee, may permit increases in the cost limitations or floor area 
limitations by such amounts as may be necessary to equip any projects 
with solar heating and/ or solar cooling equipment. 

LAND CONVEYANCE, GUAM 

SEc. 609. The Secretary of the Navy or his designee is authorized 
and directed to convey to the Guam Power Authority, an agency of the 
Government of Guam, without monetary consideration, but subject to 
such reservations and terms and conditions as the Secretary of the 
Navy or his designee should determine to be necessary to protect the 
interests of the United States, all rights, titles, and interests of the 
United States, in and to those certain parcels of real property situated 
at CHJbras Island, territory of Guam, known and identified as lot 257 
and lot 261, containing 63.58 acres, more or less. 

LAND CONVEYANCE, GEORGIA 

SEc. 610. (a) The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed 
to convey to the Board of Regents of the University System of Georgia, 
subject to the provisions of this Act, all of the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to a parcel of land, with improvements 
thereon, lying and being situated in Richmond County, city of Augusta, 
State of Georgia, more particularly described as follows: 

Beginning at a chiseled X in concrete at the intersection of the south 
line of \V alton vVay with the west line of Katherine Street; thence 
along the west line of Katherine Street, south 02 degrees 27 minutes 
55 seconds west 288.29 feet to a point 1 foot south of cyclone fence; 
thence along a line 1 foot south of and parallel to a cy leone fence, 
north 85 degrees 31 minutes 15 seconds west 227.32 feet to a point 1 
foot east of a cyclone fence; thence along a line parallel to and 1 foot 
east of a cyclone fence south 04 degrees 19 minutes 50 seconds west 
233.05 feet to a point; thence along a line 1 foot south of and parallel 
to a cyclone fence, north 85 degrees 19 minutes 27 seconds west 305.74 
feet to a point 0.60 foot west of a cyclone fence; thence along a line 
parallel to and 0.60 foot -..vest of a cyclone fence, north 04 degrees 59 
minutes 48 seconds east 530.23 feet to a concrete monument on the 
south side of \Valton \Vay; thence along the south side of Walton Way, 
south 85 degrees 30 minutes 15 seconds east 517.62 feet to the point 
of beginning, and containing 5.09 acres, more or less. · 
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(b) The conveyance authorized by this section shall be made upon 
payment to the United States of not less than the appraised fair market 
value of the land and the improvements thereon, as determined by the 
Secretary of the Army, or the sum of $662,000 whichever is the greater, 
and upon such terms, conditions, reservations, and restrictions as the 
Secretary of the Army shaJl deem necessary to protect the interests o:f 
the United States. 

(c) The money received by the United States :for the lands conveyed 
under this section shall be credited to a special account in the Treasury 
and shall be available, without fiscal year limitation, for the construc­
tion of a United States Army Reserve Training Center on lands owned 
by the United States at the intersection of Jackson and Wrightsboro 
Roads, Augusta, Georgia. 

(d) The cost of any surveys necessary as an incident to the convey­
ance authorized by this section shall be borne by the Board of Regents 
of the University System of Georgia. 

SIIORT TITLE 

SEc. 611. Titles I, II, III, IV, V, and VI of this Act may be cited 
as the "Military Construction Authorization Act, 1976". 

TITLE VII-GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES 

AUTHORIZATION FOR FACILITIES 

SEc. 701. Subject to chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of Defense may establish or develop additional facilities 
for the Guard and Reserve Forces, including the acquisition of land 
therefor, but the cost of such facilities shall not exceed-

( 1) For the Department of the Army: 
(A) Army National Guard of the United States, 

$54,745,000. 
(B) Army Reserve, $44,459,000. 

(2) For the Department of the Navy: Naval and Marine Corps 
Reserves, $34,800,000. 

(3) For the Department of the A.ir Force: 
(A) Air National Guard of the United States, $55,100,000. 
(B) Air Force Reserve, $16,500,000. 

W AI\'ER OF CERTAIN RESTRICTIONS 

SEc. 702. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop instal­
lations and facilities under this title without regard to sectiOn 3648 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 529), and sections 4774 
and 9774 of title 10, United States Code. The authority to place per­
manent or temporary improvements on lands includes authority for 
surveys, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision inci­
dent to construction. That authority may be exercised before title to 
the land is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended ( 40 U.S.C. 255), and even though the land is held tempo­
rari]y. The authority to acquire real estate or land includes authority 
to make surveys and to acquire land, and interests in land (including 
temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned 
land, or otherwise. 
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AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE 

Sm. 703. Chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out the figure "$25,000" in paragraph (2) of section 2233a, 
and inserting the figure "$50,000" in piace thereof. 

SHORT TITLE 

Sm. 704. This title may be cited as the "Guard and Reserve Forces 
Facilities Authorization Act, 1976". 

Speaker of the H ouae of Representatives. 

Vice President of the United States and 
President of the Senate. 
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