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94tH CONGRESS SENATE REPORT
2d Session No. 94937

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION,
FISCAL YEAR, 1977

JUNE 9 (legislative day, JUNE 3), 1976.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. Harry F. Byrp, Jr. (for Mr. SymingToN), from the committee of
conference, submitted the following

CONFERENCE REPORT

[To accompany H.R. 12384]

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 12384) to
authorize certain construction at military installations and for other
- purposes, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend-
ment insert the following:

TITLE [—ARMY
8kc. 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 acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities,
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction:

Insipe rar Unitep Srarzs

UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES COMMAND

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $33,293,000. T

Fort Campbell, Kentucky, $65,387,000. s ©520 o
Fort Qarson, Colorado, $10,689,000. i &
Fort Drum, New Y ork $7,114,000. o =

‘Fort Greely, Alaska, $2,854,000. ‘\\ N
Fort Hood, Texas, $20,033,000. -
Fort Lewis, Washington, $2,114,000. =
Fort George G. Meade, M aryland, $1,142,000.
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Fort Ord, Colifornia, $14.453,000.

Fort Polk, Louisiana, §47.,613,000.

Fort Riley, Kansas, $5,694,000.

Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field, Georgia, $39,634,000.
Fort Wainwright, Alaska, $17,163,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE COMMAND

Fort Belvoir, Virginia, $6,052,000.
Fort Benning, Georgia, $10,394000.
Fort Bliss, Texas, $3,8566,000. |
Fort Eustis, Virginia, $3,016,000. !
Fort Gordon, Georgia, $2,224,000.

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana, $987,000.
Fort Knox, Kentucky, $10,379,000.

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, $190,000.

Fort Lee, Virginia, $1,115.000.

Fort Rucker, Alabama, $1,841,000.

Fort Sil, Oklahoma, $1,181,000.

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $15.249,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY MILITARY DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

Fort MceNair, District of Columbia, $722,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, $726,000.

Detroit Arsenal, Michigan, $340,000.

Kansas Army Ammunition Plant, Kansas, $493,000.
Letterkenny Army Depot, Pennsylvania, $8,357,000.

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, $495000.

Natick Laboratories. Massachusetts, $118,000.

Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey, $560,000.

Pine Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas, $6,934,000.

Pueblo Army Depot, Colorado, $417000.

Radford Army Ammunition Plant, Virginia, $25663,000.
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, $1,126,000. :

Seranton Army Ammunition Plant. Pennsylvania, $162,000.
Seneca Army Depot, New Y ork, $421.000.

Sharpe Army Depot, Colifornia. $551,000.

Sierra Army Depot, California, $1,489,000.

Tooele Army Depot, Utah, $2,672,000. .

USA Fuel Lubrication Research. Laboratory, Tewas, $469,000.
Watervliet Arsenal, New York, $3.383.000.

W hite Sonds Missile Range. New Mexico. $349.000.
Woodbridge Research Facility, Virginia, $2,130,000.
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $6,978,000.

AMMUNITION FACILITIES

Holston Army Ammunition Plant, Tennessee, $1,118,000.
Indiana Army Ammunition Plant, Indiana, $6,758.000.
Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant, Texas, $116,000.
Longhorn Army Ammunition Plant, T exas, $86,000.

lateral programs.

3

Milan Army Ammunition Plant, Tennessee, $512,000.
Radford Army Ammunition Plant, Virginia, $387,000.
Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant, K ansas, $15,238,000.
Volunteer Army Ammunition Piant, Tennessee, $285,000.

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY

United States Military Academy, West Point, New Y ork, $2,857,000.

UNITED STATES "ARMY HEALTH SERVICES COMMAND

Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado,$244,000.
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia, $1,108,000

UNITED STATES ARMY MILITARY TRAFFIC COMMAND

Sunny Point Army Terminal, North Carolina, $531,000.
NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY

Various locations, $2,575,000. |
Ouvursipe tag UNITED STATES

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY, KOREA

Various locations, $13,669,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY, JAPAN
Okinawa, $194,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY SECURITY AGENCY

Various locations, $4.,480,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY, EUROPE

Germany, various locations, $15,907 000.

Ttaly, various locations, $1,088,000.

Various locations : For the United States share of the cost of multi-
lateral programs for the acquisition or construction of military facili-
ties and installations, including international military headquarters,
for the collective defense of the North Atlantic Treaty Area, $80,000,-
000. Within thirty days after the end of each 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 descrip-
tion of obligations incurred as the United States share of such multi-

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $49,393,000.
EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Skc. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made nec-



4

essary by changes in Army missions and responsibilities whick have
been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considerations, (2) new
weapons developments, (3) new and unforeseeen research and develop-
ment requirements, or (4) improved production schedules, if the Secre-
tary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for in-
clusion in the next Military Construction Authorization Act would be
inconsistent with interests of national security and, in connection there-
with to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent
or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site prepara-
tion, appurtenances, utilitics 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 Repre-
sentatives, inmumediately upon reaching a final decision to implement,
of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken wunder this
section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This
with, may acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent
authorization will expire upon the date of enactment of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for fiscal year 1978 except for those
public works projects concerning which the Commitices on Armed,
Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have been notified
pursuont to this section prior to such date. '

TITLE [I—-NAVY

8Skc. 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, in-
cluding land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities,
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction.:

Iwsior raE UNirep STATES

TRIDENT FACILITIES

Various locations, $92,278,000.

MARINE CORPS

Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Georgia, $1,965.000.
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, $22,001,000.
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, $12,720,000.
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, $526,000.
Marine Corps Air Station, K aneohe Bay, Hawaii, $1,900,000.
Fleet Marine Force Altantic, Norfolk, Virginia, $799,000.
Headquarters, Fleet Marine Force Pacific, Camp Smith, Oaku,
Hawazi, $1,046.,000.
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South. Carolina,
$4,499,000. )
Marine Corps Development and Education Command, Quantico,
Virginia, $532,000.
Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, $940,000.

b

CHIE¥ OF NAVAL OPERATIONS

Naval Support Activity, Brooklyn, New Y ork, $491,000.

Naval Supgort Activity, New Orleans, Louisiana, $1,400,000.
Commander in Chief Pacific, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $4,300,000.
Naval Support Actwvity, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, $201.000.
Naval Support Activity, Seattle, Washington, $667,000.
Headquarters Naval Destrict Washington, Washington, District of

Columbia, $1,300,000.

|

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, $872,000.
Oceanographic System Atlantic, Dam Neck, Virgina, $8,048,000.
Naval Air Station, J ac]cso;wééle, 3{5’1 fg;ilgb 65‘6',101 ,000.

Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, .

Naval Submarine %)ase, New London, Connecticut, $300,000.
Flag Administrative Unit, Atlantic, Norfolk, Virginia, $223,000.
Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, $24,.246,000.

Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, 814,457 ,000.

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET

Nawal Station, Adak, Alaska, $1,418,000.

Nawal Air Station, Barbers Point, Hawaii, $12,836,000.
Naval Air Station, Fallon, Nevada, $2,376,000.

Navaol Air Station, Miramar, California, $4,9568,000.
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, California, $896,000.
Nawal Air Station, North Island, California, $11,720,000.
Nawal Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $4,051,000. ,
Nawal Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $975,000.
Nawvadl Facility, Point Sur, California, $160,000.

Nawal Station, Sen Diego, California, $8,386,000.

Naval Air Station, W}zid?)ey Island, W ashington, $1,0565,000.

NAVAL EDUCATION AND ITRAINING

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, $1,639,000.

Nawal Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia, $670,000.

Navy Fleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, Charles-
ton, South Carolina, $2.504,000.

Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, $1,871,000.

Nawal Submarine School, New London, Connecticut, $672,000.
Nawval Education and Training Center, Newport, Rhode Island,

4’913% School of Diving and Salwage, Panama City, Florida,
$10,800.,000. .

Nawal Air Station, Pensacola, Floridae, $1,646,000.

Nawval Technical Training Center, Corry Station, Pensacola, Flor-
ida, $900,000.
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Naval Submarine Training Center, San Diego, California,
$3,520,000.
San Diego, California, $5,466,000.

Nawal Training Center.
Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, $1,208,000.

BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY

Naval Regional Medical Center, J acksonville, Florida, $7,393,000.

Portsmouth Naval Regional Medical Clinic, Kittery, Maine,
84,058,000

Naval Regional Dental Center, Newport, Rhode Island, $1,9756,000.

Naval Hospital, Orlando, Florida, $23,850,000.

Novy Environmental and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 6, Pearl
Harbor, Hawazt, $283000.

Naval Regional Dental Center, San Diego, California, $2,601,000.

Navy Environmental and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 5, San
Diego, California, $1,270,000.

CHIEF OF NAVAL NATERIAL

Nawval Air Rework Facility, Alameda, California, $1,191,000.

Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Washington, $10,876,000.

Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, $11,256,000.

Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South Carolina, $8,796,000.

Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charleston, South Carolina,
$2,315,000. )

Naval Weapons Center, China Lake, Colifornia, $950,000.

Naval Weapons Support Center, Crane, Indiana, $988,000.

Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New Jersey, $2,835,000.

National Parachute Test Range, El Centro, Oa}iform'a, $732,000.

Naval Air Facility, El Centro, California, $3,500,000.

Naval Construction Battalion Center, Gulfport, Mississippi,
$4,661,000. : :

Nawval Ordnance Station, Indian Head, Maryland, $383,000.

Nawal Torpedo Station, Keyport, Washington, $2,15,000.

Portsmouth Naval Shipyard, Kittery, Maine, $12,789,000.

Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, $117,000.

Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California, $3,981,000.
s Navy Ships Parts Control Center, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania,

135,000. !

Navy Public Works Center, Norfolk, Virginia, $454,000.

Nawal Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Maryiand, $2,701,000.

Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $11,985,000.

Naval Air Rework Facility, Pensacola, Florida, $7,784,000.

Nawy Public Works Center, Pensacola, Florida, $95,000.

Navy Aviation Supply Office, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, $629,000.

Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,
$4,607,000. . '

Pacific Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, California, $3,087 000.
s Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, California,

183,000.
Norfolk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Virginia, $5,909,000.
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Naval Undersea Center, San Diego, California, $811,000.
Navy Public Works Center, San Francisco, dalifmia, $190,000.
Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Vallejo, California, $9,302,000.

OCEANOGRAPHER OF THE NAVY

Naval Oceanographic Uenter; Bay Saint Louis, Mississippt,
$7,400,000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $34,581 000.
Ovursipe tE UNiTED STATES

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET

Naval Station, Keflavik, Iceland, $6,009,000.
Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, $4,160,000.

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET
Naval Magazine, Guam, Mariana Islands, $1,861,000.

NAVAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMAND
Classified location, $1,832,000. '

NAVAL SECURITY GROUP COMMAND
Naval Security Group Activity, Keflavik, Iceland, $3,000,000.
NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $2,494,000.
EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Skc. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made
necessary by changes in Navy missions and responsibilities which have
been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considerations.( 2) mew
weapons developments, (3) new and unforeseen research and develo;
ment 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 connection
therewith, may acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install per-
manent 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 Navy, or his designee,
shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Representatives, immediately upon reacking a decision to
tmplement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken
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under this section, including those real estate actions pertaining
thereto. This authorization will expire upon the date of enactment of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for fiscal year 1978 ex-
cept for those public works ‘S?rojects concerning which the Conunitices
on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives have
been notified pursuant to this section prior to such date.

DEFICIENCY AUTBORIZATIONS

Sgc. 203. Public Low 93-166, as amended, is amended by striking
out in clause (2) of section 602 “$549,849,000” and “$608,682,000” and
nserting in  place thereof “$560,849,000” and “$619,682,0007,

respectively.
TITLE III—AIR FORCE

8ec. 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,
wutilities, and equipment, for the following acquisition and
construclion:
Insipr raE UNiTED STATES

AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND

Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida, $1,720,000.

AIE FORCE LOGISTICS COMMAND

Hill Air Force Base, Utah, $16,687,000.

Kelly Air Force Base, Texas, $2,374,000.

MecClellan Air Force Base, California, $1,194,000.
Newark Air Force Station, Ohio, $266,000.

Robins Air Force Base, Georgia, $10,051,000.

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma, $5,348,000.
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, $35.804000.

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND

A'm?&:i Engjmering De'veZoz)ment Center, Tennessee, $§439,010,000.
Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, $3564,000. '
Laurence G. Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts, $671,000.
Patrick Air Force Base, Florida, $198,000. .
Pillar Point Aér Force Station, Calif ornia, $460,000.

Various locations, $10,260,000.

AIR TRAINING COMMAND

Columbus Air Force Base, Mississippi, $6,467.000.
Keesler Air Force Base, M iésissippé, fg ,550,000. 200
Mather Air Force Base, California, $3.883.000.
Bandolph Air Force Base, Texas, $4,927,000.
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Reese Air Force Base, Texas, 3250,000.
Williams Air Force Base, Arizona, $825,000.

AIR UNIVERSITY
Mazwell Air Force Base, Alabama, $123,000.

ALASERAN AIER CONMAND

Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska, $210,000.
Shemya Air Force Base, Alaska, $3,110,000.
Fort Yukon Air Force Station, Alaska, $448,000.

HEADQUARTERS CONMAND

Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, $2.880,000.
Bolling Air Force Base, District of Columbia, $1,415,000.

NILITARY AIRLIFT CONMAND

Altus Air Force Base, Oklahoma, $11,377 000.
Oharleston Air Force Base, South Carolina, $1,,68,000.
Dover Asr Force Base, Delaware, $900,000.

Little Rock Air Force Base, Arkansas, $2,306,000.
MoChord Air Force Base, Washington, $286 000.
Norton Air Force Base, Calif ornia, $900,000.

Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina, $200,000.

Scott Air Force Base, Illinois $90,000.

PACIFIC AIR FORCES
Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii, $4,145,000.
STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND

Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana, $3,628,000.
Beale Air Force Base, California, $7,825,000.
Blytheville Air Force Base, Arkansas, $2,200000.
Carswell Air Force Base, Texas, $732,000.

Custle Air Force Base, California, $1,270,000,
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona, $2,192,000.
Fairehild Air Force Base, Washington, $100,000.
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota, $2,441,000.
Griffiss Air Force Base, New Y ork, $699,000.

K. 1. Sewyer Air Force Base, Michigan, $270,000.
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, $3,150,000.
McConnell Air Force Base, Kansas, $2,948,000.
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, $980,000.
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, $38,060,000.
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New Y ork, $588,000.
Rickenbacker Air Force Base, Ohio, $704,000.
Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, $1,454,000.

S. Rept., 937 O - 76 = 2
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W hiteman Air Force Base, Missourt, $133,000.
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, $1,607,000.

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND

England Air Force Base, Louisiana, $198.,000.

Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, $500,000.

Luke Air Force Base, Arizona, $987 000.

MacDill Air Force Base, Florida, $1,022,000.

Moody Air Force Base, Georgia, $5,796,000.

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, South Carolina, $1,570,000.
Nellis Air Foree Base, Nevada, $245.,000.

Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, North Carolina, $1,030,000.
Fast Coast Range, $7,600,000. :

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY
United States Air Force Academy, Colorado, $364.000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY

Various locdations, $15,623,000.

AIR INST&LLATION COMPATIBLE USE ZONES
Various locations, $2,217,000.

Ouvrsipe tae Unrrep STATES

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND
Classified location, $1,3060,000.

STRATEGIC AIR COMMARND
Andersen Aiy Force Base, Guam, $4,170,000,

, UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE
Various locations, $38,000,000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $13,180,000.

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

8Src. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force establish or develop
Air Force installations and facilities by proc?eacfiyz’ng‘ with construction
made necessary by changes in Air Force missions and responsibilities
which have been occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considera-
tions, (2) new weapons developments, (3) new and unforeseen re-
search and development requirements, or (4) improved production
schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines tg)u: deferral of such
construction for inclusion in the newt Military Construction Author-

T
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ization Act would be inconsistent with interests of national security
and, in connection therewith, may acquire, construct, convert, reha-
bilitate, or install permament or temporary public works, including
land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip-
ment in 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 reach-
ing a final decision to émplement, of the cost of construction of any
public work undertaken under this section, including those real estate
actions pertaining thereto. This authorization will expire upon the
date of enactment of the Military Construction Authorization Act for
fiscal year 1978 ewxcept 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

such date.
TITLE I V—DEFENSE AGENCIES

Sko. j01. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop mili-
tary instollations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting,
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works,
including land acgmsmonhzzte preparation, appurtenances, utilities
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction:

Iwsipe rae Uxirep STATES
DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY

s ,25.;% Mapping Agency Aerospace Center, Saint Louis, Missourt,
1 A

Defense Mapping Agency Topographic Center, Bethesda, Mary-
land, $455,000. ’ ’

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY

Cameron Station, Alexandria, Virginia, $8,000,000.

Defense Construction Supply Center, Columbus, Okio, 8855,000.

Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayton, Ohio, $130,000.

Defense Fuel Support Point, Cincinnati, Ohio, $191,000..

Defense Fuel Support Point, Lynn Haven, Florida, $1,393,000.
$%Defeme Fuel Support Point, Melville, Newport, Rhode Island,

5,000.

Defense General Supply Center, Richmond, Virginia, $1,624,000.

o Dggznse Logistics Service Center, Battle Creek, Michigan, $1,
62,000, : : \
p De fense Property Disposal Office, Ayer, Fort Devens, Massachusetts,

500,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Duluth Air Force Base, Minne-
sota, $135000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Groton, Connecticut, $231,000.
! Defense Property Disposal Office, Gunter Air Force Base, Alabama,
150,000,
Defense Property Disposal Office, Fort Riley, Kansas, $772,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Wurtsmith, Michigan, $162,000.
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TERMINAL PROCUREMENT

Harrisville, Michigan, $700,000.
Verona, New Y ork, $200,000.

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $2,247,000.
Ouvzsipe rar Unirep Srares

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY

$5%e£ggae Property Disposal Office, Kaiserslautern, Germany,
Défen:s*e Property Dis‘é)&gd\l Oﬁce, Nuréméérg, Germcmy, 3659,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Seckenheim, Germany, $867,000.

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Skc. 402. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop instal-
lations and facilities which he determines-to be vital to the security of
the United States and, in connection therewith, may acquire, construct,
convert, rehabilitate, 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
Defense, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed g% -
ices of the Senate and House of Representatives, immediately upon
réaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of
any public work undertaken under this section, including real estate
actions pertaining thereto. ‘

TITLE V—MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING

AUTHORIZATION TO CONSTRUCT OR ACQUIRE HOUSING

Ske. 501. (@) The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized
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 has 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 given.
This authority shall include the authority to acquire land. and in-
terests in land. by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned
land. or otherwise.

(b) With respect to the family housing units quthorized to be con-
structed by this section, the Secretary of Defense is authorized to ac-

B T
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quire sole interest in privately owned or Department of Housing and
Urban Development held family housing units in liew of constructing
all or a portion of the family %ousing authorized by this section, if
he, or s 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 speci-
fied in this section for the groject nor the limitations on size specified
in section 268/, of title 10, United States Code. In no case may family
housing units be acquired under this subsection through the ewercise

of eminent domain authority; and in no case may family housing

umits other than those authorized by this section be acquired in liew
of construction unless the acquisition of such wunits is hereafter
specifically authorized by law.

(¢) Family housing units:

Fort Polk, Louisiana, stz hundred fifty-two units, $25,610,000.

Naval Complex, Bangor, Washington, two hundred forty-two

units, $9.375000.

Naval Station Keflavik, Iceland, one hundred siwty wunits,
$17.200,000.

Gila Bend Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arizona, forty wunits,
$1,676.,000.

(@) Any amount specified in this section may, ot the discretion
of the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, be increased by 10 per
centum, if he determines that such inerease (1) is required for the sole
purpose of meeting unusual variations in cost, and (2) could not have
been reasonably anticipated at the time the request for such amount
was submitted to the Congress. The amounts authorized include the
costs of shades, screens, ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed
equipment and flxtures, the cost of the family housing unit, design,
supervision, inspection, overhead, land acquisition, site preparation,
and installation of utilities.

ALTERATIONS 70 EXISTING QUARTERS

8zc. 502. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to
accomplish alterations, additions, expansions, or extensions, not other-
wise authorized by low, to existing public quarters at o cost not to
exceed—
(1) for the Department of the Army, $12,000000 for energy
conservation projects;
(2) for the Department of the Navy, $7,000,000 for energy con-
servation projects; and :
(3) for the Department of the Air Force, $6,890,000 for energy
conservation projects.

RENTAL QUARTERS

Szc. §03. (@) Section 515 of Public Law 84-161 (69 Stat. 324, 352),
as amended, is further amended by revising the third sentence to read
as follows : “Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities, in-
cluding the cost of utilities and maintenance and operation, may not
exceed : For the United States (other than Alaska, Hawaii, and Guam)
and Puerto Rico, an average of $265 per month for each military de-
partment or the amount of $450 per month for any one unit; and for
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Alaska, Hawait, and Guam, an average of $335 per-month for each
milz'tgv"y department, or the amount of 8460 per month for any one
unit.”. ‘

(d) Section 507(b) of Public Law 93-166 (87 Stat. 661, 676) is
amended by striking out “$380" and $670” in the first sentence and
inserting in liew thereof “$406” and “$7007, respectively.

SEITLEMENT OF CLAINS

Skc. 604. Notwithstanding the isions of any other law:

(1) The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to settle claims re-
garding construction of public quarters at the Nawal Station,
Charleston, South Caroling, in the amount of $1.676,000.

(2) The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to settle claims
regarding construction of moblle home facilities at MacDill Air
Force Base, Florida, in the amount of $88,000, plus interest at 8%
-per centuin from April 23,1975, the date of settlement.

HOUBING, APPRORRIATIONS LIMITATION®

Sec. 505. There is authorized to be appropriated for use by the
Secretary of Defense, or his designee, for milstary family housing as
authorized by low for the following purposes:

(Z) For construction or acquisition of sole interest in family
housing, including demolition, authorized improvements fo public
quarters, minor construction, relocation of family housing, rental
guarantee payments, end planning, an amount not to exceed
$80,576,000. :

(2) For ,mplport of mélitary family housing, including operat-
g expenses, leasing, maintenance of real preperty, payments of
principal and interest on. mortgage debis incurred, payment to the
Commodity Credit Corporation, and mortgage insurance prem-
tums authorized under section 222 of the National Housing Act,
as amended (12 U.S.C. 17156m), an amount not to exceed
$1,223.947,000.

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.8.0C. 629), and sections 4774 and 9774 of title 10, United States Code.
The wuthoﬁtgoto 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 356 of the Re-
vised Statutes, as amended (40 U.8.C. 255), and even though the land
8 held temporarily. The authority to acquire 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- land, or otherwise. '

"
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APPEOPEIATIONS LIMITATIONS

Skc., 602. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may
be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for pub-
lic works projects authorized by title I, I1, I11, IV, and V shall not
ewceed—

(Il; for title I : Inside the United States, $419,837,000; outside
the United States, $164,661,000; or a total of $584,498,000.

(2) for title 11 : Inside the United States, $481,680,000; out-
side the United States, $19,356,000; or a total of $500,936,000.

(3) for title I11; Inside the United States, $679,7569,000; out-
side the United States, $56,650,000; or o total of $736,409,000.

(4) fortitle IV : A total of $32,946,000.

(6) for title V : Military Family Housing, $1,304,623,000.

COST VARIATIONS

Skc. 603. (a) Ewxcept as provided in subsections (b) and (¢), any
amount specified in titles I, II, 111, and IV of this Act may,
at the discretion of the Secretary of the military department or Direc-
tor of the defense agency concerned, be increased by 6 per centum
when inside the United States (other than Hawaii and Alaska) and
by 10 per centum when outside the United States or in Hawait 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 the request for such amount
was submitted to the Oongress.

(b) When the amount named for any construction or acquisition
in title I, I1, 111, 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 we'zﬁlzi9 such construction
or acquisition if the amount of the increase does not exceed by more
gwm 25 per centum the amount named for such project by the

ongress. ; ’ .

(¢) When the Seécretary of Defense determines that any amount
named in title I, I1, I11, or IV of this Act must be exceeded by more
than the percentages permitted wn subsections (a) or (b) to accom-
plish authorized construction or acquisition, the Secretary of the
military department 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 state-
ment of the reasons for such imcrease, has been submitted to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives, 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 any
provision to the contrary in prior military construction authorizations
Acts, the provisions of this subsection 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
ewceed the total amount authorized to be appropriated in that title.
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(¢) No individual project authorized under title I,»{I, I, or [ i 4
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 if— . ; .

(1) the approved scope of the project is reduced in excess of
25 per centum; or , o S,

2) the current working estimate, based upon bids received, for
the construction of such project ewceeds by more than 25 per
centum the amount authorized for such project by the Congress,
until o written report of the facts relating to the reduced scope or
increased cost of such project, including a statement of the rea-
sons for such reduction in scope or increase in cost, has been sub-
mitted to the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and
House of Eepresentatives and either (4) thirtg days have elapsed
from date of submission of such ng)ort, or (B) both committees
hawe indicated approval of such reduction in scope or increase in
cost, as the case may be. ' SR

(7) 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 De-
fense 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 z’awludggn such report each individ-
wal 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 i%fownatm for each individual project, including the amount
in dollars and percentage by which the current working estimate
based on the contract price for the project exceeded the amount author-
ized for such. project ?gy the Congress. ooy ISR A

CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISION

8ro. 604. 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 of the
Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army, or the Naval Facili-
ties Engineering Comumand, Department of the Navy, or such other
department or Government agency as the Secretaries of the military
departments recommend and the Secretary of Defense approves fo
assure the most efficient, expeditious, and cost-effective accomplish-
ment of the construction herein authorized. 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 ewecution of the assigned construction. Further, such
contracts (emcefot architect and engineering contracts which, wnless
specifically authorized by the Congress, shall continue to be awarded
in accordance with presently established procedures, customs, and
practice) shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive

“

17

basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the national security will not
be impaired and the award is consistent with chapter 137 of title 10,
United States Code. The Secretaries of the military departments shall
report annually to the President of the Senate and 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 whick, in terms of total dollars, were awarded the most business,
the mames 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 action under all such contracts awarded such firm.

REPEAL OF PRIOR AUTHORIZATIONS; EXCEPTIONS

Skc. 605. (a) As of January 1, 1978, all authorizations for mélitary
public works. including family housing to be accomplished by the See-
retary o{ a military department, in connection with the establishment
or development of installations and facilities, and all authorizations
for appropriations therefor, that are contained in titles I, 11, II1, IV,
and V of the Act of October 7, 1976, Public Law 84-107 (89 Stat. 546),
and all such authorizations contained in Acts approved before Octo-
ber 7, 1975, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later cuthor-
ization 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 general 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 Orqaniza-
tion, in whole or in part, before January 1, 1978, and. authoriza-
tions for appropriations therefor.

- (B) Notwithstanding the repeal provisions of section 605 of the

 Act of October 7, 1975, Public Law 94107 (89 Stat. 546, 565), author-

tzations for the following items shall remain in effect until January 1,

1979:

(1) Defense Satellite Communications System construction in

_the amount of $10564000 at Stuttgart, Germany, authorized in

section 101 of the Act of December 27, 1974 (88 Stat. 1747), as
amended.

(2) Oold storage warehouse construction in the amount of §1,-
215000 at Fort Dix, New Jersey, authorized in section 101 of
the Act of October 25, 1972 (86 Stat. 1135), as amended and
extended wn section 605(3) (B) of the Act of December 27, 197}
(88 Stat. 1762), as amended.

(3) Land acquisition, Murphy Caryon in the amount of $3,843,-
000 at Naval Regional Medical Center, Sen Diego, California,
authorized in section 201 of the Act of December 27, 197} (88
Stat. 1750), as amended.

(4) Land acouisition in the amount of $800.000 at Nawal Secu-
rity Group Activity, Sabana Seca, Puerto Rico, authorized in
860#?;?3 501 of the Act of December 27, 197} (88 Stat. 1750), as
amended.




UNIT COST LIMITATIONS

Sec. 606. None of the authority contained in titles I, 11,111, and IV
of this Act shall be deemed to authorize any building construction
project inside the United States in excess of a unit cost to be deter-
mined in proportion to the appropriate area construction cost indez,
based on the following unit cost limitations where the area construc-
tion index is 1.0

(1) 839 per square foot for permanent barracks;
(2) 842 per square foot for bachelor officer quarters;

8 the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, determines that be-
cause of special circumstances, application to such project of the
Vimitations on unit costs contained in this section is impracticable.
Notwithstanding the limitations contained in prior Military Construc-
ton Authorization Acts on unit costs, the limitations on such costs con-
tained in this section shall apply to all prior authorizations for such
construction not heretofore repealed and for which construction con-
tracts have not been awarded by the date of enactment of this Act.

INCREASES FOR SOLAR HEATING AND SOLAR COOLING EQUIPMENT

Szc. 607. The Secretary of Defense shall encourage the utilization of
solar energy as a source of enerqy for projects authorized by this
Act where wtilization of solar energy would, be practical and eco-
nomically feasible. In addition to oll other authorized wvariations of
cost Limitations or floor area limitations contained in this Act or prior
Military Construction Authorization Acts, the Secretary of Defense,
or hiz designee, may permit increases in the cost Uimitations or floor
area limitations by such amounts as may be necessary to equip any
projects with solar heating and/or solar cooling equipment.

" LAND CO;&'VE’}’ANOE’, NEW JERSEY

Skc. 608. (a) The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to convey,
without consideration, to the Airship Association, a nonprofit orga-
nization incorporated under the laws of the State of New Jersey, all

ight, title, and interest of the United States in and to that portion
yﬂw lands comprising the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey,

escribed in subsection (b), for use as a permanent site for the musewm
described in subsection (c), subject to conditions of use set forth in such
aubsection, V

(b) The land authorized to be conveyed by subsection (a) i3 a cer-
gzin parcel of land containing 13.98 acres, more or less, situated in

cean. County, New Jersey, being a part of the Naval Air Station,
Lakehurst, New Jersey, and more particularly described as follows:
‘ Beginning at a point on the westerly side of Ocean County

Route Numbered 647, 205.40 feet northerly from the intersection
of the center line of new road and the westerly side of Route
winbered 547 thence (1) north 10 degrees 14 minutes 19 seconds
east, 770.85 feet along the westerly edge of road to a point thence

. (2) north 66 degrees 35 minutes 41 seconds west, 724.55 feet to a

point thence (3) south 23 degrees 24 minutes 19 seconds west. 760

feet to a point thence (}) south 66 degrees 35 minutes 41 seconds

east, 900 feet to the point and place of beginning.
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(¢) The conweyance authorized by subsection gloj) shall be subject
to the following conditions and such other terms and conditions as the
Secretary of the Navy; or his designee, shall determine necessary to
protect the interests of the United States :
- (2) The lands so conveyed shall be used primarily for the con-
struction and operation of an airship museum to collect, preserve,
and display to the public materials, memorabilia, and other items
of historical significance and interest relative to the development
and use of the airship, and for purposes incidental thereto.

. (8) AU right, title, and interest in and to such lands, and any

improvements constructed thereon, shall revert to the United
States, which shall have an immediate right of entry thereon,
if the construction of the airship museum is not wndertaken with-
in five years from the date of such conveyance or if the lands
eon@iy%d ).shall cease to be used for the purposes specified in para-
graph (1). . . «

(3) All-expenses for surveys and the preparation and execution
of legal documents necessary or appropriate to carry out the pro-
visions of this section shall be borne by the Airship Association.

© LAND CONVEYANCE, WEST VIRGINIA

- Sec. 609. Notwithstanding any other provisions of law, the Secretary
of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to convey to the city of
South Charleston, West Virginia, subject to such terms and conditions
as the Secretary shall deem to be in the public interest, all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to a section of land located

on the property formerly known as the South Charleston Naval Ord-

. nance Plant, with improvements, such land consisting of aproximately

46 acres. In consideration of such conveyance by the Secretary, the
city of South Charleston sholl convey to the United States unencum-
bered fee title to eight acres of land owned by the municipality, im-
proved in a manner acceptable to the Secretary, and subject to such
other conditions as are acceptable to the Secretary. T'he exact acreages
and legal descriptions of both properties are to be determined by
accurate surveys as mutually agreed wpon by the Secretary and the
city of South Charleston. The Secretary is authorized to accept the
lands so conveyed to the United States, which lands shall be admin-
istered by the Department of the Army. '

§TUDIES OF BREUSE OF MILITARY BASES

Skc. 610. (a) Whenever a final decision has been made to close any
military installation located in the United States, Guam, or Puerto
Rico and, because of the location, facilities, and other particular char-
acteristics of such installation, the Secretary of Defense determines
that such installation may be suwitable for some specific Federal or
State use potentially beneficial to the Nation, the Secretary of Defense
8 authorized to conduct such studies, including, but not limited to,
the preparation of an environmental impact statement in accordance
with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, in connection
with such installation and such potential use as may be necessary to
provide information sufficient to make sound conclusions and recom-
mendations regarding the possible use of such installation.
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(b) Any study conducted under authority of this section shall be
submitted to the President and the Congress together with such com-
ments and recommendations as the Secretary of Defense may deem
appropriate. Such studies shall also be available to the public.

- (¢) As used in this section, the term “military installation” includes
any camp, post, station, base, yard, or other installation under the juris-
diction of any military department,

(@) There are authorized to be appropriated such swms as may be
necessary to carry out the provisions of this section.

IMPACT ASSISTANCE, NON-PROFIT COOPERATIVES

Skc. 611. Notwithstanding section 7 of the Act of August 23, 1912
(31 U.S.C. 679), the Secretary of Defense is authorized to use any
funds appropriated to carry out the provisions of section 610 of the
Military Construction Act,1971 (8} Stat. 1224) to reimburse nonprofit,
mutual aid telephone cooperatives for their capital expenditures for
the purchase and installation of nontactical commumications equip-
ment and related facilities, to the extent the Secretary determines that
(1) such expenditures are not otherwise recoverable by such coopera-
tives, (2) such ewxpenditures were incurred as the direct result of the
construction, installation, testing, and operation of the SAFEGUARD
Antiballistic Missile System, and (3) such cooperatives, as a result of
the deactivation and termination of such system, would sustain an
unfair and excessive financial burden in the absence of the financial
assistance authorized by this section. ' :

BASE EEALINEME‘IV T8

Skc. 612. (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, no action
may be taken prior to October 1, 1981, to effect or implement—.

(1) the closure of any military installation; .

(2) any reduction in the authorized level of civilian personnel
at any military installation by more than one thousand civilian
personnel or 50 per centum of the level of such personnel author-
ized as of March 1, 1976, or the end of the fiscal year immediately
preceding the fiscal year in which the Secretary of Defense or the
Secretary of the military department concerned notifies the Con-
gress that such installation is & candidate for closure or significant
reduction, whichever occurs later; or

(3) any construction, conversion, or rehabilitation at any other
military installation (whether or not such installation is a mili-
tary installation as defined in subsection (b) which will or may be

-required as a result of the relocation of civilian personnel to such
other installation by reason of any closure or reduction to which
this section applies;

unless—

- (A) the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of the military
department concerned notifies the Congress in writing that such
melitary installation is a candidate for closure or significant re-
duction; and then

(B) a period of at least nine months expires following the date
on which such notice was given, during which period the depart-
ment. concerned has identified the fugl range of environmental
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impacts, as required by the National Environmental Policy Act of
1}.?6‘9, that may result from the proposed closure or reduction; and
then

(C) the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of the military
department concerned submits to the Committees on Armed Serv-

" dces of the House of Representatives and the Senate his final deci-

sion to close or significantly reduce such installation and a detailed
justification for his decision, together with the estimated fiscal,
economic, budgetary, environmental, strategic, and operational
consequences of the proposed closure or reduction; and then

(Dg a period of at least ninety days expires following the date
on which the justification referred to in clause (C') has been sub-
mitted to such committees. ‘

(b) For purposes of this section, the term “military installation”
means any camp, post, station, base, yard, or other facility under the
authority of the Department of Defense—

(1) which s located within any of the several States, the
District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or
Guam; and

(2) at which not less than five hundred civilian personnel are
authorized to be employed.

(¢) For purposes of this section, the term “civilian personnel” means
direct-hire permanent civilian employees of the Department of
Defense. -

(d) This section shall not apply to any closure or reduction if th.
Presudent certifies to the Congress that such closure or reduction
must be implemented for reasons of any military emergency or na-
tional security or if such closure or reduction was publicly anmounced
prior to January 1,1976.

NAVAL MUSEUM, CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA

Skc. 613. The Congress hereby expresses its approval and encourage-

“ment with respect to the establishment, by the State of South Caro-
" lina, of a naval and maritime musewm in the city of Charleston, South

Carolina, and recognizes the historical importance of such museum and

the patriotic purpose it is intended to serve.

AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE; REAL
’ PROPERTY EXCHANGE

Skc. 614. Section 2662(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amended

by adding at the end thereof a new sentence as follows: “The report

required by this subsection to be submitted to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives concern-
ing any report of ewcess real property described in clause (5) shall con-
tawn a certification by the Secretary concerned that he has considered
the feasibility of exchanging such property for other real property
authorized to be acquired for military purposes and has determined
that the ,;I,n"operty proposed to be declared excess is not suitable for such
purpose.”.

SHORT TITLE

Skc. 615. Titles I, 11,111, IV, V, and VI of this Act may be cited as
the:“Military Construction Authorization Act, 1977,
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TITLE VII—GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES

AUTHORIZATION FOR FACILITIES

Src. 701. Subject to chapter 133 of title 10, United States Oode, the
Secretary of Defense may establish or develop additional facilities for
the Guard and Reserve Forces, including the acquisition of land there-
for, but the cost of such facilities shall not ewceed— :

(1) For the Department of the Army :

(@) Army National rd of the United States, $54,745,000.
b) Army Reserve, $44,469,000.

(2) For the Department of the Navy: Naval and Marine Corps
Reserves, $21,800,000.

(3) For the Department of the Air Force:

(2) Air National Quard of the United States, $33,900,000.
(b) Air Force Reserve, $9,773,000.

WAIVER OF CERTAIN RESTRICTIONS

Skc. 708. 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.8.0. 629), and sections 477}
and 9774 of title 10, United States Code. The authority to place perma-
. nent or temporary tmprovements on lands includes authority for sur-
veys, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision incident to
construction. That authority may be exercised before title to the land
i8 approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40
U.8.0.255), and even t?wu%z the land is held temporarily. T he author-
ity to acquere real estate or land includes authority to surveys and
-to acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by
gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or ot ise.
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SHORT TITLE

Skc. 703. This title may be cited as the “Guard and Reserves Forces
Facilities Authorization Act, 1977%. B
And the Senate agree to the same,
StuarT SYMINGTON,
JorxN C. STENNIS,
Hexry M. Jacksox,
Howarn W. Canvon,
Harry F. Bynp, Jr.
Parrick J. Leanry,
Joux Towsn, f
StroM THURMOND,
Barry GoLowATER,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.
Ricmaro H. Tcuorp,
MEeLvin Price,
W, J. RanpaLr,
Crarres N, Wison,
Rrcmarp C. Warre,
Jack BRINELEY,
Mex~peL J, Davis,
G. WiLLiam WHITEHURST,
Boe WiLsox,
Rosix L. Bearo, ’
Managers on the Part of the House.



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 Senate to the bill (H.R. 12384) 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 :

LrcisuaTion 1N CONFERENCE

On May 7, 1976, the House passed H.R. 12384 which provides mili-
tary construction authorization and related authority in support of
the Military Departments, Reserve Components and the Defense De-
partment during fiscal year 1977. ~

On May 20, 1976, the Senate considered the legislation, amended it
by sti)nlllung out all language after the enacting clause and wrote a
new bill. ‘ -

ComrparisoN oF SENaTe aNDp House Biuis

As passed by the House, H.R. 12384, provided $3,324,264,000 in new
suthorization.

The bill as passed by the Senate provided $3,289,785,000 in new
authorization.

SuMmary oF ResOLuTION OF DIFFERENCES

As a result of the conference between the House and Senate on the
differences in H.R. 12384, the conferees agreed to a new adjusted
authorization for military comstruction for fiscal year 1977 in the
amount of $3,3238,989,000.

The Department of Defense and the respective military depart-
ments had requested a total of $3,368,215,000 for new construction
authorization for fiscal year 1977. The action of the conferees
therefore reduces the Department’s request by $44,226,000 in new
authorization.

(25)
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Toial authorization granied, fiscal year 1977

Title I (Army) : In thousands
Inside the United States e $419, 837
Outside the United States 164, 661

Subtotal 584, 498

Title II (Navy) : :

Inside the United States__ e 481, 580
Outside the United States 19, 356
Subtotal —_— 500, 936

Title III (Air Force) :

Inside the United States 679, 759
Outside the United States 56, 650
Subtotal ——— 736,409

Title IV (Defense agencies) 32, 946

Title V (military family housing) ---.1,304, 523

Title VII (Reserve Forces facilities) :

Army National Guard 54, 745
Army Reserve 44, 459
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve — 21, 800
Air National Guard ——— 33, 900
Air Force Reserve , 9,773

Subtotal : : 164, 677

Total granted by ﬁtles I, XL Iil, IV, V,and VII____________.. 3, 323, 989

GENERAL TOPICS
PROJECTS ELIMINATED RY THE CONFERENCE

To maintain budgetary ceilings the conferees were required to elim-
inate several high priority projects that had been added by either
the House or the Senate. However, these projects are badly needed
and the conferees will expect them to be revalidated and included in
the fiscal year 1978 request by the Department of Defense if
appropriate.

NONAPPROPRIATED FUND CONSTRUCTION

The conferees noted that during the first half of fiscal year 1976
approximately $45 million in non-appropriated funds was spent for
construction. In some instances non-appropriated funds were being
used for construction at bases now scheduled for closure or significant
reductions. They also noted several instances of facilities being built
with appropriated funds by one of the services, while another service
used non-appropriated funds. The conferees were concerned that this
inconsistent, dual-funding approach could circumvent the will of the
Congress in the construction of projects at military bases. The House
conferees endorsed the language of the Senate report which directs
the Department of Defense to examine all non-appropriated fund
construction and to report back to the Armed Services Committees
of both Houses on the desirability of authorizing all construction in
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the annual authorization bill regardless of the funding source for
each type of facility required by the military services. The conferees
further direct that this report be submitted to the committees not later
than February 1, 1977.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY

For the past several years the Congress has expressed concern over
the security of nuclear weapons. Last year Congress authorized over

_$56 million for this purpose and this bill contains $117 ,146,000.

In its report on this bill, the Senate directed the Department of
Defense to report to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate
and House of Representatives on a bimonthly basis for the next two
years on upgrading nuclear weapons storage sites. The House argued
that a bimonthly report requirement was too frequent to be meaning-
ful and suggested that the report be submitted semiannually, and the
Senate agreed. The conferees again expressed serious concern with
this situation and insisted that upgrading the physical security of
our nuclear storage facilities be given top priority by the Department.

TITLE I—ARMY

The House approved new construction authorization in the amount
of $584,245,000 for the Department of the Army. The Senate ap-
proved new construction authorization for the Army in the amount
of $587,913,000. The conferees agreed to a new total for Title I in
the amount of $584,498,000, which is $253,000 above the House figure
and $3,415,000 below the Senate figure. Among the major items con-
sidered in conference and acted on by the conferees were the following :

FORT CAMPBELL, KY.—NEW HOSPITAL, $58,200,000

The Senate, in considering the Fort Campbell hospital, took note of
the excellent work done by the House in reducing the budget request
for the Fort Campbell hospital from $70,900,000 to $58,200,000. How-
ever, the Senate bill had increased the authorization by $3,600,000
over the House-reduced figure of $58,200,000 to allow for certain as-
pects of construction to incorporated in the finished facility—
namely, seismic strengthening of the hospital core and the inclusion
of space for a worldwide, medical data handling system. House con-
ferees remained adamant that the authorization would not be in-
creased above $58,200,000 but agreed that the construction aspects of
concern to the Senate could be included in the scope of work if the
total authority was not increased beyond the project ceiling, taking
into consideration the cost variation provisions of the bill.

FORT BLISS, TEX.—HOSPITAL ANNEX, $3,856,000

_The House committee added $12,755,000 to the bill for a new hos-
pital annex to the William Beaumont Army Medical Center at Fort

- Bliss, Texas. The Senate did not provide any authorization for this

project. During a thorough discussion in conference on this matter,
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Senate conferees agreed to the need for the annex facility and asso-
ciated upgrading of utilities of the existing medical center. However,
th?z felt that since the project could not ibly be designed and put
under construction before the end of fiscal year 1977, it should be con-
sidered a high priority project for inclusion in the Army’s fiscal year
1978 military construction program. The matter was resolved when
the Senate agreed to authorize $3,356,000 to upgrade the utilities in
the existing hospital to meet current safety requirements.

U.8. ARMY SECURITY AGENCY, KOREA—BARRACKS, $1,849,000

The Army requested $1,849,000 to construct permanent enlisted
men’s barracks for the U.S. Army Security Agency at a location in
Korea. The House approved the full requeést but the Senate denied the
project on the basis that the barracks should be of the relocatable
type, rather than permanent construction, to be consistent with other
barracks authorized for Xorea. House conferees concurred and con-
vinced Senate conferees to agree to provide authorization for this
project on the condition that relocatable structures be used to provide
the housing requested in this project.

- TITLE II-NAVY

The House approved $502,818,000 in new construction authorization
for the Department of the Navy. The Senate approved $500,815,000.
The conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $500,936,000.
This amount is $1,832,000 below the House figure and $121,000 above
the Senate figure. . :

Among the major items considered in the conference were the
following :

‘ . TRIDENT FACILITIES, $92,278,000

The Navy’s request for the fourth phase of the Trident facility was
$140,472,000. o - :

The Senate reduced the request by $45,000,000 to bring cummula-
tive authorizations and appropriations more nearly into agreement.
This reduction was simply a “bookkeeping” move and was not in-
tended to indicate that the Senate had changed its position about the
necessity or timing required for constructing the facility. The Senate
approved all projects proposed for the Trident Support Site, includ-

ing $11.000,000 for Community Impact Assistance.

" The House reduced the authorization for bachelor enlisted quarters
and bachelor officer quarters, and receded in conference on these two
items. The House reduced the authorization for outdoor playing fields
and a recreational complex, and the Senate receded in conference on
these two items. The House deleted the authorization for an exchange
complex on the basis that it should be built with non-appropriated
funds, and the Senate agreed in conference with the House deletion.
The net rediiction of these actions totals $3,194,000.

The House reduced the authorization for the Trident Community
Impact Assistance by $9 million, maintaining that the Navy could not

29

prudently use the carryover from the $7 million authorized in fiscal
year 1976 and the $11 million requested in this authorization.

After much discussion, House conferees very reluctantly receded
upon receiving convincing arguments from the Senate conference that
State and local government applications for community impact assist-
ance might require the full $11,000,000 requested. o )

Considering the $45,000,000 “bookkeeping” reduction in cumulative
authorization, the full $11,000,000 authorization for community im-
pact assistance, and the House reductions of $3,194,000 agreed to in
conference by the Senate, the total authorized for Trident facilities in
fiscal year 1977 is $92,278,000, :

VARIOUS LOCATIONS~NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY, $37,075,000

The Senate added $7,375,000 for nuclear weapons security and. the
House added $1,920,000. The conferees looked at these differences and,
after discussing the great importance of improving nuclear weapons
security, the House receded and agreed to the Senate figure, bringing
the total authorized for the Navy for this purpose to $37,075,000.

TITLE III—AIR FORCE

The House approved $731,059,000 in new construction authorization
for the Department of the Air Force. The Senate approved $744,-
516,000. ' ,

The conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $736,409,000,

‘which is $8,107,000 below the Senate figure and $5,350,000 above the

House figure.
Among the major items resolved in conference was the following:

HILL AIR FORCE BASE, UTAH—MINUTEMAN SUPPORT FACILITY,
$5,400,000

The Senate bill included $5,400,000 for the construction of Minute-
man storage and maintenance facilities at Hill Air Force Base as re-
quested by the President in a budget amendment and in consonance
with the Senate inclusion of Minuteman production funds in the Sen-
ate version of the fiscal year 1977 Defense Procurement Bill. The
House conferees argued that inclusion of these funds in the final con-
struction bill was questionable since the House had not acted on the
budget amendment and no conference position has been taken on the
fiscal year 1977 Defense Procurement bill. The conferees agreed to
delete the authority for funds with the understanding that if Minute-
man production funds are authorized by the conference on the fiscal
year 1977 Defense Procurement bill, then supporting construction is
appropriate under Section 402 emergency construction authority.

TITLE IV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

The House approved $36.618,000 in new constriction authorization
for the Defense agencies. The Senate approved $24,946,000.

The conferees agreed to a new total of $32,946,000, which is $8,000,-
000 above the Senate figure and $5,672,000 below the House figure.
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Included in the Defense agencies request was $6,672,000 to build an
animal research facility to serve as a radiobiological laboratory. The
House reduced the authorization by $1,000,000, and the Senate denied
the authorization on the basis that design of the facility had not
started. The House receded and the conferees agreed to defer the
authorization. R

TITLE V—MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING

The House approved $1,302,847,000 for construction, operation,
maintenance and debt payment for military family housing. The
Senate approved $1,304,523,000. = - o

The conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $1,304,523,000

which is $1,676,000 above the House figure and equal to the Senate

figure. . . , L

House conferees agreed to the addition by the Senate of 40 housin%
gilifit'%ag O(gila Bend Auxiliary Airfield, Arizona, at an estimated cost o:

#24 DUUU.

- Conferees expressed concern about the dramatic increase in the back-
log of deferred maintenance of military family housing. It was the
expressed desire that this backlog should recetve priority attention
as os)posed to the improvement of the existing housing inventory.
While the conferees were sympathetic to the need for improving the

existing inventory, they were more concerned with the continuing -

deterioration caused by the lack of sufficient maintenance funds. Ac-
cordingly, the conferees adopted the Senate position and diverted
$25,000,000 from the improvement program for family housing and
added that sum to the housing maintenance program.

Conferees felt that.in future years adequate amounts should be
budgeted in the operation and maintenance portion of the military
family housing program. in order not-to further increase the existing
backlog of maintenance of military family housing.

TITLE VI—GENERAL PROVISIONS

The Senate included in its bill Section 608 which expressed the

approval of Congress to the planned establishment of a naval and mari-
time museum in Charleston, South Carolina. The House measure did
not contain such language. However,-House conferees accepted the
Senate provision when it was fully explained that this language does
not authorize any federal funds for the proposed museum. :

The primary intent of Section 612, as finally approved by the con-
ferees, 1s to put into law a procedure and a schedule whereby the De-

partment of Defense can effect base realinements. The conferees were .
quite emphatic that the record must be clear that decisions. on base -

realinements are made by the Department of Defense and not by Con-

gress, but that Congress does have a constitutional obligation to review:

the justification for such decision just as the Congress reviews the
justification for any Department of Defense budget request.
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This provision does establish a base realinement schedule insuring
that the persons affected, the courts, and the Congress know precisely
where they stand regarding any potential action. ‘

Section 612 is retroactive to January 1, 1976, and the following
currently pending realinement actions, as a minimum, are covered by
the legislation : A ‘

; INsTaLLATION
Army: - : S
Jefferson Proving Ground, Indiana -
Fort Devens, Massachusetts -
Forts Hamilton/Totten, New York
Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania
New Cumberland Depot, Pennsylvania
Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rico
Troop Support Command and Aviation Material Readiness Com-
mand, St. Louis, Missouri -

R ‘
ey West Naval Air Station, Florida
Naval Shi}{yard Repair Facility, Guam A
Navy Resale System Office, Brooklyn, New York
Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas
Air Force:
Craig Air Force Base, Alabama
Loring Air Forcé Base, Maine
Webb Air Force Base, Texas
Richards Gebaur Air Force Base, Missouri
Defense Agency: Defense Clothing Factory, Philadelphia, Pennsyl-
vania ‘ :

The conferees are confident that this provision will improve base
realinement procedures. It does not represent a violation of the prin-
ciple of the separation of powers. It bears no resemblance to the highly
restrictive provision in the fiscal year 1966 Military Construction
Authorization Bill that resulted in President Johnson’s veto. Despite
the Defense Department’s opposition, the conferees are convinced
that Section 612 is good legislation that can only benefit all concerned.

TITLE VII-—-GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES

The House approved $164,677,000 in new construction authorization
for the Guard and Reserve Forces. The Senate approved $127,072,000.

The conferees agreed to a new total in the amount of $164,677,000,
which is $37,605,000 above the Senate figure, and is the same as the
House figure. -

Significant factors in increasing the authorization were the frowing
emphasis on training and combat readiness, and the Total Forces
Concept that requires adequate facilities to support new missions and
equipment being assigned.

During the discussion of the difference in the amounts authorized,
there was unanimous agreement that the requested authorization con-
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tained only minimal essential items and that additional authorization
should be provided. Accordingly, the Senate conferees agreed to the
additional authorization of $37,605,000, making a total authorization
-of $164,677,000. _ '
STUART SYMINGTON,
Joux C. STENNIS,
Henry M. Jackson,
Howarp W. CaNNoN,
Hagrry F. Byrpo, Jr.,
Parrick J. Leany,
JorN Towee,
. StroM THURMOND,
" Barry GOLDWATER,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

Ricuarp H. IcHoRp,

MevLvin Pricr, -

Wwu. J. RaNpaLy,

Cuarues N. WiLson,

RicHARD C. WHITE,

Jack Brinkiry,

MenpeL J. Davis,

G. WnLiaM WHITEHURST,

Boer WiLsoN,

Rosin L. Brarp,
Managers on the Part of the House.
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94ta CongrEss | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES ReporT
2d Session No. 94-1243

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION,
FISCAL YEAR, 1977

J UNE 9, 1976.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. Icuorp, from the committee of conference,
submitted the following

CONFERENCE REPORT

[To accompany H.R. 12384) '

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 12384) to
authorize certain construction at military installations and for other
purposes, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows::

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as follows:

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amend-
ment insert the following: .

TITLE [—ARMY

Skc. 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 acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities,
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction:

Ivsipr rrE UniTED STATES

UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES COMMAND

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $33,293,000. A 085N
Fort Campbell, Kentucky, $65,387,000. A

" Fort Carson, Colorado, $10,589,000. f
Fort Drum, New York $7,114,000. \“é
Fort Greely, Alaska, $2,854,000. Py ~
Fort Hooo;,/ Texas, $20,033,000. S prd
Fort Lewis, Washington, $2,114,000. _ ‘ e
Fort George G. Meade, M aryland, $1,142,000.

57-006 O
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941H CONGRESS } SENATE RerporT
2d Session No. 94-856

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION, FISCAL
YEAR 1977

May 13, 1976.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. SymingToN, from the Committee on Armed Services,

submitted the following ) /ﬁ)uﬁo
E,/ < <.

REPORT G A

P -

[To accompany S. 3434] a‘i‘;‘,‘) ;V:/

The Committee on Armed Services, having had under considera TiSH'/
the question of military construction authorization, reports the fol-
lowing bill (S. 3434), to authorize certain construction at military
installations, and for other purposes, and recommends that it do pass.

PurpPOSE OoF THE BiiL

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 $3,289,785,000.

Form oFr CoMMITTEE A CTION

The bill on which the committee heard its hearings is S. 2967. The
companion bill as passed by the House of Representatives is
H.R. 12384. Subsequent to the submission of the bill to the Congress,
and in some instances after the hearings had been completed, amend-
ments were requested by the Department of Defense. These changes,
together with those recommended by the committee, made it desirable
to report an original bill.

57-010—76——1
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Total azsthoiimtions granted, fiscal year 1977
Title I (Army) :

" Inside the United States e $425, 101, 000
- QOutside the United StateS.c e e oo e - 162, 812, 000
SUDLOEA] e e e s i e e e et 587, 913, 000
Title II (Navy):
Tngide the United StateS i o o = e 431, 459, 000
Qutside the United States e e o e e 19, 356, 000
Suabtotal i i e " —— - 500, 815, 000
Title 1IT (Air Force) : '
Ingide the United SIS oo 687, 866, 600
Qutside the United States — —— 56, 650, 000
Subtotal ... - - s 744, 516, 000
Title IV (Defense Agencies) JE— 24, 946, 000
Title V (Military Family Housing) 1, 308, 528, 0600
Title VII (Reserve Forces facilities) : ) :
Army National Guard 40, 817, 000
Army Reserve. - 37, 655, 000
Naval and Marine Corps Reserve. 15, 300, 000
Air National Guard- - 24, 300, 000
Air Force Reserve _— - - 4, 000, 000
Total 127, 072, 000

Grand total granted by titles I, 11, ITI, 1V, V, and VII..... 3,289, 785, 000
BACEGROUND

The following summary is set forth to permit a review of all mili-
tary construction authorization for the active forces from fiscal year
1948 through this bill. The summary is based upon the bill as sub-
mitted to the Congress:

STATUS OF MILITARY CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION FOR THE ACTIVE FORCES (ACTUAL AND PROJECTED)
FISCAL YEARS 1948 THROUGH 1977

{tn millions of dollars]

Air
Army Navy Force Total
Total authorizations, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1976, _......- 13,471 16,599 21,410 45, 480
Less unfunded authorizations repealed and rescinded through fiscal year
1976 and sec. 605, Pubtic Law 94-107.. .~ oo oo -1,78¢ -1,192 ~-3,388 -8, 389
Less ap?ropn'ations fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1876 ..vucomoomon -~11,58 9,282 —17,891 38,759
Less dollar_equivalent of counterpart fund pesetas utilized through fiscal
YEAT 1876 . . oo nnan e mememrmoneanensesnneea s e s 0 ~~51 ~79 —130
Residual authorization to be available Jan. 1, 1976 - oovoncumnee- 86 74 42 202
Additional new authorization proposed by fiscal year 1977 i mmennon 617 527 730 1,874
Increases in prior year's authorization proposed by fiscal year 1977 . 0 0 0 0
Estimated general authorization to be utilized in fiseal year 1977__... —— 61 77 59 187
Total of end fiscal year 1976 residual and proposed fiscal year 1877
AUhOTIZAEONS — - - e oo ome o s oo rw v a st w e mnee 764 678 831 2,213
Less authorization to be repealed by sec, 605, fiscal year 1977 bl oo 76 —66 - 15 151
Less proposed fiscal year 1977 new fund availablity (TOA)aeucnn emcmcane 1678 —612 -~802 -2,092
Residual authorization estimated aveilable as of Jan. 1, 1878 ..o 116 ¢ 14 30

1 Includes $24,500,000 from Procurement of Ammunition, Army Appropriation to finance authorization for ammunition

facilities included in the proposed fiscal year 1977 authorization bill.
# Unfunded NATO Authorization,
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SvMmMary of COMMITTEE AcCTioN

. The Department of Defense requested $3,368,215,000 in new :

ity to construct 488 different projects at 311 different installatioiztﬁgxl;-
ering 48 states and 16 foreign countries, and to operate and maintain
the current inventory of military family housing.

The Subcommittee on Military Construction heard testimony from
Department of Defense officials and from Service re resentatives in
support of the request on six different occasions including special hear-
ings on the Fort Hood land acquisition and nuclear weapons security.
_ The request contains $437,000,000 for a jet engine test faciilty, which
is the largest single facility to come before the committee, and ’special
testimony from technical experts outside the Department of Defense
was received and is discussed in more detail later in the report.

After carefully reviewing each individual project in the request, the
committee eliminated some projects which it felt were of questfion’able
validity or could be deferred without injury to the overall program. In
addition the committee has recommended adding more projects than
usual to keep the overall authorization total near that requested by
the Department of Defense because of the benefieial impact of these
construction programs on the construction industry and the economy
in general. Projects recommended to be added b “the committee are
priority requirements to the Services and are sufficiently advanced in
design to enable them to be put under contract guickly.

The following table summarizes committee actions:

FINAL COMMITTEE ACTION

o ) Bill submitted Commi
Authorizations to Congress macttit:: Difference:
Active Forces:

Army (e Do e $616,500,000  $587,913,000  --$28, 587, 000

HNavy (title | ? ......
Air Force (title 11).......
_Defense agancies (litle 1V}
Military famity housing (title V).
Reserve Forces facilities (title ¥il).

526913000 - 500,815,000 08
1730,233,000 . ¢ 744, 516, 000 +1a,’283’ggg’

LT 00 Lo o 1o, 000
om0 iroores TS0

................................. eeeeeeeeene..13,368,215,000 3,289,785,000 78,430, 00

% Does not include $5,400,000 budget smendment for Mi
2 includes $5,400,000 budget smendment far Minuwmnljuteman.



SpECIAL INTEREST SUBJECTS

Nuclear and, chemical weapons security '
For the past several years the Congress has expressed 1ts t%or;cizzﬁ
over the security of nuclear v;ﬁmpo?s.bléast (}ieta: \S)OUI;%,EZSSt }?;phoy ized
i illi use g ] :
and appropriated over $50 million to be 1 o upgrade e e in
curity aspects of nuclear weapons storage SItes. o1
?fi(;gtllss}i,ng xlzuclear weapons security in its report on the fiscal year 1976
Military Construction Authorization Bill stated: . s not
) The Committee’s main concern Tlﬁ tgat thgattDeIi)‘m]tn&r}l A lli not
i i i ommittee feels the
moving fast enough in this area. The (Comm Jecls e ive
to develop plans and criteria an a 1
Fx{gégln tgol(l)(;lxégovf;1°due. p p The Committee will watch this pro-
(gr&m closely and insists that it be given top priority in e_zxe(ciutlpn.
The committee examined this subject 1tI,1 g’;‘lqa{,l diiwﬁdtga:;eruglli%
i on the fiscal year 1977 request which 1nCIL |
lr;?iaﬁilgr% io continue this program andbgertatxli&]ea};% cgs:;rzgi r;’; xi?t):e??;
executive session devoted to the subject. 'Ot‘; 2h o O relop.
the complexity and problems assoclated wr
miieazfd in?plemgntatign of new security criteria for the storie:‘ge_g}ii
these weapons, the committee must exg;‘ess its disappointment wi
the rate of progress which has been ac ieved to date. oo
The committee is disturbed that it ha;;‘,l .b(}’;leil pea.rlydfgﬁg %iggsr Sm
) i i ere —
the incident at the Munich Olympics whic rigg ram-
i idence intr d during testimony that some
and, despite evidence introduced g testimony that o e and
tive construction has been undertaken during P S o ot
i i j hysical upgrading of facilities
is ongoing mov, B s st bed that it took the Department of
started; the committee 1S disturbed thal I ook e B rade of fo-
Defense nearly two years to develop criteria or the LpgrNe TATO
ilities; committee is disturbed that negotiatio .
s gty e sl SR B O
tes ¢ reimburs or the cost o stru :
ts}f?gisg}fa?he NATO Infrastructure program 1S just now getting
un%‘ﬁ?zg}mittee again calls on the gepartmertt Otfh Iéef;x(l)s;r;c;r?zex%\;egi}j
. ecute t
reasonable resource at its comman to execu s D &7 375,
i ommittee agreed to add funding authoriza 315,
Jf)l(())(gl ﬂ)y;lr‘g;}ll: (ﬁn:)f the ﬁs%al year 1977 request to accelerate the Navy’s
, on’s security program.
nugle %f;g:f It)o permit th};p(}oﬁgress tlo stflxy %breasg, ofnzhgfplr)(;%iissse olfs
i ' beginning immediately the Departme >
t;]ii:gecgggﬁf)agi)ortgto thegArmed Services Committees of the Senate and

the House of Representatives on a bi-monthly basis for the next two

years the following information, as a minimu'm, on each site in the
nuclear weapons storage site upgrade program : .
» 1. Estimated cost (current \{vorkutl.g esttlgx)a e).
" Desion start date (actual or estimatea). )
% C((;nétruction contract award date (actual or estimated).

(4)

5

4. Completion date (actual or estimated),
5. Remarks (include the reason for any changes from the previ-
ous report and other comments as appropriate.)

In addition, the committee inquired as to the status of the security
of the storage of chemical warfare agents, The Department of Defense
advised that a security upgrade program was being studied and a re-
quest for authority to upgrade the security of chemical agent storage
sites would probably be in the fiscal year 1978 military construction
request. The committee does not want this program to lag as has the
nuclear weapons security program, and a narrative progress report
on chemical weapons security should be added to the bi-monthly re-
port on nuclear weapons storage required above.

Aeropropulsion systems test facility (ASTF)

The largest single project ever to be requested in a military construc-
tion bill is the aeropropulsion systems test facility at a cost of
$437,000,000 to be constructed at the Arnold Engineering Develop-
ment Center near Tullahoma, Tennessee, which is contained in this re-
quest. The committee recognizes that the Air Force in absorbing this
project in its title of the bill has severely limited its budget authority
for other necessary construction.

The ASTF is one of three vitally required national facilities de-
signed to keep the United States in the forefront of aeronautical tech-
nology for the remainder of this century. The other two facilities, one
for testing airframes at supersonic speeds and one for testing at
transonic speeds are to be built by the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration, The ASTFE will permit the testing of jet engines,
simulating speeds and altitudes that are anticipated in the next genera-
tion of military and commercial aircraft.

The committee thoroughly investigated the requirement for this
facility, and testimony was taken, not only from the Air Force and
the Department of Defense, but also from NASA, the National Science
Foundation, and industry representatives who are in the jet engine
production business. There was unanimous endorsement for the fa-

cility—in fact, the committee has been unable to uncover any opposi-
tion to the proposal. '

The committee apflauds the Air Force in asking for complete au-
thorizatinn for the facility in one year. Although construction will
take several years, the committee is convinced that full authority at the
outset will permit the completion of the facility in the shortest possible
time at the minimum cost. :

Base Realinements

The committee is concerned that current procedures used by the
Department of Defense to effect base closures or significant reductions
are not adequately defined. Nearly every base closure announcement
made in recent years has been the subject of litigation that is costly
and time consuming. The committee, in adding Section 612 to the
bill, is seeking, not to unnecessarily limit the flexibility of the Depart-
ment to realign its base structure, but to put into law the base realign-
ment procedures essentially as they are now accomplished by the
Department of Defense. The committee feels that Section 612 will
have the following beneficial effects: (1) it sets a specific time table
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eryone affected by a potential action can plan accordingly,
s(02 t};%tir?:urzs that all pa,rt{es c%ncemed with such a proposed action
Wﬁl have the opportunity to be heard and to contribute to the decision-
making process, and (3) it affords the opportunity for the %(:ngress
to influence the decision if there is inadequate Justlﬁ(:&tl()}l:. o e com-
mittee emphasizes that Section 612 is not a means for j;ﬁe tongé'ess
to approve or disapprove of every base closure or slgni dcar} _reduc-
tion: to the contrary, the committee feels strongly that e;:l]s;o?s on
ba,se,realigmnents are properly made by the Department of De m}se:;
Section 612 simpy formalizes the decision-making process }:Sg;mn,i
that the Congress has the opportunity to exerc Se”lts Constld 1% iona
obligation with regard to “raising and supporting the arme lorces.
T%e provision first places a prohibition on eél) any base ¢ Qit}llre,
(2) any significant reduction, defined as a reduction of fmorel m&
950 civilian employees or 50 percent of the civilian forf;e eénp ove
as of the end of the fiscal year preceding Ehe year in which ongtlj'.ess
is notified that such action is a “candidate”, and (3) any oon'?tmﬁt ion
in support of such a closure or significant reduction, until certain
tions are taken. \ i . :
ac?ll‘(}}f:;: are four sequeritial actions required. First, the Se-cretaryfof
the military department concerned must notify_the Conbgigess% a
doandidate” action. Notification to Congress includes public e(IImC ice,
notice to the Armed Services Committees, and notice to aﬁects ;Zn-
oressional delegations, as well as formal notification to the : pe% er
of the House and the President Pro Tem of the Senate. The n(ga ca-
tion should include the rationale for the action being se’leotte tjiht
“eandidate”, and the estimated personqel‘and economic impacts to t
extent that they can be determined without detailed study. nich
A period of at least nine months must then expire during vg i?}
time the decisionmaking process 18 pursued. During t%%s period, tﬁeﬁ
Department is to cooperate fully with affected parties. 1 ‘(]s, commi e
recognizes that “full coopération” is not & readily definable term agt
that the test of “reasonabléness” will have to be applied. The comm};l-
tes expects the Department of Defense to respond to evgarg- re:}slongmt;
request for information that can be accommodated :Y}t« 1!;; gd m
frame specified, The requirement for “full cooperation” must not delay

i 1 SOCeS isions of t tional Environ-
the base realignment process. The provisions of the Natiom: iron-
rggnta] Poliiés%lf&ct will pertain during this period and the committee

, TGN i , >, P co with the Act
ts each potential action to be assessed in achorda,nee with
Zigeiﬁai %nlx)r‘imnmét%i} ‘Tmpact Statements will be prepared, Whel(‘i
required. The committee considers that the candidate basg}o]gsj%%e&ge
reduction actions announced in late March and early April o t’f"x tiém
now in the nine-month study period and that preliminary notinea

s heen accomplished. S : ; o
ha’i‘he (’Iecision%f.thé Secretary of the military department concerned

will follow the aforementioned study period. The decision, together -

with supportine documentation and estimates of the consequences of

the decigion will he fnrnished to the same. parties that received noiV:meAA

£ the eandidate petion,.. . - - - L .
? F‘iiaﬂv. a. 90-dav . period must expire before the decision may be

implemented. This waiting period is to give the.Congress the oppor:’

1 POy . ‘ nportantly,

ity to remedy. the decision, if -warranted ; and, more importanti’
Egn;gmit those %éop’le affected by the decision to make provisions to
accommodate the decision.

7

The committee recognized that such a deliberate process, while ap-
propriate during time of peace, was not tolerable in time of national
emergency and has given the President the authority to override the
provisions, if he deems it necessary. - ‘ ,
Fort Hood land acquisition

The acquisition of private land by the Federal Government for mili-
tary purposes is a serious and emotional issue. The committee took
special interest in the Fort Hood land acquisition proposal and ex-
amined the request in great depth. Special hearings were chaired by
Senator Tower for the Military Construction Subcommittee at the site
to permit all interested parties the chance to be heard. The Army’s
case, simply stated, is that Fort Hood does not now have the necessary
real estate to adequately train two armored divisions. The opposition,
which presented a-united front, held that the Army had failed to-con-
duct the necessary study to justify the requirement for the land and
that from information they could obtain, the need . was not justified,

The Army began to feel a real estate constraint in 1973 when the
decision was made to convert the First Cavalry Division to an armored
division making Fort Hood a two armored division post. The require-
ment, for additional real estate was developed in 1974 and ir early
1975 the plans were specific enough to allow the Army to genorate a
formal request for acquisition to be included in the fiseal year 1977
Military Construction budget. The Army indicated that the land ac-
quisition was justified for two main reasons:

.

1. The existing maneuver training area is not adeqﬁaée‘to permit
sufficient field training time for the units presently stationed at Fort
Hood;and - S S ‘

2. The existing training area will not permit realistic maneuvers
for units larger than a brigade (unless the impact area is dedudded—
an operation the Army contended was costly, hazardous and resulted

in-closing vitally needed ranges). . I ,

Prior to March 13, 1976, the Army presented its case in hearings
before several congressional committees and admitted that a formal
documented: stuly justifying the acquisition did not exist. For this
reason, the House Armed Services Committee deferred, action on the

Army’s request when it reported the fiscal year 1977 Military Con-
struction Authorization Bill on March 25,1976, .. - - -

Recognizing that the absence of a formal study was detrimental to
its case, the Army assembled a study team that prepared a study
document-which was provided to the committee on April 1, 1976, The
Army attempted to show in the study a quantitative basis for the
Tequest, o ST e ot S e SR

Tandowners in the acquisition atea, concerned over the Army’s pro-
posal, joined in a’coalition—OUR LAND, OUR LIVES. The com:
mittee appreciates the efforts of this organization in bringing the
issues surrounding this propoesal into fhe open and assuring a fair
hearing for the landowners involved. The committee has special com-
passion for those whose lives have been disrupted by this action.

" The landowners lield that the Army had not justified its case. Thev
contended that the' Army had not: demonstrated that the current real
estate holdings were inadequate anhd that in‘the absence of such justifi-
cation the request should be denied. Numerous inconsistencies in the
Army position were pointedout. -~ - SRR o :
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The committee denies the Army request. The committee is not satis-
fied that the Army is managing its current real estate holdings at
Fort Hood in the best possible manner. The committee is well aware
that construction at Fort Hood has either been completed or is sub-
stantially underway to accommodate two full divisions. Any alter-
native that would reduce the troop strength at Fort Hood is totally
unacceptable to the committee due to the sunk cost in military con-
struction, however, the committee is not satisfied that the Army has
given full and complete study to other available alternatives. The
committee is not convinced that the Army has justified its case.

Fair market rental

The committee has commented on the Department of Defense pro-
posal to move toward a “fair market rental” concept for bachelor and
family housing in its report on the fiscal year 1977 Defense Author-
ization request, since proposals concerning pay and allowances are
contained in that bill. ,

The provisions of the fair market rental concept, however, have
major implications in the military construction area and a comment
here is therefore appropriate. The question was examined during hear-
ings on this bill and the Service representatives were generally op-
posed to many of the provisions of the concept.

The committee is concerned with the concept as it relates to facilities
for several reasons. First, significant investment will be required to
implement the system especially concerning the metering of utilities,
ang the committee is not convinced that this will be cost or energy
effective. Second, the committee feels that, if service personnel were

iven the option of living in government quarters and paying “rent”
or them or living off base and receiving full quarters allowance,
many would opt to live off base, and, in a?iﬁition to the serious opera-
tional control problems that would result, existing military housing
facilities might be seriously underutilized. Finally, to reemphasize
the main point made on this subject in the committee’s report on the
Defense Authorization request, the committee is not convinced that
the philosophy of first, attempting to provide the servicemen with
military quarters, and then, only when adequate military quarters
cannot be made available, providing him with a quarters allowance,
should be changed.

Family housing maintenance

The committee is concerned that the Department of Defense is not
budgeting adequate funds to accomplish critical family housing main-
tenance. In response to questions, the Defense Department witness on
family housing indicated that the backlog of deferred housing main-
tenance will increase by $95 million from $238 million at the start of
fiscal vear 1976 to $333 million at the end of fiscal year 1977. The
committee considers this deliberate underfunding as wasteful in that
deferred housing maintenance results in accelerated deterioration and
more costly repairs.

The committee has deleted all alterations to family housing except
that in support of energy conservation programs and directed that
$25 million in alterations authority be transferred to the maintenance
account. The committee expects the Department of Defense to insure
that these funds are used only for the maintenance of family housing
and are not diverted to other uses.
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The committee would like for the D
. C . 1 epartment of De i
o oy e g e o
sing maint cklog and advise the i its p
gram to eliminete the una,cceptgﬁle maintenance b‘ﬁ?ﬁgﬁe of its pro-
Trident o
strgt}.lee {m;i&x‘zt waapozg system will be available to supplant our present
obsolote, Tho Trident. ystens il monods Lcible wnd technically
- +tae rident system will include a new submarine. amt
?;xg. gagﬁ‘e sti)rmx{able than its predecessors, a new misgai";éng,f g;f;:ﬁ
cated ot Bangor. ashingron, e ohimtor> B ytor boh o bo o
structed at the Ixid:ian Island A ex. 1"1 he Koot Nomill o con-
Station, Wahgnotan I nnex of the Keyport Naval Torpedo
) gton; Cape Canaveral Flight Test Faciliti ida;
and Point Mugu Pacific Missile Test C. ; formia. The Tndi
Tsland constrrio2¢ific Miss est Center, Cahforn_m. The Indian
1 quired to support the relocation of the
ventional ordnance mission from the Tri Site to Tadoes
Island. Construction at Cape C " lr;dent- s_upgort srovide fat
ties for demonstration andpshalzgg:;m esting of th e ool
: n test f th i
Point Mugn for a land-based down-range tl};(ﬁd{z)lg r:ngfiﬁ 311111('111:? '
op%r}-?;xgntalitest rgzzs‘flgns of Trident I, C—4 missiles g
. otal projected cost for the Trident facilities i
m%l authorization requests projected through Fisfcfl l%gaﬁf 913838’000
. o'e committee and the Congress have supported the Navy in its
E‘ oaira}lln to construct a facility at Bangor, %Vashington to be the
%gg §ct§§f§3rf1f§g}rf Tﬁggﬁ; submarines for the foreseeable future
ction by commi 1s year in reducing the authorization
for the Trident facility b 90 35 i keeping” move
nt f: ¥ by $45,00,000 is simply 2 “bookkeeping” mov
and does not indicate that the committee hP : its posstion ro.
c c } as changed its pos -
ga%%mg the basie necessity or the timing requiredni’ggr tlh: rizgzi&? o
. The history of authorizations and appropriations for this fagi‘lit
(including impact funds) is shown below : Y

{tn thousands of dolfarsj

Amount  Cumulative Amount c i
authorized  authorization appropriated app?cmi';gg:

Fiscal year—
1974

118,320 118,320 112

100,000 %gf 320 100, o0 02
, , 141,967 354,

140, 472 545, 759 140, 472 4922 §§;

1 Requested in the Presideat‘s buﬁget.

A reduetion of $45,000,000 in the anthorit
C i request
ézz;f’l v;;l;rr?%?ge t?? ium%atﬂﬁa authoriza-tiogl to%&()?%&&?ﬁﬁoﬁ?i
r ~which will still exceed the funds available by

000 even if the Appropriations Committ full e ooy o0
1977 request. Full funding of the § 11 Yoar 107 ool the foooal yoar
throughiace of Sis oom OOOgof e fiscal year 1977 request is possible
t s prior year unfunded authorizati
E; recommended by the Committee to allow the Nav?ltg cg*;zg;;%nv‘%rég

t} I;axggg fiscal ghea§ 1977 program as requested

testimony, the Navy indicated that the Appropriati i

ge a‘m;ciﬁog of W;thholdl.ng $45,(}Q0,000 from théj gscal?l )?eiﬁnlsﬁ}’(?} é) ?:121;5:

ent had not jeopardized the initial availability dates of key com-
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ponents of the facility. The action by the committee in reducing au-
thority in this bill by $45,000,000 is not intended to affect progress,
but to bring authority and dollars more nearly into agreement. :

The discussion in the preceding paragraphs does not address Tri-
dent Community Impact Assistance funds, The Navy was authorized
$7,000,000 in impact assistance funds in fiscal year 1976 and requested
$11,000,000 for fiscal year 1977. Although obligations of fiscal year
1976 funds were less than $1,000,000 at the time testimony was taken,
the Navy was quite insistent that the authorization requested for fiscal
year 1977 was required because the full impact of the Trident facility
will be felt beginning in fiscal year 1977 and preliminary estimates of
funding requirements coincide with the requested amounts. The com-
mittee supports the concept of impact assistance and strongly endorses
the full $11,000,000 requested for fiscal year 1977.

Design scheduling ; , '

The committee has taken a close look at the status of design of each
of the projects in this year’s request. Several projects have been de-
ferred because design either had not started or was only just under-
way. The committee is reluctant to aunthorize facilities for which de-
sign is not substantially complete for two reasons: (1) lack of design
means that cost estimates are very tenuous and the chances of over- or
under-authorization are high; and (2) the time taken to complete de-
sign and design reviews will probably mean that the nroiect cannot be
put under construction during the fiscal year for whieh it is authorized.
The committes will ingist that design of nroieets requested in future
bills be well underway unless special justification is submitted.

Bachelor housing design
The committee received testimony concerning the design of bachelor
housing. At the present time each of the Services are permitted to
design their own bachelor housing constrained only by two criteria:
(1) the net living area per enlisted man ecannot exceed 90 square feet
(or 72 square feet for a trainee) ; and (2) the cost per square foot for
the total facility cannot exceed a certain limit specified in the annual
authorization bill. As a result the Services today are using twelve
different designs for bachelor enlisted quarters and the total cost per
design occupant ranges from $4,500 to $7,700. The committee is con-
cerned that the criteria currently used to constrain Service designs are
not, sufficiently restrictive to prevent incongruities between the Serv-
ices. The committee is not suggesting or requiring that the Services all
build the same, architecturally sterile facility, but it appears that more
standardization might be cost effective and eliminate the inconsisten-
cies that now exist between the Services, The committee would like for
The Department of Defense to examine this situation and report to
the Armed Services Committees of the House of Representatives and
the Senate on the advisability of increased standardization of the de-
sien of both enlisted and ofeer hachelor cuavters. -
Non-appropriated fund construction -
This committee does not now authorize constriietion that the Serv-
ires nccomplish with non-appropriated funds. For the first half of
fiscal year 1976 non-approvriated fund eonstruction totalled nearly

B.R. 856 —2

11

$45,000,000. The commj
000, “Th mittee learned during i i
b : ) ring its he S
g}gsessi ga f:;)lé?gf alflgz ;lvqlt}% a;;prqpriated gfunds vf}fllél}%r grgc?li‘ii‘e: Ilagrlx}j
no%f]eq;ﬁli'e copgressioha} - ;))p r}(l)lx%g Ix.wth non-appropriated funds and do
e following are types of facilities built over the last three years

that have nsed both i 1 n
ve 1is a g i
Cymmashoth. ppropriated and no -appropriated funds:

Family/Com ity i
i€ munity Service Centers,
Exchange Facilitjes,
gnhst%d Service Clubs.
pen Messes (Clubs) for Lower Grade Enli
Noncommissioned Officers’ n Moasee roried.
] 0 A \
Officers’ Open Messes ( Clubsg).e 1 Messes (Clubs).
:‘;;tts a,nc%' rai_:fits Hobby Shops.
omotive Hobb S
: heaters. Y Shaps
reneral Educati 4
N gommissaries.l 1on Development Centers,
12 Committee is concerned that thi i
! e > _this dual fund 1
ﬁ:;.t(i f;}i} i%gnngeaswn_al approval prior to the ob].igérgg)ﬁ E:\I;?r;ff)éle(;%‘?th-
o fo ngniltsteipcms on the use of non-appropriated )fund~ .Whmy
Cong gnt aisapprove the yse of appropriated funds Ti e
I ee would Jike for the Department of Defense to : S ques.
1(;11 %d report back to both committees on Armed
fun.di 10 (ie‘swa'blhty of authorizing all constrﬁction
pds }rlxeg fsgg gciaiilgl thfe éz,m}ual authorization bil], and/or
. the of designati i i
of facility requirejzi by thegl):;;r%r?;:ﬂ.gle funding source for each type

Energy conservation

The Committee is d wi
> pleased with the De artment’y i
fggs?zvabmn ure]ated to building construcpiion. 'I‘heb c%ffgﬁfftége “wor d
: inifia;tizrégoe%i) t%?a‘ri}]? glelégrtnleilt tofcontinue new energy conéer?a(t);‘ilon
: . & areas of solar ener itori

an%ﬁ:gntml systems, and the use of refuse-deri%%yfuzlllse 87 monitoring
. Se;zs&gn_tte; noted the diversity of effort being ai)plied by all of
provision ili} é}zll 1e sglar.ellergy area. The committee has retained a
D asion in 18 year’s bill which allows costs to be increased b te::
appiicatioasccTOImmOdate' solar systems as a means to encourage golar
abp ieations, ° ¢ committee would like for the Department tgo docu-
aont s solax e%nirgy program in some detail so that the committee
i ramining uture requests, can make determinations as to the

Tlhy (i& §ol%r systems for new facilities us to the

e Alr Force advised the committes i i

i le Adr ed of their ex i
;ﬁlﬁ;eeggrgzd iéi;e%‘at W mgglt-Pa,tterson Air Force aﬁgmﬁe?}gi y elzgh

! - . vorce used combustible refuse that had heen coted
dried, and pelletized and had mixed this fuel with anagq?zgfinafggﬁexﬁg

were used to fire main boilers. The

» regardless of

of coal and the combined fuels

i Future building of comini,
by commi ez Miseary stores in the United Stat
L pdhetmen U S o PesaE O L 08 5 S on B R ored



12

i i compared to a com-
iable loss of heat efficiency (as L toa comt.
resullt)lwifolllﬁrzgp;f ccoal), no detr;mental effects gneiliettz?lﬂfesom s
oy oflents and a marked reduction of pollut:aréhse e o pur-
gfnn(;lge Stack o committe}el Stf’ortltg kl enca?ﬁi%fﬂ on the other Services
e right-Patterson al : the o
sziﬂtl}exg %I;;%;‘&I:;;&V\éf %)efense to actively pursue this mnova
an

concept. t

Jal estate acquisition requests o o b the
R‘flé CSmis setqforth below the real estate aC(llllSlthIlS( fgtgseb;cse Ik gem
D 1)§$€T;1ellt Committee action on each of these reques

(’l ar S / o0
elsewhere in this report:

NSTRUCTION PROGRAM
REAL ESTATE ACQUISITIONS (NEW AUTHORIZATIONS) FISGAL YEAR 1977 MILITARY CO

[Dollar amounts in thousands}

—

Fee interest Lesser interest Total .

_— —_— t—

Estimatec{ Actes Estlmaé.es({ Acres Es“mi::st
oS!

Military department and location Acres [ = —

59, 300. ,
Hood, Tex . 59,300.0 $36 500 0 0 o o
Army: Fort Hood, TeXoooooeoeemmomznmmmmmn” X o

Navyy: i { i ke, Calif. - -cocnon 16,084.0 600 g 0 e 0060 3,900
Naval Air Station, China La eé o 1118, 000.0 3,500

Nawal A Saton, 1 ot = 124, 084.0 4,100 0 0 124,084.0 4,100

Force:
Al East Coa,sttRirbgse. géﬁf. ------------
i int, ADS, Califa-_.oumsmoes-m
F;\Ii‘rml::gtalla'tions Compatible Use Zones @

47,000.0 7,500
e g 4 b L TE

680.0 1,378 820 $839 1,500.0 2,217

O 47,715.4 9,378 820 339  48,535.4 10,217
-------------------------------- = 4 50, 817

i 231,009.4 49,978 820 839 231,919

Grand total. oo oocommemmmmme s mmmT TS

iati ization for exchange only.
11,868 acres authorization and appropriation. 4,216 acres au‘hut%?ization R e ol

2 74,000 acres authorization and appropriation. 44,000 acres au

Ease Amount
3 8 locations: Fe; Amount o s}% %gg
284 ,

Luke AFB, Aril: ------------- 0 . oog 284 79’ o0

Travis AFB, Calif- 3.% s101, 0 202 3?3 82%

gggtetrAAFB, T . 293'%8?] 9(4) o

McConnell AFB, Kans. A4 18%, o g 0

Barksdale AFB, La__. 129 egg' o0 ] 0
offutt AFB, Nebr_ _ . 3 e

Pope AFB, N.C. .- oomoemmmnnmsmemmsnosno™s

TrrLe I—ARMY

Request Authorized

$451, 839,000  $425, 101, 000
164,661,000 162, 812, 000

616, 500,000 587, 913, 000

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM

Army witnesses testified that the Army program continues to place
emphasis on facilities of direct benefit to the soldier, as well as
on energy conservation, pollution abatement and nuclear weapons
security.

About 40 percent of the Army program, excluding NATO Infra-
structure, is for soldier oriented projects such as bachelor housing and
dining accommodations, medical and dental facilities, and community
support facilities. This included a request for 7,373 new, and the mod-
ernization of 1,684, bachelor enlisted spaces. The request is predomi-
nantly for the lower rated personnel with 78 percent for E2-E4 per-
sonnel, 18 percent for X5-E6 personnel, and only 4 percent for higher
rated personnel. 315 bachelor officer quarters were also requested.

The Army continued to emphasize nuclear weapons security both in
the continental United States and overseas. This project will provide
the urgently needed security measures for nuclear weapons,

The Army also continued the efforts to provide facilities that will
support the stationing of a 16 Division Army. The total construction
effort requested for the Army’s new division posts, Forts Ord, Polk
and Stewart, is $104,058,000.

Continued emphasis is placed on the construction of maintenance
facilities which are directly related to the Army’s readiness posture.

This is the first year that ammunition facilities at government-
owned, contractor-operated Army ammunition plants have been in-
cluded in the request. A total of $24,500,000 has been requested.

The request for air and water pollution abatement projects was
$89,061,000 with the amounts for each, $11,228,000 and $77,833,000, re-
spectively. This is approximately 17 percent of the Title I request,
excluding NATO Infrastructure.

For air pollution abatement, one project will provide an incinerator
cluster for disposal of chemically contaminated wastes and one proj-
ect will consolidate and process emissions from TNT production lines,

(18)
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SUMMARY
(] baa 2Ty t- P O} FACILITY CLASS

with a breakdown of the types of projects as follows:

[in thousands of dollars]
. ) Army Committea
Description request approved
Number of Amount -
projects  (thousands) Operational... 4,083 4
Facilities description X i sg& é%lrg:fiﬁcgéﬁ&'irb}idé :;>§, é%:; (1;%' géz
: 3, DT &E ot 3 X
e for the collection of ship generated wastes....- 1‘-; . 000 Samplyr 3ot 138
Shore facilities 107 1o fon or treatment systems. .--—- 2 43,806 Medical....._... 74,263 72,314
Sy g ancipal sewer SystomS. o -0 ——e Housing commiiiy. w87
annect i tment s! .- ousingfcommunily . , 3
{ndustrial waste ;olie@tiop o e 23 L ngsing_l_‘__? (133, 203) (138, 544)
TOMBL . comeeeommsememmmm i emm RS T : Ut.nc"“"“”““)’ (Z; ggé) (12, ggg)
""""" ibities. e y )
- 3 1. ex- Pollution abatemen 9, 061 88, 061
- Gonservation, $51571,000 or 10 percent of Title &, £ T giay g
For Energ C'(i-nsf a,struct’llre’ was requested to prowvg' his a 15 Energy oo 51,57 49,384
cluding NA O nITas biective of the prooram,"w wKen ks Nuclear weapons Security. o ... cooooe. 1,968 51,
= ist in meeting the obje . gix vear effort. Real estate.............. : 36, 500 0
that will assist p nebl' consumption, through & - Y dollars NATO InfrastrtiGture. . .o oo oo 80, 000 80, 000
ercent reduction }1111 ee‘;t %zul‘ years should average 48 million roXi- T e e e e e 816, 500 587,913
The program for the nes tment of $52 million will save app :
-oar. This year’s investment o investment in 7 years. ! Inciud ftion facilit
Pert }ieag;{ million annually and return the v ation projects broken nciudes ammunition facilities.
mately & inela 3 energy conserv
The Title I request me}udes 3 &y U.S. Army Forces Commanp (FORSCOM)
down by type as follows:
. her of Amount
Nug:_oiem (thousands)
Facilities description

The mission of FORSCOM is command of United States Army
Forces, Readiness Command, Continental United States Armies and
436

- all assigned Active Army and Army Reserve troops in CONUS, Ha-
............. 4 ! ; .

e - 2 e waii, Alaska, Panama, Puerto Rico and the Vlrglrg Islands. FORS

Gentral mont ion and o onditioning systamis mo A e COM also supervises the training of the Army National Guard.

e and storm windows 1 1, 3% The request was $288,616,000 for 41 projects at 12 installations. The

Lighting systems 50 ovement 383

gl o Do i s i tm

request includes $21,427,000 and $10,223,000 for 10 water pollution
abatement and eight energy conservation projects respectively.
_______ The significant projects included in the request were: a barracks
"""""" complex in the amount of $26,742,000 for Fort
, i . : d the
The committes gave careful consideration to all projects an

3 .

ana; a barracks complex in the amount of $33,966,000 for Fort Stew-
WD SUMMARY art/Hunter Army Airfield, Georgia; barracks modernization in the
gm{:mt:g::; D ‘ amount of $8,863,000 for Fort Wainwright, Alaska.
o R
Array Committee

request approved

The projects reduced, denied or added by the committee fo]lbw:

[

fin thousands of dolfars]
mw ng |
...... 45,264 g Instaliation Project Amount
BN - oo memm s smm e 122 .
B A kg sod oot Coriand -~~~ T 4t S %

3 Military District of Was iness Coml mand 1. 24, %0 g Fort Bragg, Nl o oo e emeem Barracks COMPIBN. . o oo nneeansoeenneemnnn 1 ]
lljl'.g'. R?mwy Materiel Development and Readiness Com 7 897 2, g% ort Bragg, D?ni:g A diit)?‘mo o ny 'gll‘i
Ammunition facilities.......----= 1,382 531 Fort Campbeli, Ky 4.S. Army hospital..... S 18 100
U Miltary Acadom. o gl 2,57 Fort Carson. o Daial ... o
U.S. Army Heal mand - . ' ort Carson, Col0. .. wumaneecoaaaoccaccaacoan 0 eee e ar e )

U S.Army Military Traffic Com et e T O 1 Fort Greely, Alaska. . ; __.. Field house addition. _ 2,854
Yarious locations, nugisar weapons security - 451,838 425,101 Fort H0od, TeX..ceu e nnwmommomcme e Iﬁgngi a(;qu_iﬁition-a.-._' e -:E?, gg(l)
- tad o ememmmmmmaiaae ining facility modernization.. ;
Total inside the United States. 13,669 13,669 Tactical equipment shops.. -+5, 036
________________ = ' L2 7, },%‘;‘ _ Annual t,r%ni%g facility. +8, 278
SthU.S. An?y"?: ------- ‘é’ s 16,995 Fort Lewis, Wash. _._.......__._....._. Dental chiniC. - ..o -+1,900
U.5. Army, Japat @'ééés:u-:i:.- 16, ' 000 ) ) ) Diaing facility medernization.. -+1, 959
u.s.ley ngp ’ g 19,393 F°§§ ?‘iﬁc’{' WIS o i garrac§8 w/i ining facility... ... - %gg
U'S, Army, Europe. ... . 2 4 ort Polk, La....... .. Barracks complex. .. ... —2y
NATO infrastructute. .o 7777700 -————a—wﬂgg‘g{g Fort Stewatt, Ga............. _--- Barracks complex. . ....._.__.___ 12, 303
Nuclear Weapons SECUNY ommemmrnantmmmm s 164, 6 ! Fort Wainwright, Alaska. e uenneeweevnnoan Sprinkler system aircraft hangar_ . __ ... _ . _.oeeen 42, 061
. Total outside the United States. -.--o---oommmmr T 616,500 587,913
o 1_Partial reduction,
Formetly the U.S. Army Materiel Command.
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] i e following portions of barrac\ks com-
e ion‘rl)gligtviepclggiggﬁ,?r:gdﬂ:leferred them for reasons 1?“fo :t?o}}}gig?:
P g B e (o o
chapel ($765,000), PX ($501, and gym ($},241,000).
Stewa}rt—‘chaj-lt)fée(ggggx"m)élz}%)a(iii%s wi)t’h din%gg facﬂ}tjg at Fort
T}i‘w comtrl?é cost per man of this small barracks 18 excessxgo.s o] at
M?I‘(ﬁ)y a(fmmittee recognized the requirement for a ne{:;te an% ol at
Fort %}s(;mpbell however, the Army rgported thé»t aé Slog)gé)t
ca(ﬁy acceptablés hospital could be built at a reduc .

.S, Army TRAINING AND DoctriNE COMMAND

‘mission i training programs
(s mission is to develop and manage {r: g prograis
glzf}lgg*?si gslxsining of individual soldwgs. iﬁlﬁDOC is also
?I‘my’spagency Whmh'deve%)%%s fx(luivggo;gg?;ctsozt 10 installations, The
The r@quﬁsge‘?g%%’? 8466 and $25,232,000 for six Wateévg?l}uhon
e emont uxdveigh’t energy conservation projects, ref;?ec canﬁ% ;Jﬂage
ab'ateme}lt ?;1 ant projects “neluded in the request w%tef :tam~ mouflos?
The signi cthej amount of $3,289,000 and Deffanse v % ;t Manage:
b }{l‘ lterations in the amount of $2,925,000 f(g: ! ,?) AR
e S'ChQO ({L flight simulator buildings for Forts 61‘247,000 s
%11* lggaal?:ll Qill In the amounts of $785,000, $59‘2,000, $1,247,
ue 1} | |
$5¥ﬂ%(}g;csse%?i§tg§{§ed, denied or added by the committee follow:

. {ir thousands of dollars} .
Amount
installation Project .
2,925
Alter buildings for ,i}?g;me Systems tanagement Sf.hoo& i% %%%
i, W9...ooooo oo < RO el dental ACVItY. oo vemmeom=n T ,
Egﬁ g;rdou‘,‘ G2 oo o g?r%ilng facitity modernization. .-~ secemanneo el
KOX, KY .. o man oo mm e o= mm s T i PO g fulity modernzaton. .-+
Egg gon‘adeWOOd, MO, oo ocmimemmmem e

The committee deferred the project at Fort Belvoir for the Defen

) s Management School. This project should be reexamined con-

sidering plans to move the Engineer School.
| Mirreary DISTRICT OF W ASHINGTON

its in the immedi-
MDW commands the troop unt ) :
tT%gﬁ%gge%oé }}xrea and he is responsible for the operation 0
the ’inder his jurisdiction. ) ) -
" msmnatls(;lfv;sn gf%?% ?010%1'}01‘ energy conservation pao%ggii %té}[ Sl?ﬁr
%%E:gi‘;; Vir inda in the amount of $1,265,000 an:

ero R ‘
in th 792,000, ‘ o
" ’%ifea;gljl;;: ieducéd, denied or added by the committee follo

Thousands
Instalation end profect

. —8$1,265
g AELOTL o e m e 51,2
n Station, Va., energy conserv : -
Ga?‘m reasons’of economy, the committee deéimégdnthe low priority
pmj{g(‘:t for energy conservation at Cameron Station.

17
U.S. Army Marermer DeveErorMENT AND Reapiness CoMMAND

(Formerly the U.S. Army Materiel Command—AMC)

The Commanding General, DARCOM is responsible for integrated,
systemized management of the Army’s wholesale materiel activities.
The DARCOM responsibilities cover life-cycle management and in-
clude the functions of research, development, engineering, testing,
evaluation, production, procurement, inventory management, distri-
bution and shipping to users, maintenance, and disposal.

The request was $84,175,000 for 26 projects at 22 installations. The
request includes $11,228,000, $45,425,000 and $11,272,000 for 2 air pol-
lution abatement, 5 water pollution abatement and 14 energy conserva-
tion projects, respectively.

The significant projects included in the request were: a vehicle re-
build support facility in the amount of $5,166,000 for Letterkenny
Army Depot, Pennsylvania; a cargo aircraft apron in the amount of
$1,489,000 for Sierra Army Depot, California; an electromagnetic
pulse simulator facility in the amount of $2,130,000 for Woodbridge

Research Facility, Virginia; and a range operations center in the
amount of $6,928,000 for Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona.

The projects reduced, denied or added by the committee follow:

[in thousands of dolars]

Installation Project Amount
Fort Monmouth, N e Energy conservation . .. ~495
Pueblo Army Depot, Colo. uvrcmrnceeeecnoaen L O, —~417
Watsryliet A 1 WY Modernize large caliber Shop. .o cvmee e ciic e cnn +2, 260
Waoodhbridge research facifities, Va_._........ EMP simulator 18clily. oo e -2, 130

The committee deferred the low priority energy conservation proj-
ect at Fort Monmouth. The long payback period (10.5 years) and the
Army’s announced major reductions under consideration at Fort Mon-
mouth suggests project should be restudied.

The committee deferred the energy conservation project at Pueblo
Army Depot. Project requirements should be reexamined as the Army
is reducing Pueblo Army Depot to an activity status,

The committee deferred the EMP Simulator Facility at Woodbridge
Research Facility. Project requirements should be reexamined in view
of the announced study regarding Harry Diamond Laboratories.

Axvonrmony Facrormes

The request was $24,500,000 for nine projects at eight installations.

The significant projects included in the request were; a bag loading
and assembly facility in the amount of $6,758,000 for Indiana Army
Ammunition Plant and a sulfuric acid regeneration facility in the
amount of $15,238,000 for Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant.

The requested amount was approved. '

§.R. 856——3
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U.S. MILITARY AGCADEMY

3 adets
. 3 d train the Corps of Ca A0S
The mission of USMA Coe mscr‘ﬁ}r:%ﬁicers of the %egulgll;)?elc?{o
servation pro;
‘ 0 857,000 for an energy con Now York.
in Thevge&iefxttiﬁ{? :ir«s’tem’s at the U.S. Military Academy,
un%g requested amount was approved.

.8, ArMY HearrH SERVICES

o health serv-
: nd exercises command over nea.t F
TI%B v%%zlﬁrie;?ggsggggﬁpmfefisional education and traming 10T
jces Tor A t Personnel. . s : ons.
el Drmrmm S, o Sl
TTlllle r%eésg’mwgscluded ’in the requegggveé‘eﬁitz ;Vi; olx;sp ‘Army Medical
& PrOy s ount of $244,000 2 Vv in the amount of
ment project in the axmoury o 1 " upport, facility in the D.C
olorado; and a rese 1 Center, Washington, 1.0
gﬁ?g%ib()o ot Walter Reed Army Mgg:é&by the committee follow :

COMMAND

' iects T enied or a t
" The projects reduced, d | - s
facility -« —$1,108

i S R e : .

tallation and project: Center, Tes support, facllit
” aier g Meﬂicfh Research Support Facilities at Walteli
ferred the S8 tect could be com

ittee de ;
The commlMegic&l Center as 1t ap&%argyt%% XXO o othesda.

‘&fe% withya similar facility reques
TrAFFIC MANAG
U.S. Army MILITARY . "
MTMC is the Single Manager Operatu:)%e .gf?;cy _iEo;'1 SmgO; 2}13;
tr;ré:g 1and transportation, and common-user rmin ‘
e artment of Deferls 531,000 for a water pollution abatement proj-
ho request wras 190 Terminal, North Carolina.

emENT COMMAND

3 i ide sanita
eci(‘»rf %;}I%Jg po?lx\?t%ion abatement project provides a dockside sanit ry
)
collection system. s approved.
The requested amount was app CoNUS

NyuorEAR WEAPONS SECURITY, VARIOUS LOCATIONS,
oo I :

w ity 1 t nuclear
The request was $2,575,000 for security unprovement; S
@ . L .
w ns storage sites.
e%)lg re(S;ueI;tgd amount was approved,
S. Army, Korea
Eieara U.S. .

| sdes administrative,
- hih U.S. Army, Kores, Prov. dministragive, mec
e El{% }éa{lsuyport for U.S. Army units a§s1%sni Lto Koret, cations
an’%llxog;:(;uest was $13,669,000 for three projec
: ‘ k in ition
et ts included in the request were :llmp_x.;;)vefda cs;ﬁrltésur;l on.
e th unt of $2,364,000; b.a,f':he}or woust %m e 5000,
o1 get H?E %%% ?)3100000 and dining facilities 1n the amo )
%m'lgi‘i: rgquestéd a;nount wasapproved.
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U.S. ARMY, JA:?AN

The mission of the U.S. Army, Japan is to maintain a base in Japan
to provide administration, medical and logistical services required
to support USARJ operational plans with a capability for expansion
when needed.

The request was $124,000 for a water pollution abatement project
at Okinawa. The requested amount was approved.

U.S. Army SEcUrITY AGENCY

The Commander, ASA, is responsible for performing technical in-
telligence functions in support of Army field commanders and in
fulﬁ%ment and support of those national intelligence responsibilities
assigned to the Army.

The request was $4,480,000 for 4 projects at 3 locations.

The significant projects included in the request were a power up-

ade project in the amount of $1,744,000 in Germany and barracks
in the amount of $1,849,000 at Location 177.

The projects reduced, denied or added by the committee follow:
Installation and project: Thousands

Yocation 177, barracks -$1, 849

The committee deferred the barracks project at Location 177. Korea
has $10,000,000 for 2,356 barracks spaces in a separate project. The
semi-permanent barracks are about twice as expensive as relocatable
barracks. Consideration should be given for using the same criteria
throughout Korea. '

U-S- ARMY, Eurore

. The U.S. Army, Europe provides administration, medical, and
logistical support for the U.S. Army, Europe and the Seventh Army.

The request was $96,995,000 for projects in Germany, Italy and for
the NATO Infrastructure program.

The request was $15,907,000 for 7 projects in Germany. The signifi-
cant projects were: motor repair shops in the amount of $1,581,000;
improved ammunition storage in the amount of $4,385,000; dependent
schools in the amount of $6,635,000 and a water pollution control proj-
ect in the amount of $2,000,000.

The request was $80,000,000 for the NATO Infrastructure program.
projects were: a defense satellite communications system in the
gal'mgué;t of $963,000; and a sewage treatment plant in the amount of

25,000.

The request was $80,000 for the NATOQO Infrastructure program.
This request is required to meet the estimated U.S. share of the multi-
national NATO Common Funded Infrastructure program.

The requested amount was approved.

NucrLear WEAPON SECURITY
(Outside the United States)

The request, $49,393,000, for security improvements at nuclear
weapons storage sites to meet the new criteria was approved.
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oF AUTHORIZATION AcCTIONS

SUMMARY |
i Army is
A unimary of actions taken on the Title T request of the y
8 ns ta
tabulated below by proj ect:
Installation anaprofet
Redue N.C., parracks COMPIEX o m === -

R S R ——
gg?t:: ]gi%%?o’y:r%.i’s., parracks w/dining facility e m e

TFort Polk, La. parracks eomplexi ......................
Fort Stewar Gra"alter puildings for Defense System

Thousands

Fort Belvoir, Va., alter buildings for DEWRSE 777 0 .
_____________________ FLOT e o e e m e =
tion, Va., energy congervation. —--—--—--—"="" 77777777
g’%ﬁeiggn?;:uth, Jé (igeregns; rc;c;ngg;:zlt}vo&{on—“—”"_:ﬁ?u"m:: R
Pueblo Army DeDoh o0 iy, Va., EMP simulator um;?:)rt%{e;l—ity" 2,130
Wogghﬁgggdﬂjxy Medical Center, D.C., resear pport facility- L%
Walter Reed Army Medical Centet, =7 777 | .
Location 177, Kogea, BAFFACKS.--——-—--====="""""""TTTT s
_____________________________

Total reductions

Addigg?ts.i?»ragg, N.C., dining tﬁm%ig{é modemg(j: ..................
mpbell, Ky., dental cUit -ommmnmmmm
ggrr\é %%m%n, ’Colo.,’ dental cnmc“a—(i—dmon --------------
t Greeley, Alaska, field house dditton-—-———""7"
Fljt‘?)rrt Hood, Tex, dining facility, modernizé-——--==""7777"
pactical equipment shops--__..,..::: ---------------------
Annuat training faeﬂlty_.i,..fi;;ig ________________
Fort Lewis, wash., denfal € oo I 5o
Dining facility, modernize....———— DTy YU —— &
Tt Vlvainwright, ‘Alaska, sprinkler ?;:i vity’ ___________________ 2§ 24
o Gordon, Ga., regional c}ental a A S —— iz
o I’{y dining facility, modern; “aémize ________________ Z
Fort Knox, Ky SONG  dining facility, moderniaeceer=--7777777 1,656
%91?:; ?:1?2: I:Arsenal 'N.Y., modernize large caliber - s
ate  N.X,, modernize large caliber S35 ,
Potal AAHONS. oammmmmemsmm T T

Trrie II—Navy

Request Authorized

Inside the United States N $507, 557, 000 1 $481, 459, 000
Qutside the United States 18, 356, 000 19, 356, 000
Total... B 626,913,000 500, 815, 000

! fncludes $45,000,000 redustion for Trident to adjust to appropriations that wlll be available with full funding of re-
quested amountin fiscal year 1977 for Trident,

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM

Navy witnesses testified that the Navy program will provide facil-
ities for new missions, current missions, and modernization of the
Shore Establishment.

This year in their military construction program, the Navy stressed
projects associated with strategic forces, operational, training, ship-
Kard modernization, maintenance and production, medical and health,

ousing and community facilities, pollution abatement, energy con-
servation, and nuclear weapons security.

Under strategic forees, $140,000,000, or approximately 24 percent of
this year’s program, was requested for Trident construction, Included
is $11,000,000 for Trident community impact support.

Operational facilities constitute approximately 10 percent of Title
II. Maintenance and production facilities excluding Trident are ap-

roximately 7 percent. The modernization of shipyard and medical
acilities are each approximately 8 percent. For medical moderniza-
tion, the Navy requested $42,000,000.

The N avy continued to emphasize its bachelor housing and commu-
nity support program with 7 percent of the program allocated to these
projects, For the Navy and Marine Corps, this year’s program re-
quested 3,267 new and 325 modernized bachelor enlisted spaces. The re-

uest is predominantly for the lower-rated personnel, with 88 percent,

or E%Eé(f)ersonnel, 9 percent for E5-E6, and only 2 percent for
higher-rated personnel. 196 bachelor officer quarters spaces were also
requested.
he request for air and water pollution abatement projects was
$39,959,000, $3,870,000 and $36,089,5(}O, respectively, approximately 8
percent of the Title IT request. '

For air pollution abatement, two groj ects will improve the emissions
from power plants ($3,570,000) and the third will provide the Navy’s
proportionate share of the capital cost to improve a municipal solid
waste system ($300,000).

The Title II request includes 21 water pollution abatement projects
with a breakdown of the types of projects as follows:

(21)
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- - Number of Amount
Facilities description projects (thousands)
Shora facilities for the collection of ship generated wastes 2 $4, 668
Sanitary sewage collection or treatment systems.______ 8 7,162
Connections 16 municipal sewer systems. ... 3 13,177
Qi containment structores. _____________ 4 1,185
Oily waste collection and reclamation facilities. . .. evenem oo ocemeaes 2 5214
Industrial waste colection IMmPrOVEMBITS. . .« us s oo memee e emem e mm i 4 4,613
21 36,089

Total e e ——————————————————

For energy conservation, $42,466,000 or 8 percent of Title If was re-
uested to provide facilities that will assist in meeting the objective of
the program, a 15 percent reduction in energy consumption, through a
six-year effort. The projected program for the next four years should
average $75,000,000 per year. This year’s investment of $42,000,000 will
save approximately $11,000,000 annually and return the investment in
4 vears.
The Title IT request includes 50 energy conservation projects broken
down by type as follows:

) Number of Amount
Facilities description ) projects (thousands)
Cantral monitoring and control syst . S— 4 3,533
Heating, ventilation and air-canditioning systems modifications. 8 2,702
Ensulation and storm windows________ . . iiecimaune 7 , 003
Lighting systems convessions ; e 5 3,961
aduling controls, load combinations and power factor correction of electrical distri-
bution systems... .. _. e ememmcmam—e e m———————————— 4 2,322
Boilers and boiler plant IMprovements .. . . oo canreeinnnnocenaaaanaaneaan 3 6,872
Steam and condensate lines improvements - 12 18,799
Heat recovery industrial p N - o 2 722
Other building impr t e eimaeme —— 5 1,446
50 A2, 466

R 117 P remnme v n————— -

The committee gave careful consideration to all projects and the
following tables summarize the authorization requested and approved
by major command and facility classes.

MAIOR COMMAND SUMMARY
[in thousands of doliars}

Navy Commitiee

request approved
Uniformed Services University_.. . , 851 0
Trident facilities. . vonn.oeeeooes e —————————————————n——— 140,472 95,472
Nuclear weapons security. . . . 27,206 34,581
Marine Corps... ., . : 41,980 - 47,278
Chief of Naval Operations.. ... rvnmen 6,958 10, 902
Commander in Chief, Atlantic Fleet. 58,021 58, 489
Commander in Chief, Pacific Fieet 41,865 48,831
Naval Education and Training.... 20, 864 21, 841
Bureay of Medcine and Surgery . 44,130 41,330
Bursau of Naval Personnel._. reum——n g, 470 0
Chief of Naval Materfal ... .. .. : - 99,339 115,337
Qcaanographer of the Navy________._ K - o 7,408, 7,406
Total, inside the United States............ . 507, 557 - 481, 459
Nuclear Weapons Security...... .. .. . wmbnemasamemennenan . 2,494 2,494
Commander in Ghief, Atlantic Fleet_ e ———————— oo 10, 189 10, 169
Commander in Chief, Pacific Flaet . rm————— 1,861 1,86
Naval Telecommunications Command...... —aman 1,832 1,832
Naval Security Group Command......e.vnnnnean. - 3,000 3,000
Total, outside the United States.. avsewsnaseen - 19, 356 18, 356
O e e e e e emamn—— o a———— - — 526, 913 500, 815
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FACILITY cLass SUMMARY

{in thousands of dollars}

- Reguast, Committ
Description aring approved,

ng/community sunmesi"
Bathelor hoysin

Commuaj pry
Utitios. <. *PPort
Pollutio

Air,

e
47,276 500, 815

41, 980 526, 913 453,539

Proved by the Univers
tagxof Defense. niversity B

orderly, well-concejved

. ? ’ .
will provide berthhéﬁ Spa cfé’ears Tequest are: (1) Refit Pier #9 that
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the magnetic field surrounding the submarines, and a support build-
ing; (3) additional missile support buildings and magazines; and (4)
administrative and personnel support facilities. i )

The total approved for facilities construction by the committee is
$140,472,000 broken down by location as follows:

Thousands

Bangor Submarine Bage, Wash e 3116, 244
Keyport Torpedo Station, Indian Jsland Anpex, Wash — 8, 700
Community impact assistance, Trident facilities - 11,000
Point Mugu—Pacific Missile Test Center, Calif 2,922
Cape Canaveral—flight test facllities, Fla - 1, 606
Total 140, 472

The committee wishes to stress that it is authorizing for construc-
tion all of the projects included in the F'Y 1977 budget request through
the use of the unused authorization in prior years for which appro-

priations were denied.
Nuctrar Wearons Securrry Facrnrries

The request was $29,700,000 for one location inside and one location
outside of the United States in the amounts of $27,206,000 and $2,494,-
000, respectively. These projects will provide construction to improve
physical security at six installations which store, maintain and issue
nuclear weapons. ,

The committee added $7,375,000 to substitute in part for the $9,851,-
000 University project withdrawn by the Navy. The total authorized
is $37,075,000, with $34,581,000 and $2,494,000 for projects inside and
outside the United States, respectively. After fiscal year 1977, the
Navy has a remaining deficit for facilities of $36 million. The addi-
tion of $7,375,000 will enable the Navy to accelerate its program and
substitute secure facilities for operational manpower costs,

Marine Cores

The primary mission of the Marine Corps is to provide air and
ground forces for the seizure and defense of advanced Naval bases
and the conduct of land operations incident to the prosecution of the
Naval campaign. The request for 15 projects at nine installations, was
$41,980,000, which includes $3,570,000, $249,000 and $2,891,000 for
two air and one water pollution abatement, and four energy conser-
vation Eroje.cts, respectively. This year the Marine Corps continued
its emphasis on the provision of new and improved personnel support
facilities. The two significant projects in their request were: (1) a
1,620-man bachelor en%isted uarters in the amount of $14,542,000 for
the Camp Lejune Marine Corps Base, North Carolina; and (2) a
1,078-man bachelor enlisted quarters in the amount of $11,120,000 for
the Camp Pendleton Marine Corps Base, California, Other projects
will provide training, automotive maintenance, and personnel support
facilities and utility improvements,

The projects added by the committee follow :

- Inatallation and project Thousands
Camp H. M. Smith, Hawaii, electrical power improvements . ... ... +$1, 046
Parris Island MC Recruit Depot, 8.C., bachelor enlisted quarters........ +-4, 250

- CHigr op Navar Opgra
e Chief of Nava] 0 .
exercises comm perations, under the S
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under the command of 1 00 for five rojects at, f avy.
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$11.5 million and a request this year of $8,048,000 for the Conunander
Oceanographic System ‘Atlantic, Dam Neck, Virginia; and (3) an air
combat maneuvering range in the amount of $13,000,000 for Qceana

Naval Air Station, Virginia. .
The projects reduced, and added by the committee follow:

Installation and project Thousands

Norfolk Naval gtation, Norfolk, Va., berthing pier (reduct_ion} _______ —$2, 700

New London Submarine Base, New London, Conn, utilities improve- 43,168
_________________ .

RS

The $2,700,000 reduction in the berthin{% pier was possible because of
a reevaluation by the Navy of the in ation factors used for this
project. The amount requested was $24.900,000, and the amount recom-
mended for authorization is $22.200,000. )

The utilities improvement at the New London Submarine Base will
provide adequate utilities distribution systems to serve the increased
demand which has resulted from new facilities construction.

The committee approved new authority in the amount of $58,489,000.

CoMMANDER IN CHIEF, Pacrric FLEET

The Commander in Chief, Pacific Fleet exercises operational, or-

ganizational planning, logistic, and administrative command over air,
surface submarine and fleet marine forces and supporting shore 1n-
stallations. Requested was $41,865,000 for 90 projects at 11 installa-

tions. Included in this amount was $22,818,000 and $11,562,0()0 for five
water pollution abatement and nine energy conservation projects,

respectively.

The major regular projects will provide range improvements ab the

Tallon Naval Air Station, Nevada; aircraft parking apron and utilities

improvements at the Miramar Naval Air Station, California; a tor-
odo retriever facility at the Pearl Harbor Naval Submarine Base;

and utilities at the Qan Diego Naval Station, California.

The requested amount was approved and one project was added by

the committee as follows:

Installation end project Thousands
$an Diego Naval Station, Calif., pier WIS o o 4-$6, 966
At the San Diego Naval Station, the pier utilities project will
srovide for cold iron berthing on two piers homeported Fleet units
to berth without operating boilers and generators, thereby reducing

fuel costs and allowing for preventive maintenance on equipment.
The committee approved new authority in the amount of $48,831,000.

Cuier oF NAVAL EpUCATION AND TRAINING

The Chief of Naval Tducation and Training is responsible for the
oducation and training of all Naval personnel. The request was
$20,864,000 for 14 projects at nine installations. Tncluded in this
amount was $1,193,000 and $1,505,000 for four water pollution abate-
ment and four energy conservation projects, respectively.

The signiﬁcant regular projects will provide: (1) modernization of
and additions to the submarine training building at the Charleston
Tleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Traininf Center to provide space

for housing a sonar operational training device and conducting C-4
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missile training. (2) a divi .
ama Cit . iving/salvage training facilit ‘
Opemﬁloig ag(;d School of Diving and SalvagegFlo;i:ig fgroélt)e_ Pallll-
porimental Di ‘:{antages.; of collocating the school with the Naa’m]% :
The school wiﬂmge%;fre?in%rgllg Igsxv%%(}(})lastal Systoms Lasbo;?;tor;_
(3) At the San Diego D e Washington, D.C. Navy Yard.
. 2o Detachment of the Naval - ayy tard.
enter, Pearl Harbor, a submarine training ?acisl?g,mg;nssgéﬁﬁgg

of the training res Y
ponsibility f :
the SSN 688 and earlier classeys O%);‘ugigafii‘zs ¢ Fleet for the crews of

Projects deleted and added by the committee follow:

‘ Installation and project
Memphis Air Station, Tenn. :

ggtlistria} waste collection.___.._ Thousands
qﬂl SPIL PECYONOT o e oo T —3218
it%m and condensate systems o o i —o01
z»ens;éi,? miApaI sewer conneetion_________________________ " -1, 168
O N e, R L —— By
: is, Md., air-condition dining hall_________ )
ghall ...

bl +1: 418

+977

The projects at M i

I I Memphis were denied beca f 1

ﬁ:ﬁzgaﬁm;g%e(iigggrée ceﬁzﬁ Closure Reali e;:seusg ;ﬁgolggggmgtt};;
h 17, v i

X nr}%]or b pare in at this installation was being studied for
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Pe : L ;480,000 for a suppl

39’22%0&1}8 II\} gx_fa,l Air Station, Florida, tOpSI:I siﬁ:li)lgg ri{;(;entﬁr tf o e

59,851,000 1 ;x;e}rsxty project withdrawn by the Navy %ﬁis for‘li’:he

el neegcgt% supply administrative functions, whi }iwl e

om Surant e ievit yfél;e ‘1\ avsi,} Education and Traini’ng I;ffor‘rz%}

e b equip:zn for consolidating personnel and housing 001;1-

The committee approved new authority in the amount o 42,
? b *
Bureau or MEDICINE AND SURGERY

health of Navv and Mari
other personnel. The arine Corps personnel, their dependents
at %ﬁi)ght installations, request W&S?M,lS0,000 for nine reg%ﬂar p;:ojggt%
e sionific . .
J&cksom{%?éﬁ%%m‘ §r03ects will provide: medical/dental clini
2 Teplacemen orida, and Brunswick Naval Air Stati al clinics at
Tﬁe p;(gzﬁ 3051)139‘1:1) at Orlando, Florida ation, Maine; and
enie th 2 .
Ingtollation and :}rajecji e committee follows:

Bethesda National M
facilities fedical Center, Bethesda, Md., physical fitness
N e —$2, 800

The project was denied b
it is questionabl ed because of the high cost of th i
FY 1077 e whether this project can be placed unéliIP ggﬁi,@?}g

Thousands

T i v W
he committee appro ed ne authoriﬁy in the amount of $‘11 330,000
¥ b M




28

Burearu or NavaL PERSONNEL

The Chief of Naval Personnel plans and directs the procurement,
distribution, and administration of all Navy personnel. The Com-
mand also develops and implements service-wide program for career
motivation and improved human relations. Requested was $9,470,000
for three regular projects at one installation.

The installation is the New Orleans Naval Personnel Center and
the projects would have provided bachelor quarters, roads, and ex-
lension of utility systems.

During committee hearings, the Navy advised that it had reversed
its decision to move some elements of the Bureau of Naval Personnel
from Washington, D.C. to New Orleans, Louisiana, thereby cancelling
the requirement for the three projects requested.

In fiscal year 1976, $21.3 million was authorized and appropriated
for an administrative complex at New Orleans. No construction con-
tracts have been awarded for this project.

The projects denied by the committee follow:

Installation and profect

New Orleans, Naval Personnel Center, La.: Thousands
Bachelor enlisted quarters_________.__.__ —$2,775
Bachelor officer quarters —— —4,154
Roads and utilities extension —2, 541

Total . __ — — 9, 470

No new authority was approved.

Navar Materrar. CoMMAND

The Naval Material Command is the single integrated material
support agency for the Navy. Its mission includes the development,
procurement and support of total weapons systems, depot maintenance,
supply management and facilities support. Requested was $99,339,000
for 25 regular, seven water pollution abatement, and 26 energy con-
servation projects at 30 installations.

A major portion of the request, $42,000,000, was for the modern-
ization of Naval Shipyards. Of the 11 projects requested, five projects
will provide improved maintenance and production facilities at four
shipyards; one project will provide a new engineering/management
building; four projects will improve utilities at four shipyards, and
one project will improve a portal crane rail system. -

Other significant projects requested to support the Trident I (C—4)
missile were a module maintenance facility addition at the Charleston
Naval Shipyard, and a missile facilities addition at the Polaris Missile
Facility, Atlantic, Charleston, South Carolina. The project costs are
$3,444,000 and $2,315,000, respectively.

For the first time, the Navy requested $8,000,000 for a program to
minimize the hazards associated with homeporting ammunition ships

(AE’) and fast combat support ships (AOE’s). On the west coast,
eight AE’s will be homeported at the Concord Naval Weapons Sta-
tion, California, and two AOE’s at the Puget Sound Naval Shipyard,
Washington. Indian Island will be the ammunition storage point for
the ships homeported at the Puget Sound Naval Shipyard. On the
east coast, three AE’s will be homeported at the Earle Naval Weapons
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Station, New Jersey, and one each at the Charleston Naval Station
and Naval Weapons Station, South Carolina. The projects requested
will provide magazines, fire protection improvements, road and sup-
porting facilities.

The projects reduced, denied or added by the committee follow:

Installation and project Thousands
Charleston Shipyard, 8.C., welding shop. -+$1, 510
Charleston Shipyard, 8.C., electrical distribution system___.________ -4, 562
Gulfport Construction Battalion Center, Miss., maintenance and repair

faciity e +4, 287
Pearl Harbor Shipyard, Hawaii :
Machine shop modernization_______ . . _____ —1,761
Electrie shop modernization__________._________________________ +17, 400
Total _ o - —+15, 998

At the Charleston Shipyard, the committee added a welding shop
and electrical distribution system projects. The welding shop project
is needed this year to: (1) improve efliciencies of welding operations,
and (2) eliminate congestion created by traffic to supply receiving and
shipping departments and publication and printing office.

The electrical distribution system project is needed this year to
modernize an overloaded and outmoded power system that seriously
constrains efficient industrial operations of the shipyard.

The committee added a maintenance and repair facility project at
the Gulfport Construction Battalion Center, which it firmly Eelieves is
needed this year to: (1) satisfy a space deficiency generated by an
increased mission requirement to provide up through depot fevel
maintenance support of Fleet Construction Force and Construction
Training Unit equipment, and (2) replace inadequate facilities, Fur-
ther deferral of autﬁorizing and funding the Maintenance and Repair
Facility will require large quantities of work to be performed out-
doors, thereby lowering effectiveness and increasing costs. Increased
costs also result from the operation and maintenance of inadequate
facilities.

The Navy request included $1,761,000 for modernization of a ma-
chine shop at the Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor. The request relates to
a project originally authorized in the Fiscal Year 1975 program.
Funds for construction were not appropriated until Fiscal Year 1976.
Because of the inflation experienced during the period since the project
was authorized, it was estimated that an additional $1.2 million would
be required to construct the original scope. The total of $1,761,000 also
included some $600,000 for additional scope. Bids were opened on the
project in early March. The Navy reports that full scope of the Fiscal
Year 1975 project can be obtained within the monies available, Further
review by the Navy of the new scope included in the fiscal year 1977

roject indicates that it is no longer required. Therefore, the entire
Escal year 1977 project has been deleted from the Navy authorized
program.

The committee added the Electric Shop Modernization project as it
is convinced the modernization of this shop is needed this year for
the shipyard to operate at maximum efficiency and accomplish new
workload assignments of repairing and maintaining the Spruance
Class Destroyers and SSN 688 Class Submarines.

Committee approved new authority in the amount of $115,337,000.
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OCEANOGRAPHER OF THE NaAvVY

The request was $7,400,000 for one project to provide an adminis-
trative complex that will permit consolidation of activities of the
Oceanographic program at Bay St. Louis, Mississippl.

The relocation out of Washington into eight buildings in a can}sus-
like setting at the old NASA Mississippi test facility will consolidate
activities that are at four dispersed sites and in 19 buildings in the
Washington area. The existing buildings at the NASA test facility are
ideally suited to the Navy’s %)ceanograp_hzc ﬂ%n:ogr?)m. The relocation
will reduce management and operational inefliciencies and administra-
tive overhead.

Based on these factors, the requested amount was approved.

NucLeaR WEAPONS SECURITY

(Outside the United States)

The request was $2,494,000 to provide a hardened power system and
a storage magazine at one installation.
The requested amount was approved.

ComyanpEr 1N CHier, AToaNTIC FLEET

Requested was $10,169,000 for two regular and one water pollution
abatement project, with a cost of $147,000. The regular projects re-
uested are: (1) an air traffic control complex for Keflavi Naval
tation, Iceland, in the amount of $5,862,000; and (2) fuel storage
facilities in the amount of $4,160,000 for the Roosevelt Roads Naval
Station, Puerto Rico.
The requested amount was approved.

ComymanpER IN Cuier, Paciric Freer

The request was $1,861,000 for one project to construct two high
explosive magazines at the Guam Naval Magazine, Mariana Islands,
to provide adequate storage of a new weapons system.

The requested amount was approved.

Navar TerscomMuNicaTions CoOMMAND

tions improvements at a classified location.
The requested amount was approved.

The request was $1,832,000 for one project to provide communica-

Navarn Securiry Grove COMMAND

The request was $3,000,000 for one project to construct a direction
finder building at the Keflavik Naval Security Group Activity, that
will permit the consolidation of all security group facilities in Tceland.

The requested amount was approved.

Fiscar Year 1974 Trrie IT AMENDMENT

Dﬁri o the hearings, the Navy testified to a requirement for a Title
1T amerﬁ?ment of $1lbxr’1i11ion to Public Law 93-166, the fiscal year 1974
Military Construction Authorization Act. The amendment will pro-
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vide the authority needed to permit all valid fiscal year 1974 projects
o be constructed.

No additional appropriations are being requested for this amend-
ment. Historically, funding for the utilization of the cost variations
provisions of authorization acts has come from available appropria-
tions.

The committee approved the amendment so that all valid projects
may be constructed, otherwise the projects constrained by the fiscal
year 1974 Title IT ceiling would have to be re-authorized in a future
military construction authorization act.

SUMMARY OF AUTHORIZATION ACTIONS

(Title IT)

A summary of actions taken on the Title 11 request of the Navy is
tabulated below by project:

Installation and project Thousands
Total of request_ e : — .- $526,918
Uniformed Service Univergity : Bethesda, Md., university oo —9, 851
Trident: Various locations, Trident facilities® - —45, 000

Nuclear Weapons: Various locations, nuclear weapons security Facil-

ities .. - - e 47,37
Marine Corps :
Camp H. M. 8Smith, Hawali, electrieal power improvements._. ..____ -1, 046
Parris Island Reerunit Depot, 8.C., bachelor enlisted quarters______ -+4, 250
Chief of Naval Operations:
New Orleans Support Activity, La., bachelor enlisted quarters.... -}-1,400
Vallejo Support Activity, Calif,, bachelor enlisted quarterse....... +2,5643
Commander 1n Chief, Atlantic Fleet :
New London Submarine Base, Conn., utilities improvements___.__ -+3, 168
Norfolk Naval Station, Va., berthing pier. —2, 700
Commander in Chief, Pacific Fleet: San Diego Naval Station, Calif,,
pier utilities -8, 986
Chief of Naval Education and Training: :
Memphis Air Station, Tenn.:
Industrial waste colleetion . 218
Qil spill prevention .o e —291
Steam and condensate systems - —1,168
Municipal sewer connection e —194
Pensacola Air Station, Fla., supply support center_____ . __ -1, 430
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery: Bethesda National Medical Center,
Md., physical fitness facllities - —-— —2,R00

U.8. Naval Academy, Md., air-condition dining hall -+1,418
Bureau of Naval Personnel:
New Orleans Personnel Center, La. ;
Bachelor enlisted quarters_.. - — —2,778
Bachelor officers quarters e —4, 154
Roads and utilities extension —2, 541
Chief of Naval Material:
Charleston Shipyard, 8.C.:

‘Welding shop —— - —~ -+1,510
Electrical distribution e -4, 562

Gulfport Construction Battalion Center, Miss., Maintenance and re-
pair facility -}-4, 287

Pearl Harbor Shipyard, Hawaii:

Machine shop modernization... — -1, 761
Eleectric shop modernization +7, 400
Net reduction —26, 098
New authorization total - 500, 815
Amendments title IT—Fiscal year 1974 .. ... -+11, 000

1 Al projects requested thiz year were authorized for Construction, reduction wasg made
to aline with appropriations.




Trree IIT—A1r Forcr

The Air Force requested $730,233,000 under Title ITT of the bill dis-
tributed as follows:

Air Force Commitiea

request approved

Inside the United States. .o oeue oo e $573, 088, 000 $687, 866, 000
Outside the United SIates. .. v e e o e eceme e e s meee s rmamos i man 57, 145, 000 56, 650, 600
B O U 730, 233, 000 744, 516, 000

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM

Air Force witnesses testified that the Air Force program consisted
primarily of projects to support the force and deployment goals pre-
sented to the congress in the Air Force Secretary’s and Chief of Staff’s

osture statements. They placed particular stress on several items:

8 million for improvements to existing facilities to reduce energy
consumption ; $38 million for Protective Aircraft Shelters; $28.9 mil-
lion for Hospital and Medical Facilities; $28.7 million for improve-
ments to Munitions Storage Security ; $33 million for pollution abate-
ment projects, the bulk of which ($32.7 million) is to correct a serious
problem at Wright-Patterson Air Base, Ohio; and $437 million for
the construction of an Aeropropulsion Systems Test Facility at
Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tennessee.

The committee gave careful consideration to all projects and a sum-
mary of authorizations requested and approved is presented as
follows:

MAJOR COMMAND SUMMARY

{In thousands of dolars}

Alr Force Committas
Command request approved
Inside the United States:

Aerospace Defense Command 1,72¢ 1,720
Air Force Logistics Gommand.. 66,124 79, 367
Air Force Systems Command. N 457,578 456, 998
Air Training Command. . ..o oo e ———— 18,034 18,631
Abr Unlversity e 123 123
Afaskan Alr Command. ... o ——— 3,768 3,768
Headquarters Command, USAF_. 4, 795 4,295
Military Alrlift Command... 16,423 16, 961
Pacific Air Forces. ... 4,145 4,145
Strategic Alr Command... 63,938 64,916
Tactical Air Command. ____ 18,848 18, 848
U.S. AIr FOrce ACORMY . ..o ioeevecmeemvsee e mm s e 354 354
Nuclear Weapons Secority____.. ... 15,523 15,523
Air tnstallation Compatible Use Zome. ..o o-oooo oo 2,217 7,217
673,088 687, 866

Outside the United States:
Aerospace Defense Command. . ..o e 435 U]
Air Force Systems COmmMand.. .. coovuunoeamcmanncnncnmmnammnn commman 1,300 1,300
Strategic Air C - PO e e e am 4,170 4,170
U.S, AT FOTCES 1 EUTODE. oo e e cir et c e e e e e e 38,000 38,000
Nuclear Weapons Security. . oo ramm e ——n—— 13,180 13,180
TORAL e e e et e s e et m 57,145 56, 650
Grand 2088k o eee e e e ————— e 730,233 744, 516

) (82)
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FACILITY CLASS SUMMARY
[in thousands of dollars]

Air Ferce Committee
Description request approved
ONAl . o e e e e e e e ———————— 46 96,038 96, 341
. : I3 501 15501
"l{?)l?? T 444,073 444,073
SOPPIY e e m e am e 3,161 8,561
Medital o o iervammmmcac e nmm e m - 28, 898 28,
Administrative__....
gachelot‘{wusing’&_ 6, 493 §, 4994
ommunity support.
i 51,473 51,473
Pomi?f'..a?_a Ee.r_"? " t - (33,089 gss, 0893
Water. .. {18,384) 18,384
Utilities. ... 0 2 483
Y eaepans. %ﬁ %g 28,703
Rosl cstate Pors- =~ 10, 167 10,167
FOta08 et e tme i ———————————amam———— ey mm 730,233 744,516

Axrospace DerEnse CoMMAND

(Inside the United States)

The Air Force requested $1,720,000 for one project: construction
of a Noncommissioned Officers Academy at Tyndall Air Force Base,
Florida.

The request of $1,720,000 was approved.

A Force Logistios CoMMAND

This program contained a request for $66,124,000 at seven locations
where Air Force Logistics Command is the host command. Included
are projects in support of AWACS, Drone Engineering Research and
a small increment of the Depot Plant Modernization Program.

The committee approved the projects in the Air Force request and
also three additional high priority projects. One project in the amount
of $5,400,000 for a Minufeman Support Facility at Hill Air Force
Base, Utah was added in consonance with a budget amendment in
support of Minuteman. Also two high priority requirements not pre-
viously included in the program were added: one at Hill Air Force
Base, Utah to Alter Missile %ervice Shop in the amount of $2,343,000;
and a Weapons Systems Facility at Robins Air Force Base, Georgia in
the amount of $5,500,000. Accordingly, the total program approved for
the Air Logistics Command is $’§ 9,367,000,

Aimr Force Sysrems CoMMAND

(Inside the United States)

The construction program requested for the Air Force System Com-
mand amounted to $457,576,000 at five bases and various other loca-
tions. Included were projects in support of the Joint Surveillance Sys-
tem, the Sea-Launched Ballistics Missile Surveillance System (S.L.
B.M.), and the largest single project ever to be requested in a military
construction bill; the aeropropulsion systems test facility at a cost of
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$437,000,000 to be constructed at the Arnold Engineering Development
Center near Tullhoma, Tennessee, which is contained in this request.

There was one project for Energy Conservation in the sum of $578,-
000 that was not of sufficient priority to warrant current authoriza-
tion. Accordingly, the committee approved a program of $456,998,000
for the Air Force Systems Command.

Am Trainine CoMMAND

Construction projects totaling $18,084,000 were requested in this
program for six bases where Air Training Command is host. Included
are projects supporting the Air Force Flight Simulator Program for
training of Und.er%x:aduate Pilots. $5,717,000 is requested for a facility
at Columbus Air Force Base, Mississippi and another at Randolph
Air Base, Texas for $3,627,000 Also included is an Airmen Dormitory
Modernization project for Mather Air Force Base, California.

One roject at Williams AFB, Arizona in the amount of $332,000
for an Aircraft Instrument Facility was deferred since equipment pro-
curement will not occur in sufficient time to require construction to
start until late Fiscal Year 1977 or early 1978. The Committee did,
however, recognize two high priority requirements not included in the
Air Force request. These were: a Navigational Aids Shop at Columbus
Air Force Base Mississippi in the amount of $337,000 and an Aircraft
gf)c;)xét(r)g})Tower at Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi in the amount of

,000.

Accordingly, a program of $18,631,000 was approved for the Air
Training Command.

Amr UNIVERSITY

The program contained a request for $123,000 for one energy con-
servation project at Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama.
The program was approved as submitted.

Arasgan Atr Commanp

. This program provides $3,768,000 for three projects at three loca-
tions. The projects will provide for Water Pollution Abatement, an
Aircraft Instrument Landing System and a Satellite Communications
Ground Terminal,

The program was approved as submitted.,

HEeADQUARTERS COMMAND

The construction program at bases where Headquarters Command is
host amounts to $4,295,000 for energy conservation at two bases. One
project is to be accomplished at Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland
and the other at Bolling Air Force Base, District of Columbia.

The program was approved as submitted.

Mirrrary Airuirr CoMMAND

New construction requested for the Military Airlift” Command
(MAC) involves nine projects at eight locations where MAC is host
and contains & request for $16,423,000 for support of base missions.
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Among the projects in the program is one for the construction of a new
Composite Medical Facility at Altus Air Force Base, Oklahoma and
one for a Flight Simulator Facility at Little Rock Air Force Base,
Arkansas for %-130 pilot training. » )

Two projects for an Aircraft Instrument Facility : one at Altus Air
Force Base, Oklahoma in the amount of $145,000 and one at Travis
Air Force Base, California in the amount of $220,000 were deferred
because equipment procurement will not occur in time to warrant con-
struction authorization in fiscal year 1977. Not included in the Air
TForce request was a project to construct a Squadron Flight Operations
Facility at McChord Air Force Base, Washington which the Com-
mittee recognized and approved as a high priority requirement.

Accordingly, a program of $16,961,000 was approved for the Mili-
tary Airlift Command.

Pacrric Air Forces
(Inside the United States)

The requested program for the Pacific Air Forces, inside the United
States totals $4,145,000 and is for Hickam Air Force Base, Hawail.
The program was approved as submitted.

StraTEGIC AR COMMAND

(Inside the United States)

This bill provides $63,988,000 for construction of facilities at nine-
teen bases where the Strategic Air Command is the host command. In-
cluded is $19,740,000 for facilities to accommodate the Advanced Air-
borne Command Post and a $17,513,000 Composite Medical Facility at
Oftutt Air Force Base, Nebraska. The committee in turn noted that
there was an urgent requirement for an addition to a Recreation Facil-
itgr at Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, and added authorization
of $978,000 to enable this construction.

The program for the Strategic Air Command was therefore ap-
proved in the amount of $64,916,000.

TacricaL Ak CoMMAND

The construction program requested at bases where the Tactical Air
Command is host amounts to $18,848,000 for both operational and sup-
port type facilities. This includes five operational, maintenance and
storage projects for Moody Air Force Base, Georgia to support bed-
down of the new F—4 fighter mission. Also included in the program is
$7,500,000 to enable the Air Force to acquire a 47,000 acre bombing
and gunnery training range on the East Coast.

The request of $18,848,000 was approved.

U.S. Az Force Acabemy

The Air Force Academy construction program consisted of one
energy conservation project in the amount of $354,000.
The program was approved as submitted.
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A1r Instarrarion ComearBLe Use Zones (AICUZ)—ZoNE oF
INTERIOR

The bill contains an authorization request for protective zones that
must be established adjacent to selected air installations to prevent en-
croachment by residential and commercial developments into hazard-
ous and high aircraft-noise areas. Involved is acquisition of real estate
interests in fee and restrictive easements in the amount of $2,217,000
to establish necessary protective air installation compatible use zones
at eight Air Force Bases.

The program was approved as submitted.

NucLear WEAPONS SECURITY

(Various Locations Inside the United States)

The bill contains a request for nuclear weapons security improve-
ments and amounts to $15,523,000 at various locations throughout the
United States. Improved security measures and systems are required
to guard against the capture of weapons by terrorist groups for polit-
ical or monetary gain. Requirements consist of area and boundary
lighting, fences, for deterrence, observation towers hardening.

The program was approved as submitted.

Azrrospace DerFENsE CoMMAND

(Outside the United States)

This bill contains a request of $495,000 for one project at one loca-
tion, Thule Air Base, Greenland. The project will provide an Aircraft
Instrument Landing System.

The committee found that the equipment required for this and other
Aircraft Instrument Landing Systems could not be procurred in time
to warrant Fiscal Year 1977 construction authorization. The program
for the Aerospace Defense Command (outside the United States) was
therefore deferred.

Arr Force Systems CoMMAND

(Outside the United States)

This request is for construction of a facility to house a radio solar
telescope and associated equipment. The solar observation facilities
provide source data on the earth’s magnetic and near space atmospheric
environment required by military surveillance and warning systems
satellite tracking, orbital and missile trajectory predictions and world
wide communications. The facility will also contribute to other U.S.
Federal agency requirements for space environmental data.

The cost is estimated at $1,300,000.

The request was approved as submitted.

37
StraTEGIC AIR COMMAND

(Outside the United States)

The Strategic Air Command program outside the United States
consists of one project at Anderson Air Force Base, Guam, that
amounts to $4,170,000. The one item is construction of a 38,270SF
facility to provide an adequate facility for an effective corrosion con-
trol that is extremely important in Guam because of the high humidity
and salty air.

The program was approved as submitted.

U.S. Air Forces 1xn Eurore

The program for the United States Air Force in Europe contains a
request for $38,000,000 for aircraft protective facilities.
The program was approved as submitted.

Nucrear WEAPONS SECURITY

(Outside the United States)

This program contains a request for $13,180,000 for construction of
security improvements for nuclear weapons storage sites outside the
United States that are classified. The project will provide additional
and improved area and boundary lighting, observation towers, hard-
ening, and security fencing to weapons storage and armed aircraft
alert areas.

The program was approved as submitted.

SuMMARY OF AUTHORIZATION ACTIONS

(Title IIT)

A summary of actions taken on the Title IIT request of the Air
Force is tabulated by project as follows:

Installation gnd project Thousands
Total of request $730, 233
Air Force Logistics Command :

Hill A¥B, Utah, Minuteman support facility +-5, 400
Hill AFB, Utah, missile shop. -2, 343
Robins AFB, Ga., weapons system facility -+5, 500
Ajr Force Systems Command : Arnold Engineering Development Center,
energy conservation —578
Air Training Command :
Columbus A¥FB, Miss,, navigational aids shop +837
Keesler AFB, Miss., control tower 4592
Williams AFB, Ariz., aircraft instrument factlity - e eaeeeaee —332
Military Airlift Command:
Altus AFB, Okla., aircraft instrument facility —145
McChord A¥FB, Wash., squadron flight operations facility . —.__._ -+903
Travis AFB, Calif., aircraft instrument facility. oo omeecan —220
Strategic Air Command : Malmstrom AFB, Mont., addition to recrea-
ation facility. -+978
Aerospace Defense Command (outside the United States) : Thule Air
Base, Greenland, aircraft instrument facility --495
Net increase -}-14, 283

New authorization total 744, 516




Trre IV—DEreNsE AGENCIES

Requssted Authorized

Inside the United States. $31, 609, 000 $12, 855,000
Outsids the United States. v 3, 041, 000 2,051, 000
Secretary of Defensa Contingency. 30, 000, 000 10, 004, 000

Total 64, €50, 000 24, 946, 000

SUMMARY OF PROGRAM

The Secretary of Defense request in this Bill was $64,650,000 of
which $34,650,000 was to provide for the construction of new facilities
and rehabilitation of existing facilities for the Defense Agencies at
97 named installations. With few exceptions, Defense Agencies activ-
ities are located at military installations, either utilizing existing fa-
cilities or siting required new facilities on these installations in the
interest of economy. $30,000,000 was for emergency construction au-
thorization for the Secretary of Defense to provide for unforeseen
construction requirements in emergency situations.

The request for air and water pollution abatement projects was
$191,000. This request was for one project which will provide an oil
containment structure. Since pollution abatement. was not included as
an omnibus project in this year’s bill, this project was identified sepa-
rately for the Defense Fuel %u port Point, Cincinnati, Ohio.

For Enercy Conservation, $1,902,000 or 5 percent of Title IV (ex-
cluding the OSD emergency construction request) was requested to
provide facilities that will meet the objective of the energy conserva-
tion program. The projected program for the next three years is $5.2
million. This year’s investment of $1.9 million will save approximately
$370,000 annually, and return the investment in approximately 5 years.

The Title TV request includes 3 energy conservation projects broken

down by type as follows:

Number of Amount

Facilities description projects  (thousands)
Central monttoring and control systems....._. e te v m—m e mamanan 1 $455
Heating, ventilation and air-conditioning systems maodification.. 1 130
Other building improvements. ..o meivuermmmscacmconens 1 1,317
Total. 3 1,902

The committee gave careful consideration to all projects and the
following table summarizes the authorization requested and approved
for each Defense Agency:

(38)
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[In thousands of dollars}

0sp Committes
requast approved

Defense Mapping ABONCY. .uueecvmecmacumnnmsnen
fi Ruglga':!uency{ o - ¥ g;g L "g

Defense Supply Agency eammrtncmmen ey ey ——.————— 21,212 8,130

National Security Agency. - . 2i 247 2: 241
"Total, inside the United States..... ...u.... — ‘ 31,609 12,855

Defense Nuclear Agency . —— ‘

Defense Supply Agency N ; 2, gg? 2, 09‘1)
Total, outside the United States........_...... - .

Secretary of Defenss cONtNgency. . .......... . 33: %il) lg: 3’63
Total.. . ' 64,650 24,945

FACILITY CLASSES SUMMARY
[In thousands of dollars]

0sh Comzmities

Deseription request approved
Operational. ..o e et va s cr e an b ——————

e L ggg b ggg
s‘.llll)).T‘.y& E... 6,672 [{]
e T T I W— g S8
Administrative... - . 8,000 0

ommunity support... g . e e A 950 0
Utilities i : 3,395 3,395
Pollution ADATBMBIE GWAIB Do oo wemeom o oo s oo '191 '191
ENeIgY.caccunravannace - N ceemameemmemmrenasanvmaeamann—. 1,902 1,802

Su'bh\l 1 - 4
0SD contingency : ) go’, goos? %3: 333
Total. : . 64,650 24,946

Drerense Marring Agency (DMA)

_ The Defense Mapping Agency, for which $1,478,000 in new author-
ization was requested was formed in 1972 by Presidential and DoD
Directives by consolidating the resources of txge Military Departments
to furnish mapping, charting, and geodesy (MC&QG) support to the
DoD with optimum efficiency and economy. The DMA’s basic mission
is to furnish the operating forces maps, charts and position data
needed by troops on the ground, aircraft, ships and missiles to navi-
gate, operate and hit their targets. :

This authorization will provide for modernization of temperature
and humidity controls of the Erskine Building at the Defense Map-
ping Agency Topographic Center, Bethesda, Maryland; plus the con-
struction of a flood retaining wall as well as the alteration of a carto-
faphlc and geophysical production plant at the Defense Mapping

gency Aerospace Center, St. Louis, Missouri. -

The amount requested was approved.

Derense NucrLear Agexcy (DNA)

The Defense Nuclear Agency for which $7,622,000 in new authori-
zation was requested has four major areas of responsibility as its mis-
sions: (1) staff advice and assistance on nuclear weapons matters to
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the Secretary of Defense, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Military De-
partments, and other Government Agencies; (2) consolidated man-
agement of the DoD Nuclear Weapons Stockpile; (3) management of
DoD Nuclear Weapons Testing and Nuclear Weapons Effects Research
Programs; and (4) performing technical studies and analyses and
coordinating directives on nuclear related matters for the Department

of Defense.
The projects denied by the committee follow:

Instatlation and project Thou-
Armed Forces Radiobiology Research Institute, Bethesda, Md. animal sende
research facility $6, 672
Johnston Atoll, fire station 950

The committee believes that since the design of the Animal Research
Facility has not started, this facility can be deferred and DNA should
further examine their requirements to see if other existing facilities
can be utilized. The DoD withdrew the requirement for the Fire Sta-
tion at Johnston Atoll.

The committee denied new authority to the Defense Nuclear Agency.

Drrexse Sveprry Agexcy (DSA)

The Defense Supply Agency, for which $23,303,000 in new authori-
zation was requested, is responsible for the organization, direction,
management and administration, and control of supply and service
functions or departmental activities including the operation of a
wholesale distribution system for supplies. Also included in the De-
fense Supply Agency responsibilities are the administration and su-
pervision of the Department of Defense coordinated procurement pro-
gram, the Federal catalog system, excess and surplus disposal (per-
sonal property) program, the defense material utilization program,
the item entry control grogram, the industrial plant equipment pro-
gram, the technical (RDT&E) report services and the centralized re-
ferral system for displaced DoD employees. In fulfilling the desi%-
nated mission, the Defense Supply Agency continues toward the full
assumption of its responsibilities for providing uniform policies and
procedures in the field of inventory, control, accounting, cataloging,
standardization, procurement, Tequirements computation, inspection
and quality control, mobilization and industrial readiness planning
storage, inventory and distribution, maintaining technical logistics
data and information, and initiating value engineering projects. In
addition, the Defense Supply Agency has been assigned the mission
for consolidation of the Contract Administration Services of the
Army, the Navy, the Air Force and the National Aeronautics and
Space Administration,

This authorization will provide for a concrete floor in shed 22 and a
health clinic at the Defense Construction Supply Center, Columbus,
Ohio; storage facilities at the following Defense Property Disposal
Offices: Ayer, Fort Devens, Massachusetts; Duluth Air Force Base,
Minnesota; Groton, Connecticut; Gunter Air Force Base, Alabama;
Fort Riley, Kansas; Wurtsmith, Michigan; and Kaiserslautern, Nur-
emberg, and Seckenheim, Germany; heating plant improvements at
the Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayton, Ohio; fuel pier re-
placement at the Defense Fuel Support Point, Lynn Haven, Florida;
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mechanization of four warehouses, extension of s rinkle

Six warehouses and improvements to the patrol rIt))ad at X;:lfg Slgeé?gn(s)i
General Supply Center, Richmond, Virginia; standby power in sup-
port of the operation of the Defense Integrated Data gysiem at the
Defen§e Logistics Servic_es Center, Battle Creek, Michigan; a water
pollution abatement project in the tank truck loading area at the De-
fense Fuel Support Point, Cincinnati, Ohio; and the procurement of

fuel terminals at Harrisville, Michigan; and Verona, New York,

The projects denied by the committee follow :

‘Installation and groject Thouzands
Cameron Station, Va., rehabilitation of huildings 3

‘ . Va., re ; and 4___ . ____
F:‘.segnaba, Mich., Tuel terminal procurement__f ______________ > g?g
I\ewmgtop, N.H,, fuel terminal procurement.._________________""TT7T 400
Ozol, Calif, fuel terminal procurement--__-_-,--_..___---..::M.“: ______ 3, 010

The committee considers that it is not economical to in
000 in warehouses that were completed in 1942 and since (‘::)Eislfrg)rifg %0
administrative space. DSA is requested to investigate the availabilit
of other suttable facilities to satisfv its need. The existing leases for th{
Fuel Terml_nal‘procurements will allow these projects to be deferred
and authorization is not required in fiscal vear 1977,
OOOThe committee approved new authority in the amount of $11,221,-

Natronar Securrry Aerncy (NSA)

The National Security Agency, for which $2,247.000 ;
. Tl ,000 in new author-
ization was requested, replaced the former Armed Forces Seléur(i):y
Agency and wag created by the Secretary of Defense in 1949 to unify
the separate organizations within each military department. The Na-
tional Security Agency, under the direction and control of the Secre-
gzzyfoi li:}:sfense,lps}'fortmq highly specialized technical and coordinat-
r Lunctions relating to its mission of nati i i i-
ge?% c}e Do oting national security and intelli
e authorization will provide internal alterations to buildi
! y ‘ : ing 9817
and installation ofT solar grid screening to minimize solar hea,ég gains’
innguﬂdmg 1 at NSA Headquarters, Fort George G. Meade, Mary-
anda. )
The amount requested was approved.

OrrIcE, SECRETARY OF DErEyse

The Office, Secretary of Defense has re i

Offi s requested $30.000,000
authorization for emergency construetion authorization for thelge]éﬁx
tary of Defense to provide for unforeseen construction requirements
which he considers vital to the security of the United States.
tal’ghfoggtmmgtee a,ftg.r the reviewfcﬁ}.’1 the availability of the OSD mili-
ar ruction contingency is of ¢ inion that' ili i
heiont poction cont gency e opinion that $10 million will be

The committee approved s
$10,000,000. PP new authority in the amount of
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SUMMARY OF AUTHORIZATION ACTIONS

A summary of actions taken 'i{n,the Title IV -request'of the Defense
Agencies is tabulated below by project: :

Installation and project S Thousands
Armed Forces Radiobiology Research Institute, Bethesda, Md., animal
research facility —$6, 672
Cameron Station, Va., rehabilitation of buildings 3 and 4 _____ —8, 000
Escanaba, Mich., fuel terminal procurement. —672
Newington, N.H., fuel terminal procurement —400
Ozol, Calif., fuel terminal procurement -3, 010
Johnston Atoll, fire station ; —
OSD emergency construction authorization i —20, 000

Trre V—Miuirary Famiy Housine

The Department of Defense presented an authorization i'equest for
appropriations for military family housing of some $1.3 billion in
fiscal year 1977 as follows:

Thousands
Construction of new housing (1,054 units) —e $52, 085
Army (652 units) .- 25, 510
Navy (402 units) - 26, 575

Improvements to existing quarters (includes energy conservation in-
vestment: $32400) . _________. 50, 830
Minor construction 5, 220
Planning — 1, 005
Total construction authorization request 109, 200
Less: Amounts available from prior years —5, 300
Total authorization for appropriation request, construction___ 103, 900
Operating expenses 550, 428
Leasing . 97, 488
Maintenance of real property. 403, 184
Debt payment—principal © 112,874
Debt payment—interest and other expense 44, 327
Mortgage insurance premiums—Capehart and Wherry_. . ___ 1,642
Servicemen’s mortgage insurance premiums 2,531
Total O. & M. and debt payment authorization request________ 1,212,474

Less: Anticipated reimbursements and amounts available from
prior years ————  —13,527

Total authorization for appropriation request, O. & M. and debt
payment __ 1,198, 947
Grand total authorization for appropriation request____..___ 1, 302, 847

The program presented exceeded $1,302,847,000 by $18,827,000, the
latter representing amounts recouped from prior year authorized
programs, and anticipated reimbursements. The amount of $1,302,-
847,000 requested authorization for appropriation compares with
$1,332,244.000 appropriated for fiscal year 1976.

NEW CONSTRUCTION

Defense proposed the construction of 1,054 new family housing units
for fiscal year 1977. The magnitude of new construction is well under
the 3,031 units authorized by the Congress last year. The Defense wit-
ness indicated that the sizable reduction in new construction was
brought about, in large measure, through this committee’s support of
past programs. Such support enabled Defense to make significant
progress in reducing the housing deficit. The three locations for which
new construction were proposed either are experiencing sizable build-
ups of personnel strength or have no current alternative to new
construction. ST '

(43)
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Since it is the basic policy of the Department of Defense to rely
on the private housing markets near military installations as the pri-
mary source of housing for military families, Defense has begun con-
sultations with the Department of Housing and Urban Development
to verify the extent of availability of adequate housing at the two
locations in the domestic part of the new construction program. It
came to the committee’s attention that there has been a long standing
need for 40 family housing units at Gila Bend Air Force Auxiliary
Field, Arizona, The requirement is for 20 two-bedroom units and 20
four-bedroom units. It was further revealed that the local community
cannot provide the needed housing. Accordingly, the committee
added a 40-unit project for Gila Bend AFAF, Arizona, at an estimated
cost of $1,676,000. The committee is convinced that the limited new
construction program is warranted and accordingly has approved
authorization of 1,094 new family housing units.

COST LIMITATIONS FOR NEW CONSTRUCTION

In previous years, statutory cost limitations on new construction

involved an average as well as maximum cost per unit. The Defense
witness indicated that in past years, when many projects were in-
volved, these statutory controls worked well and provided enough
flexibility for Defense to execute the program. Projects in high-cost
areas were offset by projects in low-cost areas so that the average could
be maintained without too much difficulty. However, since this year’s
new construction is limited, the flexibility afforded by past eontrols
has vanished. Accordingly, Defense has proposed, and this com-
mittee is in agreement with the proposal, that each project should
stand on its own with its own dollar limitation for a specified number
of units. The Committee concurs with the Defense witness that such a
limitation continues to provide the Congress with the necessary con-
trol on the cost of new family housing construection.
. In addition to the above, Defense sought authority to increase the
individual project cost limitations by up to 10 percent. Such added
flexibility is intended to meet umtsua? variations in cost not percepti-
ble at the time the project cost was originally estimated. The commit-
tee feels that some amount of flexibility should be afforded to family
housing in keeping with the flexibility accorded other military con-
struction projects by the Congress in Section 603 of this bill. Accord-
ingly, the committee has approved the Defense request. ‘

IMPROVEMENTS TO EXISTING FAMILY HOUSING

The Defense witness stated that there is a total of $50.9 million in
the preposed program to improve and alter existing public quarters
primarily those considered older and somewhat deteriorated. Sixty-
four percent (or $32.4 million) of the $50.9 million requested is
specifically designated for energy conservation projects. While the
committee is sympathetic to the requirements for improvements to the
existing mventory, it is more impressed by the continuing deterioration
cansed by the lack of sufficient maintenance funds, The Defense witness
advised the Committee that costs of utilities, fuels, and wages, con-
tinue to rise, and noted that this will reduce funds available for main-
tenance. He stated that the backlog of deferred maintenance will in-
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crease by $95 million under this budget from $238 million at the end
of fiscal year 1975 to about $338 milion by the end of fiscal year 1977.

The committee continues to be concerned this year with the worsen-
ing deferred maintenance situation which, if allowed to continue, can
only result in deterioration of the family housing inventery and have
an adverse effect on the morale of occupants. The committee feels that
the maintenance situation cannot be ignored and should take prece-
dence over improvements to the housing inventory. Accordingly, the
committee deleted all funds for the improvement program and reduced
the request from $50,890,000 to $25,890,000. The approved amount in
Section 502 of the bill will be limited to energy conservation projects.
The denial of regular improvements generates $25,000,000 in savings
which the committee is adding to the housing maintenance account n
Section 505 (2) of the bill. .

Defense also requested the exemption of improvement projects at
the Marine Corps Development and Education Command, Quantico,
Virginia, the Naval Complex, Oahu, Hawaii, and the Presidio of
San Francisco, California, from the $15,000 ecost limitation on im-
provements. In keeping with the deletion of the regular improvement
program, this request was denied by the committee.

DOMESTIC AND FOREIGN LEASING PROGRAMS

The committee heard testimony that Defense considers the leasing
programs as important supplements to its balanced effort for the ac-
quisition of adequate housing in the community and on-base. As in
previous years, the average statutory cost limitation proposed by De-
fense for the domestic program is commensurate with the increase in
the “rent” portion of the consumer price index. The statutory maxi-
mum per unit cost proposed is $450 per month. Presumably, such a
high maximum would enable Defense limited utilization of the pro-
gram for personnel on detached duty, such as recruiters, located in
high-cost metropolitan areas. For the foreign leasing program, De-
fense is proposing an increase in the statutory cost limitations based on
an estimated escalation in rents of approximately 6 percent in foreign
countries. No increase in the number of leases is proposed for either
the domestic or foreign program. The committee approved the requests
as submitted.

FAMILY IIOUSING MANAGEMENT ACCOUNT

Until fiscal year 1962, costs of Department of Defense family hous-
ing were carried in 16 different aceounts. A comprehensive overview
was next to impossible. With the strong support of this committee, the
Family Housing Management Account was set up in fiscal year 1963 to
provide visibility to this important support function thus facilitating
management.

In the fourteen vears from fiscal year 1963 through September 30,
1976, $11.9 billion has been made available in the account for family
housing functions. Construction cost $2.7 billion; operation and main-
tenance has taken $6.8 billion; and debt payment requirements were
$2.4 billion. About 94,000 new family housing units and some mobile
home facilities were constructed, some of the existing housing was
improved to current standards of livability and energy conservation
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efficiency, and related planning and design was done with the construc-

tion funds. In fiscal year 1977, some 400,000 units will be supported

from the operation and maintenance funds.-Debt payment amounts

cover payments of principal, interest and mortgage insurance pre-

miums on some 180,000 of the units in inventory, representing an

i))riginal debt of $2.5 billion, with an outstanding balance of $1.2
illion. ‘

The committee wishes to commend the Department of Defense for
its continuing efforts to focus attention on, and improve the operation
of, family housing functions through effective use of the Family Hous-
ing Management Account tool provided by the Congress.

AUTHORIZATION FOR APPROFPRIATION OF FUNDS

Authorization for the appropriation of $80,576,000 for the con-
struction and acquisition portions of the military family housing pro-
gram was approved by the committee. The committee also approved
$1,223,947,000 for operation, maintenance and debt payment, for a
total authorization for appropriation of $1,304,523,000.

TitLe VI—GENEraL PRroVISIONS

Section 601 is language which permits the Secretaries of the Mili-
tary Departments to proceed with construction authorized free of
certain limitations in existing law pertaining to advance of public
monies and acquisition of land as follows:

31 USC 529 which specifies the general prohibition against
advances of public monies,

10 USC 4774 and 9774 which establishes limitations upon con-
struction of permanent structures, in the absence of other author-
ization, and

40 USC 255 which prohibits acquisition of land by purchase
until a written opinion in favor of Title validity has been obtained.

The prohibitions specified in the first and third limitations cited
above, 1f applied, would preclude timely construction in instances of
military necessity. Section 601 grants exceptions to these limitations.

Section 602 is language Whic%customarlly appears in each annual
military construction Act and corresponds to the equivalent section
in prior year Acts (e.g., Sec.-602, P.L. 94-107), except that the dollar
amounts are changed to the amounts of authorization for projects con-
tained in titles I, IT, ITI, IV, and V, of the Act. It limits the amount
which may be appropriated to carry out the projects authorized by
separate titles of the Act.

Section 603 is the section of the General Provisions which serves
the dual purpose of providing some degree of flexibility to Defense
and the Services for exceeding the authorized cost of a project, when
such increases could not reasonably have been anticipated, and it also
establishes specified limits on the use of this flexibility to meet un-
foreseen circumstances. Last year this provision was rewritten to elim-
inate the requirement for deficiency authorizations but required that
in certain instances where the use of this authority exceeded specific
limitations, the projects could not proceed without expiration of a
waiting period or specific approval of the House and Senate Armed
Services Committees. This year the Department of Defense had pro-
posed to delete this Congressional oversight. The committee deter-
mined to retain the language in last year’s bill as essential to main-
tenance of adequate Congressional oversight of this authority.

Section 604 is identical to section 604 in last year’s Act (P.L. 94—
107). This section has the effect of directing that construction executed
under this Act (1) be done by the Army Corps of Engineers or 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 efficient,
expeditious and cost-effective accomplishment; (2) that the Secre-
taries of the military departments report annually to the President
of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives a break-
down of the dollar value of contracts completed by the construction
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agencies, together with the design, construction supervision, and over-
head fees charged by such agencies; (3) that all contracts (except for
architect and engineering contracts which, unless otherwise author-
ized, shall continue to be awarded in accordance with presently estab-
lished procedures, customs and practice) be awarded insofar as prac-
ticable on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder; and
(4) the Secretaries of the military departments report annually to the
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives
with respect to all contracts awarded on other than a competitive basis
to the lowest responsible bidder. Additionally, it provides that the
reports shall show the ten architect-engineer t{rms which in terms of
total dollars were awarded the most business and a listing of the con-
tracts for each firm.

Section 605 is similar to the repeal authorization provided in each
annual Act and provides for repealing unused authorization with cer-
tain exceptions by a given date, usually two years from the date of the
last year’s Act. As a result, after January 1, 1978 only those authori-
zations, with certain exceptions, which are contained in Public Laws
and enacted subsequent to October 7, 1975, would continue to remain
available.

Section 606 corresponds to section 606 in last year’s Act (P.L. 94—
107). This section prescribes the cost limitations for permanent bar-
racks and bachelor oflicer quarters but increases these limitations.

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
more or less than 1.0 will be computed and would be proportionately
higher or lower. For example, if the area construction cost index was
1.05, the cost limitation for permanent barracks would be $40.95 per
square foot.

This section would make the new cost limitations of $39.00 per
square foot for permanent barracks and $42.00 Eer square foot for
bachelor officer quarters retroactive to projects which have been pre-
viously authorized, but not contracted for as of the time of enactment.
The previous cost limitations were $35.00 and $37.00, respectively.

Section 607 would authorize the Secretary of Defense to increase
any of the cost limitations in this or prior Military Construction Au-
thorization Acts and increase the sq]uare footage limitation applicable
to family housing in order to utilize solar heating and/or cooling
equipment in a military construction project.

Section 608 expresses the approval of the Congress to a plan for
establishment of a naval and maritime museum in the City of Charles-
ton. South Carolina.

Section 609 authorizes the Secretary of the Navy, subject to certain
safeguards and restrictive covenants, to provide for the transfer of
approximately 14 acres of land not now required for military use at
the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, for a site for an Air-
ship Museum. The Museum would be financed from private funds and
provide a center from which to display and preserve memorabilia
relative to the use of the airship in our Armed Forces. A similar pro-
vision is contained in the House of Representatives bill.

Section 610 is a new section that has been added to provide authority
for the Department of Defense to fund studies on alternative uses of
military installations that are being closed and abandoned. The section
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was prompted by the situation at Glasgow Air Force Base, Montana.
This base, which the Air Force finds unnecessary for the active duty
forces, appears to have great potential as an energy park, since it is
located in an area rich in coal deposits and at the confluence of pro-
posed pipelines from the North Slope. The Department of Defense
expressed enthusiasm with this potential use of the base, but indicated
that it was without authority to fund the studies and environmental
impact statements that would be necessary to adequately assess such a
potential reuse of the base. The Committee feels that the Federal
Government has a responsibility to find new and beneficial uses for
similar military installations that are no longer required rather than
letting them deteriorate for lack of a relatively small investment in
study funds. Funds required to accomplish necessary studies must be
appropriated annually in the Military Construction Appropriation
Bills and the Committees on Appropriations will examine such re-
quests to ensure they are necessary and desirable in the national
interest.

Section 611 authorizes payment of impact funds to non-profit tele-
phone cooperatives which are being adversely affected by the sudden
closure of the ABM site at Grand Forks, North Dakota. Current law
does not provide for assistance to non-profit cooperatives.

Section 612 is the base closure amendment discussed in detail else-
where in this report.

Section 613, the last section of the General Provisions is identical
to the usual wording contained in each annual Military Construction
Authorization Act and is designed to describe the short form title for
reference to the proposed mﬁliltary construction legislation after it
has been enacted into law.



TrrLe VII—GuarDp axp Reserve Forces FaciuiTies

Thousgands
Army National Guard. oo e 540, 817
Army Reserve - — . 37,655

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve e 15,300

Air National Guard .~ - - -~ 24,800
Air Force Reserve _ - - 9,000
Total ——— - e 127,072

Title VIT provides authorization required in fiscal year 1977 in the
above amounts to support the facilities programs of the Guard and
Reserve components of the Military Departments.

Under the lump sum authorization procedures used in previous
years, the Congress is to be furnished advance notification concerning
the location, nature, and estimated cost of all projects over $100,000
which are proposed for accorplishment within the total lump sum
authorization available. ‘ o ‘

Although each specific project supporting the fiscal year 1977 au-
thorization can only be tentatively identified at this time, the current
program includes $48.5 million to'construct. expand, or modify 69
armories and training cenfers for the Army National Guard and the
Army Reserve and an additional $30.0 million will be used to mest
urgent requirements for vehicle maintenance, aviation support, field
training, eneérgy conservation, water pollution abatement, and other
essential non-armory facilities. The Naval and Mariite Corps Reserve
propose to use $2.1 million for three training centers and $13.2 million
for aircraft operations and maintenance faéilities and energy con-
servation projects. Similarly, the Air National Guard and Air Force
Reserve propose to use $21.6 million for operations and maintenance
facilities, $2.9 million for training facilities, $3.9 million for general
support, and $4.9 million for various other storage and energy con-
servation projects.

The following summary represents the status of the lump sum au-
thorization provided since the Guard and Reserve Forces facilities
program reverted to that method of authorization in 1963:

RESERVE FORCES FACILITJES—ESTIMATED STATUS OF LUMP SUM AUTHORIZATIONS (AS OF MAR, 1, 1976)
[in thousands of dollars]

Army Naval and Air Force
Marine
National Corps  National

Guard Reserve  Reserve Guard  Reserve Total

1. Lump sum authorization (cumulative fiscal year
1963-76) o e eeeaecnme s e n i mnnnane 250,078 227,759 161,820 220,973 87,250 947,830

2. Estimata of authorization to be committed through
11581 YBAT 1976 - nme e e veamncm e ccoe memmmmmem 245,833 222,675 160,311 217,823 8L 542 928,184
3. Uncommitted balanee. ..o ooonnnennnnn 4,245 5,084 1,508 3, 150 5,708 13,656
4, Added hy present bill____ ... 40, 817 37,655 15, 308 24, 300 9,000 127,672
5. Total available for fiscal year 1977___ . 45,062 42,733 18, 809 27, 450 14,708 146,768
6. Estimated commitments in fiscal year 1977_...... 41,000 42,259 16, 809 26, 550 14,708 141,326

7. Estimated residual authorization, end fiscal .

¥8ar 1977 e c e e 4,062 480 4 900 ] 5,442

Suaary oF THE CoNsTRUCTION AUTHORITY REQUESTED OF CONGRESS
1~ THE FiscarL YEar 1977 Miuitary CoNSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION

B
INSIDE THE UNETED STATES

State and Depariment or component  Nzme of installation Cost
F Y E ORISR TSRS S $3, 240, 000
R . Fort Rucker___._ 8 1,841,000
Ams- Ty U - LS00
Air FOTCo.euneeneee e cen Maxwell AFB_.... mmomz e f] -123, 000
Defense Supply Agency.......o...- Defenss Praperty Disposal Office, Gunter AFB_____....ooeeon 150, 000
AR A e o oo e e e oo men et e A w88 n o S K 25, 203, 000
AT e ceeeecmmunmsmmmmmammmmn Fort Greeley .. 2,854 000
¥ Fort Wainwright... 17,183, 006
NOVY. e wemnmmwm e e s Navy Station, Adak___ 1,418, 000
A FOIGR. oo omemcmeeceeoees Eorevate :gs 245 000

i dKon - J
Shemya AFB - . 3,110,000
SN U SR SN U 11,922, 600
. Yuma Provin| Grodnd..".;,_v..'___;,‘. ...................... 6,978, 000
. Marine Oorpsg Air Station, Yum - 940, 000
Eqvis*;noothan AFB..... -2 5133%' 0co

] y 1
~ Williams AFB 825, 000
Atk . 11,439, 000
B Y A Ping Bluff Arsenal.. . __ . 6,934,000
AL FOMTR. emrr mmm e mmwm e mmmoem Blytheville AFB. - 2,200, 000
" e Rork AFB ..+ 2,305,000
B O B« e e et e e e st e e e e s 103, 038, 600
Arm 14, 453,000
Y . Sharpe Army Depot 551, 000
o . Sierra Army Deput ... 1, 489,‘000
fHavy.._ — Marine Gorps Base, Gamp Pendleton 12, 831,000
. Naval Support Activity, Valiejo. ... 2,543,000
R o

aval Air Statiun, Moffett Fis 3
Naval Air Station, North Isiand. 11,720,000

Navat facility, Point Sur___ 180,
Naval Station, San Diegn_. ... 8, 386, 000
Naval Submaring Training of, San Dieg , 520, 000
Naval Regional Dental Centar, SanDiego___ ... ... 2,501, 000
Navy Environmental and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 5, San 1,270, 000

Diego, .- . S

Nava!g:ir rework fncﬂity, -Alameda.... 1, 181,000
_Haval Weapons Genter, China-Lake__. . 950, 000
Natlonal parachute test range, El Centro. - 732,000
. ‘Naval air facility, €} Centros oovivano . e 3, 500, 000
‘Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach. e 3,981, 000
Pacific Missite Test Center; Polst Mugu. ... , 987, 000
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme... 83, 000
Naval Undersea Center, San Diege____ £11,000
Navy Public Works Center, San Francis 180, 000
Mare Istand Naval Shipyard, Valle 9, 302, 000
. Trident facililies, Point Mugu_ . ._ 2,922,000
AT FOTCR e m e emm e mmmmm e Beale AFB. .. ... covoe. 1,760,000
Castle AFB 1,270, 000
Mather AFB_.... , 883, 000
McClellan AFB.. 1,144, 000
Bias boint RES. " 50009

iliar Poin 3 3
Vandenberg AFB_ oo oo s e msm s e m e 1, 454, 000

{61)



[

52

Stvmmary oF THE ConsTrUcTION AvTHORITY REQUESTED OF CONGRESS
iN THE Fi1scar YEear 1977 MiLrrary CONSTRUCTION A UTHORIZATION
Bri—Continued

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES—Continued

State and Department or companent ~ Name of installation Cost
0T A0, e eemseem e onn——————————— i m $11, 187, 000
Army F‘mimoas Army Medicat Center_ . ... ___ill 244,000
Y Fort Car .,,.y. _______________ wewe 10,589,000
Alr Force...oo. . eremneen us. Air Force ACBABMY e e aeaan 354, 000
R T
CONMBLHCHUL . oo cvvmmmecmemsss o s oo bm o s s s = = m = m m e 4,371,000
[\ L N . Naval Submarine Base, New London_. 3, 468, 000
Naval Submarine School, New Lendon ' 672, 000
Defense Supply Agency. ... Defense Property Disposal Office, Grot 231,000
Delaware: Air Force [ o RN 906, 000
i TR
District of ColmbIa. . oo e e o o ——————— 3,437,000
AIMY. .- Fort MeNalr. e mmen s eann 722,000
Nav Headquarters Naval District, Washington... . - 1, 300, 600
LTS 7 L S Bolling AFB 1 415, 000
s o ——
Florids. ORI - ) 808 000
[ 5 Naval Ajr Station, Cecil Fiald 272, 000
o usvai gmgtm:‘n, Jacxon\nl 6, é% 833
aval 0n ,
Naval School 'of m{?:z and Salvage, Panama City 10, soaf 000
Ra\ral Air 3i Pensacold. .. .ocurennanan - 1,546, 000
aval Regional ed;coi Genter, Jacksonville. ... 7, 333, 000
Naval Hosgml, ................. 23, 850, 000
Naval Air ork Factltty, Pensacoia... 7,784, 008
Navy Public Works Centar, Pansacola. . - 35, 00
. Tridant Flight Test Facility, Cape Canavaral. 1, 606,000
Air Forca i AFB. . oo oeeeeicee e e 354, 000
acDiil AFB 1,022, 000
Patrick AFB. 148,
Tyndail AFB 1,720,000
Defense Supply Agency.........o.... Defense Fuel Support Point, Lynn Haven. . 1, 393, 000
Georgia o m———————————————— o mm e o o 65, 796, 000
LU Fort GOrdON. ... e nan e 2,224,000
Fort Benning...... . ,627, 000
Fort Stewart. ___ .. ... ... . 38,423,000
VY. eenevnnnnn Navy Supply Corps Schaol, Athens..... - 870.
Nmm rps Supply csnur, Albany_ - 1, 965, 000
Al FOrce oo MOOGY AFB ... 5, 7886,
Rubt AFB ............................................. 16, 051, 000
Hawsii.. ... - e e e 41,521, 000
NAVY . oo eeeeeeee e Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneche Bay . 1,900, 000
Comntander in Chief, Pacific, Peart narb 4, 300, 000
Naval Alr Station, Barm Pomt... 12,836, 000
Naval Station, Searl Harbor..__... 4,051,000
Naval Submarine Base, Pear! Harbor. 975, 600
Navy lE«'l'vt;gonmcntal and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 6, 283,000
Paarl
Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Peart Harbor. ... _________. 11,985,000
Headquarters, Fleet Matine Force, Pacific, Camp Smith, Oahu. 1, 046, 000
AT FOTCR. o mee e mnanns Hickam AFB. . o ecieaeemmem e ameanen 4, 145, 000
inols: AirForee. ..o ovenvnnnnnen T F - o OO
Indlana___._ e —————————————— oA m 27 2 £ £ o At R 8 0 mm
Army. ... . Fort Benjamin Harrison_ .. .....
indiana Army smmunition pizmt»
Navy.. ... Naval Waapons Support Center,

KAMSBS . - o e eene oo emm o e emoomm e m s m o s = e e o e etin e
A Fort Leavenworth . ... eincmreccnmcamcmcconvmnnen
FortRiley. ..o oo
Kansas Army Ammunition Plant_____
Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant._
ANrFOMCe. oo eerennnemmnnnn MeConnell AFB. o ___ ..o s .- 2,942 000
Defense Supply Agency...cveeeuns Defense Property Disposal Office, Fort Riley.........ccoe..- 172,
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Stete and Department or component  Name of installation Cost
Kemtueky. oo nncnecn e rmm e e e $79, 368, 000
Army.. Fort Campbell PSR 887, 000
y FOrt KNOX. .o cvmeucne i uncsesammcsccaecccmcremamn e % 379 000
BOUISIANA. o o oot ot et m A —————————— o e m e mmm e 51, 228, 000
ADMY - oecemen et ean L Y 45, 003, 000
Navy. ... Naval Support Activity, New Orleans.. 1. 400 000
A FOrCe, oo Barksdale AFB.......... ... - 3,628, 000
England AFB. i manc e em—— 198, 000
MEBIIE . et e e e R A ———————— i m == mm o 16, 847, 000
P 2 Naval Regional Medical Clinic, Kittery 4, 058, 000
Portsmouth Navel Shipyard, Kittery 12 173 000
MRFYIANG L oottt et s e scn et m e - o <o e e m 10, 755, 000
AEMY. oo vmmamem e e mm s Aberdeen Proving Ground. ..o i icenan 7286, 000
Fort George G. Meade........ 1, !42 000
[ Maval Academy, Annapolis........ . s.
Naval Ordnance Statlon Indian Head. ——— 3,
Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River. 2,701,000
A FORCR. oo eececncvcmsmnmans Andrews AFB__ ... oo ieinnnn , 880,
Defense Mapping Agency. . DMA Topographic Centar, Bethesda... 455, 000
National Security Agency. ... Fort Gearge G, Meade. ... .....ouv. oo oo ooons 2,247,000
RS aOIUSES . - - o ee e st o mamcimn ammem e m A e e m e m e m o 1,289,000
Natick Laboratories. . 118, 000
i Laurence G, Hanscom "AF 671, 000
Defense Supply ‘Defense Property Disposal O 500 000
MICRIBAN. . - e e e e e e sma e e ——— 4,941,000
AIMY. o evemcmmm e mm i mm e e DOtrOit ATSENAL oo e e e e
Air Force ......................... K.l Sawyer AFB. -
Wurtsmith AFB. i
Defense Supply Ageney. . ..commenon Defense Logistics Service Center, Battle Creek.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Wurtsmith..._
Fuel Terminal, Harrisville. . .. ..o,

........................................................... 20, 687,600

Naval Construction Battalion Center, Guifport__ 4,551, 000
. Naval Oceanographlc Center, Bay st. Lous. . 7 00 000
FUS £ Columbus AFB_ .l 8, 804, 000

....... 1,942, 000

Keestor AFB. ..o e
Missouri._, 16, 405, 000

15, 249, 000
133, 000
023, 000

Air

'
38, 060, 000
memmemeanesnearemeemeemenieeaciomecseasssssssnensemeenemeoneneeseaeanceenesen 2621, 000
NAVY. e eeemmmenncmmmmnnac e Naval Air Stahon. Fallon.. .m
i Nellis AF8 245,600

.............................................. 13

NEW JEISBY o e ot m om0 4 2w 3,572,000
AT e mnmm e momme oo mmnmmm we Plcatinny Arsenal..........vewemuc oo meem——n— 564, 000

[ L P, Naval Weapons Station, Earle . 2,895, 000
Naval Air Station, Lakehurst. 117,000

HEW MEXICO. o e cvmm e mmmmmmmom e mre e m e m e o m e 849, 000

348, 000
00

.......................................... '

AIMY. . oommmcmcscmmmem e mmnmmmn White Sands Missile Range
Alr FOICR. e mamnacmnmmncmmme Holloman AFB
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State and Department or component Name of installation Cost
New York__._..__ g R $8, 639, 080
1311 S Seneca Army Depot. .. oo crne—naa $421, 000
Army- U.S. Military Academy - 2,857,000
Watervliet Arsenal___....... - 3,383,000
Navy.._. .. Naval Support Activity, Brooklyn____._..__.______ - 491,000
Air Force. . = Griffiss AFB . - e cee e eecmecvecaccmceceeenaen 699, 000
Plattsburgh AFB........ : - 588, 000
Defense Supply Agency. .- Fuel Terminal, Verona. ... e memememmcmeean 200, 000
....................................................... 56, 547, 000
............................ Fort Bragg ..o oo 32,022,000
Sunny Point Army Terminal __ 531, 000
... Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune. . 22,238, 000
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point. 526, 000
........................ Pope AFB_ .. ... 200, 000
Seymour-Johnson AFB__ . _.__._____ 1, 030, 000
NOrth DaKOta. o o et mm e e 3,421, 0@
i 2,441,000
Air Force 46, 000
[0 1 S 37,950, 000
(T 211 266, 000
Air Force.__._.___. € ' 200, 000
i e

ly ARBNCY . meeeaeen efense Construction ter, C g
Defense Supply Agency Defense Fuel Support Point, Cincinnati__. 191, 000
Defense Electronics Supply Center, Daytol 130, 000
OKIBNOMA_ - e emmeeemcmccmceacocmnmanmmmeeeans 17,906,000
AIMY - coeoeemmeemememmmmmmeam 1,181,000
{8 21 (] 11,377, 000
AIr FOIGE. - oeeeoeoe 5,348, 000
Penasylvania. .. . .- 14, 091, 000-
___________________ wemeecaa. Letterkenny Army Depot__ .. .. 8, 357, 000
Army Scranton Army Ammunition Plant_ 2, 000
NAVY - o oo mcemmmm e mmmmemem Naval Support Activity, Philadelphia___ 201, 600
Navy Ship Parts Control Center, Mechanicsbu 135,000
Navy Aviation Supply Office, Philadelphia______ —- 629, 000
Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia_____....._ 4,607, 000
Rhods island____._ 2,690, 000
Navy.. Naval Education and Training Center, Newport.............. 490, 000
Naval Regional Dental Center, Newport....___. 1,975,000
Defense Supply Agency. oo —-coo.. Defense fuel support point, Melville, Newport. . 225,000
South Carolina 30, 940, 000
Navy_. Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island__... e 4,499,000
Na(\;l fletebt Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, 2,504,000

arleston.

Charleston Naval Shipyard, Charleston 11, 256,000
Naval Weapons Station, Charleston_____________._________._ 8,796, 000
Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charleston_...__..o......._. 2, 315,000
Air Force Myrtle Beach AFB 1,570, 000
T 463, 609, 000
Army Holston Army A unition Plant. . 23,802, 000
Milan Army Ammunition Plant. .. _____ 512,000
Volunteer Army Ammunition Plant.___.._. - 285,000
Air Force. Arnold Engineering Development Center 439, 010, 000
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State and Department or component Name of installation Cost
L $28, 987, 000
AT ool FortHood . .. ..o 20, 033, 000
Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant 116, 000
Longhorn Army Ammunition Plant_______ 86, 000
i . _ USA Fue] Lubrication Research Laboratory. 469 000
AirForee. .o oo Carswell AFB___ 732: 000
Randoloh AFE 35 o
olp 9
Reese AFB___. L ... ' §(7): P
ptah ....... e e e e e ————— e 26, 902, 000
ATMY. oo el Tooele Army Depot. ... .eoiere i
AfrForce L Hill AFB....y._-F ........................................ 2%: gg& ggg
VTgIRIA. oo - . smewealies 92,525,000
AMMY .o cecenmceececnn Fort Belvoir_ .. ... oo 6
Fort Eustis 3: 8%’ 888
Fort lee....______ . 1, 115, 000
Radford Army Ammunition Plant__ 28,050, 000
NaVY . oo ccetnmmacaenn Fleet Marine Force, Norfolk__._________.___ """ 799, 000
Ma&naen ti‘(:)orps Development and Education Command, 532,000
0.
Oceanogrqppjcbs)_/stem, Atlantic, Dam Neck..._...._.____._._. 8,048, 000
Fiag Administrative Unit, Atlantic, Norfolk._ 223,000
Naval Station, Nerfolk_._____________ 24,246, 000
Naval Air Station, Oceana______ 14,457,000
Navy Public Works Center, Norfolk . _ 454,
Norfolk Naval Shipyard; Fortsmouth_ .. 5, 909, 000
Defense Supply Agency._.._....... Defense General Supply Center, Richmond.._..__.______.._- 1, 624,000
Washington . . B e — . 111,049,000
AIMY e ceeeeeeeeecmemmmmeem Forthewis ... 4,073
NaVY - o e oo Naval Support Activity, Seaftle____ . ! 67, ggg
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island_______ 1,055, 000
Puget Sound Navai Shipyard, Bremerton._ 10, 876, 000
Naval Torpedo Station, Keyport..__._______ . .___"~" - 2, 145,000
;rggen{ IS-‘Up‘?'(t)'rt C(I)mdp_iex,I Blangor ......................... 82,244,000
rident Facilities, Indian Island Annex_____.______________.
F Y S Fairchild AFB 5 100,000

McChord AFB

Various locations (Zone of Interior):

78,711, 000

AMMY. e Varnious .o 2,575, 000

Navy__ Various 34, 581, 000

Air Force. .. TTTTTTTT Various. . T 41, 555, 000
QUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES

L1 17,998, 000

APMY. oL Various locations_.._.__._.__.___________________________ 15, 807, 000

Defense Supply Agency......_._... Defense Property Disposal Office, Kaisersfautern_ 575, 000

Defense Property Disposal Office, Nuremberg._ . . 649, 000

Defense Property Disposal Office, Seckenheim_.._______. .. 867, 000

L O 6,031, 000

NaVy_ oo Naval Magazine_____._____...________. ... 1,861, 000

Air Force oo ool Andersen AFB____. . ______ T 4,170, 000

feRland . - e 9, 009, 000

NaVy - o eeeeecmm e Naval Station, Keflavik_..___________________...____ 6, 009, 000

Naval security group activity, Keflavik 3, 000, 000

Italy: ATMY. o veeeeen - Various locations_ ... oo 1, 088, 000

Korea: AfmY. v e oo Various locations__.__________________._________. 13, 669, 600
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Okinawa: Army__._ ... oo [0 $124, 000

E=————

Puerto Rico: Navy____ ... .._....... Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads... ... ... .._____.______. 4,160, 000

—e———

Various 1ocations (OVerSeas) . _ . et ieeeececececman 188, 830, 000

Army e 132, 024, 000

Nav' —— , 326, 000

AT FOrce e VATIOUS e e e ee 52, 480, 000

Locations not specified: Office, Secretary Various. ... .. . .o i eiaceceeoaas 10, 000, 000
of Defense.

= ——— 2

Guard/Reserve FOrces. .. iictcueesemiierecceeeecsee e ace oo ammman 127, 072, 000

Army National Guard______________ Vari 40, 817, 000

Army Reserve_ ... ___.._._...... Var 37,655, 000

Naval and Marine Corps Reserve_.__ Vari 15, 300, 000

Air National Guard_____________._. Vari 24, 300, 000

Air Force Reserve_______._..._..... Var 9, 000, 000

Summary or THE Mivitary Famriny Housine New CONSTRUCTION
AvursHority REQUESTED 0oF CONGRESS IN THE Fiscar, YEAr 1977
MiiTary CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION BILL

) State, service and installation Number of units
Arizona, Air Force, Gila Bend Air Force Auxiliary Field 40
Louisiana, Army, Fort Polk —— —. 652
‘Washington, Navy, Naval Complex, Bangor 242
Iceland, Navy, Naval Station, Keflavik 160

O



H. R. 12384

Rinety-fourth Congress of the Wnited States of America

AT THE SECOND SESSION

Begun and held at the City of Washington on Monday, the nineteenth day of January,
one thousand nine hundred and seventy-six

An Act

To authorize certain construction at military installations and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of Americain Congress assembled,

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 acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities,
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction:

Inse THE UNITED STATES

UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES COMMAND

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $33,293,000.
Fort Campbell, Kentucky, $65,387,000.

Fort Carson, Colorado, $10,589,000.

Fort Drum, New York, $7,114,000.

Fort Greely, Alaska, $2,854,000.

Fort Hood, Texas, $20,033,000.

Fort Lewis, Washington, $2,114,000.

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $1,142,000.
Fort Ord, California, $14,453,000,

Fort Polk, Louisiana, $47,613,000,

Fort Riley, Kansas, $5,694,000.

Fort Stewart/Hunter Army Air Field, Georgia, $39,634,000.
Fort Wainwright, Alaska, $17,163,000,

UNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE COMMAND

Fort Belvoir, Virginia, $6,052,000.

Fort Benning, Georgia, $10,394,000.

Fort Bliss, Texas, $3,856,000.

Fort Eustis, Virginia, $3,016,000.

Fort Gordon, Georgia, $2,224,000.

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana, $987,000.
Fort Knox, Kentucky, $10,379,000.

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, $190,000.

Fort Lee, Virginia, $1,115,000,

Fort Rucker, Alabama, $1,841,000.

Fort Sill, Oklahoma, $1,181,000.

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $15,249,000.
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UNITED STATES ARMY MILITARY DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

Fort McNair, District of Columbia, $722,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, $726,000.

Detroit Arsenal, Michigan, $340,000.

Kangas Army Ammunition Plant, Kansas, $493,000.
Letterkenny Army Depot, Pennsylvania, $8,357,000,

Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, $495,000.

Natick Laboratories, Massachusetts, $118,000.

Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey, $560,000.

Pine Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas, $6,934,000.

Pueblo Army Depot, Colorado, $417,000,

Radford Army Ammunition Plant, Virginia, $25,663,000.
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, $1,126,000.

Scranton Army Ammunition Plant, Pennsylvania, $162,000.
Seneca Army Depot, New York, $421,000.

Sharpe Army Depot, California, $551,000.

Sierra Army Depot, California, $1,489,000.

Tooele Army Depot, Utah, $2,572,000.

USA Fuel Lubrication Research Laboratory, Texas, $469,000.
Watervliet Arsenal, New York, $3,383,000.

White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico, $349,000.
Woodbridge Research Facility, Virginia, $2,130,000.
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $6,978,000.

AMMUNITION FACILITIES

Holston Army Ammunition Plant, Tennessee, $1,118,000.
Indiana Army Ammunition Plant, Indiana, $6,758,000.
Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant, Texas, $116,000.
Longhorn Army Ammunition Plant, Texas, $86,000.
Milan Army Ammunition Plant, Tennessee, $512,000.
Radford Army Ammunition Plant, Virginia, $387,000.
Sunflower Army Ammunition Plant, Kansas, $15,238,000.
Volunteer Army Ammunition Plant, Tennesses, $285,000.

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY
United States Military Academy, West Point, New York, $2,857,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY HEATTH SERVICES COMMAND

Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Colorado, $244,000.
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia, $1,108,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY MILITARY TRAFFIC COMMAND
Sunny Point Army Terminal, North Carolina, $531,000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $2,575,000.
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QutsipE THE UNITED STATES

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY, KOREA

Various locations, $13,669,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY, JAPAN

Okinawa, $124,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY SECURITY AGENCY

Various locations, $4,480,000.

UNITED STATES ARMY, EUROPE

Germany, various locations, $15,907,000.

Ttaly, various locations, $1,088,000.

Various locations: For the United States share of the cost of multi-
lateral programs for the acquisition or construction of military facili-
ties and installations, including international military headquarters,
for the collective defense of the North Atlantic Treaty Area,
$80,000,000. Within thirty days after the end of each quarter, the
Secretary of the Army shall furnish to the Committees on Armed
Services and on Appropriations of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives a description of obligations incurred as the United States
share of such multilateral programs.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY

Various locations, $49,393,000.

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made nec-
essary by changes in Army 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) 1mproved production schedules, if the Secre-
tary 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, may acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install per-
manent 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 Army, or his designee, shall notify
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives, immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement,
of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this
section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. This
authorization will expire upon the date of enactment of the Military
Construction Authorization Act for fiscal year 1978 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 such date.



H. R. 12384—4

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,
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities,
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction :

Insioe raE Uxirep StaTes

TRIDENT FACILITIES

Various locations, $92,278,000.

MARINE CORPS

Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany, Georgia, $1,965,000.

Marine Corps Base, Camp ILejeune, North Carolina, $22,001,000.

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, $12,720,000.

Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, $526,000.

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Hawaii, $1,900,000.

Fleet Marine Force Atlantic, Norfolk, Virginia, $799,000.

Headquarters, Fleet Marine Force Pacific, Camp Smith, Oahu,
Hawaii, $1,046,000,

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina,
$4,499,000.

Marine Corps Development and Education Command, Quantico,
Virginia, $532,000.

Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, $940,000.

CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS

Naval Support Activity, Brooklyn, New York, $491,000.

Naval Support Activity, New Orleans, Louisiana, $1,400,000.

Commander in Chief Pacific, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $4,300,600.

Naval Support Activity, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, $201,000.

Naval Support Activity, Seattle, Washington, $667,000,

Headquarters Naval District Washington, Washington, District of
Columbia, $1,300,000.

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, $272,000.
Qceanographic System Atlantic, Dam Neck, Virginia, $8,048,000.
Naval gr Station, Jacksonville, Florida, $8,101,000.

Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, $1,674,000.

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut, $300,000.
Flag Administrative Unit, Atlantie, Norfolk, Virginia, $223,000.
Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, $24,246,000.

Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, $14,457,000.

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET

Naval Station, Adak, Alaska, $1,418,000,

Naval Air Station, Barbers Point, Hawaii, $12,836,000.
Naval Air Station, Fallon, Nevada, $2,376,000.

Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, $4,958,000.
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field, California, $896,000.
Naval Air Station, North Island, California, $11,720,000.
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Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $4,051,000.

Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $975,000.
Naval Facility, Point Sur, California, $160,000.

Naval Station, San Diego, California, $8,386,000,

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington, $1,055,000,

NAVAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING

Naval Aeademy, Annapolis, Maryland, $1,639,000.

Naval Supply Corps School, Athens, Georgia, $670,000.

Navy Fleet Ballistic Missile Submarine Training Center, Charles-
ton, South Carolina, $2,504,000.

Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, $1,871,000,

Naval Submarine School, New London, Connecticut, $672,000.

Naval Education and Training Center, Newport, Rhode Island,
$490,000.

Naval School of Diving and Salvage, Panama City, Florida,
$10,800,000.

Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, $1,546,000.

Naval Technical Training Center, Corry Station, Pensacola,
Florida, $900,000.

Naval Submarine Training Center, San Diego, California,
$3,520,000.

Naval Training Center, San Diego, California, $5,455,000.

Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, $1,208,000.

BUREAU OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY

Naval Regional Medical Center, Jacksonville, Florida, $7,393,000.
$4Portsmouth Naval Regional Medical Clinic, Kittery, Maine,

058,000,

Naval Regional Dental Center, Newport, Rhode Island, $1,975,000,

Naval Hospital, Orlando, Florida, $23,850,000.

Navy Environmental and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 6, Pearl
Harbor, Hawaii, $283,000.

Naval Regional Dental Center, San Diego, California, $2,501,000.

Navy Environmental and Preventive Medicine Unit No. 5, San
Diego, California, $1,270,000.

CHIEF OF NAVAL MATERIAL

Naval Air Rework Facility, Alameda, California, $1,191,000.

Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, Washington, $10,876,000,

Charleston Naval S}I)lipyard, Charleston, South Carolina,
$11,256,000.

Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South Carolina, $8,796,000.

Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charleston, South Carolina,
$2,315,000.

Naval Weapons Center, China Lake, California, $950,000.

Naval Weapons Support Center, Crane, Indiana, $988,000.

Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New Jersey, $2,835,000.

National Parachute Test Range, El Centro, California, $732,000.

Naval Air Facility, El Centro, California, $3,500,000.

Naval Construction Battalion Center, Gulfport, Mississippi,
$4,551,000.

Naval Ordnance Station, Indian Head, Maryland, $383,000.

Naval Torpedo Station, Keyport, Washington, $2,145,000.

Portsmouth Naval Shipy:a:.rdy,r Kittery, Maine, $12,789,000.

Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey, $117,000.



H. R.12384—6

Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California, $3,981,000.
R Navy Ships Parts Control Center, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania,
185,000.
Navy Public Works Center, Norfolk, Virginia, $454,000.
Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River, Maryland, $2,701,000.
Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $11,985,000.
Naval Air Rework Facility, Pensacola, Florida, $7,784,000.
Navy Public Works Center, Pensacola, Florida, $95,000.
Navy Aviation Supply Office, Philadel}ihia, Pennsylvania, $629,000.
Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,
$4,607,000.
Pacific Missile Test Center Point, Mugu, California, $3,087,000.
s Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme, California,
183.000.
Norfolk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Virginia, $5,909,000.
Naval Undersea Center, San Diego, California, $811,000.
Navy Public Works Center, San Francisco, California, $190,000.
Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Vallejo, California, $9,302,000.

OCEANOGRAPHER OF THE NAVY

Naval Oceanographic Center, Bay Saint Louis, Mississippi,
$7,400,000.
NTUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY

Various locations, $34,581,000.
Oursioe TaE UNITED STATES

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET

Naval Station, Keflavik, Iceland, $6,008,000.
Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, $4,160,000.

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET

Naval Magazine, Guam, Mariana Islands, $1,861,000.

NAVAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMAND
Classified location, $1,832,000.

NAVAL SECURITY GROUP COMMAND

Naval Security Group Activity, Keflavik, Iceland, $3,000,000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $2,494.000.

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop Navy
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made
necessary by changes in Navy 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
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for
inclusion in the next Military Construction Authorization Act would
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be inconsistent with interests of national security and, in connection
therewith, may acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install per-
manent or temporary public works, including land aequisition, site
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, 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 Representatives, immediately upon reaching a decision to
implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken
under this section, including those real estate actions pertaining
thereto, This authorization will expire upon the date of enactment of
the Military Construction Authorization Act for fiscal year 1978 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 such date.

DEFICIENCY AUTHORIZATIONS

Seec. 203. Public Law 93-166, as amended, is amended by strikin
out in clause (2) of section 602 “$549,849,000” and “$608,682,000” an:
inserting in place thereof “$560,849,000” and “$619,682,0007,
respectively.

TITLE TII—AIR FORCE

Sec. 8301, 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 acqusition and
construction :

Insme TaE UNrrEp Srtares

AEROSPACE DEFENSE COMMAND
Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida, $1,720,000.

AIR FORCE LOGISTICS COMMAND

Hill Air Force Base, Utah, $18,587,000.

Kelly Air Force Base, Texas, $2,874,000.

MecClellan Air Fores Base, California, $1,194,000.
Newark Air Force Station, Ohio, $266,000.

Robins Air Force Base, Georgia, $10,051,000.

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma, $5,348,000.
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, $35,804,000.

AIR FORCE SYS8TEMS COMMAND

Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tennessee, $439,010,000.
Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, $354,000.

Laurence . Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts, $671,000.
Patrick Air Force Base, Florida, $198,000.

Pillar Point Air Force Station, California, $450,000,

Various locations, $10,250,000.

AIR TRAINING COMMAND

Columbus Air Force Base, Mississippi, $6,467,000.
Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi, $1,350,000.
Mather Air Force Base, California, $3,883,000.
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Randolph Air Force Base, Texas, $4,927,000.
Reese Air Force Base, Texas, $250,000.
Williams Air Force Base, Arizona, $825,000.

AIR UNIVERSITY

Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, $123,000.

ALASEKAN AIR COMMAND

Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska, $210,000.
Shemya Air Force Base, Alaska, $3,110,000.
Fort Yukon Air Force Station, Alaska, $448,000.

HEADQUARTERS COMMAND

Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, $2,880,000.

Bolling Air Force Base, District of Columbia, $1,415,000.

MILITARY AIRLIFT COMMAND

Altus Air Force Base, Oklahoma, $11,377,000.
Charleston Air Force Base, South Carolina, $1,468,000.
Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, $900,000.

Little Rock Air Force Base, Arkansas, $2,305,000.
MeChord Air Force Base, Washington, $286,000.
Norton Air Force Base, California, $900,000.

Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina, $200,000.

Scott Air Force Base, Illinois, $90,000,

PACIFIC AIR FORCES
Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii, $4,145,000.

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND

Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana, $3,628,000.
Beale Air Force Base, California, $7,825,000.
Blytheville Air Force Base, Arkansas, $2,200,000.
Carswell Air Force Base, Texas, $732,000.

Castle Air Force Base, California, $1,270,000.
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona, $2,192,000.
Fairchild Air Force Base, Washington, $100,000.

Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota, $2,441,000.

Grifliss Air Force Base, New York, $699,000.

K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Michigan, $270,000.
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, $3,150,000,
MceConnell Air Force Base, Kansas, $2,948,000.
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, $980,000.
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, $38,060,000.
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New York, $588,000.
Rickenbacker Air Force Base, Ohio, $704,000.
Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, $1,454,000.
Whiteman Air Force Base, Missouri, $133,000.
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, $1,607,000.

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND

England Air Forece Base, Louisiana, $198,000.
Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, $500,000,
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Luke Air Force Base, Arizona, $987,000,

MacDill Air Force Base, Florida, $1,022,000.

Moody Air Foree Base, Georgia, $5,796,000.

Miyrtle Beach Air Force Base, South Carolina, $1,570,000.
Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada, $245,000.

Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, North Carolina, $1,030,000.
Fast Coast Range, $7,500,000.

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY

United States Air Force Academy, Colorado, $354,000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY

Various locations, $15,523,000.

AIR INSTALLATION COMPATIBLE USE ZONES

Various locations, $2,217,000.
Oursmoe e UNrrep STaTEs

AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND
Classified location, $1,300,000.

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam, $4,170,000.

UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE
Various locations, $38,000,000.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS SECURITY
Various locations, $13,180,000.

EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Sec. 302. 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 occasioned by (1) unforeseen security considera-
tions, (2) new weapons developments, (8) new and unforeseen research
and development requirements, or (4) improved production schedules,
if the Secretary of Defense determines the 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, may 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 Air Force, or his
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Sen-
ate 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, including those real estate actions per-
taining thereto. This authorization will expire upon the date of enact-
ment of the Military Construction Authorization Act for fiscal year
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1978 except for those public works projects concerning which the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives
have been notified pursuant to this section prior to such date.

TITLE IV—DEFENSE AGENCIES

Sec. 401, The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop mili-
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting,
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works,
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities
and equipment, for the following acquisition and construction:

Ixsioe T Uxrrep States
DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY

Defense Mapping Agency Aerospace Center, Saint Louis, Missouri,
$1,023,000.
Defense Mapping Agency Topographic Center, Bethesda, Mary-
land, $455,000.
DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY

Cameron Station, Alexandria, Virginia, $8,000,000.
Defense Construction Supply Center, Columbus, Ohio, $855,000.
Defense Electronics Supply Center, Dayton, Ohio, $130,000.
Defense Fuel Support Point, Cincinnati, Ohio, $191,000.
Defense Fuel Support Point, Lynn Haven, Florida, $1,398,000,
5 Defense Fuel Support Point, Melville, Newport, Rhode Island,
295.000.
Defense General Supply Center, Richmond, Virginia, $1,624,000.
Defense Logistics Service Center, Battle Creek, Michigan,
$1,862,000.
. Defense Property Disposal Office, Ayer, Fort Devens, Massachusetts,
500,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Duluth Air Force Base, Minne-
sota, $135,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Groton, Connecticut, $231,000.
" Defense Property Disposal Office, Gunter Air Force Base, Alabama,
150,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Fort Riley, Kansas, $772,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Wurtsmith, Michigan, $162,000.

TERMINAIL PROCUREMENT

 Harrisville, Michigan, $700,000.
Verona, New York, $200,000.

NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY
Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, $2,247,000.
Ovursme Tae UNrrEp STATES

DEFENSE SUPPLY AGENCY

" ?efense Property Disposal Office, Xaiserslautern, Germany,
575,000,
Defense Property Disposal Office, Nuremberg, Germany, $649,000.
Defense Property Disposal Office, Seckenheim, Germany, $867,000,
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EMERGENCY CONSTRUCTION

Skc. 402. The Seeretary of Defense may establish or develop instal-
lations and facilities which he determines to be vital to the security of
the United States and, in connection therewith, may acquire, construct,
convert, rehabilitate, 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
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 work undertaken under this section, including real estate
actions pertaining thereto.

TITLE V—-MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING

AUTHORIZATION TO CONSTRUCT OR ACQUIRE HOUSING

Sec. 501, (a) The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized
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 has consulted with the Secre-
tary of the Department of Housing and Urban Development as to
the availability of suitable private housing at such locations. If agree-
ment cannot be reached with respect to the availability of suitable
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 given. This
authority shall include the authority to acquire land, and interests 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
ao%;dre sole interest in priva,tel{ owned or Department of Housing and
Urban Development held family housing units in lieu of constructing
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 United States; but any family housing units acquired under
authority of this subsection shall not exceed the cost limitations speci-
fied in this section for the project nor 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 lien
of construction unless the acquisition of such units is hereafter
specifically authorized by law.

(¢) Family housing units:

Fort Polk, Louisiana, six hundred fifty-two units, $25,510,000.

Naval Complex, Bangor, Washington, two hundred forty-two
units, $9,375,000.

Naval Station Keflavik, Iceland, one hundred sixty units,
$17,200,000.

Gila Bend Air Force Auxiliary Field, Arizona, forty units,
$1,676,000.

(d) Any amount specified in this section may, at the discretion of



H. R.12384—12

the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, be increased by 10 per cen-
tum, 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 the request for such amount
was submitted to the Congress. The amounts authorized include the
costs of shades, screens, ranges, refrigerators, and all other installed
equipment and fixtures, the cost of tie family housing unit, design,
supervision, inspection, overhead, land acquisition, site preparation,
and installation of utilities.

ALTERATIONS TO EXISTING QUARTERS

Sgrc. 502. The Secretary of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to
accomplish alterations, additions, expansions, or extensions, not other-
wiszeguthorized by law, to existing public quarters at a cost not to
exceed—

(1) for the Department of the Army, $12,000,000 for energy
conservation projects;

(2) for the Department of the Navy, $7,000,000 for energy con-
servation projects; and

(8) for the Department of the Air Force, $6,890,000 for energy
conservation projects,

RENTAL QUARTERS

Skc. 503. (a) Section 515 of Public Law 84-161 (69 Stat. 324, 352),
as amended, is further amended by revising the third sentence to read
as follows: “Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities,
including the cost of utilities and maintenance and operation, may not
exceed: For the United States (other than Alaska, Hawaii, and
Guam) and Puerto Rico, an average of $265 per month for each mili-
tary department or the amount of $450 per month for any one unit;
and for Alaska, Hawaii, and Guam, an average of $335 per month for
each military department, or the amount of $450 per month for any
one unit.”.

(b) Section 507(b) of Public Law 93-166 (87 Stat. 661, 676) is
amended by striking out “$380” and “$670” in the first sentence and
inserting in lieu thereof “$405” and “$700”, respectively.

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS

Sec. 504. Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law:

(1) The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to settle claims
regarding construction of public quarters at the Naval Station,
Charleston, South Carolina, in the amount of $1,675,000.

(2) The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to settle claims
regarding construction of mobile home facilities at MacDill Air
Force Base, Florida, in the amount of $88,000, plus interest at
87 per centum from April 23, 1975, the date of settlement.

HOUBING, APPROPRIATIONS LIMITATIONS

Sec. 505. There is authorized to be appropriated for use by the
Secretary 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
housing, including demolition, authorized improvements to public
quarters, minor construction, relocation of family housing, rental
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guarantee payments, and planning, an amount not to exceed
$80,576,000.

(2) For support of military family housing, including operat-
ing expenses, leasing, maintenance of real property, payments of
prineipal and interest on mortgage debts incurred, payment to
the Commodity Credit Corporation, and mortgage insurance
premiums authorized under section 222 of the National Housing
Act, as amended (12 U.S.C. 1715m), an amount not to exceed
$1,223,947,000.

TITLE VI—GENERAL PROVISIONS

WAIVER OF RESTRICTIONS

Src. 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 4774 and 9774 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
exercised before title to the land is approved under section 355 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended (40 U.5.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, IT, II1, IV, and V shall
not exceed-—

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $419,837,000; outside
the United States, $164,661,000; or a total of $584,498,000.

(2) for title IT: Inside the United States, $481,580,000; outside
the United States, $19,356,000; or a total of $500,936,000.

(8) for title ITT: Inside the United States, $679,759,000; out-
side the United States, $56,650,000; or a total of $736,409,000.

(4) for title IV: A total of $32,946,000,

(5) for title V: Military Family Housing, $1,304,523,000.

COST VARIATIONS

Sgc. 603. (a) Except as provided in subsections (b) and (¢), any
amount specified in titles I, IT, IIL, and IV of this Act may, at the
discretion of the Secretary of the military department 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 the request for such amount was
submitted to the Congress.

(b) When the amount named for any construction or acquisition
in title I, 1T, III, or IV of this Act involves only one project at any
military installation and the Secretary of the military department or
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Director of the defense agency concerned determines that the amount
authorized must be inereased 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.

(¢) When the Secretary of Defense determines that any amount
named in title I, I, IIT, or IV of this Act must be exceeded by more
than the percentages permitted in subsections (a) or (b) to accom-
plish authorized construction or acquisition, the Secretary of the mili-
tary department 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 state-
ment of the reasons for such increase, has been submitted to the
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives, 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 any
provision to the contrary in prior military construction authorizations
Acts, the provisions of this subsection 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 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 if—

(1) the approved scope of the project is redunced in excess of
25 per centum; or

(2) the current working estimate, based upon bids received, for
the construction of such project exceeds by more than 25 per
centuwm 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 reas
sons for such reduetion in scope or increase in cost, has been sub-
mitted 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 25 per
centum. The Secretary shall also include in such report each individ-
ual project with respect to which the scope was reduced by more than
25 per centum in orge.r 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 estimate based
on the contract price for the project exceeded the amount authorized
for such project by the Congress.
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CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISION

Sec. 604, 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 of the
Corps of Engineers, Department of the Army, or the Naval Facili-
ties Engineering Command, Department of the Navy, or such other
department 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 authorized. 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 construction. Further, such
contracts (except architect and engineering contracts which, unless
specifically authorized by the Congress, shall continue to be awarded
in accordance with presently established procedures, customs, and
practice) shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive
basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the national security will not
be impaired and the award is consistent with chapter 137 of title 10,
United States Code. The Secretaries of the military departments shall
report annually to the President of the Senate and 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 action under all such contracts awarded such firm.

REPEAL OF PRIOR AUTHORIZATIONS, EXCEPTIONS

Sec. 605. (a) As of January 1, 1978, all authorizations for military
public works, including family housing 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 in titles I, IT, 111,
IV, and V of the Act of October 7, 1975, Public Law 94-107 (89 Stat.
546), and all such authorizations contained in Acts approved before
October 7, 1975, 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 general 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, 1978, and authoriza-
tions for appropriations therefor.

(b) Notwithstanding the repeal provisions of section 605 of the
Act of October 7, 1975, Public Law 94-107 (89 Stat. 546, 565), author-
iza%tions for the following items shall remain in effect until January 1,
1979
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(1) Defense Satellite Communications System construction in
the amount of $1,054,000 at Stuttgart, Germany, authorized in
section 101 of the Act of December 27, 1974 (88 Stat. 1747), as
amended.

(2) Cold storage warehouse construction in the amount of
$1,215,000 at Fort Dix, New Jersey, authorized in section 101 of
the Act of October 25, 1972 (86 Stat. 1135), as amended and
extended in section 605(3) (B) of the Act of December 27, 1974
(88 Stat. 1762), as amended.

(3) Land acquisition, Murphy Canyon in the amount of
$3,843,000 at Naval Regional Medical Center, San Diego, Cali-
fornia, anthorized in section 201 of the Act of December 27, 1974
(88 Stat. 1750), as amended.

(4) Land acquisition in the amount of $800,000 at Naval Secu-
rity Group Activity, Sabana Seca, Puerto Rico, authorized in
section 201 of the Act of December 27, 1974 (88 Stat. 1750), as
amended.

UNIT COST LIMITATIONS

Szc. 606, None of the authority contained in titles I, 1T, II1, and IV
of this Act shall be deemed to authorize any building construction
project 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 following unit cost limitations where the area construe-
tion index is 1.0

(1) $39 per square foot for permanent barracks;

(2) $42 per square foot for bachelor officer quarters;
unless 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. Notwithstand-
ing the limitations contained in prior Military Construction Authori-
zation Acts on unit costs, the limitations on such costs contained in
this section shall apply to all prior authorizations for such construc-
tion not heretofore repealed and for which construction contracts have
not been awarded by the date of enactment of this Act.

INCREASES FOR SOLAR HEATING AND SOLAR COOLING EQUIPMENT

Skc. 607. The Secretary of Defense shall encourage the utilization of
solar energy as a source of energy for projects authorized by this
Act where utilization of solar energy would be practical and eco-
nomically feasible. In addition to all other authorized variations of
cost limitations 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, NEW JERSEY

Sec. 608. (a) The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to convey,
without consideration, to the Airship Association, a nonprofit orga-
nization incorporated under the laws of the State of New Jersey, all
right, title, and interest of the United States in and to that portion
of the lands comprising the Naval Air Station, Lakehurst, New Jersey,
described in subsection (b), for use as a permanent site for the museum
described in subsection (c), subject to conditions of use set forth in
such subsection.
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(b) The land authorized to be conveyed by subsection (a) is a cer-
tain parcel of land containing 13.98 acres, more or less, situated in
Ocean County, New Jersey, being a part of the Naval Air Station,
Lakehurst, New Jersey, and more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the westerly side of Ocean County
Route Numbered 547, 205.40 feet northerly from the intersection
of the center line of new road and the westerly side of Route
Numbered 547 thence (1) north 10 degrees 14 minutes 19 seconds
east, 770.25 feet along the westerly edge of road to a point thence
(2) north 66 degrees 35 minutes 41 seconds west, 724.55 feet to a

oint thence (3) south 23 degrees 24 minutes 19 seconds west, 750
eet to a point thence (4) south 66 degrees 35 minutes 41 seconds
east, 900 feet to the point and place of beginning.

(¢} The conveyance authorized by subsection (a) shall be subject
to the following conditions and such other terms and eonditions as the
secretary of the Navy, or his designee, shall determine necessary to
protect the interests of the United States:

(1) The lands so conveyed shall be used primarily for the con-
struetion and operation of an airship museum to collect, preserve,
and display to the public materials, memorabilia, and other items
of historical significance and interest relative to the development
and use of the airship, and for purposes incidental thereto.

(2) Al right, title, and interest in and to such lands, and any
improvements constructed thereon, shall revert to the United
States, which shall have an immediate right of entry thereon,
if the construction of the airship museum is not undertaken
within five years from the date of such conveyance or if the lands
conveyed sgall cease to be used for the purposes specified in
paragraph {1).

(3) All expenses for surveys and the preparation and execution
of legal documents necessary or appropriate to carry out the pro-
visions of this section shall be borne by the Airship Association.

LAND CONVEYANCE, WEST VIRGINIA

Skc. 609. Notwithstanding any other provisions of law, the Secretary
of Defense, or his designee, is authorized to convey to the city of
South Charleston, West Virginia, subject to such terms and conditions
as the Secretary shall deem to be in the public interest, all right, title,
and interest of the United States in and to a section of land located
on the property formerly known as the South Charleston Naval
Ordnance Plant, with improvements, such land consisting of approx-
imately 4.5 acres. In consideration of such conveyance by the Secretary,
the city of South Charleston shall convey to the United States unen-
cumbered fee title to eight acres of land owned by the municipality,
improved in a manner acceptable to the Secretary, and subject to such
other conditions as are acceptable to the Secretary. The exact acreages
and legal descriptions of both properties are to be determined by
accurate surveys as mutually agreed upon by the Secretary and the
city of South Charleston. The Secretary is authorized to accept the
lands so conveyed to the United States, which lands shall be admin-
istered by the Department of the Army.

STUDIES OF REUSE OF MILITARY BASES

Sec. 610. (a) Whenever a final decision has been made to close any
military installation located in the United States, Guam, or Puerto
Rico and, because of the location, facilities, and other particular
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characteristics of such installation, the Secretary of Defense deter-
mines that such installation may be suitable for some specific Federal
or State use potentially beneficial to the Nation, the Secretary of
Defense is authorized to conduct such studies, including, but not lim-
ited to, the preparation of an environmental impact statement in
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, in
connection with such installation and such potential use as may be
necessary to provide information sufficient to make sound conclusions
and recommendations regarding the possible use of such installation.

(b) Any study conducted under authority of this section shall be
submitted to the President and the Congress together with such com-
ments and recommendations as the Secretary of Defense may deem
appropriate, Such studies shall also be available to the public.

{¢) As used in this section, the term “military installation” includes
any camp, post, station, base, yard, or other installation under the juris-
diction of any military department.

(d) There are authorized to be apgropriamd such sums as may be
necessary to carry out the provisions of this section.

IMPACT ASSISTANCE, NONPROFIT COOPERATIVES

Sec. 611. Notwithstanding section 7 of the Act of August 23, 1912
(31 U.S.C. 679), the Secretary of Defense is authorized to use any
funds appropriated to carry out the provisions of section 610 of the
Military Construction Act, 1971 (84 Stat. 1224} to reimburse nonprofit,
mutual aid telephone cooperatives for their capital expenditures for
the purchase and installation of nontactical communications equip-
ment and related facilities, to the extent the Secretary determines that
(1) suech expenditures are not otherwise recoverable by such coopera-
tives, (2) such expenditures were incurred as the direct result of the
construction, installation, testing, and operation of the SAFEGUARD
Antiballistic Missile System, and (3) such cooperatives, as a result of
the deactivation and termination of such system, would sustain an
unfair and excessive financial burden in the absence of the financial
assistance authorized by this section.

BASE REALINEMENTS

Sgc. 612. (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, no action
may be taken prior to October 1, 1981, to effect or implement—

(1) the closure of any military installation;

(2) any reduction in the authorized level of civilian personnel
at any military installation by more than one thousand civilian
personnel or 50 per centum of the level of such personnel author-
1zed as of March 1, 1976, or the end of the fiscal year immmediately
greceding the fiscal year in which the Secretary of Defense or the

ecretary of the military department concerned notifies the Con-
gress that such installation is a candidate for closure or significant
reduction, whichever oceurs later; or
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(3) any construction, conversion, or rehabilitation at any other
military installation (whether or not such installation is a mili-
tary installation as defined in subsection (b)) which will or may
be required as a result of the relocation of civilian personnel to
such other installation by reason of any closure or reduction to
which this section applies;

unless—

(A) the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of the milita
degartment concerned notifies the Congress in writing that suc
military installation is a candidate for closure or significant reduc-
tion; and then

(B) a period of at least nine months expires following the date
on which such notice was given, during which period the depart-
ment concerned has identified the fuﬁ range of environmental
impacts, as required by the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969, that may result from the proposed closure or reduction;
and then

(C) the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of the military
department concerned submits to the Committees on Armed Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives and the Senate his final
decision to close or significantly reduce such installation and a
detailed justification for his decision, together with the estimated
fiscal, economic, budgetary, environmental, strategic, and opera-
tional consequences of the proposed closure or reduction ; and then

(D) a period of at least ninety days expires following the date
on which the justification referred to in clause (C) hasgbeen sub-
mitted to such committees.

(b) For purposes of this section, the term “military installation”
means any camp, post, station, base, yard, or other facility under the
authority of the Department of Defense—

(1) which is located within any of the several States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, or Guamj;
and

(2) at which not less than five hundred civilian personnel are
authorized to be emfployed.

{¢) For purposes of this section, the term “civilian personnel”
means direct-hire permanent civilian employees of the Department
of Defense.

(d) This section shall not apply to any closure or reduction if the
President certifies to the Congress that such closure or reduction must
be implemented for reasons of any military emergency or national
security or if such closure or reduction was publicly announced prior
to January 1, 1976.

NAVAL MUSEUM, CHARLESTON, 80UTH CAROLINA

Sec. 613. The Congress hereby expresses its approval and encourage-
ment with respect to the establishment, by the State of South Carolina,
of a naval and maritime museum in tZe city of Charleston, South
Carolina, and recognizes the historical importance of such musenm
and the patriotic purpose it is intended to serve.
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AMENDMENT TO TITLE 10, UNITED STATES CODE ; REAL PROPERTY EXCHANGE

Src. 614. Section 2662(a) of title 10, United States Code, is amended
by adding at the end thereof a new sentence as follows: “The report
required by this subsection to be submitted to the Committees on
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives concerning
any report of excess real property desceribed m clause (5) shall contain
a certification by the Secretary concerned that he has considered the
feasibility of exchanging such property for other real property author-
ized to be acquired for military purposes and has determined that the
property proposed to be dec{a,red excess is not suitable for such
purpose.”.

SHORT TITLE

Sec. 615, Titles I, IT, ITL, 1V, V, and VT of this Act may be cited as
the “Military Construetion Authorization Act, 19777,

TITLE VII—GUARD AND RESERVE FORCES FACILITIES
AUTHORIZATION ¥OR FACILITIES

Sec. 701. Subject to chapter 133 of title 10, United States Code, the
Seeretary of Defense may establish or develop additional facilities for
the Guard and Reserve Forces, including the acquisition of land there-
for, 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, $21,800,000.

(3) For the Department of the Air Force:

{ &% Air National Guard of the United States, $33,900,000.
(b) Air Force Reserve, $9.773,000.

WAIVER 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 perma-
nent or temporary improvements on lands includes authority for sur-
veys, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision incident to
construction. That authority may be exercised before title to the land
ig approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40
U.5.C. 255), and even though the land is held temporarily. The author-
ity to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and
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to acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by
gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise.

SHORT TITLE

Szc. 703. This title may be cited as the “Guard and Reserves Forces
Facilities Authorization Act, 1977,

Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Vice President of the United States and
President of the Senate.
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TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES:

I am returning herewith without my approval
H.R. 12384, a bill "To authorize certain construction
at military installations and for other purposes."”

I regret that I must take this action because the
bill is generally acceptable, providing a comprehensive
construction program for fiscal year 1977 keyed to
recognized military requirements. One brovision,
however, is highly objectionable, thus precluding my
approval of the measure.

Section 612 of the bill would prohibit certain base.
closures or the reduction of civilian personnel at certain
military installations unless the proposed action is
reported to Congress and a period of nine months elapses
during which time the military department concerned would
be required to identify the full range of environmen£al
impacts of the proposed action, as required by tﬁe National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Subsequently, the final
decision to close or significantly reduce an installation
covered under‘the bill would have to be repofted fo the
Armed Services Committees of the Congress together with
a detailed justification for such decision. No action
could be taken to implement the decision until the
expiration of at least ninety days following submission
of the detailed justification té the appropriate committees.
The bill provides a limited Presidential waiver of the
requirements of section 612 for reasons of military
emergency or national security.

This provision is also unacceptable from the stand-
point of sound Government policy. It would substitute °R°¢,
an arbitrary time limit and set of requiremenfs for the oy
current procedures whereby base closures and reductions

"are effected, procedures which include compliance with

NEPA and adequately take into account all other relevant
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considerations, and afford extensive opportunity for
public and congressional involvement. By imposing
unnecessary delays in base closures and reductions,
the bill's requirements would generate a budgetary
drain on the defense dollar which should be used to
strengthen our military capabilities.

Moreover, section 612 raises serious questions by
its attempt to limit my powers over military bases. The
President must be able, if the need arises, to change or
reduce the mission at any military installation if and
when that becomes necessary.

The Department of Defense has undertaken over 2,700
actions to reduce, realign, and close military installations
and activities since 1969. These actions have enabled us
to sustain the combat capability of our armed forces'
while reducing annual Defense costs by more than $4 billibn.
For realignment proposals already announced for study,
section 612 could increase fiscal year 1978 budgetary
requirements for defense by $150 million and require
retention, at least through fiscal year 1977, of approxi-
mately 11,300 military and civilian‘personnel positions
not needed for essential base activities.

The nation's taxpayers rightly expect the most
defense possible for their tax dollars. I am certain
Congress does not intend unnecessary or arbitrary increases
in the tax burden of the American people. Numerous congres-—

sional reports on national defense demonstrate the desire

by the Congress to trim unnecessary defense spending and :fﬁ"

personnel. I cannot approve legislation that would resuléf;
in waste and inefficiency at the expense of meeting our

essential military requirements.

Mty A 7o

THE WHITE HOUSE,

July 2, 1976.





