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at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library

94Ttys CONGRESS HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { RerorT
2d Session No. 94-1297

PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATION BILL,
FISCAL YEAR 1977

JuNE 24, 1976.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. Eviss of Tennessee, from the committee of conference,
submitted the following

CONFERENCE REPORT
[To accompany H.R. 14236}

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 14236)
“making appropriations for public works for water and power develop-
ment and energy research, including the Corps of Engineers—Civil,
the Bureau of Reclamation, power agencies of the Department of the
Interior, the Appalachian regional development programs, the Federal
Power Commission, the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, the Energy Research and Development
Administration, and related independent agencies and commissions
for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977, 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 amendments of
the Senate numbered 2, 6, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 18, 20, 24 and 25, and
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 1: .

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
;,hﬁ, Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment, as
ollows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $4,147,-
563,000; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 4:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $1,572,410,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.
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Amendment numbered 7:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $71,920,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 9:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $1,436,746,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 16:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $348,811,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 19:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $27,495,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 21:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows: ~

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $303,000,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 22:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendmecnt,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $125,930,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 23:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $12,665,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 26:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of
the Senate numbered 26, and agree to the same with an amendment,
as follows:

In lieu of the sum proposed by said amendment insert $3,000,000;
and the Senate agree to the same.

The committee of conference report in disagreement amendments
numbered 3, 5, 12, and 17. ’

Joe L. Evins,

Epwarp P. BorLanD,
Jamie L. WHITTEN,
Joun M. SLACK,

Orro E. PAassMAN,
Tom BEevILL,

GEORGE MAHON,

Joun T. MYERs,

Crair W. BURGENER,
Evrorp A. CEDERBERG,

Managers on the Part of the House.

Jounx C. STENNIS,

Joun L. McCLELLAN,
WarreN G. MAGNUSON,
JoHN O. PASTORE,
Josepa M. MonTOYA,
J. BENNETT JOHNSTON,
Warter D. HupDLESTON,
JENNINGS RANDOLPH,
Mark O. HaTFIELD,
Mivton R. Youwg,
Roman Hruska,
RicHARD S. SCHWEIKER,
HeExry BELLMON,

Managers on the Part of the Senate.



JOINT EXPLANATORY STATEMENT OF THE COMMITTEE
OF CONFERENCE

The managers on the part of the House and the Senate at the
Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 14236) making appropriations
for public works for water and power development and energy research,
including the Corps of Engineers—Civil, the Bureau of Reclamation,
power agencies of the Department of the Interior, the Appalachian
regional development programs, the Federal Power Commission, the
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the
Energy Research and Development Administration, and related
independent agencies and commissions for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1977, and for other purposes, submit the following Joint
Statement of the House and the genate in explanation of the effects
of the action agreed upon by the Managers and recommended in the
accompanying conference report.

TITLE I—-ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION

OperaTing ExXPENSES

Amendment No. 1: Appropriates $4,147,563,000 for Operating
expenses instead of $4,172,783,000 as proposed by the House and
$4.118,186,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The funds appropriated for Operating expenses are allocated as
shown in the following table:

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION

FISCAL YEAR 1977 BUDGET—-PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATION OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET AUTHORITY
. OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET AUTHORITY

Fiscal ysar 1977

Budget Conference
ttem estimate aliowance

Solar energy development:
Direct thermal applications: o
A. Solar heating and cooling of buildings:

1. Commercial demonstrations_ .. ... o $16, 700, 000 $33, 000, 000
2. Residential demonstrations 8, 100, 000 21, 106, 000
3. Research and development . . 10, 500, 000 13, 700, 000
4. Development in support of demonstrations.. ... ... . 10, 000, 000 , 000, 000
B. Agriculture process heat applications. . ____ ..o 3, 900, 000 7, 800, 000
Technology support and utilization:
A. Solar energy resource assessment________ . ______ 1, 500, 000 6, 000, 000
B. Solar Energy Research Institute ... ____ ... _. - 1,500, 000 2,500, 000
C. Technology utilization and information dissemination. 1, 000, 0600 3, 000, 000
Solar electric applications: i
A. Solar thermal slectyic conversion. .. e 30, 900, 000 51, 300, 000

B. Photovoliaic energy conversion. .

28, 200, 000 59, 400, 000
€. Wind energy conversion.... _____.

16, 000, 000 20, 500, 000

D. Ocean thermal energy conversion.. — 9, 200, 000 13, 500, 000
Fuels from Diomass. . . v o oo e e e e e 4, 300, 008 9, 700, 000
Total solar energy development. ... ... 141, 800, 000 258, 500, 000
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Continued

FISCAL YEAR 1977 BUDGET—PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATION OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET AUTHORITY

OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET AUTHORITY—Continued

Fiscal year 1977

Item

Conference
allowance

Geothermal apaﬂg development:
Engi nearing K. &‘D

ry

0 p an
Hydrothermal technology applications. .. ._._____
Advanced technology applications, .______ S
Environmental control and institutional studies

1

4

3
9’
4
!

0
g

S8
888

, O

, 000
4, 800, 000

g8

Total geothermal energy development. ... . rmanlan

53, 200, 000

Gonservation research and development:
ElBctric energy SYSIBmMS .o o e e e e e
EnBrgY SIOMARE e eee e i s o e e o e

23, 000, 000
31, 000, 000

Total conservation research and development. ... ... ______________.

54, 000, 000

Fusion power resgarch and development:
Magnetic fusion -
Laser fusion....

195, 000, 000
80, 000, 000

Total fusion power research and development.. ... o.ovovvomianniao ol

275, 006, 600

Fuel cycle research and development:
Uranium resource assessment. . . . iimnemeeeammamnen
Suppart of nuclear fuel cycle. ..
Waste management (commercial)

31, 335, 000
56, 700, 000
82, 500, 000

Total fuel cycle research and development. ... i
Fission power reactor development. ..

170, 535, 000
630, 260, 000

Environmental ressarch and safety:
Biomedical and environmental research
Operational safety_..
Envi tal confrol
Reactor safety facilities

197, 316, 000
, 307, 000
19, 077, Q00
000

d /]

Total environmental research and safely. v oo o ennaaan
High energy PRYSICS . v eee oo s e e

253, 000, 000
170, 0090, 000

Basic energy sciences:
Nuclear SCIeNCe. oo e
Material sciences ____ . _..cooooeii
Molecular, mathematical and geosciences

56, 400, 000
50, 500, 000

Total basie energy SCIBNCES. .om o oo
Nuclear materials security and safeguards.
Naval reactor development
Space nuclear systems._.._
Nuclear explosives applica

197, 400, 000
27, 420, 000
191, 500, 000
, 000, 060

1, 300, 000

Uranium enrichment activities:
Uranium enrichment... ..
Ad d isotope separation technology. ... ...

288, 345, 000
830, 000

) ]

Total uranium envichment activities. - __ .. ... oL

925, 175, 000

National security:
Weapons aCtivities. o oo
Weapons materials production. ... maan

999, 500, 0C0
362,735,000

Total national S6CUFIY . . ..o oot m—————

1, 362, 235, 000

Program support:
Program direCton. . _ . .o e e e ——

216, 085, 000

Supporting activities:
Community 0perations. .o e
Sacurity investigations___.
Information services._.._.
{ieneral systems studies®. .
General technology transfer
Manpower development ____ -
EEQ assigned facilities. ... .. man

700, 600
2,075, 000

Total supﬁorﬁng BCHVItieS. e
Cost of work for others.______ -

46, 327, 000
2 000

d '

Total program support.
t Amended budget request.

282,422,000

1
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION--Continued

FISCAL YEAR 1977 BUDGET—PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATION OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET AUTHORITY
OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET AUTHORITY—Continued

N Fiscal year 1977
) Budget Conference
Item sstimate allowance
Change in working capital and inventories. ..o ..o e 78, 016, 000 78, 016, 000
Subtotal budget authority. . acaans 4,752,171,000 4, 960, 963, 000
Revenues applied:
Enrichment revemnies. . .. e emm———— v ——————— —539, 100, 000 661, 900, 000
Miscellaneous revenues_ .. ... .. o ieacccmmnamaanman—— —76, 800, 000 -6, 000, 000
Total revenues apphied. .. ... v ee e e e e —615,100,000  —737, 900, 000
Net budget authority. ... ..o 4,137,071,000 4,223, 063, 000
Agpropnauon transfer.. .. ... 500, 000 X
Change in unobligated balances.. ... --76, 000, 000

Total operating budget authority 4,137,571,000  4,147,563,000

The Conferees are in agreement with the language in the House
Report on the Magnetic Fusion Program and with the language in
%l;e Senate Report on the Biomedical and Environmetal Research

ogram.

The Conferees agree that no less than $10,000,000 of the total
amount for the laser fusion program is to continue the on-going
research and development work at KMS during fiscal year 1977.

The Conferees are agreed that the reduction applied to the weapons
program is a general reduction.

Amendment No. 2: Deletes limitation proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 3: Reported in technical disagreement. The man-
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate making the appropriation for
Operating expenses available only upon enactment of authorizing
legislation.

Prant axp Carrran EquipMEeNT

Amendment No. 4: Appropriates $1,572,410,000 for Plant and
capital equipment instead of $1,525,500,000 as proposed by the House
and $1,610,485,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The funds appropriated for Plant and capital equipment are al-
located as shown in the following table:

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT, FISCAL YEAR 1977

Fiscal year
N 1977 budget Conference
Project No. Project title estimate aliowance

CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS
Solar Energy Development
77-18 Solar energy facilities, various Bocations. .. .. ... ccvovrmnremmanmrnmmnmm————————— $10, 000, 000
Fusion Power Research and Development
77-2-a Magnetic fusion: Computer building, Lawrence Livermore Laboratory,

Livermore, California. .. ..o v i e $5, 000, 000 5, 000, 000
17-3-8 Laser fusion: Electron beam fusion
Albuquergue, N, MeX_ ... .o verecnvemmmccaccmcmmmm e 9, 100, 000 9, 100, 000
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Continued
PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT, FISCAL YEAR 1977

Fiscal year
1977 budget Conference
Project No. Project title estimate allowance
CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS—Continued
Fission Power Reactor Development
s Bt et o faciiity, idaho National Engineering 5 000,000 5 000, 000
reedirig nondestructive assay facility, Idaho National Engineering
Laboratory, Vdaho___..____ e menooe 9, 500, 000 9, 500, 000
774 High performance Fuel Laboratory, Richland, Wash______._________________.______.__ 1, 500, 000
77-4-d Fuel storage facility, Richland, Wash_____ S 1, 500, 000
77-5-a Computer building acquisition, idaho National Engineering Laboratory,
Idaho Falls, ldaho. .. eeaaeeae 950, 000 950, 000
Environmental Research and Safety
77-6-a Modifications and additions to biomedical and environmental research
facilities various locations___ .. .. oL 4, 200, 000 3,200, 000
High-Energy Physics
77-1-a Accelerator improvements and modifications, various locations.__.____ 3, 600, 000 3, 600, 000
Basic Energy Sciences
77-8-a Accelerator and reactor improvements and modifications, various
locations. .....o.ooooanoee . N : 1, 300, 000 1, 300, 000
77-8-b Expanded experimental capabilities, Bates Linear Accelerator, Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology, Mass. ..........___ emamoenn 5, 000, 000 5, 060, 000
77-8¢ Increased flux, high flux beam reactor, Brookhaven National Labora-
Conversion of sieam plant facil fifies, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, 2 500,000 2,500,000
77-8-d onversion of steam plant facilities, Oak Ridge Nationa ratory,
Tenn_.__. ’ e 12, 200, 000 10, 200, 000
Uranium Enrichment Activities
77-9-a Expansion of feed vaporization and sampling facilities, gaseous dif-
fusion plants, multiple sites_....________ S e 9, 000, 000 8, 000, 000
77-9-b Air and nitrogen system uprating, gaseous diffusion plant, Oak Ridge,
779 v Teng......_l_. = i ..__;__b i 5, 200, 000 5, 200, 000
pgrade ventilation systems, technical services building, gaseous
}lffusion plant, Portsmouth, Ohio___._______________.. ... 3, 000, 000 3, 000, 000
77-9-d Centrifuge plant demonstration facility, Oak Ridge, Tenn_._..__..___. 30, 000, 000 25, 000, 000
77-10-a Fire protection upgrading, gaseous diffusion plants, multiple sites____ 8, 300, 000 8, 300, 000
77-10-b Modifications to complr with the Occu‘:rahonal_ Safety and Health Act,
aseous diffusion plants, and Feed Materials Production Center, )
ernald. Ohio_ ... oeeeeeo 8, 200, 000 8, 200, 000
o National security
Weapons activities: .
77-11-a Safeguards and research and development laboratory facility,
Sandia Laboratories, Albuquerque, N.Mex. .. _____..._______ 3, 000, 000 4, 000,000
77-11-b Safe%:nards and site security improvements, various locations_..__.. 5, 700, 000 5, 700, 000
77-11—¢ 8-inch artillery fired atomic projectile production facilities, various
focations _ ____ § - [ 12, 000, 000 10, 000, 000
77-11-d Tritium confi t system, S h River,S.C. . ... 3, 500, 000 3, 500, 000
77-12-a Fire and safety project, Lawrence Livermore Laboratory, Calif____ 2, 300, 000 2, 300, 000
77-12-b Life safety corridor modifications, Bendix Plant, Kansas City, Mo__ 3, 100, 000 3, 100, 000
77-12<¢ Modifications to comply with the Occupational Safety and tealth
Act, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Tenn ) - - 6, 400, 000 6, 400, 000
77-12d Upgrade reliability of fire protection, Bendix Plant, Kansas City,
l&o._._._.-________-- . 7, 800, 000 7, 800, 000
77-12-¢ Slud%: disposal facility, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Tenn____________ 3,000, 000 3, 000, 000
Weapons Materials Production: L
77-13-a Fluorinel dissolution process and. fuel receiving improvements,
Idaho Chemical Processing Plant, Idaho National Engineering
Laboratory, ldaho, (A-E and long-lead procurement)._..________ 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000
77-13-b Improved confinement of radioactive releases, reactor areas,
avannah River, S.C_ y e 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000
77-13-c Seismic protection, reactor areas, Savannah River, S.C___________ 3, 000, 000 , 000, 000
77-134 High level waste storage and waste management faulmes, Savan-
nah River,S.C__________________ . ______ 25,000, 000 25, 000, 000
77-13-¢ High level waste storage and handling facilities, Richland, Wash___ 18, 000, 000 18, 000, 000
77-13-f Waste isolation pilot plant, site undesignated, (A—E, land acquisi-
1134 s %wn, agd long-fead ;:rocurem:_nt).__Ba__&i____f-.__“_ﬁ_ ______ e 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000
- afeguards and security upgrading, production facilities, multiple
sitas.----._..____-Y_-_____-f-_p__________ _____________.p___ 7, 700, 000 7,700, 000
77-13-h Personnel protection and support facility, 1daho Chemical Process-
ing Plant, idaho National Engineering Laboratory, ldaho. 10, 500, 000 10, 500, 000
77-14 General plant project L - 74, 610, 000 74, 610, 000
77-15 Construction planning and design_._ "7 7,200, 000 , 200, 000
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Continued
PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT, FISCAL YEAR 1977

Fiscal year
i 1977 budget Conference
Project No. Project title estimate allowance
INCREASE IN PRIOR YEAR PROJECTS
Solar energy development
76-2-a 5-megawatt solar thermal test facility_______________.______________ 10, 000, 000 12, 000, 000
76-2-b 10-megawatt central receiver solar thermal powerplant (A-E and long-
lead procurement)...__ e 2, 500, 000 2,500, 000
Fusion power research and development
Magnetic fusion: .
76-5-a Tokamak fusion test reactor, Princeton Plasma Physics Laboratory,
Plainsboro, NJ______ .l 80, 000, 000 75, 000, 000
76-5-b 14-Mev intense neutron source facility, Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory, N.Mex________________________________________ 14, 400, 000 14, 400, 000
76-5-¢ 14-Mev high-intensity neutron facility, Lawrence Livermore
Laboratory- Californla._____________________________________ 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 000
75-3-b Laser fusion: High-energy laser facility, Los Alamos Scientific Labora-
tory, NoMex________ e 9, 700, 000 9, 700, 000
Fission power reactor development
67-3-a Fast flux test facility ... .. 80, 000, 000 75, 000, 000
High-energy physics
75-6—¢ Position-electron joint project, Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory and
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center_._______________.____________ 25, 000, 000 25, 000, 000
Uranium enrichment activities
76-8-0 Conversion of existing steam plants to coal capability, gaseous diffusion
plants and Feed Materals Production Center, Fernald, Ohwo_________ 5, 300, 000 5, 300, 000
76-8-g Enriched uranium production facilities, Portsmouth, Ohio. ____ 170, 000, 000 170, 000, 000
76-14 Safeguards and security upgrading Portsmouth, Ohio_.... .. 5, 350, 000 5, 350, 000
74-1-¢ Cascade uprating program, gaseous diffusion plants..___. - 161, 000, 000 161, 000, 000
71-1-1 Process equipment modifications, gaseous diffuson plants.__.____.__ 267, 800, 000 267, 800, 000
e National security
Weapons activities:
86-10-¢ Phermex enhancement, Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, N. Mex.__ 4, 150, 000 4,150, 000
76-14 Safeguards and security uj z[a.dm% 7, 800, 000 7, 800, 000
71-9(1) New plutonium recovery facility, Rocky Flats, Colo______________ , 300, . 23, 300,
71-9(5) DP site plutonium processing facility, Los Alamos Scientific Lab-
oratory, N. Mex___ . iimmeemeaen 13, 400, 000 13, 400, 000
Weapons materials production:
76-8-a * Additional facilities, high level waste storage, Savannah River, S.C. . 26, 000, 000 26, 000, 000
76-8-b Additional high level waste storage facilities, Richland, Wash._____ 9, 900, 000 9, 900, 000
76-5-1-¢ New waste calcinin, facilitg, Idaho Chemical Processing Plant,
National Reactor Testing Station, fdaho_.____.___ ___________ 29, 000, 000

General reduction, anticipated stippage_.___ ________________ ...

29, 000, 000
—11, 675, 000

Total, fiscal year 1977 construction budget authority__________

1, 285, 960, 000

1,267, 285, 000

CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION
Capital equipment—Obligations:

Solar energy development._. . .. ... 5, 700, 000 7, 400, 000
Geothermal energy development___. ... _____ S mmmmmmemm e cmecece 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000
Conservation research and development: electric energy systems and energy
SHOrage . . et e 5, 000, 000 6, 000, 000
Fusion power research and development:
Magnetic fusion.. . iiiiiann 18, 800, 000 23, 000, 000
Laser fUSION. . . et 10, 800, 000 , 800,
Total fusion power research and development.._____. e mmm—m——ann 30, 600, 000 35, 800, 000
Fuel cycle research and development________________. . __________._______. 15, 600, 000 14, 000, 000
Fission power reactor development_______________ . . ... ._._________. 49, 002, 000 49, 002, 000
Environmental research and safety:
Biomedical and environmental research__._._____________________._.___ 10, 418, 000 11, 418, 000
Operational safety__._.________.__. __ 1, 000, 000 1, 100, 000
Eavironmental control technology 560, 000 560, 000
Total environmental research and safety. ... ......._._. 11, 978, 000 13, 078, 000
High energy physics_ .. e aaas 20, 800, 000 21, 800, 000
Basic energy sclences_..__. ... ... _.____..___ 15, 400, 000 16, 400, 000
Nuclear materials security and safegual , 400, 000 3,932, 000
Naval reactor development._ 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000
Space nuclear systems.....___.____. 200, , 200, 000
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Continued
PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT, FISCAL YEAR 1877

l;};cgl ge:t Conference
UGE! 1y
estimate atlowance

Project No.  Project title

CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION—Continued

Uranjum enrichment activities:

BANICAMBNE. oo oot mseme e s en e mmm s m e mm v mm 17, 243, 000 17, 000, 000
.Umnium e pes paration technolegy_ . e 7,000, 000 7, 000, 000
Total uranium ennchmant achivitios . e 24,243,000 24,000, 900
National security; X
Weapons SCtVItIeS. « v« ooy e cm et o ————— 73, 100, 000 70, 000, 000
Vieaggns materials Production_ ____ ... .o e mm 33 691, 600 28,691, 0600
Total National SBEMIRY . e oeeemnnvemsmammann cnme mvn s n—— 96, 791, 00 99, 681, 000
Program support:
Program ditection. ... . am e 4, 325, 000 4,325,000
Supzpartinx acbv;tm Information SeIViCeS. .. .. ....ooo i eennenan v 900, 000 900, 000
Total program SUPPOrt. . ..o 5, 225, 000 5, 225, 000
Total program obligations . ... ..o e 293, 439, 000 307, 028, 000
Unobligated galgnce brought forward -1, 903, 060
Total capital equipment budget authority._... ..________ e 293, 433, 000 305, 125, 660
Grand total, plant and capital equipment. _. . _.inaeeeeaa 1,579,399,000 1,572, 410, 000

Amendment No. 5: Reported in technical dwagreement The man-
agers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and concur
in the amendment of the Senate making the appropriation for Plant
and capital equipment available only upon enactment of authorizing

legislation.
GrorrERMAL REsourceEs DeveropmeENT Funp

Amendment No. 6: Adds limitation on the indebtedness of the
Geothermal resources development fund as proposed by the Senate.

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Corrs or ENGINEERs—CIVIL
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Amendment No. 7 Appropriiﬁes $71,920,000 for General investiga-
tions instead of $70,110,000 as proposed by the House and $72,180,000

as proposed by the 'Senate.
The funds appropriated are to be allocated as shown in the following

table:

b
it
o
b
i
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Budget Conference
. Estimate Allowance
General Investlgations, State and project 1977 1977
ALABAMA
(FC)  BREWTON AND EAST BREWTON.......... eeerrsenunas - 50,000
() MOBILE HARBOR...... reseeneanersirbasee casane 92,000 92,000
(SPEC) TENNESSEE~-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY URBAN S‘IUBY....... -—— 150,000
(FC)  VILLAGE CREEK.....e... Cimebssatraccriatenarnnen 50,000 50,000
(N HWARRIOR-TOMBIGBEE RIVERS. veuuvecoereoas rerensne C—— 100,000
ALASKA
{N) CUOK INLET SHOALS, ALAS..iviavnveernnsonersnvns 41,000 41,000
(PC)  METROPOLITAN ANCHORAGE..sesuusnevurnsnancesonsn 349,000 349,000
(FC)  RIVERS AND HARKORS IN ALASKA (HYDRO IN’I‘ER[M)... 210,000 210,000
(N} SEWARD HARBOR. .. vuvvavnnorones . -—— 30,000
(FC) SOUTHCENTRAL RAILBELT AREA 60,000 60,000
AMERICAN 54140A
(N) HARBOKS & RIVERS IN AMERICAN SAMOAviwacnnnas e 50, 000 50,000
. ARIZONA
{¥C) GILA RIVER & TRIBUTARIES {GILA DRAIN), ARIZ, &
L S seesturesnareens vee 40,000 40,000
{FC)  PHOENIX ML’I’RO?OLII‘A& AREA vvrvnnvnnccnrssinanns 465,000 465,000
ARKANSAS
(FC) LITTLE ROCK METROPOLITAN AREA.«.ecvvunerannnnea 470,000 470,000
{FC) QUACHITA RIVER BASIN, ARK......... resemnrreteene 100,000 100,000
(FC) PINE BLUFF METROPOLITAN AREA..... Vererieeannann 242,000 242,000
(COMP) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM (AUTH. RPTYARK LA
OKLA TEX. . eeans rrevesuansavesteeunnnan reee 55,000 55,000
{C) WHITE RIVER BASIN ARK & MO (AUTH BPT)..vsvrvusn 75,000 75,000
{FC) WHITE RIVER BASIN RESERVOIRS..svveeeenvuvs srean 125,000 125,000
CALIFORNIA
{FC) ALAMEDA CREEK UPPER BASIN...iivesnsonennnsas cen 160, 000 160,000
(FC)  ANTELOPE VALLEY..viicenvervcursnn Sierurmsesane 40,000 150,000
(N) COAST OF NORTHERN CALIP{)R\?IA ..... crenmetienaae B 30,000 30,000
{FC) EEL RIVER. . e evernrroverannnaranvonan erasrereena 50,000 50,000
(FC) GUADALUPE RIVER..ueuannntoressosesnsessnevcnves 80,000 80,000
{N} HUMBOLDT HARBOR & BAY, CALIF....v0vue rewen 60,000 60,000
(FC) LOS ANGELES COUNTY UHRALNAGE AREA REVIEH ........ < 100,000 100, 000
(N} LOS ANGELES~LONG BEACH HARBORS (INC. SAN PEDRO
BAY MODEL STUDY).viusnsannnvovanes vesanae 365,000 725,000
(N} NORTH COAST OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIF ....... 15,000 15,000
{FC) NORTHERN CALTFORNIA STREAMS. .vivecvncnrnas asae 220,000 220,000
W GCEANSIDE HARBOR. suiuvvcvanns retaussesrererenaan 75,000 75,000
(FC)  SACRAMENTO RIVER & TRIBS-BANK :
PROTECTION AND EROSION CONTROL.uvuesoavevs fen — 75,000
(N} SACRAMENTO RIVER DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL. . 150,000 150,000
{FC)  SACRAMENTO RIVER-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA........ . 200,000 200, 000
{N) SACRAMENTO VALLEY NAV, CALIF..... sarrerErsvEnan 40,000 70,000
(FC)  SALINAS RIVER INCL. PART OF SALINAS~MONTEREY .
METROPOLITAN AREA .. euvvvecocsans rereesenee 420,000 420,000
(FC)  SAN DIEGO COUNTY STREAMS FLOWING INTO THE
PACIFIC OCEAN. ovvsersarasnnsnnnnas TR TR 50,000 200,000
(BE} SAN DIEGO COUNTY, VICINITY OF OCEANSIDE........ 70,000 125,000
(N) SAN DIEGO HARBOR & SWEETWATER RIVER, CALIF,.... 15,000 15,000
{FCy SAN FRAN BAY & SAC.-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, WATER
QUAL & WASTE DISPOSAL.vussvvaveranrmannes oo 80,000 100,000
(N} SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA (IN-DEPTH STUDY)...... . 270,000 270,000
[4.1] SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR & BAY (COLL & DISP .
DEBRIS), CALIF ... vvvvvanass exskEveservaannas 25,000 23,000
(FC) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASING . vsrcvnervenvnssansvens 200,000 320,000
(FC) SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY.evewnnnveasennsonsvonnne 50,000 50,000
{FC) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN & ORANGE COUNTY....veesss 300,000 300,000
{FC)  SANTA CLARA RIVER 45,000 125,000
(N) SUNSET HARBOR.... 30,000 30,000
{BE) VENTURA COUNTY, . 75,000 75,000
{FC) VENTURA RIVER.,...c. L sasscns — 50,000
{FC) WALNUT CREEK BASIN...... L 20,000 20,000
COLORADG
{FC) METRO DENVER & SOUTH PLATTE RIVER & TRIBS,
COLO., NEBR., & WYO. vsvuuvennas ratsisvienns 385,000 385,000
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CORNECTICUT
(COMP) CONRECTICUT RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT
CONN, ,MASS. ,No R 8V T v envenvonncernsnsnnene 75,000 175,000
{N} NEW HAVEN HARBOR. . cusvsesoscaccnnnsvrsersnacass 89,000 89,000
(FC)  RIPPOWAM RIVER, COBN...covsnonnvoruvesssnnssocs 40,000 100,000
(BE}y  SHERWOOD ISLAND STATE PARK...sovuvavesnvcecsnss 30,000 30,000
DELAWARE
(FC)  CHRISTINA RIVER BASIN.uccrisvencrsanascscvcansne 50,000 50,000
(N} MURDERKILL AND ST. JONES RIVEK..cceceauonnseans —— 16,000
DIST OF COLUMBIA
(SPEC) METROPOLETAN WASHINGTUN, D,C. WATER SUPPLY..... 600,000 600,000
FLORIDA
(N APALACHICOLA RIVER BELOW JIM WOUDRUFF
LOCK & DAMuouevcuinccesscvoavassunnsssnoncnnes 59,000 54,000
{FC) FOUR RIVER BASINS...cveverossnsnvesnsnvrsenssces 377,000 377,000
{N) JACKSUNVILLE HARBOR (MILL COVE)..oscrancracocan 40,000 40,000
{FC) JACKSONVILLE METROPOLITAN AREA...cvsvesorovines 390,000 390,000
(4.} MANATEE HARBOR, FlAu.ossancavirrreansrassvensse 25,000 62,000
{BE) MARTIN COUNTY...easvoesonnsocanasonnvononcrncnn —— 25,000
{BE} MONROE COUNTY. i veoesersusnunvsaonrssacnsssssvanse 50,000 50, 000
(N} OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY (ST LUCIE CANAL} eevrcvnsve 75,000 75,000
(N} PENSACOLA HARBOR. ceivucvsvcavrsanorancvervesrsns -— 50,000
{FC) PENSACULA~TALLAHASSEE METROPOLITAN & OTHER
URBAN AREAS...sarearcrvooanncosorvasnsansans 235,000 375,000
(BE) ., SAINT JOUNS COUNTY.cacsovnsnevcvvenrnacacvecnas 88,000 88,000
{BE) SHORES OF NORTHWEST FLORIUVA...cccsvvonsrosneccs 90,000 150,000
{BE) VOLUSIA COUNTY SHORES...cuccvvsarrenasansscevas 50,000 104,000
GEORGIA
(FC)  METRO SAVANNAH AREA, GAuveenssonvenesrvanscnncs 100,000 100,000
{FC) METKOPOLITAN ATLANTA ARFA..vecorrscenccaonavasnsy 350, 000 350,000
(FC)  SATILLA KIVER BASIN.u.sscsssvssnerccnsssvsvocen 15,000 75,000
(FC) SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN, GANC, & SCivenancesennss 104,000 104,000
cuar
[§.3] HARBORS & RIVERS IN THE TERRITORY OF GUAM...... 100,000 230,000
HAWALL
{(FC)  HARBORS AND RIVERS IN HAWALL. . oveavnccnnnsvrane 240,000 240,000
{N) KANEOHE BAY AND PART OF METROPOLITAN HOROLULY.. 360,000 360,000
(FC)  KIHELD DISTRICT..veercenrcrrssssvrnavesssvnnsonn —— 75,000
({FC) LAVA FLOW COMTROL, ISL. OF HAWAIL....eennvvonss —— 40,000
IDAHO
{FC) BIG WOOD RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...ucasvesnavoncace 142,000 142,000
(FC) COLUMBIA RIVER & TRIBS, IDAHO, MONT., ORE.,
WASH,, & WYU.uestuesressansnsanssnvonsrrascns 950, 800 950,000
(COMP) PACIFIC NORTHWEST RIVER BASIN, IDAHO, MONT.,
ORE., & WASHuucasuvoerasanrsveanssrvrsrnorannss 30,000 30,000
ILLINOIS .
{FC) CHICAGO--SOUTH END OF LAKE MICHIGAN, ILL. & IND. 230,800 280,000
(FC) DEGOGNIA & FOUNTAIN BLUFF DRAIN & LEVEE OIST &
GRARD TOWER, Il.cevensncvarnccnscasssonnonss 86,000 86,000
(FC) E.C.GIRARDEAU, CLR.CR.,N. ALEX., PRESTON, &
HMILLER POND DAL DISTesecrnscsononcernsnsnnos 75,000 75,000
{FC) FOX RIVER, ILL. & WISU.snieceacavasvonnvrvnncans 300,000 300,000
)] HMISS RIVER YR-RND WAV, IL, MO, LA, WI, MN
{FUNDS IN Relo)onevnonsnoeacasnncnacunsoncans 40,000 40,000
{FC) MI4S. RIVER, CASSVILLE, WISC. T¢ Ml 300, ILL.,
IOWA, MO.) & WISCueoneeronunsosnnnsarsnennss 53,000 53,000
{FC) MISS. RIVER, COON RAPIDS DAM TO ORIG RIVER,
Ilhey, TOWA, & MUsouvienovoanessrcaccassncanns 124,000 124,000
{FC} QUAD CITIES UKBAN STUDY..covvvenvvovsvacanavans e 75,000
{FC) ROCK RIVER AT ROCKFORD. . .vvcensvtonaonnnanresns 150,000 150,000
{N) SALTINE RIVER NAVIGATION..cvvvevnsnocnsnncovncns —— 36,000
(FC) SILYER CREEK, IL.cssvesevassvoncerncaanansconnne 135,000 135,000
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INDIANA
(FC) COLUMBUS, sevvuvanvsoscrssneornsnscovassssnsvnan 85,000 85,000
(FC) FORT WAYNE, INDIANA METROPOLITAN AREA...ceesvuv 80, 000 120,000
{BE) INDIANA SHORELINE EROSION, LAKE MICHIGAN....... 50,000 80,000
{COMP) WABASH RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, IND. & ILL..... 100, 000 100,000
(N} WABASH RIVER NAVIGATION, IND. & ILL.cscevnsnvee 150, 000 150,000
ToWA
(FC) DES MOTNES RIVER BANK EROSIOHR, IOWA..vssvsesuses 110,000 200,000
{FC) TOWA & CEDAR RIVERS, IOWA & MINN.ccavoevaanoove 150,000 150,000
{FC) LAKE MANAWA. ccuvonunnsscocosvaranssonasonansnas - 5,000
(FC) METRO SIOUX CITY & MO. RIV, SU, NB, TA..c.cennn 100,000 100, 000
KANSAS
{FC) ARKANSAS RIVEHR, CREAT BEND, KANS. TO JOHNM
HARTIN DA, COLO. .. veneccnnsneovrssncnnnans 170,000 170,000
{FC) ARKANSAS RIVER, GREAT HERD, KANS,
TO TULSA, OKLAGusosvacovuaneansnsnvsnssasnnae 260, 000 330,000
(FC) KANSBAS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...cvovscsonssvnvsnee 2%0,000 290,000
(FC) MARYSVILLE, KANSBAS..ieveroencnsnvsnocrasnconanse 40,000 40,000
{FC) YERDIGRIS RIVER, KANS. & OKLA. . uscnvcvcosnsnnes 275,000 225,000
KENTUCKY
{FCy CLARKS RIVER BASIN,uesvoonsesenasovanscssoncsans — 36,000
{N) GREEN & BARREN RIVERS, KY..sucevnnvvonannconsas 112,000 112,000
{R) LOUVISVILLE HARBOR, KY..oasosoounercnnoancnnranns 36,000 30,000
(N) LOWER CUMBERLAND & TENN RIVERS BELOW BARKLEY
CARAL, KY. & TENN v vinenevccvnssnvsvarcnnnen 180,000 180,000
{¥C) METROPOLITAN LEXINGTON REGION.:ssncoscoasaosvan 153,000 153,000
(FC) UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN...ceocanrvovensans 80,000 80,000
LOUISIANA
(N3} BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY (DUPRE CUT)euwvvesvnocnn 50,000 50,000
{N} BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, ENTRANCE CHANNEL....... 50,000 50,000
(N) BAYOU MANCHAC AND AMITE. .. avunvsuoarsvrcncoses — 10,000
(N) GULF IWW~LA. SECTION, HIGH LEVEL HIGHWAY
CROSSINGS.uvuvncssevnsnchrsnvnnsaarsnosocron 65,000 65,000
{N) GULF IWW-TEX. SECTION, LA, & TEXc.ceianucnsnnas 150,000 156,000
{FC)  LOUTSIANA COASTAL AREA.usuuncvracsonssvsonvoces 160,000 160,000
{FC) NEW ORLEANS~BATON ROUGE METROPOLITAN AREA...... 421,000 421,006
{FC) WEST BANK MISS RIV IN VIC OF NEW ORLEANS, LA... 50,000 50,000
MAIRE
(N} FORE RIVER CHNL, PORTLAND HBR, MEiecreuvnronens 76,000 76,000
{SPEC) PASSAMAQUODDY TIUAL STUDY...c.vvvenusnsnccervans 50,000 300,000
{FC) ST, JUHN RIVER:suvevosvonrsnccennssvscranrssncan 96,000 150,000
HARYLAND
{FC)  BALTIMORE METROPOLITAN STREAMS....civeseserccss 200,000 200,000
{FCY BEAVER DAM CREEK AND CABIN BRANCH...ovovsacnass —— 20,000
(SPEC) CHESAPEARE BAY STUDY, MD, & VAicuesnoocavanvesnse 1,840,000 1,840,000
{N} CHESAPEAKE CITY BRIDCE. cvuvasscrensnansascnrens - 40,000
{FC) MONONGAHELA YOUGHTOGHENY RIVER BASIN, M PA WV, 50,000 50,000
{FC) SHMITH ISLAND. el v cesunvorsnvasnsscvsscnnunvrnns n—— 25,000
MASSACHUSETTS
{N) BOSTON HARBUR {(DEBRIS).evuavesnvsesvevensssans 52,000 102,000
Ny BOSTON HARBOR (35 FT CHANNEL)Y....veesnssaceccss — 50,000
[BE) CAPE COD EASTERLY SHORES..ciuvcovwnsrnronsancnen 40,000 80,000
{FC) HOOSIC RIVER, MASS., N.Y., § VIieiiueasnonnsronse 40,000 40,000
MICHIGAN
(N) GRAND HAVEN HARBOR. .. envvoneerscoocssonencanvos 42,000 42,000
(N} GRAND HAVEN HARBOR & RIVER (SMALL BOAT)..nevsans 25,000 25,000
{(N) GREAT LAKES CONNECTING CHANNELS & HARBURS, MICH 80,000 80,000
{FC) GRT LAKES,ONTARIO & ERIE,(METRO
DULUTH-SUPERIOR) (ML, MN, NY, OH, PAGWI. s avananas 427,000 427,000
{SPEC) GRT LAKES~-ST LAWRENCE SWY. NAV SSN. EST.,
MILIL, INGMN NY  OH, PA WEe s iavvanonnvoronanns 650,000 760,000
(W) LITTLE GIRL™S POINT . covessntcasnsvanosrannance — 70,000
{N} MONROE HARBOR, MICH. cccvmnvcnnsnsasrnsscvecsnnnes 30,000 100,000
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{SPEC) WATER LVLS OF THE CGRT LAKES,
MI, T, I, M, NY O PALGWE. s snnansnrnaccans 220,000 880,000
HINNESOTA
{N} RESERVOIRS AY THE HEADWATERS OF THE
MISSISSEIPPI RIVER..uesuvusrnrnoevnvoronnanes 100,000 150,000
(N} JPPER MISSISSIPPL (SHMALL CRAFT LOCKS), HMINN.
IOWA, MU., & WISC,eivrnevororssnosnsnesannes 140,000 140,000
MISSISSIPPL
{N} PASCAGOULA HARBOR. cevecvnvrvsonnnsnornccranrunn 60,000 60,000
{FQ) PASCAGUULA RIVER BASIN....vsveuvrasnvoncoannnse 100,000 1ou, 008
(¥} PEARL RIVEP . suovnnrinsnessonnnvvccnsosssnansonn 40,000 40,000
HISSOURL
{FC) CAPE GIRARDEAU JACKSUN METRO AREAwcivenecesvnen 100,000 100,000
(FC) HETROPOLITAN KEGION OF KANSAS CITY, MO. & KANS. 414,000 414,000
(FC)  MISS. RIVER, OLD CHANNEL MILE 111«l174c00snnnes —— 100,000
{FC) PLATTIN CREEK. . euvaemvvosnonnnsvasaversvssvnns 50,000 50,000
(FC) ST, GENEVIEVE...vsuvrunnosnrsnsnenncnersansoncan 50,000 50,000
(N} ST, LUUIS HARBOR, MO. & Thleevevvoravnvoneocanns 50,000 50,000
(FC) ST. LOULIS METROUPOLITAN AREA, MO. & ILLiuasennes 165,000 165,000
MONTANA
{FC) FLATHEAD AND CLARK FORK RIVER BASINS. .. vannvee 75,000 220,000
NEBRASKA
(FC) PLATTE RIVER & TRIBUTARIES. . ienvnscunvenannnane 75,000 75,000
NEVADA
(FC)  TRUCKEE MEADOWS. o0 e innnrisvorvensssnansonsssns 30,000 34,000
NEW HAMPSHIRE
{FC) CONN. RIV. STRBK. EROS. (WILDER LK., NH&VT T
TUKNERS FALLS DA, MAY.vuvunrovicrvssannsnons 80, 000 110,000
{BE)  NORTH AND FUSS BEACHES. .avensccnaserrvncccessns 40,000 40,000
(N PORTSHOUTH HARBOR. svvnvecesrarassanvnannncannas -— 20,000
NEW JERSEY
{FC) CAMDEN METROPOLITAN AREA..vuvivvecrsnvecnsnnens 285,000 285,000
{FC) DELAWARE BAY, SHORE OF NEW JERSEY...eauvsawoenn 40,000 40,000
{FC) HACKENSACK RIVER, NoJ. & NoVevaersoreveannnonas 115,000 115,000
{N) KILL VAN KULL CHANNEL, NEWARK BAY CGHANNEL,
R 35,000 35,000
(FC) RAHWAY RIVER.uuosuvosonsesoavvocnrncssnonnvenans 146,000 146,000
{FC) RARITAN RIVER BASIN. tovvecvvanvvsecrresnanecnns 174,000 174,000
{FC) THIRD RIVER. vetueesvennsosnncnsssoncconrssnonan —— 70,000
NEW HMEXICO
(FC} PECUS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES AT CARLSBAD....vvvewe 60,000 60,000
{FC}  PUERCO RIVER AT GALLUP, ... ecccevressrsannananen 50,000 50,000
(FC) RIO GRANDE & TRIBUTARIES, N.M, & COLD..onvunvse 565,000 565,000
NEW YORK
(N} BIG SANDY CREEK MEXICO BAY...asssvcavcancosnsnas 50,000 50,000
(FC)  DELAWARE RIVER TRIBUTARIES IN NEW YOR¥X STATE,.. 50,000 50,000
(N} GOWANUS CREEK CHANNEL, NY...ovieveonvonansocese 40,000 40,000
(N} GREAT LAKES TO HUDSON RIVER WATERWAY....oeewvee 50,000 50,000
(FC)  IRONDEQUOIT CREEK, NY¥uivsienrsvvnvecnnnssavncen 40,000 40,000
{FC) MORRISONVILLE AND VICENITY, NY..uiiinsasonseeens 36,000 30,000
(N} OGDENSBURG HARBOR, NY..uvivavcunssnssrenvscnnns 40,000 40,000
{FC)  OSWEGD RIVER BASIN. . secesvocrvncvosasnvnesnvnne 464,000 464,000
(N} ST, LAWRENCE SEAWAY, ADDITIONAL LOCKS....snevas 200,000 250,000
(COMP) SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, N.Y.,
PAo, & MDieuravarsorsonsvsneccnvssnsnsonnnen 400,000 400,000
(FC) UPPER ALLEGHENY RIVER BASIN, HY & PA...v.ivernns 50,000 50,000
{FC) WALLKILL RIVER, NuY¥. & Nodivavoonorvnnsnnsonnne 50,000 50,000
(FC) WESTCHESTER COUNTY STREAMS, NY AND BYRAM
RIVER, CTscsvncvavenroasoscesasonncnnscoeses 160,000 180,000
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NORTH CAROLINA
(BE) BOGUE BANKS AND BOGUE INLET, N. Cuservnvenneens 60,000 60,000
(N} CAROLINA BEACH INLET..svvevsveccsassvsoscnranee 48,000 48,000
{FC) LUMBER RIVER, NC & SCovccrvsnnnremrnnnnscscnses 35,000 35,000
(FC) NEUSE RIVER.cevorsorceanrnosneocnsonasnnornanns 75,000 75,000
(FC) ROANOKE RIVER (SOUTH BOSTOM & VICINITY), N.C.
E VAevioroosnonorannanisssnsssnenrcannnrennns 85,000 85,000
{FC) SUGAR CREEK BASIN, N.Co & S.Cisvavscnsvssresen 230,000 230,000
NORTH DAKOTA
{FC) RED RIVER OF THE NORTH, N.D. & MINN.cewersomnss 335,000 335,000
OHIC
{FC) CENTRAL OHIO SURVEY...vvssersocncsscrsarsrnccen 110,000 110,000
{FC) CUYAHOGA RIVER BASIN..,wusevencrnrsonssnsnvaanss 130,000 130,000
(SPEC) LAKE ERIE=WASTEWATER MGMT. (SEC. 10BA,PL
92~500) OH,MICH, N Y., PAc i sasnenccnncnnnnas 770,000 770,000
{FC) MIAM] RIVER, LITTLE MIAMI RIVER & MILL CR, OHIO 100,000 100,000
(FCy  MILTON DAM AND RESERVOIR....cvccacorvrannonanes —— 25,000
{FC) MUSKINGUM RIVER BASIN.a.. avvwnsvnsssvusonvewnns 50,000 50,000
(N} OHLO PORT DEVELOPMENT, OHIO.  cavsesnvnvsrnscnss 50,000 50,000
OKLAHOMA
(FC) CANADTAN RIVER & TRIBUTARIES OK TX NM.....coune 100,000 200,000
(FC)  TENKILLER FERRY LAKE ... vsccenvevvssrrncavosnvns 45,000 45,000
(FC)  TULSA URBAN STUDY...ucensssrsssonsecaarrexecnes 170,000 400,000
OREGON
(N) COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, ORE & WASH........ 82,000 82,000
{FC) PORTLAND=VANCOUVER METROPOLETAN AREA. . .ccuvunss 358,000 620,000
(FC) SILVIES RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...vernvcosscananres 131,000 131,000
[41))] TILLAMOOK BAY AND BAR..vicevvsonscvonvrnrrvnees 10,000 80,000
(COMP) WILLAMETTE RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, OREGON..... 92,000 92,000
PENNSYLVANIA .
(FC) BEAVER RIVER BASIN, PA. & OH..cocrevescrrcsncne 250,000 250,000
{¥C) CHESTER CHREEK WATERSHED...vecsrsorsenssosrnnnce 70,000 70,000
(FC)  POTOMAC RIVER, NORTH BRANCH (MINE
DRAINAGEY ,PA., MD., & Wo VA i icorovrnenvranss 250,000 250,000
{FC)}  RAYSTOWN LAKE=HYDRO STUDYiaoevasuconcoravrrrnss 138,000 138,000
(N)  SCHUYLKILL RIVER REVIEW.....ssvvcoasncsconnsors 50,000 50,000
(FC) SUSGQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN, MINE DRAINAGE, FA.,
MD.y & NoYuoeovusesnonusmnnnnocnnosassansnss 137,000 137,000
RHODE ISLAND
{FC) PAWCATUCK RIV & NARRAGANSETIT BAY DRAIN, BASIN,.
Rolo ,MASS . SCONNocsanonensoncrrsresvcsesrocns 599,000 800,000
{¥) PROVIDENCE HARBOR (DEBRIS)...iavencrnecsssnnane 39,000 32,000
(N} SAKONNET HARBOR. . .eseseensannsveocssrcacsonvssn —— 30,000
SOUTH CAROLINA
{BE) FOLLY BEACH. sucanrvennsancvsossanesnssnsnssnrves 25,000 30,000
[§.)] GEORGETOWN HARBOK....cconnsncnvensssccsnnsvsonns 42,000 42,000
SQUTH DAKOTA
(FC)  MISSOURI RIVER, $.D., MOWT., NEBR. & M.D....... 81,000 81,000
(FC) UPPER BIG SIOUX RIVER & EASTERN SD WATER
SUPPLY, SD & LAcssrsnonsocrccsoarnorsnccnuns 140,000 140,000
TENNESSEE
(FC) METROPOLVYTAN REGEON OF MEMPHIS..eccicvcernaanss 196,000 196,000
(FCY)  METROPOLITAN REGION OF NASHVILLEsosevanverwcsncs 300,000 300,000
TEXAS
(FC)  BEAR CREEK AND TRIBS..coveoeresecrsanconnsunvens w— 75,000
{FC) BRAZOS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES. .uevvavrcrasancsccns 236,000 236,000
{FC) BUFFALO BAYOU & THRIBUTARIES...escovesscsvonnaas 70,000 110,000
{FC} COLORADO RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..evvvsevoversannen 180,000 200,000
(N} COLORADO RIVER CHANREL TO BAY CITY¥..escinrvanvs 50,000 100,000
(N} CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, HARBOR ISLAND..... 150,000 150,000
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(N} GALVESTON BAY AREA NAV., STUDY.ccovessnnssvncnse 105,000 150,000
(BE)  GALVESTOR COUNTY SHORE BROSIUN...vsrersavecsacs 100,000 315,000
(FC}  JOHNSON CREEK..ovvaencsscnnnrrarsassnsavoonsnen 154,000 154,000
(FC)  LINNVILLE BAYOU & CANEY CREEK, TRES PALACIOS... 65,000 65,000
(FC)  LOWER SABINE RIVER, TEXc.cevuescsvorsancrosvnan 100,000 2501000
{N) MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL: coavssssvavranrsxrcarnss —— 40,000
(FC}  NUECES RIVER AND TRIBS....vccvsosesvosvavesanes — 50,000
(FC) PALO BLANCO CREEK aMD CIBOLO CREEK
IN VICINITY OF FALFURRIAS. ..cuceasnvesensnss — 50,000
(M) SABINE~NECHES WATERWAY. ... iuetnavsonssvanvenans 95,000 95,000
{FC) SAN DIEGO CREEK.seasavoracesavocscorvonvsnesnmns 45,000 43,000
{FC) SAN JACINTO RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...srsvserreanse 75,000 100G, 000
(SPEC) TEXAS COAST HURRICANE, TEX.uevvevwasossvsonsanns 310,000 400,000
UTAH
{FC) COLO, RIV & TRIBS, ABOVE LEE FERRY,
UTAH,ARIZ. ,COL. N M EWY o vnvvrocoraranvesare 30,000 30,000
(FC)  JORDAN RIVER BASIN..cecvevsoovsvsansssrarscnnsse 50,000 50,000
VIRGIN ISLANDS
{FC)  VIRGIN ISLANDS (CROWN BAY)...ovvecessvonnarannse 60,000 63,000
VIRGINIA
{FC)  CHOWAN RIVER, VA. & NuCovivsvonvnrnovaronnsrrocs 200,000 200,000
() HAMPTON KOADS DRIFT REMOVAL....vvvcoracancnnnns — 56,000
{N) NORFOLK HARBOR & CHANNELS (ANCHORAGES).+civeoss 50,000 30,000
(BE)  NORFOLK VICINITY OF WILLOUGHBY SPIT.....cvveuns — 25,000
(FCy ROANOKE RIVER, UPPER BASIN....eocnvvuvansnccnse 30,000 90,000
WASHINGTON
(FC)  CHEHALIS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES. .sveeaceocnncsnnes 100,000 150,000
{(FC)  METROPOLITAN SPOKANE & SPOKANE RIVER &
TRIBUTARIES, WASH. & IDAHO...cvuovrsanncrnss 5%, 000 55,000
(FC) OKANOGAN RIVER & TRIBS.eevccvavavcinsasannsoons 80,000 82,000
(COMP) PUGET SOUND & ADJACENT WATERS AUTH REPORT, WASH 150, 000 200,000
(N) SEATTLE HARBOR, ELLIOTT BAY, WASH..eovvconaruss 63,000 63,000
{R} SHOHOMISH RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..svveonnnsanrrnss 142,000 142,000
(FC)  YAKIMA VALLEY, REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT....... 80,000 150,000
WEST VIRGINIA
{FC) GAULEY RIVER.csveversansansncrcanscnssanssacons 280,000 280,000
(FC) ISLAND CREEK.weernvvsnarssvvrcacsvcevonsrssnnns — 50,000
(COMP) KANAWHA RIVEK BASIN AUTH REPORT,W.VA., H.C,, &
VA, soeospaonssasoracssvsoranrasnacacnensvnsve 200,000 200,000
(FC}  METRO REGIOR OF HUNTINGTON, W.VA.( ASHLAND,
KY. PORTSHOUTH, OHIO) c.ssveonsvesvocansnracs 450, 000 450,000
(FC)  METROPOLITAN REGION OF WHEELING, W.VA. & OHIO.. 220,000 220,000
WISCONSIN .
(FC)  CHIPPEWA RIVER....ovenscssnnroccnrsarvecsonnases 100,000 100,000
{N) HARBORS BETWEEN KENOSHA & KEWAUNEE....csceveuns 120,000 120,000
(FC)  WISCONSIN KIVER PORTAGE....ouvvunssivssnnnscaus e 40,000
Total, ALL STATES..cicvvssveserrane 33,625,000 40,420,000
COORDINATION STUDLES WITH OTHER AGENCIES...cs.. 3,100,000 3,000,000
REVIEW OF AUTHORIZEL PROJECTS:
RESTUDIES OF DEFERRED PROJECTS..evsavonnvers 75,000 1/ 145,000
REVIEW OF COMPLETED PROJECTS
(SEC. 216, PL 91=611).ccvisannnssnnsoroons 720,000 720,000
REVIEW FOR DEAUTHORIZTION
{SEC. 12, PL 93-231).eccasescnnnasavarnes 375,000 375,000
TOLA).uvsevrsovvssnursennssoonnorsnse 1,170,000 1,240,000

Budget Conference
Estimate Al lowance
General Investigations, State and project 1977 1977
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA:
STREAM CACING (U.S. GEOLOGICAL SUNVEY)..cvss 465,000 465,000
PRECIPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATHER
SERVICE) snvosssssnncsrsnsnasonunsesrsusss 280,000 280,000
FISH AND WILDLIFE STUDIES (USF & WSYecevanon 2,000,000 2,000,000
INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES...svecnscvorsocs 300,000 300,000
FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES..avescenones 19,000,000 10, 000,000
HYDROLOGIC STUDIES . csvauousorsecrasocvnnsrcn 290,000 290,000
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS 125,000 125,000
COASTAL DATA COLLECTION.....sveerunccevacens 400,000 300,000
TOUALevwearrenreosavvaransannsosnnos 13,860,000 13,760,000
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT.ovassvesnvnnascnancone 12,500,000 13,500,000
Total, GEN INVESTIGATIONS....eceons 64,255,000 71,920,000

1/ Includes $70,000 for Kaunakakai Deep Draft Harbor, Hawail

Amendment No. 8: Provides limitation of $2,000,000 for transfer
to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service as proposed by the
Senate instead of $1,800,000 as proposed by the House.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Amendment No. 9: Appropriates $1,436,745,000 for Construction,
general, instead of $1,416,477,000 as proposed by the House and
$1,436,759,000 as proposed by the Senate. . )

The Conferees agree that not to exceed $1,500,000, within available
funds, may be uszgx,‘ if needed, for the relocation of Route 209 at the
Tocks Island project, Pennsylvania.

The funds appropriated for Construction, general, are to be allocated
as shown in the following tabulation:



Construction, general, State and project

Budget Estimate

Conference Allowance

FY 1977 FY 1977
Construction Planning Construction Planning
ALABAMA
(N} JUHN HOLLIS BANKHEAD LOCK & DAM (REHAB) .....ues 591,000 —— 591,000 -
(MP)  JONES BLUFF LOCK AND DAMasscssassnencsnnsnssnss 1,700,000 b 4,000,000 —
(N) TENNESSEE~TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY, ALA. & MISS...... 84,000,000 — 104,000,000 —
ALASKA
(FC)  CHENA RIVER LAKES, FAIRBANKS.uvesevoscanssnnvans 26,000,000 — 24,000,000 e
(MP)  SNETTISHAMuuceasnservsorvssouscnessssscncacovos 4,500,000 - 44,500,000 e
ARILZOKA
(FC)  INDIAN BEND WASH:ssssuensasoseanssnervannsnnsas 4,000,000 — 4,000,000 ——
(FC}  PHOENIX AND VICINITY (INCLUDING NEW RIVER)
STAGE lessunnsnnsnsnscscnneavasornennnssoncs 1,500,000 o 1,500,000 -—
(FCY  PHOENLX AND VICINITY (INCLUDING NEW RIVER)
STAGE 2uavasvovnnveccessrasansnonanonanssnas — 394,000 —— 394,000
ARRANSAS
{MP) DEGRAY LAKE .ausvovovenosoasoensossssssscsavanse 2,000,000 - 2,000,000 fd
{FCY  DEQUEEN LAKE..v.eouuescvoorenosoansoscsnsnvavan 896,000 — 896,000 —
{FCY  GILLHAM LAKE..e.svavescrorsevrosesveosensnsocns 682,000 e 682,000 m——
833 MCCLELLAN-KERR ARK. RIVER NAV SYSTEM, LOCKS &
DAIMS ,ARK. AND OKLAssessavoensvavasvorssnanes 2,247,000 —— 2,247,000 m——
(MP)  NORFORK LAKE = HIGHWAY BRIDGE.:ssonssvararsnnce —— 625,000 —— 625,000
(MP}  NORFORK LAKE = UNITS 3 & &uuacsrevvnvanscoonnse —— 470,000 —— 470,000
(N) QUACHITA ARD BLACK RIVERS, ARK. & LAsesssenosne 3,700,000 — 7,000,000 -
(FC}  PINE MOUNTAIN LAKE..uevesssossavsrcavonsvacaron —— 365,000 —— 365,000
(FC)  POSTEN BAYOU.vsseoruarevaonvonaonnsoonsennanasss o 75,000 — 75,000
{FC)  RED RIVER LEVEES AND BANK STAH BELOW DENLSON
DAM, ARK., LA« & TEXucosonauovnarovasnsrsonas 2,000,000 —— 2,000,000 —
(FC}  VILLAGE CREEK, JACKSON AND LAWRENCE COUNTIES... o 100,000 — 100,000
CALIFORNIA
(N) BUDEGA BAYu.evohovnvencrceanrovnesvserersranann ——— 115,000 ——— 115,000
(FC)  BUCHANAN DAM-H.V. EASTMAN LAKE..scssssussareans 2,060,000 — 2,760,000 ——
(FC)  BUTLER VALLEY DAM=BLUE LAKE.....ceccvesrancoanrs —-— — —— 35L,000
{FCY  COTTONWOOD CREER:svusveavocaacossecesccanroncas —— — — 370,000
(FC)  CUCAMUNGA CREEK.sseuusonnssasosrnecnnassnsennn 5,100,000 — 7,000,000 ——
(FC)  DRY CREEK (WARM SPRINGS) LAKE AND CHANNEL,..... 3,300,000 —— 750,000 —
(FC)  FAIRFIELD VICINITY STREAMS...voveesenassceccnes —— —o— 300,000 —
{FC}  HIDDEN DAM-HENSLEY LAKE..ssernvoranonsnnnesennsn 1,901,000 s 2,101,000 ——
- - Fammme ]
(N) HUMBOLT HARBOR AND BAY..sevossovanvarossuorarss —— e 500,000 o
(BE}  IMPERIAL BEACH...eacnvovsrsoncnvassrsncurssnsan 90,000 s 90,000 ——
{FC) LYTLE AND WARM CREEKSssesssrsossnancosessnoncss 2,700,060 el 2,700,000 Bad
(MP}  MARYSVILLE LAKE.susnsavesssersonanoncacsnrnance — 500,000 — 500,000
(FC)  HMERCED COUNTY STREAMS..cesssvravsnsonasnsrcsves — 650,000 e 650,000
(FC)  NAPA RIVER BASIN.ovuesouvevoeseascrevernnacscens 6,000,000 — 6,000,000 ——
(MP)  NEW MELONES LAKE...csveesssssnnsaccsssnsasenses 59,000,000 —— 64,000,000 —
(N) PORT SAN LUISessvaeusasenannoravsssssarsosnonss — — 1,500,000 ——
(FC)  SACRAMENTO RIVER AND MAJOR AND MINOR
TRIBUTARIES. cucaneavevronsononcsesnsoacnnene 200,000 — 200,000 ———
(FC) SACRAMENTO RIVER BARK PROTECTION...oceennvsonns 2,300,000 e 2,500,000 e
(FC)  SACRAMENTQ RIVER, CHICO LANDING TO RED BLUFF... s —— 1,500,000 ——
(BE)  SAN DIEGO (SUNSET CLIFFS} (SEG. Adussvosvenness — 75,000 —— 100,000
{N} SAN DIEGU HARBOR. .ccuicvenvsnsnssacansoevvvnnenn 9,030,000 — 7,480,000 ——
(N) SAN DIEGO RIVER AND MISSION BAY..susvevesssnvae 90,000 ——— 90,000 e
(FC)  SAN DIEGO RIVER(MISSION VALLEY)eiiisvossonensns ——— 240,000 ——— 100,000
(N) SAN FRANCISCO BAY TO STOCKTON (J.F., BALDWIN & Lo
STOCKTON SHIP CHANS) syuavecrsenrsssssauvocns 1,100,000 — 1,100,000 ———
(FC)  SAN LUIS REY RIVERu.oveessosnssnsscarsnsnennses —— 350,000 —— 350,000
{FC)  SANTA PAULA CREEK.qsesoenacoscorsrroneensrsnnse —— — 400,000 -—
{BE)  SURFSIDE~SUNSET AND NEWPORT BEACH. .eseevessnnss 100,060 - 100,000 —-—
(FC}  SWEETWATER RIVER:.u.oeeseesovsnnansevenccacarsa 200,000 — 300,000 -—
{FC) WALNUT CREEK¢ouvoeesssssvonsrsranavasnorsctenns 3,800,000 e 5,800,000 ——
(FC)  WILDCAT SAN PABLO CREEKS.ssvesscannsssssvacanss e o — 200,000
COLGRADO
(FC)  ARKANSAS RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ABOVE JOHN
MARTIN DAM (PHASE I)vvevevncessecosnvnneanna —— 350,000 e 350,000
(FC BEAR CREEK LAKE...sscesancovencsnossnnarnocsnns 12,500,000 — 12,500,000 ———
{FC)  CHATFIELD LAKE. .suravvenssssnsossrnosnvnsnaane 5,500,000 — 5,500,000 ——
{FC)  LAS ANIMAS.....svenccscancsnnnnnscrersancacssas 1,400,000 — 1,400,000 —
(FC)  TRINIDAD LAKEusuusnsssonssonssceoennsnvronccasse 5,500,000 — 5,500,000 ——
CONNECTICUT
(FC)  DANBURY..ucvvucsrononeonssunanrnssssanncocensan 1,600,000 m—— 1,600,000 o
(FC)  NEW LONDON HURRICANE BARKIER.u:vessescensonsase - - 200,000 ——
(FC)  PARK RIVER..cvssounasssnsanscsensarnonsnanansos 9,000,000 e 10,000,000 ——
DELAWARE
(FC)  DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION..svenvssvsncansnvsven ——— - 500,000 ——
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
POTOMAC ESTUARY PILOT WATER TREATMENT PLANI.... —— — 1,000,000 ——
FLORIDA
{FC) CENTRAL AND SQUTHERN FLORIDA.v.wcrvsascaonsnsan 6,600,000 e 6,000,000 _—
(FCY  DADE COUNTY.uvosravesunonsunsnnvasesncrsssanons —— — 2,800,000 —
{BE) DUVAL COUNTY.oeunocvcnnoasnvnsensnnnanasnrannse o -~ 3,800,000 —
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Construction, general, State and project Fy 1877 FY 1977
Canstruction Planning Construction Planniag
(FC)  FOUR RIVER BASINS.csevevacsonrsnssarsrsasasnans 5,000,000 — 8,000,000 -—
(8)  JACKSONVILLE HARBOR (1965 ACT)esessursoccsseres 7,868,000 — 5,368,000 —
(BE)  MANATEE COUNTYrvvonssnsessrsnvesonaasansosssses e — — 50,000
(N}  PANAMA CITY HARBUR...eeessessnessonasonesssnnns 600,000 — 600,000 e
(8)  PORT EVERGLADES HARBOK.(eaesssuvosvsennsersnsas ——— 200,000 —— 200,060
(N)  SAINT LUCIE INLETu.caseosssaesesonsersasnsnnsss — 45,000 e 45,000
(N)  TAMPA HARBOK {MAIN CHANNEL)eevssvaonseorassecss 5,000,000 —— 82500,060 -
GEORGTA
(MP)  CARTERS LAKE« s sveconeessnsosonsennssosnsoosnns 1,200,000 B 1,200,000 -
(W)  HARTWELL LAKE (FIFTH UNIT)GA & SCuessesanvoosss — 210,400 —— 210,000
(P}  RICHARD B, RUSSELL DAN AND LAKE, GA. & §.Cu.vsn 10,300,060 —— 16, 300,000 —
(N} SAVANNAH MARBOR EXTENSION..esrsssenesvavessncrs —— e e 200,000
(N)  SAVANNAH HARBOR (WIDENING AND DEEPENING)...c»s. 1,986,000 —— 1,986,000 —
(MP}.  WEST POINT LAKE, GAe & AL&s.orrecrssonasnnnsrss 5,000,000 -— 6,500,000 -
HAWALL
(N} BARBERS POINT (DEEP DRAFT) HARBOR, CAHU........ —— 36,000 o 36,000 -
o}
(FC)  1AO STREAMu.wssssssnsassessvsonvorrasassesaroses —— - 1,000,000 ———
(FC)  KANEOHE-KAILUA AHEA« ..y cuvcrvrsrensarassaasssss 8,200,000 — 8,200,000 -
(N) WAIANAE SMALL BOAT HARBOR...svseverssnnvensarss —— ——— 1,000,000 -—
IDAHO
(P)  DWOKSHAK DAM AND RESERVOIK.eovessursercssssnses 5,500,000 —— 5,500,000 ——
(FC)  RIRLE LAKEwaa.essrsoarssonsorosasnveses 6,800,000 - 6,800,000 -—
ILLINOIS
(FC)  CARLYLE LAKE.++sevvensrescssssassntsannesnsnnss 1,020,000 - 1,020,000 e
(FC)  COLUMBIA DRAINAGE & LEVEE DIST. NO. Juveeserns 900,000 - 960,000 e
(FC)  EAST MOLINE.svessenssonorsnsovesnssossnneescrss — - 400,000 e
(FCy  ELDRED & SPANKEY DRAINAGE & LEVEE DISTKICT,.... -— — —— 100,000
(FC)  FREEPORT«svnansorvnnanrsssecssnsnsasssissrerans 100,000 - 100,000 "
(FC)  FULTONavronvronnesnnnsssssnesssnerensannsssones —— - 400,000 ——
(FC)  HARRISONVILLE & IVY LANDING DRAINAGE AND LEVEE
DISTRICT 80u Zuvaseeaneosorncosvesrnssioneas 2,189,000 o 2,189,000 —
(N} ILLINOLS WATERWAY, CALUMET~SAG MODIFICATION
PART L, IhL. & INDevevonesensnsessanessnasns 2,259,000 — 2,259,000 ——
() ILLINOIS WATERWAY, DUPLICATE LUCKS,
TLL. AND INDuoosveeenesnsssasnnesvessssensns — 130,000 —— e
(FC)  KASKASKIA ISLAND DRALHAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT... —— 300,000 —— 300,000
(V) KASKASKIA RIVER NAVIGATION.susseossveanesvsonss 5,000,000 —— 5,800,000 ——
e S, N
T{FC)  LITILE CALUNET RIVER.w. 165,600
. R R R N Y - lo —
() LOCK AND DAM 53 (TEMPORARY LUCK), ILL. & KYu... 8,800,000 —— a.uog:ggg e
(FC)  LOUISVILLE LAKE.«uyusnsanencanaosersssvensrens — 15 :
(N)  MISS. RIVEK, CHAIN OF ROCKS, ILL & MOu.srnsnsss _— 0:000 po 139,000
(N)  MISS KI BYWN THE OHIO & MO RIVERS (REGULATING 300,000 -
WORKS) , ILLe & MOuvsuusoanvannsnnscsnsuns
(FC)  HOLINEvs«vesnnnenscanvmenonennnnenes o 3+300,000 o 4+500,000 e
(FC)  RUCK ISLAND+1vnnvsnvnnesnssnesnnresnersnonnsens 220,000 #30:000 000 30,000
(FC)  ROCKFORDsvsnvssssssnsmonvnenensnnssennsnononns 2,6001000 - , 220,000 -
(N)  SMITHLAND LOCKS AND DAM, ILL., IND. & KY......s P —- 1600, 000 e
(FC)  SNY ISLAND LEVEE AND DRAINAGE...seneesonsnrorns 34,000,000 - 39,000,000 ——
(FC)  SOUTH BELOITuuvenrneransnsnsonneonssansunsanens . 100,000 - 30,600
(FC)  WOOD RIVER DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT,.ss0esos — 108,000 - 100,000
00,000 s 100,000
INDIANA
(FC)  BIC BLUE LAKE.u.ssoseesnsarannnnnrnsnenns —— 300,000
(FC)  BIG WALNUT LAKE (LAND ACQUISITION} SR : o 300,000
(FO)  BKOOKVILLE LAKE.«orvsvavssssnensmrrinismrirs  1.740.000 = 450,000 —
(N)  CANNELTON LOCKS AND DAMS, IND. & KY *300, - 1,740,000 -
{FC)  EVANSVILLE..... e IO 309,000 - 300,000 -
(FC)  LAPAYETTE LAKE..1svunsernnrssnnsmrsoessnesnnns 17400, 000 — 1,200,000 —
(FC)  LEVEE UNIT NO. 5urnuvnvevevensnssnsesennsnrons "0 000 — - -
(FC)  MARIONuutscuesurnennensnesesesnsorncansnsncns T 175,000 730,000 oo
(FC)  MASON J. NIBLACK LEVEE (PUMPING FACILITIES).s.. 103,000 '222 o 175,000
(N)  NEWBURGH LOCKS & DA, IND. & KY. ey 103,000 —
(FC)  PATOKA LAKE.«.sevnnasaservrosannsvnunnsnssrons 11 300,000 - 1+100,000 - ot
(N)  UNIONTONN LOCKS ASD DAH, LND. & KY..vuenesonons Y300, - 10,000,000 ——
: : & KYsnsvnnvannnus 2,200,000 —— 1,700,000 ——
10WA
(FC)  BIG SIOUX RIVEK AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA AN
(FC)  CLINTONu+rsraneeness . D S 1.700,0u0 — 1,700,000 -
pbe DAVENPORT e tll seesersvesnsvaritirareencen 7,400,000 R 7,400,000 -
Ly 139,000 = 139,000
(FCY  MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, IUWA, KANSAS, P - 1,359,000 —
MISSOURL, AND NEBRASKA 3.2
Ckarrarreveraresensars 00,0 ——
(N)  MISSOURT RIVER, SIOUX CITY TO MOUTH, 1OWA, +400.000 3,200,000 —
KANS., MO., & saneassres
(FC) GTTUHHA.:....:...???..... OISR 2:200,000 - 2,200,000 -
(FC)  SAYLORVILLE LAKE.+ oo vmnssvsnnsnnsnnsonsmnomnons so1+000 - 101,060 -
(FC)  WATERLOO........r. SOOI 3,300,000 - 4,600,000 -
Ceerernuateneraerararraenaaan 6,100,000 — 6,100,000 o
KANSAS
{FC)  BIG HILL LAKE...coummnvnrrasasanaves
(FC)  CLINTON LAKE.aoeseecussnarans OO 290,000 - 1,000,000 —
(F6) DODGE CITY. ... vrvevssersnsseracnns 6,550,000 — 6,550,000 —
(FC) £L DORADG LAKE R AR R TR PR 2,380,000 — 174,000 ——
(o e e o el =
(FC) GROVE LAKE.........0seeeennens . - 100,000 L 100,000
(FC)  GROVE LAKE....,..... e — iy 506006 oo
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75,000

FY 1977 FY 1977
Construction Plananing Construction Planning
TTURCY T TRILLSDALE LAKE. VL L L 8,000,000 — 9,000,000 ——
(FC)  KANSAS CITY 1962 MOUIFICATION...eievnenencasnse 3,800,000 — 3,800,000 —
(N} KANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION..,srosvcancanssvevevean o 140,000 e 140,000
(FC}  LAWRENCE...,srsnsuvasacavavasnrsncevessesessncne 2,600,000 —— 2,600,000 .
{FC)  MARION..eossssrersncnnssoasvovnvashnsesssasnsss 1,300,000 o 2,168,000 o ——
{FC} ONAGA LAKE....o0srseaasasavonssssntossvsssrsens —— 137,000 ——— 137,000
{FC}  PERRY LAKE AREA (ROAD IMPRUVEMENTS)eevvocssoenrs 70U, 000 e 700,000 e
(FC}  TOWANDA LAKE. cusvrcrnsecoenervssnoescscrsccsnss —— R -_— 100,000
KENTUCKY
(FC)  BIG SOUTH FORK NATIONAL RIVER AND RECREATION
AREA, KY, & TENN.uosssenocseceversancrnsnvos - 350,000 —— 350,000
(FCY  BOONE COUBTY..ounvensvaccocrsrasarsarancacansns — B 367,000 ———
(FCY  CAVE RUN LAKE..csnosveoercnsncsvsoascoonvannear 1,900,000 e 2,900,000 e
(FC}  DAYTON FLUODWALL ... acrasssvrsassvesnsscrrssrans — — 150,000 —
(FE}  KEHOE LARE..svsvsvnssossssecscasnsonsusnatnacas 3,000,000 e 3,375,000 —_—
(MP)  LAUREL RIVER LAKE..uoxssssssseranausensvnsvnsve 3,200,000 —— 3,200,000 - :
(FC)  MARTINS FORK LAKE.eerocovavressresosvannnerrsns 6,500,000 —— 6,500,000 -— [ .
(FC)  PAINTSVILLE LAKE....cecccvvsovonans revee 3,300,000 — 3,300,000 —— bo
(FC)  SOUTHWESTERN JEFFERSON COUNTY...... N 4,800,000 —— 6,300,000 ——
{FC)  TAYLORSVILLE LAKE...e.ecrvnosronnsoncsscsnsnses 5,300,000 -— 5,300,000 —
(FC)  TUGC FORK VALLEY (PHASE I)evuvievrecoscsnacnnsse —— 150,000 e 150,000
(MP}  WOLF CREEK DAM ~ LAKE CUMBERLAND (REHAB)....... 22,000,000 — 26,000,000 —
(FCY  YATESVILLE LAKE..vsvsessovrsnnsnannsoscsonesnsn 3,800,000 —— 3,800,000 —
LOUISTANA
) ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHERE, BOEUF AND
BLACK . cosvvessnnconssosnosnerssnnansrrsnnons 2,000,000 —— 2,000,000 e
(FC}  BAYOU BODCAU AND TRIBUTARIES....cceccrrmssennns 400,000 —— 1,000,000 R
{FC}  LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY.orvvsnsmonvacns 12,000,000 s 12,000,000 o
{FC}  LARUSE TO GULDEN MEADUM...veovessssrasosavasvone 2,600,000 o 2,600,000 —
(N} MISSISSIPPI RIVER OQUTLETS, VENICE,LAc.sossavens 2,810,000 ——— 2,810,000 e
{X) MISSISSIPPL RIVEK, GULF OUTLET..cvvecsnsrsnnnan 100,000 e 100,000 ——
(FC)  NEW ORLEANS TO VENIGE......covecornranreoncsers 5,600,000 o 5,600,000 e
(N) OVERTUN~RED RIVER WATERWAY
(LOWER 31 MILES ONLY)useaessvsonvonnavoveras 1,645,000 —— 1,645,000 —
(N RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, LA.,
ARK., OKLA., & TEXcereaesarrorenanvunrcnsnsre 2,326,000 o 5,000,000 ——
[0} RED RIVER WATERWAY, MISSISSIPPL RIVER Tu
SHREVEPURT, LA.osssescensrrsasnsancnsunsensvs 11,200,000 o 16,200,000 —
(€3] RED RIVER WATERWAY, SHREVEPORT, LA. TO i
INDEX, ARKuorsovocsossosarsernoscoarassasere —— - — 104,000
MAINE .
(MP) DICKEY~LIRCOLN SCHOOL LAKES.euvunavusvonvescsccs — 500,000 —-— 2,000,000
MARYLAND
[#3] BALTIMORE HARBOK AND CHANNELS.vseevscvsenercsss — 280,000 e 280,000
(FC)  BLOUMINGTON LAKE, MU. & WoVAu.ovavovnvonacsnsns 11,800,004 s 14,400,000 e
MASSACHUSETTS
(FC)  CHARLES RIVER DAMusesvsvnosnscvunsasanssssoncns 9,930,000 — 10,500,000 —
(FC}  CHARLES RIVER NATL STORAGE AREAS (LA)essvssvess —— e 1,000,000 —
(FC)  BURTH NASHUA RIVER.1sssassssrnsensacasanneneses —— 160,000 o 160,000
(FC)  BAXURVILLE .. s vansnsassnonsvonsosososnsnrsncsanns 2,000,000 — 2,000,000 —
oy WEYHOUTH~FORE AND TOWN RIVERS...eecscecsnnnnces 2,479,000 —— 2,470,000 —
MICHIGAN
o) GREAT LAKES CONNECTING CHANNELS.sssssvsonuenoss e — LoD, 000 ———
() LEXINGTON HARBOR. »vsuncneenscnsessases veees 403,000 -— 403,000 —
(N) LUDINGTUN HARBOR. ., uvsonrsvsvossvsvervasnsesons — — 800,000 ——
(N) OTTAWA RIVER HARBOR, MICH. & UBIOusvesesuneonsn — 100,000 e 106,000
(FC)  RED RON DRAIN AND LOWER CLINTON RIVER.s:eeouson e 550,000 e 650,000
(FL)  RIVER ROUGE 1962 ACT . evnnvovrnrnsnoersronsnnes 2,959,000 e 2,959,000 i
(FC)  SAGINAW RIVER 1958 ACT.vueuveonrurnsnrssnssnnes 4,050,000 — 4,050,000 —
(N} TAWAS BAY HARBOK. ). ysnvsaonsonnnrssnvussnnsnass 800,000 —— 800,000 ——
MINNESOTA . <)
(FC)  BIGC STONE LAKE - WHETSTONE RIVER, MINN. & S.D.. 1,960,000 e 1,900,000 o [
(FC)  MANKATO AND NORTH MANKATO..\vvsonssnrescosensen 7,200,000 e 7,200,000 e
(FC}  RUCHESTER (PHASE I)eusnvnsnnrravercovorevnnvaree — 200,000 ~——— 200,000
(FC)  BOSEAU RIVER. cisvenovmssmrsessserancsnsnnscncsn 3,600,000 o 3,600,000 e
(FCY  TWIN VALLEY LAKE+uasscasansosoossecnassasvennns —-— 400,000 — 400,000
(FC}  WINONA..svvssvcesnansonncssessorsrsosevcnvnsnss e 364,000 -—- 364,000
MISSISSIPRL
(FC)  EDINBURG LAKE {PHASE I)uieieecacsnsecvvsnananans —— 75,000 — 75,000
(FC)  TALLAHALA CREEK LAKE....ecsssasunsonnnnsnsvovas 3,000,000 s 3,000,000 ——
(FC)  TOMBIGBEE KIVEK AND TRIBUTARIES, MISS. & ALA... 3,600,000 e 3,000,000 -
MISSOURT
(FC)  BLUE RIVER CHANNEL,KANSAS CITY..eovceunconnnnss — 500,000 e 500,000
(MP)  CLARENCE CANNON DAM AND RESERVOIN..evessweensnn 40,000,000 — 44,000,000 ——
{MP}  HARRY 5. TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR..seuiecnesnsss 73,500,000 e 79,000,000 o
(FC)  LITTLE BLUE RIVER CHANNEL.sessnnarecocssansesve 4,000,000 — 4,000,000 —
(FC)  LITTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES...eevevenessrrncrvsonen 2,200,000 — 2,200,000 -—
(FC)  LONG BHANCH LAKE...snusrsreveconncernrscrarsnons 3,8%0,000 — 3,880,000 ——
(FC)  MERAMEC PARK LAKE.scrvevrrnsscsnncasnonnnsnnsas 4,500,000 — 9,508,000 —
(FC)  PERRY COUNTY DALD NOJL,283us,ursnsnssrcrersaces e e 500,000 m———
(FL)  PINE FURD LAKE..wusrsnvsunvoscvcssssrssossannas e 500,000 e 500,000
(FC)  PRUSPERITY LAKE (PHASE D)evvscrsenessnsvsvsaras e e ———
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(FC)  SMITHVILLE LAKE..soevososnaosaassonossos 15,700,000 — 16,700, 000 -—
(MP)  STOCKTON LAKE..soesonsocsossonsssosssscrssaones 800,000 - 800,000 —
(FC) UNION LAKE, STATE HIGHWAY 185 (ADVANCE
PARTICIPATION) 42ussuanacvonansscssscssananas 700,000 - 700,000 —
MONTARA
(MP)  LIBBY DAM, LAKE KOUCANUSA....covessasscsosonces 6,000,000 — 8,000,000 ———
(MP)  LIBBY REREGULATING DAM POWER UNITS.......... ——— 260, 000 — 260,000
(MP)  LIBBY ADDTL UNITS & REREG DAM..ussvesavacasaans — _—— 2,000,000 -—
(FC) MILES CITYuoeeeossosancssossssassaoncaosasascsns -— 85,000 — 85,000
NEBRASKA
(FC)  PAPILLION CREEK & TRIBUTARIES LAKES...sseussass 1,100,000 — 550,000 —
NEVADA
(FC)  GLEASON CRIEK DAM (CHANNEL ALTERNATIVE)........ - 75,000 -— 75,000
NEW JERSEY o
(N) CORSON INLET=LUDLAM BEACH....ee00eecanosessanss - 197,000 -— 197,000 >~
(FC)  ELIZABETH....0vs0svasecsasssssassaoasancs 1,780,000 -— 1,780,000 -—
(N) GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH.....e00.. — 142,000 — 142,000
(N) NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK, AND PASSAIC RIVERS..... 980, 000 — 980,000 —
NEW MEXICO
(FC)  COCHITI LAKE.,i..eas0000csavscesaons 3,300,000 -—— 3,900,000 -
(FC)  LOS ESTEROS LAKE...s0seeescencsvasnssacsasvaans 7,800,000 — 7,800,000 -
NEW YORK
(FC)  DANSVILLE AND VICINITY.uuevenoorancsaossanscnnn —— 100,000 ——— 100,000
(N) DUNKIRK HARBOR..2seoncovvsos cesssteaansaee — 180,000 == 180,000
(BE)  EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY INLET AND
JAMATCA BAY (PART I)uvssvsuvensacavoavansans 1,200,000 — 3,000,000 -—
(FC)  ELLICOTT CREEKuuosoevsosanacssonas P — 240,000 - 240,000
(FC)  ENDICOTT, JOHNSON CITY & VESTAL...... veen - - 1,000,000 -—
(BE)  FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET...ocescevsncee 1,780,000 -— 1,780,000 —-
(N) IRONDEQUOIT BAY... P 100,000 ——— 109,000 -—
(FC)  ITHACA«usvususenneressososssesscssosesssnaasnns 105,000 — 103,000 —
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR COLLECTION AND REMOVAL OF DRIFT 790, 000 — 2,500,000 ——
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR, ANCHORAGES.....oecesevacsncaae 2,340,000 — 2,340,000 -
(N) PORT ONTARIO HARBOR...ssevvacsvscnvassasacasons - 150, 000 e 240,000
(FC)  SAWMILL AT ELMSFORD AND GREENBURGH, N.Y........ -— — — 60,000
(FC)  SCAJAQUADA CREEK...oesveoorossassssaasorsssanss —— - 400,000 ——
(FC)  WELLSVILLE..usss0euassessssansasessasaavasasscs 420,000 —— 420,000 —
(FC)  YONKERS..causoosssvocsoososscssoocncasssasnasas 1,300,000 - 1,300, 000 —
NORTH CAROLINA
(FC) B, EVERETT JORDAN DAM AND LAKE.....cecses 11,000,000 — 12,000,000 —
(FC)  FALLS LAKE,..00s000evosesascacsocscancsnn . 6,800,000 — 8,000, 000 —
(FC)  HOWARDS MILL LAKE....eo0eseecosovecsasascoavases — 50,000 -— 25,000
(N) MASONBORO INLET.eesseasscscssscsscnssossasossos —— -— 250,000 ~—
(N) MOREHEAD CITY HARBOR (1970 ACT). [N 1,000,000 - 1,000,000 -—
(FC) RANDLEMAN LAKE....seecseeesoces ——— 250,000 — 100,000
(FC)  REDDIES RIVER LAKE.... .e aes -— 125,000 ° — 75,000
(FC)  ROARING RIVER LAKE (PHASE I)ecevevsevscnsnsanss —- 185,000 — 185,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC)  BURLINGTON DAM.soscusosscossossccrosnsasnsscnsss _— 690,000 -— 930,000
(MP)  GARRISON DAM - LAKE SAKAKAWEA . 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 —-—
(FC)  KINDRED LAKE..ssoecasssooses . — 200,000 —~—— 200,000
(FC)  MINOT..ueeeesnessoosossocsnsacassanscnse . 6,082,000 — 6,082,000 —-
(FC)  MISSOURI RIVER, GARRISON DAM TO LAKE OAHE...... 800,000 -— 800,000 -—
OHIO
(FC)  ALUM CREEK LAKE...versonsoassacossncsncosoannss 4,500,000 — 4,500,000 -—
(N) ASHTABULA HARBO! . 1,900,000 _— 1,900,000 -—
(FC)  CAESAR CREEK LAKE 6,100,000 -— 6,100,000 —_ ()
(FC)  CHILLICOTHE....... . 700,000 — 700,000 -— Ot
(FC)  CUYAHOGA RIVER BASIN ves 250,000 — 250,000 -—
(FC)  EAST FORK LAKE....esess . 5,000,000 ~— 5,000,000 ~—
[¢)) HURON HARBOR.. . — — 2,000,000 -—
(BE)  LAKEVIEW PARK. . .= —— 1,260,000 ——
(FC)  MILL CREEKsessesosoussvenes . 1,400,000 -— 600,000 ~——
(FC)  MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES (REHAB) .es 500,000 —— 500,000 -
(FC)  NEWARK (LOG POND RUN)...... . -— — 500,000 —
(FC)  POINT PLACE...cssaues . — 90,000 -_— 90,000
(N) WEST HARBOR.svosesecscencscsavacssosassvescvase -— -— - 65,000
()] WILLOW ISLAND LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO & W. VA...... 900,000 ~— 900,000 -—
OKLAHOMA
(FC)  ARCADIA LAKE...sseussseessoessssancavasansonnsse -— 428,000 ~— 428,000
(FC)  ARKANSAS~RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL,
OKLA., FEANS., & TEX.oesesaseoncoosancannvons —~—— 1,850,000 —_— 2,400,000
(FC)  BIRCH LAKE....veeoaosoos . 1,900,000 —— 2,850,000 ——
(FC)  CANDY LAKE.. . 1,000,000 -— 1,000,000 —
(FC)  CLAYTON LAKE . 2,000,000 -— 2,000,000 -—
(FC)  COPAN LAKE..cssnerooasssnssnconns . 7,000,000 -— 9,000,000 -
(MP)  FORT GIBSON LAKE - UNITS 5 & 6... . — 350,000 ~— 350,000
(FC)  KAW LAKE,.. aee ceenee . 4,600,000 —— 6,000,000 -—
(FC)  LUKFATA LAKE...sscevescoensecscscosasssscassans 500,000 —_— 500,000 -—
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(FC)  OPTIMA LAKE..eeseseeovsasscsssesosssssnonsannes 5,000,000 -— 5,000,000 -—
(FC)  SKIATOOK LAKE.. ereeeeeesenes 2,500,000 -— 5,500,000 -—
(FC)  WAURIKA LAKE.«.eeesossssssennencnccnsocsoansnns 21,000,000 — 21,000,000 -—
OREGON
(FC)  APPLEGATE LAKE..esesecernnorssonses 3,000,000 -— 3,000,000 -—
(FC)  BEAVER DRAINAGE DISTRICT.eeueesneen 1,39¢,000 — 1,399,000 -—
(MP)  BONNEVILLE SECOND POWERHOUSE ~ ORE. & WASH..... 48,000,000 -— 48,000,000 -—
(N)  COOS BAYersusenesansorsessassacsensossosnnannns 10,000,000 - 10,000,000 -
(MP)  COUGAR LAKE,.ueeeeeansnessassossanssesnnsssenss 871,000 — 871,000 -—-
(FC)  DAYS CREEK LAKE (PUASE 1) eueevessecssnnsosonns -— 100,000 -— 500,000
(MP)  JOHN DAY LOCK AND DA - LAKE UMATILLA, OKE. &
WASH. e eoennoenenss cens 3,100,000 — 3,100,000 —
(MP)  LOST CREEK LAKE..seeseeeeescassssoones eee 7,500,000 -— 7,500,000 —
(FC)  LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER BANK PROTECTION, ORE. &
WASH. + e eseesannnensssesnsssssssosesesnnnnne 300,000 — 300,000 —
(MP)  MC NARY LOCK AND DAM, LAKE WALLULA, OKE’ & WASH 700,000 - 700,000 -—
(FC)  SCAPPOOSE DRAINAGE DISTRICTeseeescecesessosnnns 2,880,000 — 2,880,000 _— Do
(MP)  STRUBE LAKE AND COUGAR ADDITIONAL UNITeeseeosss — — — 150,000 2
(FC)  WILLAMETTE RIVER BASIN BANK PROTECTION.. . 450,000 —— 1,000,000 -
PENNSYLVANIA
(FC)  BLUE MARSHuseseresvaneeseossassssonsasssansanns 13,569,000 - 13,569,000 -
(FC)  CHARTIERS CREEK... . 4,000,000 -— 4,000,000 -—
(FC)  COWANESQUE LAKE... 12,600,000 — 15,600,000 -—
(N)  ELK CREEK HARBOR.«..oenvsss e _— -— — 185,000
(N)  GRAYS LANDING LOCK AND DAM. - 170,000 - 170,000
(N)  POLNT MARION LOCK..... — 300,000 — 300,000
(FC)  POTTSTOWN...eeesesoaes -—- 150,000 -— 150,000
(BE)  PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA e 750,000 -— 750,000 -—
(FC)  RAYSTOWN LAKE.eossscos cor 2,400,000 -— 2,400,000 -
(FC)  TAMAQUA.eevesses ces -— -— -— 50,000
(FC)  TIOGA~HAMMOND LAK vee 35,500,000 - 40,000,000 -—
(MP)  TOCKS ISLAND LAKE...eeescesessnasasensaasannnns 1,000,000 -— 1,000,000 -—
(FC)  TREXLER DAM.ussveessssessessasocresassssnnunnes — -— 300,000 -
(FC)  TYRONE..eueuounesasanersoesossassnsasansssonss 2,500,000 -— 2,500,000 -—-
PUERTO RICO
(FC)  PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS...esessssseeannnens 6,250,000 — 6,250,000 -—
SOUTH CAROLINA
(FC)  BROADWAY LAKE....essesssssnraransoncassnnsacans -— - -
(N)  COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR.. . 3,000,000 —— 3,000,000 20290
(BE)  HUNTING ISLAND BEACH.seeeeeess . 1,194,000 -— 1,19,
(N)  LITILE RIVER INLET, $.C. & N. . T 227,000 194:000 227,000
o ’ — »
(N)  MURRELLS INLETeessessvnseesocaserorenosannnsnes -— -— 800,000 -—
TENNESSEE
(MP)  CORDELL HULL DAM AND RESERVOIR.¢.eeesesooanasn. 1,761,000 — 1,761,000 —
TEXAS
(FC)  ALPINE..esenaeesossasasosssaunnsunnnsessssasns —
(FC)  AQUILLA LAKE. ...eeseususssonsoseasssnnnnannnnns 1,40 200,000 - 200,000
N »400, 000 3,000,000 —
(FC)  ARKANSAS-RED RLVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL, T
AREA VIIL..uuusussasoessnsosonassasaosnnsens —
(FC)  AUBREY LAKE...0sseessonesans RPN 6+ 000,000 -
: Geseseieiereaiaas 1,000,000 — 500,000 -
(FC)  BIG PINE LAKE...... . -— 250,000 - 5
(FC)  BIG SPRING..eovsasevarnnnss X - loro0e 250,000
(FC)  CARL L. ESTES DAM AND LAKE....ssussassennannsns — 500,000 - 110,000
(FC)  CLEAR CREEK. es.eeussesnsosonnssassnnen — 140000 - 300,000
(FC)  CLOPTON CROSSING LAKE (PHASE 1)....... — 250,000 — zgo.ooo
(FC)  COUPER LAKE AND CHANNELS.............. 1,260, 000 L 126 250,000
(BE)  CORPUS CHRISTI BEACH............. * 300,000 - 1'173-000 —
(N)  CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL (1968 ACT). 3, 100. 000 — 3'100'000 -
(FC)  EL PASU.seusesuranseonnonnssonessonsmnnmnnens 2,300, 000 —_ 2 oorone - A
(FC)  FREEPORT AND VICINITY, HURRICANE FLOOD T » 300,000 - ~
PROTECTION 4 s usvsussrossncassscsocccnseannns -—
(N)  FREEPORT HARBORu s seesonussseaannanaacenns 4200:000 121,000 400,000 P
(N)  GIWW-HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SEADRIFT.......svenees _— 38,000 - 121,000
(N)  GIWW-TEXAS SECTION - RELOCATION IN ’ - 38,000
MATAGORDA BAY.esssunusasrasasnnnnncoonassane —
(FC)  HIGHLAND BAYOU... 1,300,000 73,000 — 75,000
: »300, - 1,300, 000 —
(FC)  LAKEVIEW LAKE. .esesussassoseosnscanassssascanns 1,000,000 — 1,000,000
(FC)  LAVON LAKE MOD, & EAST FORK CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT 1,900,000 —_ 4, 100, -
(FC)  LOMER RIO GRANDE BASIN (PHASE I)u.ou.cessssss.. T 250,000 »100.000 00
(FC)  MILLICAN LAKE....00ssrerannnnnnnenes ceasen — 435,000 - Baro00
(N)  MOUTH OF COLORADO RIVERssssssnnsssassans — 60. 000 - 435,000
(FC)  PLAINVIEW. s erassnsseeeaesnnnneonnnnnnsssnsnnsss — 200.000 - 100,000
(FC)  PORT ARTHUR & VICINITY (HURRICANE FLOOD ' - 200,000
PROTECTION) 4 s tseunsastannnnnssascnnanenes —
(FC)  SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT...., 3 200,000 4» 300, 000 -
3,500,000 — 3,500, 000 -—
(FC)  SAN GABRIEL RIVER............ »500,
d veereieiaans ceees 10, 500, 000 — 10,500,000 —
(FC)  TAYLORS BAYOU..ssssssvrasrnasenseansons 300,000 -— 300,
(FC)  TENNESSEE COLONY LAKE (LAND ACQUISITION)....... - — L. aag.800 -
(N)  TEXAS CITY CHANNEL INDUSTRIAL CANAL....ueosssas - -— o -
(FC)  TEXAS CITY & VICINITY (HURRICANE FLOOD 00,000 -
PROTECTION) ¢vvesovsanncssnocarsscsnsanncans 600, 000 ——— 600, 000 —

i
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(FC) THREE RIVERS..cvseavevsvocescsvessscaccnscrsnna e 150,000 — ~ 150,000
(FC) TRINITY RIVER PROJECT....c00000 —-— 800, 000 - 800,000
{FC) VINCE AND LITTLE VINCE BAYOUS....eoscevcccncons 945,000 -— 945,000 -
VIRGINIA
{FC) BUENA VISTA (PHASE I)icecesscscecnoresnoenssnni — 200,000 —~——— 200,000
(EC) FOURMILE RUN, CITY OF ALEXANDRIA AND ARLINGTON
COUNTYesuesonavnnonrrasssonnorsossssassnsans 8,300,000 — 10,000,000 -—
(FC) GATHRIGHT LAKE..:se0es 11,500,000 — 11,500,000 -—
{FC) VERONA LAKE (PHASE I).. — 240,000 —— 240,000
(BE) VIRGINIA BEACH (REIMB) covsnvovvororosacsnasnnes 260,000 — 260,000 —
WASHINGTON
(MP) CHIEF JOSEPH DAM ADDITIONAL UNITS..ccecevecsces 78,000,000 — 78,000,000 -
(BE) EDIZ HOOK.voevoovnvosnovsnssvnnsnssoctnsassases —_— — 2,000,000 —
(MP) ICE HARBOR ADDITIONAL UNITS.. . 2,100,000 — 2,100,000 —
(MP) LITTLE GOOSE ADDITIONAL UNITS.. . 24,600,000 -— 25,075,000 - [\
{MP) LOWER GRANITE ADDITIONAL UNITS. . 21,900,000 —— 21,900,000 -— @
(MP) LOWER GRANITE LOCK AND DAM...ccuonsee . 11,000,000 —_— 11,475,000 -
(MP) LOWER MONUMENTAL ADDITIONAL UNITS. . 19,900,000 - 19,900,000 —
(FC) SKAGIT RIVER LEVEE..ieceosacenssen . —— —_— -_— 100,000
(MP) THE DALLES ADDITIONAL UNITS. .o 300,000 _— 600,000 -
(FC) VANCOUVER LAKE AREA..scceseccsccccscosannonsans _— — —-— 200,000
(FC) WAHKIAKUM COUNTY CONSOLIDATED DIKING DISTRICT
NO. licececsscoseoocoscscacsasannonnanccnnns 600,000 —— 600,000 —
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC) BEECH FORK LAKE. .iveeoensovornassovasnnrcsnnans 2,700,000 —_— 2,700,000 —_—
(FC) BURNSVILLE LAKE.. seaas 6,000,000 —_— 6,000,000 —
(FC)  EAST LYNN LAKE... 1,000,000 —— 1,000,000 —
(FC) R.D. BAILEY LAKE. . 7,500,000 -— 10,300,000 —
(FC) ROWLESBURG LAKE. .c.vsavesssncrsncosvannnscnanns ——— 145,000 —— 145,000
WISCONSIN .
(FC) LAFARGE LAKE AND CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT....cecease 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 —
(N) NORTHPORT HARBOR.o1ovsenoavsncsacacscse .e — 125,000 —~— 125,000
(FC) PRAIRIE DU CHIEN..eeeseesnoes . — 50,000 —_— 50,000
(FC) STATE ROAD AND EBNER COULEES. cecevesssccvensoas - 300,000 —-— 300,000
MISCELLANEQUS
(N) SMALL NAVIGATION PROJECTS NOT REQUIRING
SPECIFIC LEGISLATION COSTING UP TO
$1,000,000 (SEC. 107)cecececncsocsconcscnsse ——— — 4,500,000 —
(FC) SMALL PROJECTS FOR FLOOD CONTROL AND RELATED
PURPOSES NOT REQUIRING SPECIFIC LEGISLATION
COSTING UP TO $1,000,000 (SEC. 205)eccesavscs — — 13,000,000 —_—
(BE) SMALL BEACH EROSION PROJECTS NOT
REQUIRING SPECIFIC LEGISLATION COSTING
UP TO $1,000,000 (SEC 103).ceevcenacvnccncns — — 1,000,000 —_—
(FC) EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE
PROTECTION (SEC. 14)cccececscescescsanssasce — — 2,000,000 ——
RECREATIUN FACILITIES AT COMPLETED PROJECTS.... 22,000,000 —-— 22,000,000 -
SMALL SNAGGING AND CLEARING (SEC. 208).ccsncsss -— —— 500,000 -—
FISH AND WILDLIFE STUDIES (U.S. FISH AND
WILDLIFE SERVICE)eeesonnnoacrsscsssascsannsne 2,000,000 - 2,000,000 ——
MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES ATTRIBUTIBLE %
TO NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SEC. 111)eecencaseas — - 1,000,000 —
STREAMBANK EROSION CONTROL EVALUATIOR
AND DEMONSTRATION (SEC. 32, 1974 ACT).evsens -— —_— 3,000,000 -
SHORELINE EROSION CONTROL DEMONSTRATION
(SEC. 54, 1974 ACT)evesvvannsn RN — —~—— 1,500,000 ——
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL (1965 ACT)... oo 1,600,000 — 2,300,000 —-—
EMPLOYEES COMPENSATION. . cvsevecccnccscsssnnsnnn 2,108,000 —_— 2,108,000 —
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGES ~79,640,000 _— 80, 300,000 et
Total, cevescrcessorccanscsssananee 1, 244,049,000 22,283,000 1,409,756,000 26,989,000
Total, CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL....... (1,266,332,000) (1,436,745,000)
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Amendment No. 10: Deletes earmarking language proposed by the
House which is no longer needed.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES

Amendment No. 11: Appropriates $231,497,000 for flood control,
Mississippi River and tributaries as proposed by the Senate instead
of $227,667,000 as proposed by the House.

REVOLVING FUND

Amendment No. 12: Reported in technical disagreement. The
Managers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and
coneur in the amendment of the Senate which appropriates $6,600,000
for design and construction of hopper dredges.

The (gjommittee of Conference is agreed that provided the dredging
industry is capable of performing the service within the procedures
prescribed by the Corps of Engineers under the testing of the market
program, which gives private industry up to a 25 percent cost dif-
ferential, private dredging interests will be awarded the work.

The Committee supports & public and private mixture of hopper
dredges which should be maintained and the Committee urges the
development of private hopper dredges.

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES

Amendment No. 13: Appropriates $22,140,000 for Flood control and
coastal emergencies as proposed by the Senate instead of $30,000,000
as proposed by the House.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Amendment No. 14: Provides limitation of $291,000,000 on the
capital of the revolving fund as_proposed by the Senate instead of
$285,000,000 as proposed by the House.

TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureatu oF RECLAMATION
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Amendment No. 15: Appropriates $24,762,000 for General in-
vestigations as proposed by the Senate instead of $24,487,000 as
proposed by the House.

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION

Amendment No. 16: Appropriates $348,811,000 for Construction
and rehabilitation instead of $351,386,000 as proposed by the House
and $347,811,000 as proposed by the Senate.

The change from the g:mate allowance provides a total of $3,500,000
for the Nueces River project, Texas. ]

Amendment No. 17: Reported in technical disagreement. The
Managers on the part of the House will offer a motion to recede and
concur in the amendment of the Senate which provides that $300,000
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is to be made available to the Secretary for expenses related to in-
vestigations of the Teton River Dam structure failure.

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS

Amendment No. 18: Appropriates $44,680,000 for the Colorado
River basin salinity control projects as propoesed by the Senate instead
of $44,700,000 as proposed by the House.

LOAN PROGRAM

Amendment No. 19: Appropriates $27,495,000 for the Loan pro-
gram instead of $22,209,000 as proposed by the House and $28,495,000
as proposed by the Senate.

The change from the Senate allowance provides a total of $1,000,000
for the Graham-Curtis Canal Companies, Arizona loan.

EMERGENCY FUND

Amendment No. 20: Appropriates $1,000,000 for the Emergency
fund as proposed by the Senate instead of $400,000 as proposed by the

House. ; :
TITLE IV—-INDEPENDENT OFFICES

FuNDs APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

Amendment No. 21: Appropriates $303,000,000 for the Appalachian
regional development programs instead of $300,500,000 as proposed
by the House and $306,000,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Tlée change from the House bill adds $2,500,000 for Area develop-
ment.

TeENNEsSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND

Amendment No. 22: Appropriates $125,930,000 for Payment to
Tennessee Valley Authority II)?‘und instead of $120,930,000 a,sy;]):;'loposed
by the House and $127,130,000 as proposed by the Senate. The change
from the House bill adds $2,500,000 for work on Pickwick Lock,
$2,500,000 for strip mine reclamation demonstrations, $1,000,000 for
fertilizer research and development and deducts $1,000,000 for savings
and slippage.

The Conferees express concern over the recent pattern of continued
escalating power rate increases by Tennessee Valley Authority. As the
TVA Board announced a further increase effective in July, this repre-
sents the fifteenth power rate increase by the Authority in the past nine
years.

The Conferees believe that TVA has ample sources of revenue to
effectively function without continuing a rate escalation policy.
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The Conferees urge the Board of Directors of TVA to reexamine
their policy on escalating power rates, to study all possible alterna-
tives and proposals to avoid any further power rate increase and to
take all possible steps to restore its position as the low-cost power
yardstick agency of the Nation, in the public interest.

Warer Resources Councin
WATER RESOURCES PLANNING

Amendment No. 23: Appropriates $12,665,000 for Water resources
planning instead of $11,965,000 as proposed by the House and $14,-
665,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 24: Provides limitation for Administration and
coordination of $1,648,000 as proposed by the Senate instead of
$1,524,000 as proposed by the ﬁouse. The Conferees have included
$75,000 for the special study of the Connecticut River Basin.

Amendment No. 25: Provides limitation of $3,248,000 as proposed
by the Senate, instead of $3,172,000 as proposed tby he House for
preparation of assessment and plans.

mendment No. 26: Provides limitation of $3,000,000 for grants to
states instead of $2,500,000 as proposed by the House and $5,000,000
as proposed by the Senate. ‘

ConrerENCE ToTAL—WITH COMPARISONS

The total new budget (obligational) authority for the fiseal year
1977 recommended by the Committee of Conference, with comparisons
of the fiscal year 1976 amount, the 1977 budget estimates, and the
House and Senate bills for 1977 follows:

New budget (obligational} authority, fiscal year 1976 .. _____ $7, 514, 156, 500
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal year
1O7T e et e 19, 398, 895, 000
House bill, fiseal year 1977 9, 645, 609, 000 -
Senate bill, fiscal year 1977 . o 9, 718, 885, 000
Conference agreement ... .o oov oo e ————— 9, 703, 713, 000
Conference agreement compared with:
New budget (obligational) authority, fiscal year 1976_ ... -2, 189, 556, 500
Budget estimates of new (obligational) authority, fiscal
year 1877 e e -+ 304, 818, 000
House bill, fiseal year 1977 . e 58, 104, 000
Senate bill, fiseal year 1977 o __ - 15, 172, 000

1 Includes $178,800,000 of budget estimates not considered by the House, contalped in
8. Doc. 94208, Excludes $200 million contained in this bill submitted as a FY 1976 sup-
plemental in H, Doec. 94-523. .
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94TH CONGRESS SENATE Rerort
2d Session No. 94-960

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT
AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPROPRIATION BILL, 1977

Joxe 17, 1976.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. STENNIS, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the
following

REPORT

[To accompany H.R. 14236]

The Committee on Appropriations, to which was referred the bill
(H.R. 14236) making appropriations for public works for water and
power development and energy research, including the Corps. of
Engineers—Civil, the Bureau of Reclamation, power agencies of the
Department of the Interior, the Appalachian regional development
program, the Federal Power Commission, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, the Tennessee Valley Authority, the Energy Research
and Development Administration, and related independent agencies
and commissions for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977, and for
other purposes, reports the same to the Senate with various amend-
ments and presents herewith information relative to the- changes
recommended :

Budget estimates considered by House.__________ $9, 220, 095, 000
Amount of bill as passed by House______________ 9, 645, 609, 000
Increase by Senate Committee (net)..__.__....__. +-49, 176, 000
Amount of bill reported to Senate._______.______ 9, 694, 785, 000
Budget estimates considered by Senate___________ 9, 398, 895, 000
Amount of appropriations, 1976_________________ 7, 514, 156, 500
The bill as reported to the Senate—

Over the budget estimates, 1977_____.________ 295, 890, 000

Over the appropriation, 1976_________..______ 2, 180, 628, 000

Note: The above amounts do not reflect the amount of $200,000,000 requested
by the President (H. Doc. 94-523) as a supplemental appropriation for fiscal
year 1976/TQ and included in the bill as passed by the House and approved by
the Committee for payments of claims resulting from the Teton Dam disaster
which would become available immediately upon enactment of the bill.

&
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HEARINGS BY THE COMMITTEE

The Subcommittee on Public Works of the Committee on Appro-
priations held 27 sessions of hearings (22 different days) in connection
with the fiscal year 1977 appropriation bill. In addition, two open
executive sessions were heldp on this bill. Witnesses included officials
and representatives of the Federal agencies funded by this bill, Mem-
bers of the Senate and House of Representatives, Governors, State
and local government officials and representatives, and hundreds of
citizens of all walks of life from throughout the United States. The
printed hearings are as follows:

Corps of Engineers, Parts 1, 2, and 9
February 18, 19, 23-25, March 2, and May 26, 1976.
Bureau of Reclamation and Power Agencies, Parts 3 and 9
March 4, and May 26, 1976.
Energy Research and Development Administration, Part 6
(Printing incomplete)—March 16, 18, 23, 24, and May 27, 1976.
Independent Agencies and Commissions, Parts 4 and 9
March 3, 9, 11, and May 26, 1976.
Members of Congress and Public Witnesses, Parts 6, 7, and 8

(Printing incomplete)—Record open for 10 days after last hearing
in April. March 29-Apr. 1, April 5-7, 1976.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION AND VOTES

The Subcommittee on Public Works of the Committee on Appro-
priations, by unanimous vote of a quorum present (12 members pres-
ent) at an open executive session on June 10, 1976, recommended that
the bill, as amended, be reported to the full Committee on
Appropriations.

The Committee on Appropriations, by unanimous vote of 2 quorum
present at an open executive session on June 17, 1976, recommends
that the bill, H.R. 14236, as amended, be reported and passed.
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InpEx TO BIirL AND REPORT

TITLE I

Energy Research and Development Administration:

Geothermal Resources Development Fund.______ . ________ :

Operating eXpenses - - - oo loocomcaoo
Plant and capital equipment_ . _________________.______.

TITLE II

'Dep‘artment of Defense—Civil: Department of the Army:
Corps of Engineers—Civil: : :
Coénstruction, general ___________._____________________

Flood control and coastal emergencies__________________ .
General eXpenses - - - oo oo i ——

General investigations_______________ ... _________.
Mississippi River and tributaries .. _.____ _-___________
Operation and maintenance, general - _ _ ________________
Revolving fund. ... .- ... DI
Special Recreation use fees . . ______________

) TITLE III
Department of Interior: :
Alaska Power. Administration: . .
General investigations___.__..__ e = -
. Operation and maintenance_______ e ——— e emmeen
Bonneville Power Administration Fund.______________.____.
Bureau of Reclamation: ' :

Colorado ‘River Basgin project ... - _______.__ .

Colorado River Basin salinity control projects...__ -
Congtruction and rehabilitation _____________ -

Emergency fund...______________ -

General administrative expenses. . -
General investigations_-____ - _________.________ -
Loan program.____ __ e e
Operation and maintenance___________________________

pper Colorado River storage project....._.._ N -

Southeastern Power Administration___ .. __-_____________.__ .

Southwestern Power Administration: - S
Construction__________.______ e e e

Operation and maintenance___._ ... . oo _ '

‘ - TITLE IV
Independént Offices: . . .
Appalachian Regional Commission____.__-_________________
. Appalachian Regional Development programs.__ . . .___.__.__
Delaware River Basin Commission .. ._______ R SRR
Federal Power Commission - ___ .o o oocmccoicacaaooo
Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin_________
Nuclear Regulatory Commission . _ _ ... ____________.__ S,
Susquehanna, River Basin Commission . .. ____________ ——
Tennessee Valley Authority. .. _ 2. . . _ i oo ...
~ Water Resources Council._____ Hem i e amm—beemfcaoaie

ROO=I~ICTOOD
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INTRODUCTION AND SUMMARY OF THE BILL

The Public Works for Water and Power Development and Energy
Research Appropriation Bill, 1977, provides funds for. fiscal year
1977 under title I for the Energy Research and Development Adminis-
tration programs; under title 11 for the Department of the Army,
Civil Functions—Corps of Engineers’ Civil Works Program; under
title 111 for the Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Reclamation
and power agencies; and under title IV for related independent agencies
and commissions, including the Appalachian Regional Commission
and Regional Development Programs, the Federal Power Commission,
the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the Tennessee Valley Authority,
and the Water Resources Council. )

The grand total of new budget (obligational) authority recom-
mended by the Committee in the bill is $9,694,785,000. This is an
increase of $295,890,000 over the amended budget estimates of
$9,398,895,000. Changes to the House allowance total +$49,176,000.
It should be noted that subsequent to consideration of the bill by the
House, budget amendments in the amount of $178,800,000 were sub-
mitted and considered by the Committee. These amendments are
contained in Senate Documents 94-208. The House passed bill provides
$9,645,609,000, an increase of $425,514,000 over the budget estimates
of $9,220,095,000 considered by the House. B

The amounts discussed in the above .paragrgph do not include the
President’s budget request of June 11, 1976 (H.Doc. 94-523) to pro-
vide $200,000,000 in new budget authority for the payment of claims
related to the Teton Dam failure. This amount is included in the bill
and as passed by the House is to become available immediately upon
enactment of this bill (H.R. 14236). o .

- In addition to new budget (obligational) authority, the bill, as
recommended by the Committee, provides appropriations to liquidate
contract authorizations in the amouvnt of $20,600,000, the same as the
House allowance and budget estimute. ) )

Also, in addition to the amounts in the recommended bill, perma-
nent legislation authorizes the continuation of certain government
activities without consideration by the Congress durm%' the annual
appropriations process. Details of these activities are listed in the
“Il))ermanent—Federal Funds” and “Permanent—Trust Funds”
tables appearing at the end of this report. In fiscal year 1976, these
activities were estimated to total $69,527,000. The estimate for fiscal
year 1977 is $74,971,000. L

Details with respect to the recommended appropriations and the
changes made from the House allowance and budget requests are
found in the narrative and tabulations included in this report. A
comparative statement of new budget (obligational) authority for
fiscal year 1976, budget estimates for fiscal year 1977, House allowance,
and amounts recommended by the Committee also appear at the end
of the report. ‘
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TITLE I

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION

The Energy Research and Development Administration was
created by the Congress by Public Law 93-438, the Energy Re-
organization Act of 1974, October 11, 1974. This Act brought together
under a single agency the major Federal activities in energy research
and development. ERDA officially came into existence on Janury 19,
1975, and this is its second annual appropriation. The first ERDA
appropriation became available in January 1976. Funds recommended
in this bill provide for all ERDA programs except for the fossil
energy research programs and certain conservation programs which
are included in the Department of the Interior and Related Agencies
Appropriation Bill.

The Committee recommendation provides a total of $5,734,771,000
for ERDA’s programs and activities. This is a net increase of $6,488,-
000 over the House allowance. The Committee believes this amount is
sufficient to continue to provide the sound foundation needed for the
significantly increased research and development budgets which will
necessarily follow in the future fiscal years. The research, development
and demonstration of new energy technologies will be costly and will
require substantial investments. Even though the costs involved will
be substantial, it is the policy and conviction of the Congress and the
Administration that energy self-sufficiency and diversification of en-
ergy sources are important national goals that must be met and that
the commitment of significant monetary resources is inescapable.

OreErATING EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976 _ . ... e~ $3, 149, 015, 000
Budget estimate, 1977___ . 14,137, 571, 000
House allowanee_ . __ . e 4,172, 783, 000
Committee recommendation_ . _________ . _______________._ 4, 096, 586, 000
Comparison:
udget estimate, 1977 ___ . . —40, 985, 000
House allowanee______ . —176, 197, 000

1 Includes budget amendment of $8,875,000 (8. Doc. 94-208) not considered by House.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,096,586,000
for fiscal year 1977 which is a net decrease of $76,197,000 from the
House allowance and a net decrease of $40,985,000 from the budget
request.

The total amount approved by the Committee for operating ex-
penses for fiscal year 1977 is $4,909,986,000, of which $4,096,586,000
1s the appropriation recommended. The remainder or difference of
$813,400,000 is derived from estimated revenues ($737 million) and
changes In unobligated balances ($76 million) which, under existing
law, are applied to operating expenses, thereby reducing the amount
of the appropriation required for the approved program.

(5)
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Subsequent to the House Committee action, a budget amendment
totaling $8,675,000 for operating expenses was transmitted to the
Senate for consideration. These amounts are included in the figures
shown and are in addition to the estimates considered by the House.

The budget structure for the appropriation “Operating Expenses”
reflects the estimated total costs to be incurred for each of ERDA’s
major functional programs in fiscal year 1977 (cost-based budget),
which the Committee continues to use and endorse. However, to facili-
tate matters, including comparability with the House Committee re-
port, the Committee recommendations are stated in terms of the more
familiar new budget (obligational) authority. A cost tabulation is also
shown in this report. ,

A summary of the Committee recommendations, on both budget
authority and cost basis and by major program activity with the
budget estimate and House allowance, is shown in the following
tables:

7

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
Operating Expenses—Budget Authority

Appropristion.

Fiseal year Committee
Item fiscal year 1977 budget House recont-
t 1976 imate allowance mendation
Solar energy devel t $108, 850, 000 $141, 800, 000 $282, 000 $: 000, 000
Geothermal energy development.. ... , 770, 000 48, 600, 000 52, %’. 000 2?;: 400: 000
Conservation research and develop-
meni: Electric energy systems and
GHOTEY SLOTRZO - - e e weem e 33, 498, 000 41, 800, 000 51, 960, 000 &1, 900, 000
li‘usitmt power research and develop-
ment: . -
Magneticfusion . . ce e oo e 131, 650, 000 168, 000, 000 204, 500, 000 186, 800, 000
Lsserfusicq------; ................. , 500, 000 71,400, 000 80, 000, 000 77,700, 000
Total fusion power research and )
devel t 197, 150,000 233, 400, 000 284, 500, 000 264, 300, 000
Fuel cycleresenrch and development. ... " 85,293,000 183, 035, 000 178, 035, 000 163, 035, D00
Fission power reactor develodpmant _____ 445, 394, 000 , 260, 630, 280, 0600 630, 260,
Environmental research and safety:
Sclentiflc and technicaled i 3,000,000 | __oornncnnnnen
Biomedical and environmental re-
gesrch 174, 647, 000 182, 816, 000 197, 816, 000 197, 8186, 000
Operational safetly 8, 886, 000 7,707,000 8,807, 8,307, 000
nvi tal control tech 12, 567, 000 15, 577,000 19,077, 000 18, 600, 000
Reactor safety facllities. e m——————— 38, 300, 000 , 300, 000 28, 300, 000
Total environmentsl research
an 15 194, 100, 000 239, 500, 000 258, 000, 000 253, 523, 000
ehmemyatys R I RwRs o
cenergyselonees . ... , 980, X
N materials security and sale- - ’ .
BUBIAT o e smm e S 13, ?19. 000 25,740, 000 29, 100, 000 25, 740, 000
Naval reactor development. .. cueeuus 221, 180,000 191, 500, 000 191, 500, 000 101, 500, 000
Bpaco nuclear systems... 31, 500,000 , 000, 000 31,000,000 ,000,
uclear explosives applications. ... e e 1, 300, 000 1, 300, 000 , 300,
Uranium enrichment activities:
Uraniym sorichment. ... — 698, 804,000 | 888, 845, 000 882, 345,000 888, 345, 000
Advanced isotope separation tech-
nology . - 29, 450,000 86, 830, 000 36, 830, 000 36, 830, 000
Total uraninm enrichment aectiv- )
b T T 723, 254, 000 925, 175, 000 919, 175, 000 925, 175, 000
Neatjonal security:
Weapons activitles . .......o ... 859,011,000 | 1,012, 005, 0600 987, 003, 000 1,012, 005,000
Weapons materials production...... 278, 511, 000 354, 635, 000 382, 735, 000 862, 735,000
Total national security. ... ....... 1,138, 522,000 | 1,366,640,000 | 1,349,740,000 1, 874, 740,000
Prugam support:- .
Togram direction._ ... ....o_._.... 180, 833, 000 1214, 860, 000 2186, 085,000 | 214,880,000 .
Bupporting activities: . .
ommunity operations. ... 9, 085, 000 8, 415, 000 10, 507, 000 10, 507, 000
Becurity investigations._.___... 11, 475, 000 10, 050, 000 10, 050, 10, 650, 000
Infor cos 9,610,000 | 10,905, 000 . 10,905, 10, 905, 000
General $ysterus studies. 8, 200,000 11, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 0, 000, 000
General technology transfer. 1, 800, 000 2, D00, 000 2,000, , 000, 000
Mangower develop \ ZRO 700, 000 © 700, 00, 000
EEO assigned facilities - 2, 039, 000 2,075, 000 2, 075, 000 2,075,000
Total supborting aotivities. . 43, 209, 000 483, 145, 000 48, 237, 000 46, 237, 000
Cost of work for others. ....oeeeeeoe 12, 983, 000 20, 100, 000 20, 100, 000 20, 100, 000
Total program support,..._..._.. 237, 025, 000 278, 105, 000 282, 422, 000 281,197, 000
Change in ‘wosking onpital and in- T ' ’ ’
ventoties._.. 66, 760, 000 78, 016, 000 78, 018, 000 78,016, 000
Bubtotal budget authority_ ... $,838,515,000.| 4,752,171,000 | 4,988,188, 000 4, 909, 988, 000
Revenues applied; ’
Enrichment revenues__. ~591, 510,000 | 539,100,000 | 681,900, 000 —=861, 900, 000
i OUS rovenues. . —78, 490, 000 76, 000, 000 76, 000, 000 76, 000, 000
Total revanues applied............ —870, 000,000 | —615,100,000 { 787,900,000 | 737,000,000
Net budget authority............. 163, 515, 000 187,071,000 | 4,248, 283, 000 4,172, 086, 000
A ,propriatiogg transfer_ __.”.---- & : % 500: 500, 000 500, 000
C o in unobligated balances. . =185, 000,000 | .enoomneememaen ~78, 000, 000 -7, 000, 000
Total operating budget authority.| 3,149, 015,000 | 14,137,571,000 | 4,172,783,000 | 4,006, 586,000

! Reflects amended budget request (8. Doc. 94-208) not considered by the Houge.
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
Operating Expenses—Cost ’ Basis

Appropriation | Fiscal year House Committee
Ttem fiscal year 1977 budget allowancs recom-
1976 estimate mendation
Solar anerg¥ devel \1 $80, 580, 000 $110, 500, 006 $219, 000, 000 $140, 500, 000
Geothermal energy development.._.... 81,170, 000 44, 800, 000 47, 200, 000 47,900, 000
Conservation research and develop-
ment: Electric energy systems and
energy C IR S 25, 830, 000 33, 840, 000 48, 640, 000 48,300, 000
B'uxsiont power research and develop- .
ment:
Magnetic fusion......croeooccenoon. 120, 000 158, 000, 000 183, 300, 000 170, 000, 000
L8S6T FUSION. o rnoimrwnooos mﬁ%ﬁm 69, 300, 000 75, 800, 000 74,000,000
Total Fusion Power Resesrch
and development......__...... 178, 500, 000 225, 300, 000 259, 100, 000 244, 000, 000
Fuel eycle research and development...] 57,025,000 138,770, 000 148, 970, 000 138,770, 000
Fission power reactor development..... 385, 515, 000 960, 544, 560, 000 544, 960, 000
Environmen and safety:
Belence and techneal edueation. ... |....ooeooocoo |oaemciaoiis 2,200,000 | ooooooooe.
Biomedical and elnvironmentsl re-
search - . 164, 485, 000 174, 784, 000 185, 534, 000 185, 534, 000
Operational safety ... .cevuvnunnn 8, 310, 000 5, 058, 000 5, 658, 000 , 558,
Environmenta] control techaology . 11, 455, 14,155, 000 18,755, 000 17, 200, 000
Reactorsafety facilitles. .. o eueeeifomrcccccocrean 24, 700, 000 , 000, 000 21,000, 000
Total environmental research
and safety 182, 280, 000 218, 647, 000 281, 047, 0600 229, 292, 000
High ene hysies... 148, 300, 000 162, 900, 000 184, 800, 000 162, 900, 000
gw%éc% | 167,200,000 , 000, 185, 500, 000 185, 000, 600
materials security an
{425 T . 11, 975, 000 22, 340, 000 24, 840, 000 22, 340, 000
Naval reactor dovelop 1886, 200, 202, 600,000 202, 800, 000 202, 600, 000
) nuclear systems - 28, 000, 39, 000, 000 , 000, 000 30, 000, 000
guclear explgsms aepn&avtiiﬁns ......................... 1,000, 1, 000, 1, 000, 000
ranium enrichment act es:
Eg&mugd e?ri:ohment..,.}' Gt 682, 958, 000 1 878, 085, 000 873, 005, 000 878, 095, 000
vanced 1so separation tech-
nology. ... D 25, 000, 000 34, 000, 000 34,000, 000 4,000, 000
T wranium  enrichment ) .
Betivitios e 707, 958, 000 912, 095, 000 907, 095, 000 912, 095, 000
Nations! security: -
® Weapons act{vities ................. 849, 304, 000 971, 605, 000 952, 805, 000 971, 605, 000
Weapons msterials production. ... 267, 692, 000 , 405, 000 , 504, 340, 505, 000
Total National Becurtty..c.ovnw- 1,116,996,000 | 1, 306,010,000 | 1,203, 310,000 1,312, 110, 000
Program support:
Frograh difootion..-———........| 180,855,000 | 1214860000 | 263,000 | 214,800,00
B ity opars 9,085, 8,415, 000 10,507, 000 10,507,000
11,475,000 10, 050, 000 10, 050, 000 050, 000
, 810, 10,905, 000 10, 905, 000 10, 905, 000
, 200, 11,000, 600 10, 000, 000 10,000, 000
CGeneral technology transfer. 1, 800, 000 000, 000 2, 600, 000 2,000,
Manpower development. . ....-fo- v cmmezwwnsnnn 700, 000 700, 000 700,
EEé)zssigned facilities.......-- 2,039,000 2,075,000 2,075, 000 2,075,000
Taotal supporting activities. .. 43, 209, 000 -43, 145,000 48, 287, 000 48, 237, 000
Cost of work for othors. o eor o ' 860,000 |. 18, 240,000 18, 240, 000 18, 240, 000
Potal progeam support 286,702,000 | 278,570,000 | 280,862,000 | 279,337,000
Total p - 8, 545,181,000 | 4,405,507,000 | 4,585, 824,000 4, 406, 104, 000
Increase or decresse in selected re- o
sourees: ‘ : .
ggods ailgiiservictg; on orger...ﬁ.--- 254, 458, 000 268, 648, 000 322, 843,000 385, 866, 000
A ven &8 ANG Wor
Caplial oSBT ® | ee7e0.000| 78,016,000 | 78,016,000 78,016,000
Total increase or decrease in-
selected reSOUr0OS. . ...umnvwwnn 321, 218,000 848, 664, 000 400, 859, 000 412, 828, 000
Totsl gross obligations...........| 8,866,849,000 | 4,752,171, 000 | 4, 986,188,000 4, 900, 986, 000
Revenues appied:
Enrichment reventos. .ovveevwe—vrm -591,510,000 | —539,100,000 | 661, 900, 000 61, 900, 000
I«ﬁnsncgula?leous Tevenues. ... —78, 490, 000 76, 000, 060 --78, 000, 000 - 76, 000, 000
Total revenues applied.. —870,000,000 | —615, 106,000 | = —737, 900,000 17817, 900, 000
‘Totsl net oblig{ations. - 3,196,340,000 1 4,128, %, % 4, 248, 283, ggg 4, 172, 086, 000
Appropriation transfers. ..o oevauueo 3 3 y
Uggblxgated balance brought forword..| —47,834,000 |.cooee v mnaeo]  —76,000,000 76, 000, 000
‘Total operating budget suthority.] 3, 149,015,000 | 14,187,571,000 | 4, 172,783,000 4,008, 588, 000
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I SOLAR ENERGY DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $220,000,000 in new budget
authority, an increase of $78.2 million over the budget estimate, for
Solar Energy Research and Development operating expenses. The
purpose of this program is to significantly expand the Nation’s en-
ergy supply through the development and demonstration of solar
energy systems that are economically attractive and environmentally
acceptable.

The commitment to this program is shown in the following table
which includes the total level of funding for the Solar program for
the last five years for both “operating expenses” and “plant and
capital equipment.” '

APPROPRIATION-——OPERATING EXPENSES, PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT
{BUDGET AUTHORITY)

Percent

Funding increase from

Fiscal year level previous year
1978 $4, 000, 000 100
1974 : 15, 000, 600 : 275
1975 43, 000, 000 186
1976 (estimate) 115, 000, 000 167
1977 (recommended)_. e . 261, 900, 000 128

An ERDA report predicted that solar energy can provide up to
7 percent of our country’s energy needs by the turn of the century and
up to 25 percent by the year 2020. Thus if the technology can be de-
veloped, and made economically attractive, solar energy will play an
invaluable role inthe United States long range needs téggeoome energy
independent.

In making the recommended increases noted below, the Committee
has significantly accelerated those solar subprograms which can have a
near term impact. The significant increases for commercial and resi-
dential demonstrations will enable ERDA to expand the number of
demonstrations, thus testing various technologies under a wide variety
of geographical conditions. A higher number of demonstrations will
also accelerate the commercialization of these technologies since the
publicity and interest generated by the demonstrations will enhance
the overall appeal of solar energy as an energy source.

The Committee is enthusiastic over the prospects for solar power
and strongly supports the program as evidenced by the sigmificant
increases above the budget recommended in the bill. Based on the
testimony received, the Committee concurs with the House Committee
that “a word of caution should be noted. Witnesses testified that at the
present stage of development, solar systems for houses and buildings
are not cost competitive with existing energy sources. Also, the ad-
vanced solar systems, which hopefully will provide significant amounts
of electricity to the Nation. are in the embryonic stage of develop-
ment. An optimistic timetable shows that solar energy will not make a
sigmificant contribution to the energy supply until far into the future.

“Thus the near and intermediate term outlook is for solar energy to

produce a small amount of energy relative to the overall energy
demand.” )

The following table lists the Committee’s recommendations for new
budget authority for the various subprograms within solar energy.
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SUMMARY OF SOLAR ENERGY ESTIMATES BY SUBPROGRAM—BUDGET AUTHORITY
[in thousands of dollars]

Fiscat year Committes
Fiscal {ear 1877 budget House recommen-
Operating expense 976 estimate allowance dation
Direct thermal applications: i
A, Solar heating and cooling of buildings:
1, Commerciat demonstrations.....____..._ $18, 200 $16,700 $35, 000 $30, 200
2. Residential demonstrations.. . ........... 5, 800 8,100 27,000 - 15,300
3. Research and development._____________ 5, 600 10, 500 15,000 12, 500
4. Development in support of demonstra-
DO U 6,000 10, 000 20,000 14, 000
B, Agricultural process heat applications_..._..._._ 4,750 3,900 7,000 , 400
Technology support and utilization:
A. Solar energy resource assessment. ............. 1,000 1,500 6,500 5, 500
B. Solar Energy Research Institute____._ N 2,200 1,500 2,500 2,500
C. Utilization and information dissemination. ______ 600 1,000 3,000 3,000
D. Solar storage. ... ..oeeeeeecnaanos e 1,600 0 0
Solar electric applications: .
A, Solar thermal electric conversion.....____....__ 14,300 30, 900 57,200 42,000
B. Photovoltaic energy conversion.____...___ - 21,600 28,200 64,200 45, 000
C. Wind energy conversion.....oweuoveeaes . 14,900 15, 000 21,000 20,000
D. Ocean thermal energy conversion . 8 100 9,200 13,000 14, 000
Fuels from biomass. o .v. o cueemoeemeecoecamem e 4, 500 4,300 11,500 10, 600, 000

A description of the solar energy subprograms follows:

A, DIRECT THERMAL APPLICATIONS

(1) Solar Heating and Cooling of Buildings.—This program in-
volves demonstration programs to provide for residential and com-
mercial solar heating and hot water demonstrations in several cycles
by the end of 1977 and combined solar heating and cooling by the end
of 1979. A cycle includes construction of a set of demonstration proj-
ects, followed by data collection and analysis, and development of
improved systems based on the data. The results will lead to recom-
mendations of possible changes in procedure and legislation needed to
win broad acceptance of solar energy.

(2) Agricultural and Process Heat Applications.—The objective in
this area is to investigate and develop technologies which will permit
the economical and competitive use of solar energy in grain drying,
crop curing, animal shelters, greenhouses, agricultural food processing
and to supply a significant fraction of the energy requirements of
industry. »

B. TECHNOLOGY SUPPORT AND UTILIZATION

This subprogram supports the technical subprograms included in
the solar energy program. Activities in Technology Support and
Utilization include the assessment, promotion, marketing and com-
municating all aspects of solar R. & D., its resources and its potential
economic viability in the energy marketplace.

Included in this subprogram are funds for the Solar Energy Re-
search Institute (SERI). The Committee recommends a $1,000,000
increase for SERI to a level of $2,500,000. SERI will perform re-
search, development and related functions to support the National
Solar Energy Program. The fiscal year 1977 request for SERI pro-
vides for costs associated with start-up activities and partial con-
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ceptual design of facilities that may be required as t of

accepted SERI proposal. The programmatic a part of an

111911‘1111de under the technical subgroggramg.m 16 costs of the SERI are
['he 1ncrease is to help insure that ; : .

tation of SERT will sy neour® that further delays in the implemen-

C. SOLAR ELECTRIC APPLICATIONS

The objective of this program is to develop and demon
conversion of solar energy to electric energy,pwith a possigga it;:itfi}ﬁ
energy contribution by 1985, and a moderate contribution by 2000.

Different, approaches to achieve these objectives include:

(1) Photovoltaic Energy Conversion.—The overall objective of the
P_hotovoltalg Energy Conversion program is to develop economically
Vla,bl&‘eleetn.c power systems suitable for a variety of applications and
I(;?exr)is.e of gzgmﬁf:antly contmbut;ng to thg Nation’s energy require—
* (2) Wind Energy Conversion.—The prima urpose of this pro-
gram 1s to develop the technology base of lgggsegle‘ ecbnomiegify
viable wind energy systems suitable for supplying commericial electric
power, and to accelerate their commercial implementation through
demonstration of large-scale experimental systems, g
. (3) Ocean Thermal Energy Conversion.—Objective of the program
1s to establish a technically and economieally viable technology base
leading to the demonstration and commercial implementation of
large-scale floating power plants capable of converting ocean thermal
energy into significant quantities of electrical energy.

(4) Solar Thermal Electric Conversion.—The major goals of the
solar thermal program are to provide a full system capability for the
widespread production of supplementary electric and thermal power in
the 1980’s to meet electric utility requirements and to provide g full
system capability for total energy systems for Government installa-
tions, urban and rural communities, and industrial load centers,

D. FUELS FROM BIOMAES

This subprogram involves the photosynthetic production, collection,
storage, and conversion of organic matter (biomass) into useful clean
fuels. The Biomass sources which are being considered include terres-
trial crops produced from agriculture and forestry operations, marine
crops, agricultural and animal wastes and forestry residues.

GENERAL

The Committee urges ERDA to fully consider submitted project
proposals such as those discussed in the plant and capital equipment
report section, solar energy facilities at various locations, as may be
required under the appropriate solar subprograms listed above.
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I. Grorasrmar ENercY DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $52,100,000 for operating
expenses for Geothermal Energy Development. The potentially usable
eothermal resources of the United States are quite substantial. ERDA
%&s a number of subprograms underway which have the common goal
of providing America with the option to exploit those resources.
ERDA’s interest in geothermal energy can be Igroken down into two
broad categories—acceleration of the development of geothermal en-
ergy through the use of existing technology and research and develop-
ment leading towards eventual development of plants which can ex-
ploit oeopressured and hot dry rock geothermal systems. o

ERDA’s major effort in expanding the use of geothermal energy for
the intermediate term is the Geothermal Resources Development Fund.
The purpose of this program is to stimulate the development of com-
mercial development of geothermal energy by minimizing a lender’s
financial risk associated with the introduction of new technology. An
additional goal is to “develop normal borrower-lender relationships
which will in time encourage the flow of credit without the need of
Federal assistance.” (Further comments on the Geothermal Resource
Development Fund occur in another portion of the report.)

ERDA also is making a substantial effort to develop the technolo-
gies for exploiting the substantial geothermal resources which are in
the form of hot dry rock and geopressured areas. The following table
%sts the various subprograms within the Geothermal Development

rogram.

Agl:?ief description of the various subbrograms along with comments
on the Committees recommendations follows:

SUMMARY OF GEOTHERMAL ENERGY ESTIMATES BY SUBPROGRAM—BUDGET AUTHORITY
‘ " {in thousands of dollars] ' '

Fiscal year Committee

Fiscal {ear 1877 budgst House recommen-

Operating expenses 976 ‘estimate allowance dation
Engineering research and development._ . . . .. ___.. $10, 600 $11,500 $13, 500 $13, 500
Resource exploration and assessment....... . A 10, 060 4.9 10, 000
Hydrothermal technology applications, . 5,700 12,200 12, 200 15, 000
Advanced technology applications......__. - 6, 900 10, 100 13, 800 10,108
Utilization experiments. ... ....vusmeesunomeicaancn 0 g 3,000 0
Environmental control and institutional studies. .. ... 3,900 4,800 5, 600 4, 800

A. ENGINEERING RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

The objective is to bring the technologies required for geothermal
development to the point of readinegs for practical application, thereby
establishing the technical foundation for growth and development.

B. RESOURCE EXPLORATION AND ABSESSMENT

Objectives are to improve existing exploration and assessment
technology for use by the United States Geological Survey and by
industry, to accelerate the identification of geothermal resources, to
verify the potential usefulness of these resources for geothermal
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energy applications and to apply such technology to th fi i
of candidate geothermal sites?p v : & ooon rp:atmn

C. HYDROTHERMAL TECHNOLOGY APPLICATIONS

Objective is to establish the technical feasibility of using liquid-
dominated geothermal resources for both electric power generation
and non-electric uses. S

The Committee recommends that $2 million of the increase over the
budget estimate for hydrothermal technology applications be provided
for applications of low- and moderate-temperature geothermal heat.

D. ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY APPLICATIONS

The objective of this subprogram is to prove the technical feasibility
of using geothermal resources that require technologies which will
be rg}li,le to gzrentually use the widely distributed conductive heat of the
earth’s crust.

E. ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL AND INSTITUTIONAL STUDIES

. Studies conducted under this program wil] assess the environmental
impact of geothermal activities and the development of improved
environmental control technologies.

II1. ConservaTion RESEARCH AND DeveropMenT

The Committee recommends a total of $51,900,000 in new bud
authority for fiscal year 1977 for electric ener’gy éystems and enm%?
storaé%e.. The remainder of the Conservation R. & D. efforts are in.
cluded in the Interior Appropriation Bill. -

The ob?ectlve of the Electric Energy Systems effort includes research
and development in advanced technologies for increasing power trans-
mission capability with reduced power losses, increase system relia-
bility, and lower operating costs. Energy Storage efforts include de-
veloping emergy saving technologies through storage of available
lower cost base load energy for use in meeting peak load demand.

The increase recommended provides an additional $5.1 million for
the electric energy systems and $5.0 million for the electrio storage
programs in budget authority for fiscal year 1977.

IV. Fusion Power RESEARCH AND DevErLoPMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $264,300,000 for Fusion
Power Research and Development, including $186,600,000 for the
Magnetic Fusion program.

The essential fuel material which would be used in fusion is a
derivative of seawater. It is estimated that the energy that could,
in theory, be produced by the fusion of the deuterium nuclei present
In a gallon of water is equal to that obtainable from the combustion
of about 800 gallons of gasoline. The enormous amounts of water
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available on Earth thus represents an inexhaustible potential source
of energy. The production of energy from the controlled fusion process
has certain unique characteristics which make it extremely attractive
from the safety and environmental points of view. Thus controlled
thermonuclear fusion could well be a key answer to mankind’s long-
range energy problems.

There are two approaches to attain the production of electricity
through the fusion process—magnetic fusion and laser fusion. Mag-
netic fusion utilizes powerful magnets to hold the fuel in mid-air as the
thermonuclear burn occurs. In laser fusion, powerful lasers will im-
plode the fuel to attain a thermonuclear burn. The following table
shows the appropriations for the fusion power program for the past
several years.

Appropriation—Operating expenses, plant, and capital equipment
(budget authority)

Percent
Punding  increase from

Fiscal year levell previous year
1973 $79, 000, 000 46
1974 . 111, 500, 000 41
1975 183, 000, 000 64
1976 (estimate) 250, 400, 000 37

1977 (recommended) 420, 800, 000 68

1 Includes funds for magnetie fusion and laser fusion.

A. MAGNETIC FUSION

Thé Committee is encouraged by the various scientific advances made
within the past year in the magnetic fusion program. The Committee
recommends an increase of $18,600,000 over the budget request for this
program, The recommended increase will provide for expanded re-
search-in a number of subprograms and modest efforts in areas other
than the mainline programs. The Committee points out that the budget
request provided an increase of $36,350,000 over fiscal year 1976. The
Committee’s recommendation would provide $54,950,000 over fiscal
year 1976. o

B. LASER FUSION

The Committee recommends.a total of $77,700,000, an increase of
$6,300,000, for the Laser Fusion program. This program has the same
objective as the magnetic fusion program, but utilizes lasers to initiate
the thermonuclear burn. The research and development conducted
in this program also has relevance in weapons research.

The laser fusion program is characteriized by cooperative develop-
ment effort of the ERDA laboratories, universities and industry. The
Committee believes this is a healthy direction and encourages ERDA
to continue to assure strong participation of non-ERDA organizations
in this program. '

V. Foer CycieE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $163,035,000, the same as the
budget and an increase of nearly $100,000,000 over the funding level
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for fiscal year 1976, for Fuel Cycle Research and Development. This

program is concerned with all portions of the nuclear fuel cycle. The
three major subprograms are (1) Uranium Resource Assessment (2)

Support. of Nuclear Fuel Cycle and (3) Waste Management (Com-
mercial). The following table shows the Committee’s recommenda-
tions for these three subprograms.

. . A. URANIUM RESOURCE ASSESSMENT

This program consists of (a) evaluation and analysis of do-
mestic uranium ore reserves and potential resources, (b) identifying
areas favorable for the occurrence of uranium and (¢) R & D on im-
proved techniques for assessment, discovery and production of the
resources.

Ample supplies of uranium are essential for the long term health of
nuclear energy and the attainment of Energy Independence. Wit-
nesses testified that, although there are enough supplies for the inter-
mediate term, it is important that new discoveries be made for the long
term needs. The Committee recommends the full budget request of
$31,335,000 for this program.

B. SUPPORT OF NUCLEAR FUEL CYCLE

The purpose of this program is to develop, on a commercially appli-
cable basis, the technology for reprocessing spent reactor fuels and the
recycling of the used products and to improve the operability and
maintainability of large integrated reprocessing and recycle facilities.

The availability of a reprocessing and recycle capability will signif-
icantly reduce the demand for natural uranium and the associated
mining, milling and enrichment capacity. The Committee supports
the full budget request of $56,700,000.

C. WASTE MANAGEMENT (COMMERCIAL)

This program provides for the long term management of radio-
active waste. Subprograms include (a) terminal storage R & D, (b)
waste processing R & D and (c¢) supporting studies and evaluations.

The Committee recommends $75,000.000. the full budget request,
which is an increase of $62,000,000 over the fiscal year 1976 appropria-
tion of $13,000,000.

VI. Fisstox Power Reactor DrveLopMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $630,260,000, as proposed in
the budget request, for the Fission Power Reactor Development Pro-
gram. This program includes research on a number of advanced
reactor concepts—the Liquid Metal Fast Breeder Reactor, the High
Temperature Gas Reactor, Gas Cooled Reactors and Light Water
Reactor Technology.

The major portion of these funds is for the continued research and
development of the Liquid Metal Fast Breeder Reactor (LMFBR).
The LMFBR is projected to utilize uranium in the range of 60 times
more efficiently than existing reactors. The impact of that fact should
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not be understimated. The LMFBR technology may make an enor-
mous contribution someday to America’s energy supply. As mentioned
earlier in the report, almost every industrialized country is proceeding
rapidly with the development of LMBFR’s and some countries have
demonstration plants actually operating.

Funds are included in the bill to proceed with a demonstration plant
to prove out the technology. Under the present timetable this plant
would become operable around 1983. Critics who oppose the breeder
would foreclose the possibility of developing a demonstration plant
which, as witnesses testified to the Committee, will prove the safety
and workability of a technology which has the potential of making an
enormous contribution to the future energy needs of the Nation.

Also included is the Light Water Reactor Technology subprogram
which has the objective of increasing the productivity and on
line availability of light water reactors and reducing the cost of light
water reactors to be committed in the next 5-10 years.

The following table lists the recommended totals for the various’

subprograms of the Fission Power Reactor Development Program.
Summary of Fission Power Reactor Development by Subpmgmm

{Budget Authority)

Fiacal year Committee

’ - 1977 budget recommendation
Tiquid metal fast breeder reactor oo $534, 780, 000 $534, 760, 600
Water cooled breeder reactor 37, 000, 000 87, 000, 000
Gas cooled reactors. ... _____.__. 28, 700, 000 28, 700, 0600
Light water reactor technology e 12, 500, 000 12, 500, 000
Supporting activities - : e 17,800, 000 - 17, 800, 0600
Total .. 630, 260,000 630, 260, 000

VII. ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH AND SAFETY

The Committee recommends a total of $253,523,000 for Environ-
mental Research and Safety, which is an increase of $14,023,000 over
the budget request. The Environmental Safety and Research Program
is divided into five subprograms. : ‘ :

A brief explanation of each subprogram and description of Com-
mittee recommendations follows.

A. BIOMEDICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH

Program provides data and conducts research on the health and
environmental effects of pollutants released to the environment by
existing and developing energy technologies and conducts various
research programs. A wide variety of research programs are conducted

in health studies, biological studies, environmental studies, physical

and technological studies, analysis and assessment and education and
training. ,

The recommended increase includes $3,500.000 for the artificial
heart, $2,000,000 for expanded research in nuclear medicine, and in-
creased research on the health and environmental impact of both
nuclear and non-nuclear generation of energy, including $800,000
for manned undersea activities research.
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B. OPERATIONAL SAFETY

The objective of this program is to: (1) Provide ERDA with a
quick response capability for performing aerial radiological measure-
ments in an emergency situation; (2) to aid the State of Colorado in
cleaning up the structures which were partially built by using uranium
mill tailings in the construction material; and (3) Safety Studies and
Development of Operations guidelines.

Safety studies and Development of Operations guidelines.

The increase over the budget is for safety studies and the develop-
ment of operational guidelines primarily in fossil fuel facilities.

" C. ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL TECHNOLOGY

The program provides for assessing all ongoing and planned energy
technology development activities to ensure that the proper emphasis
is given to environmental control research, development, and dem-
onstration.

The increase recommended in the bill will accelerate ERDA’s
efforts to assess the technology being developed to minimize the en-
vironmental impact of generating energy.

D. REACTOR BAFETY FACILITIES

The primary responsibility for nuclear safety research rests with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). However, Section 205 of
the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 stipulates that ERDA should
provide research services and facilities to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission for the purpose of conducting NRC sponsored safety
research. :

. One of the experiments anticipated to be conducted by the NRC
is the Plenum Fill Experiment. ERDA is responsible for budgeting
for facility construction while NRC will be responsible for budgeting
for the test specification preparation and analysis associated with the
experimental program.

- The Committee is concerned about the dramatic increase in the
cost for the Plenum Fill Experimental Facility. The estimated cost
has risen from about $2,000,000 to $27,400,000.

This significant increase in the estimated total cost shows that the
planning, research and conceptual design and engineering have not, at
this time, been well conceived for this facility.

The Committee has included $2,300,000 in budget authority for
the development of detailed engineering and design and cost estimates.
The Committee will review this project when the final design and
cost data are available,

VIII. Hiex Exeroy PHysics

The Committee recommends a total of $167 ,500,000, the same as the
request for High Energy Physics. The goal of this program is the
exploration and understanding of energy and matter in their most
basic form. The majority of the funds are for the operation of various
accelerators involved in research. Numerous experimental and

S, Rept, 94-0960 ~-- 2
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theoretical research programs are involved in basic research about
the structure behavior of matter and its manifestations as and rela-

tionship to energy.
TX. Basic EnErey SCIENCES

The Committee recommends a total of $197,400,000 for Basic
Energy Sciences. This is an increase of $14,600,000 over the budget
request. The funds included for this program will provide $90,500,000
for the Nuclear Science subprogram, which is an increase of $9,300,000
over the budget request; $56,400,000 for the Material Sciences sub-
program, which is an increase of $5,300,000 over the budget request;
and_ $50,500,000 for the Molecular, Mathematical, and Geosciences
subprogram, which is the same as the budget request.

‘A. NUCLEAR SCIENCE

The major objective of this subprogram is improving our under-
standing of nuclear processes and phenomena through basic experl-
mental and theoretical studies carried out primarily at ERDA labora-
tories and at universities. Most of this research is carried out at smaller

reactors and research reactors.
B. MATERIAL SCIENCES

This research effort is to expand the base of knowledge of materials
properties and behavior. Improved or new materials and expanded
knowledge of the properties of conventional materials are require
in all aspects of energy generation, conversion, transmission, storage
utilization and conservation. :

"The increase is to accelerate materials research because of the im-
portant role materials will play in the development of various future

energy technologies.
¢. MOLECULAR, MATHEMATICAL AND GEOSCIENCES

The research efforts in this subprogram include research in radia-
tion science, chemical physics, basic_research in geothermal energy,
and study to improve the efficiency with which eomputers are applied.

X. NucLEarR MATERIALS SECURITY AND SAFEGUARDS

The Committee recommends a total of $25.740.000 for operating
expenses for the Nuclear Materials Security and Safeguards program,
the same as the budget request.

The objective of the program is to protect the public against death,
injury or property damage from nuclear events which could poten-
tially be produced by malevolent use of nuclear materials or sabotage
of nuclear facilities. : :

The program designs safeguards systems for both civilian and
ERDA facilities. The increased operating funds will be used pri-
marily for designing safeguards systems using physical protection
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and materials control and accountability elements and testing these
systems in operating plant environments. The recommended increase
restores the reduction made by the Office of Management and Budget.

" XI. Navar Reacror DevELOPMENT

The Committee recommends the full budget request of $191,500,
000 for operating expenses of the Naval Reactors Development
program. This program provides for the design and development of
improved naval nuclear propulsion plants and reactor cores to meet
the military requirements of the Department of Defense. Efforts
continue on the development of an adyanced reactor core with longer
life for application to nuclear powered guided-missile cruisers and on
the development of advanced reactors for submarines.

- XII. Srace NUCLEAR SysTEMS

The Cominittée recommends the full budget request
) of $31,000,00
for operating expenses of the Space Nuclea,rgSyste(rlns progrimi /000
This program provides nuclear power systems for the civilian space
ggggglirlrlli :ﬁd the Depsﬁrt,ment ?:lf Defensedwhich utilizes satellites for
? ion, surveillance and command and cont ion’
strIategw arad tactical forces. ntrol of the Na,tlop )
. Improved power systems utilizing nuclear isotopes are also neede
in underseas research, advanced anti-submarinepwarfare detection
systems and potentially for an unmanned defense radar system.
voﬁgglgogflly, ta, i@rfestn?l power development subprogram is in-
e potential applicatio
pnbadedoaty pPp n of space tecbnology to energy pro-

XIII. NucrLear AExrmsm;: A:émcm’mx ProaraM

The full budget estimate of $1,300,000 is recom :
, ! nate mended £
fuclearqE_xplqswe Application Pro’gra;n. These funds wosld pglc;v%g
or the initiation of laboratory studies of radioactive waste disposal
gfz{églt(:ggoigg%:%% Otgo%;tl()l mvgstiga,te the feasibility of utilizing a very
= .} underground cavi i
of Xucl%a,; fuel r,eprocessing Was%:es. cavity for permanent disposal
subprogram will provide the support base for the U.S n-
m%f‘l}tl during Peaceful Nuclear Explosive-related treaty negoggfi?)ﬁls.
ere are ne funds included in this bill for underground nuclear
tests, ‘other than those for the National Security program.

XIV. UrantuMm ENRICHMENT Acmms

A, TRANIUM ENRICHMENT

The Committee recommends $888,345,000, same as the budget esti-
mate for uranium enrichment. The major portion of these funds—
?80.3,.265,000713 for the operation of the three uranium enrichment

acilities which produce fuel for America’s and many of the world’s '

nuclear plants. Thi osts )
uraniuml.) ese costs are recovered through the sale of enriched
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XV. NaTioNAL Securiry

A. WEAPQONS ACTIVITIES

The Committee recommends $1,012,005,000, the same as the budget
estimate for Weapons Activities.

The Weapons program provides for the research, development,
testing and production of nuclear weapons to meet national defense
needs. The weapons complex within ERDA is a national resource that
for over 25 years has fulfilled the Nation’s nuclear weapons needs.

The Committee is advised that the actual size of the nuclear stock-
pile is declining in number. However, many weapons in the stockpile
are extremely old and must be replaced. The production of new nuclear
weapons is needed to maintain an adequate defense posture and to
incorporate new technology into new warheads which will be com-
patible with the new weapons systems being developed by the Depart-
ment of Defense. It should be noted that the cost of the warheads is
relatively small when compared to the total cost of the weapons
systems being developed by the Department of Defense. Both ERDA
and DOD are involved in judgements affecting safety, security, con-
trol and performance features of nuclear weapons.

At times the weapons complex does undertake missions in the civilian
energy field. Because of the nature of its research effort it is especially
qualified in the area of laser fusion research which will hopefully make
a significant contribution towards supplying energy for the Nation.

B. WEAPONS MATERIAL PRODUCTION

The Committee recommends $362,735,000, an increase of $8,100,000,
for Weapons Material Production.

The primary objectives of this program are the production of special

nuclear materials for weapons, the reprocessing of naval fuels for
nuclear submarines and the management of ERDA radioactive waste
products. ’ :
-~ The Committee increase of $8,100,000 is for extending the opera-
tion of the Hanford Reactor in Washington beyond fiscal year 1977.
This is a dual purpose reactor which produces both nuclear material
for ERDA and steam for producing electricity.

XVI. ProaraM DIRECTION

The Committee recommends a total of $214,860,000, the same as the
budget request for Program Direction. This program covers the
salaries, travel and other costs associated with program direction and
administration of ERDA. The major portion of these funds are for
the salaries of personnel direetly employed by ERDA.

There seems to be & substantial duplication of staff functions at the
program level, assistant administrator level and central staff. For
example, the data submitted to the Committee during the recent
hearings indicates a substantial duplication in planning, budget, ad-
ministrative services and other staff functions. There also appears to
exist a significant proliferation of personnel in management informa-
tion systems and studies. :
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ERDA should review the organization with a view toward identify-

ing these non-programmatic positions, and eliminatin
duplication. P o g overlap and

XVIIL ‘SUPPOR'fING AcriviTiEs

The Committee recommends a total of $46,237,000 for S rti
Activities, an increase of $3,092,000 from the,bud’get reque;:}:)po e
Supporting Activities is made up of the following subprograms:

A. COMMUNITY OPERATIONS

This program _provides Federal payments to communities where
large ERDA vfacxhtles cause an excessive tax burden on localities.

- B. SECURITY INVESTIGATIONS

Funds are for the inveg;tigatipn of individuals requiring security
clearances and for selective reinvestigations of previously cleared
personnel. ‘ ‘

C. INFORMATION SERVICES

This program is divided into (1) Public Awareness which creates
and encourages the development of general information to the public
on all energy conservation technologies and energy sources and (2)

Technical Information Services” W%lich acquires analyzes, organizes
and disseminates scientific, technical and practical infor’mation on
energy. «

D. GENERAL SYSTEMS STUDIES

The objective of general systems studies is to develo
> € ns s and appl
systems analvsls teachings to aid in planning, manal,;ement pﬂglg
dec1smn-mak§ng for the allocation of resources and evalustion of
performance in implementing the energy R & D plan. :

E. GENERAL TECHNOLOGY TRANSFERS PROGRAM

The program consists of R & D commercialization studies, tech-
nology transfer of ERDA produced technology and an energy«x,'elated
Inventions evaluation program which takes ideas provided to ERDA.
from the private sector into further development.

F. MANPOWER DEVELOPMENT

The goal for manpower development is to assure the availabili
) ) { ailabilit;
of trained manpower in the right numbers and in the right time—fmmje;
to meet the needs of the energy related segments of the economy.

G. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNTTY

The Equal Employment Opportunityvpro m provides
gra; taffin
and related costs required by ERDA Ty : its b
for the EEO contractcompliance, ) 0 ooponsibilities
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XVIIL CuaNeE 1IN SELECTED RESOURCES

The Committee recommends an increase of $67,200,000 for fiscal year
1977 for change in selected resources. Selected resources consist of in-
ventories and goods and services on order. The change is based on bm-
creases and decreases made in the above programs where applicable.

XIX. ReveNUBs APPLIED

Anticipated and estimated revenues are applied to finance the pro-
gram cos?,s, thereby reducing the amount of the overall appropriation
required. For fiscal year 1977 revenues are estimated to be $737.9
million. : ‘

XX. UNOBLIGATED BALANCES

The Committee recommends a total reduction of $76,000,000 for
unobligated balances. $56,000,000 of this reduction is for the purchas}e
of power to enrich uranium-for civilian nuclear reactors. ERDA’s
anticipated purchases of electrical power for the gaseous diffusion
plants were lower than anticipated for fiscal year 1976 and the transi-
tion quarter. The incident at Brown’s Ferry. nuclear plant caused TVA
to deliver less power to ERDA than anticipated for fiscal year 1976.
Therefore, an unobligated balance of $56,000,000 should be. available
in 1976 and the transition quarter can be carried forward into 1977.

The Committee also recommends a general reduction of $20,000,000
for other anticipated unobligated balances which will be carried
forward into 1977. '

Prant anp CapritalL EQUIPMENT

Appropriation, 1976 e oo m e $907, 642, 000
Botiget eStimate, 1077 ..o - o oowmoowmommmeoneoomea- 11, 579, 399, 000
Housge allOWAICE - - - - ccmceccmemmmmmmm e e mmmmwmmmm e - 1, 525, 500, 000
Committee recommendation . . oo ommee e mmmmnee 1, 608, 185, 000

Comparigon:
i e et n s ——— +28, 786, 000
%udget estimate, 1977 .. w +82’, 685i 900

House alloWANCE o e em o mm
1 Includes budget amendment of $170,125,000 (8. Doc. 94-208) not considered by House.

The amounts recommended by the Committee for plant and capital
equipment, along with the budget request and House allowance are
shown in the following table: , S ,
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION

Plant and Capital Equipment

FISCAL YEAR 1977

Project
No.

Project title

Fiscal year
1677 budget
estimate

House
allowance

Committee
recommenda-
tion

V72t

T80

T7-4-a
77-4-b

740

7744
7755

7768

7778

77-8-a
77-8-b

77-8¢
77-8-d

798

77-9-b

T7-9-¢

77-9-d
77-10-a
77-10-b

T7-11-8

CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS

Solar Energy Development
Bolar energy facilities, various locations.....
Fusion Power Research and Development

Magnetic fusion: Computer building, Law-
rence Livermore Laboratory, Livermore,
Californla. . o v i cricmaceeee

Laser fusion: Electron beam fusion facilities,
ISVIandxa Iaboratories, Albuquerque, N.

Fission Power Resctor Development

Modiflcations to reactors. . _vevun e
Breeding nondestructive assay facility,
%gggo National Engineering Laboratory,
0 e o e e
High performance Fuel Laboratory.
land, Wash -
Fuel storage facility, Richland, Wash_._____
Computer building scquisition, Idaho Na
tional Engineering Laboratory, Idsho
Falls, Idahoo . oo

Environmental Research and Safety
Modifications and additions to biomedical

and environmental research facilities, vari-
018 JOCALIONS. cvv v bren e

High-Energy Physics

Accelerator improvements and modifica-
cations, varlous loestions....._____....._..

Basic Energy Sclences

Accelerator and reactor. improvements and
modifications, varlous locatlons. ..........
Expanded experimental capabilities, Bates
inear Accelerator, Massachusetis Insti-
tute of Technology, Mass_ ....covveeno oo
Increased flux, high flux beam reactor,
Brookhaven Netional Laboratory, N.Y ._
Conversion of steam plant fseilities, Oak
Ridge National Laboratory, Tenn........

Uranium Enrichment Activities

Expansion of feed vaporization and saﬁ)ling
gfilities,gxseous Zusion plants, multiple
£ P,
trogen gystem uprating, gaseous
diffusion plant, Oak Ridge, Tenn.........
Upgrade ventilation systems, technical serv-
ices building, gaseous diffusion plant,
Portsmouth, Ohlo
Centrifuge plant demonstration facility, Oak
Fingei Tteinn ..............................
re protection upgrading, gaseous diffusion
plants, multiplesites. ...ovuuenecooeeooaon
Modifications to compgly with the Occupa-~
tional Bafety and Heslth Act, gaseous
diffusion plauts, and Feed Materials Pro-
duction Center, Fernald, Obhlo....uev...

National security
Weapons activities:
Safeguar:

ds and research and develo)
ment laborgtory facility, Sandf;

950, 000

3, 600, 000

1, 300, 000

5,000, 000
2,500,000
12, 200, 000

5§, 200, 000

8, 000, 000
80, 000, 000
8,300, 000

8,200,000

4,200,000 |

9,000, 000 |

$5, 000, 000

8, 100, 000

5, 000, 000

8, 500, 000
1, 500, 000
7,000,

H ¥

950, 000

3, 200, 000
3, 600, 060

1,300, 000

5,000, 000
2, 500, 000
10, 200,000

8, 000, 000
5, 200, 000

3, 000, 000
25, 000, 000
£, 300,000

Laboratories, Albuquerque, N. Mex.._

* Bee footnote at end of table,

38, 000, 000

$20, 000, 000

3, 200, 000

3, 600, 000

. 1,800, 000

5, 000, 000
2, 500, 000
10, 200, 000

8, 000, 000
&, 200, 000

3, 000, 000
25, 000, 000
8, 300, 000

8,200, 000

3,000,000

4, 000, 000
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Continued

Plant and. Capital Equipment—Continued
FISCAL YEAR 1977

Project Fiscal year House Committes
No. Project titls 1977 budget allowancs recoxnmenda-
estimate tion
CONBTRUCTION PROJECTS-Con.
National Security—Continued
77-11-b Safaguards and site security improve-
ts, various locations. . ..oweeveoonoe 8,700, 000 5,700, 000 5,700, 000
77-11-¢ inch minery fired atomic lpxojectila
production facilities, vaﬂous tions. 12, 000, 000 16, 060, 000 12, 000, 000
77-11-d Pritium confinement system, Sav:
River, 8.C.vuercecsnmonmmmmnnapnmmeas 8,500, 000 8,500, 000 8,500,000
77-12-0 Fireand safety &ro}ect Lawrsnce Liver-
mors Laboratory, Calif.e e ovvenoeeans $2, 300, 000 $2,300,000 $2, 300, 000
77-12-b Life saiety corridor modiﬁcations, Ben-
dix Plant, Kansas City, MO...oopuneen 3,100, 000 8,100, 000 3, 100,000
Ti=12-0 Modlﬂcatiom 10 eom(f g with the Qceu-
tional B ealth Act, Y-12
71-12-d %grnd O liabiie o o e protec , 6,400,000 6,400,000 5,400, 000
& e rolial y of fire
endix Plant, ansas ;y ....... 7, 800, 000 7, 800, 000 7, 800, 000
7126 Sludg disposai facilit 1% Biant,
Oak Ridge, Tellaeanccmenmmeonmmenan 3, 000, 000 3,-000, 000 3, 000, 000
Weapons Mateals Produstion:
77-13-8 uorinel dissolution process and fuel
recelving improvements, Idaho Chem-
{eal Processing Plant, I (iaho Nationsal
Engineering Laboratory, Idaho, (A-E :
and lon; du-lead PrOCUIemMOnt) . —uuvoswa-n 10,000,000 | - 10,000,000 10, 000, 000
77-18-b Improve confinement of radioactive
releases, r areas, wannah
River, 8.C. cvvecmiememccvmemnnaan 6, 000, 000 6, (00, 000 6, 000, 000
T7-13-¢ Seismic :
Savann 3, 000, 000 8, 000, 000 8, 000, 000
77-13~4 High level waste si,orage and waste man-
agement facilities, Savannsh River,
[ o RS S 25, 000, 000 25, 000, 000 25, 000, 000
77-13-0 High level wasto sto a and handiing
facllities, Richland, Wash. . comoouenn 18, 000, 000 18, 000, 000 18, 000, 000
77131 Waste isolation pilot g t, site undesig-
nated, (A-E, acquisxt:lon, and
- Sggng-leﬁd pmcélremen ................ 6,000, 000 6,000, 000 6, 000, 000
& 5 an
pmtion tacilities, mult lpgstites. b 7,700,000 7,700, 000 7,700, 000
77-13~h Personnel tion -~ an support -
%fﬂity'réaﬁh ° Nc%f %Mxngimnng
ant 0 Natio )
Lahota‘m , 1dahp 10, 500, C00 10, 500, 000 10, 500, 000
7714 General plant 74,610,000 | 70, 000, 000 74, 610, 000
7715 Consttucrion planning and " 200, 000 7, 200, 000 " 200, 000
INCREASE IN PRIOR YEAR
PROJECTB
Solar energy development )
76-2-8 5-megawatt solar thermal test facility .- .. 10, 000, 000 12, 000, 000 12, 000, 000
76-2-b lo»megawlatttc?itrnal reﬁeilver a;fg‘lg thermal
werplant (A-E and long- procure- ,
Dent T 2,500, 000 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 000
Fusion power research and development
Magnetic fusion: ‘
78-5-8 P flt);,lslion tes{;g%ct%ro Pngg:eton
lasm: cs ains-
boror MT . T . 86, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 50, 000, 000
78-5~b 14—]%? }ﬁtense nggtrc%nﬁsou{c%gwitlgty, - ’
08 ADOTH] 3 -
O o, Vel 14,400,000 | 14,400,000 14,400, 000
76-5-¢ lé-ll:iev high mlt'ensity neutrxtjéx béacitléty,
eTImore ratory,
7 b Cﬁ]?:r%%:.-j? ..... ; ”"fééﬁit."izé' 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 600
Eaei Laser fusion: High-energy laser ¥,
‘Alamos Belentific Laboratory, N. Mex....- 9, 706, 000 9,700, 000 9, 700, 000
Fission power reactor development ]
67-3-a Fast flux test facility v vm e 80, 000, 000 75, 000, 000 80, 000, 000

See footnote at end of table,
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Con.

Plant and Capital Equipment—Continued
FISCAL YEAR 1977

Project Fiscal
H
No. Project title 1977 budgat allowaumece rgo%mmjmmetﬁﬁi-
estimate tion
INCREASE IN PRIOR YEAR
PROJECTS~Continued 4
High-energy physics
75-8-¢ Positron-electron joint ect, Lawre
Berkeley Laboratory sggo tanford nggg
Aceelerator Center...oeu oo veeccememuunen $25, 000, 000 $25, 000, 000 $25, 000, 000
Uranium enrichment activities
76-8-¢ Convérsion of existing steam plants to coal
capability, gaseous diffusion planfs and
gaed Materiais  Production  Center,
ernald, Ohlo..._ - 5, 300, 000 5, 300, 000 5, 800, 000
76-8-g Egﬁggoumth um production facilities, .
_________________________ ‘
76-14 Bafeguards and security upgrading Ports- 170,000,000 150, 000, 000 179, 006,000
- Cmouth (0731 1 O o, 5, 850, 000 5, 350, 000 §, 850, 000
g %sl%;d; upratingwmgram gaseous diffusion !
Tt | Possss Gquipment modiBcations, gaseows | o non0 | 16LONG,000 ) 161,000,000
diffusion plants.. .o cccnruwnacoane 267, 800, 000 267, 800, 000 267, 890, 000
National security
Weapons activities:
88-10-¢ sgeng%x Len&an%me% B};os Alamos
entific Laboratory, N. Mex____....___ 4, 150, 000 4, 150, 000 150, 000
76-14 Safeguards and security u ing. ' 800, 800, 7500,
71-9(13 New plntoniumrecove?vy 1hty?§%ocky ----- e 780,000 T
mo® | DF s Fm;ﬁ;ﬁ;;i’;ﬁm ' """" iy, X000 BAN0| 25,8000
Alamos . Scientific La%oratory, ’
Weapons mst;}i;ﬁi .......................... 183, 400, 000 18, 400, 000 13, 460, 000
76-8-8 Ag&itionsls fac| mi}i\;ﬁ,nl%igh lsevel waste /
avannah River, 8.C......__.
76-8-b Additi%nal Dieh 13ve‘}v waste siorage 26,000,000 26,000,000 26,000,000
es, Richland, Wash........___.. i
76-5-1-¢ New waste csleining facility, idaho 5890, 000 5 800,000 9 600,000
e
ng Btation 0w mmme
General reduction, anticipated slippage - _-._f?’_???’.??g -g gg&% ...... %? '.T?’.T?
"Total, fiscal year 1977 construction
budgetauthordty ... ____..... 1, 285, 880,000 | 1, 225, 500, 000 1,299, 960, 000
CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED
ONSTRUCTION To
Cspé%gl agqmpmot&t——(})bhgaﬂons ’
energy developmont . wweue oo oo 5,700,000 1 7,400,000 17,400, 000
Geothermal en develo; - 5 , 1500
ngier;va;mxg gge%rgh an%m(elg\!relo 1, 500,000 +500,000 T
¥ systerns and en sto; o e et o e
Fmﬁmgerfresemh ne gevelrgg?n o 5, 000, 000 2 6,000, 000 % 6, 000, 000
¢ fusion. —— 18, 800, 000 . 28,000,000 28, 000, 000
Laser fasion. ... - 0, 800, 000 12, 800, 000 12,800, 000
Total fusion power research and development... .. 30, 600, 000 85,800, D00 35, 800, 000
Fuel eycle research and development 15,
FSSion Dot e Y ooDIEN . -« eoon oo i, 600, 000 14, 000, 000 14,000, 000
Fis B Dt resgfgt cﬁggﬁgﬂ .................. 49,002, 000 49,002, 000 49,002, 000
iomedicsl and environme!
Blomoticland sviconmanial osaen-..| 1048000 | pmon | b ats 00
Environmental oontrol teChNOIOZY v ve e e e " 560,000 * 560, 000 " 560,
Total environmentsl research and safety_.____ 11, 978, 000 13,078, 000 13,078,000
High energy physies. ..
I%%Séfegiergy sciences. . %0: g&: % i %é, %, % 3 %lli' %' %
N materials security and safegnards , 400, 000 000 032,
B aval resctor development--,.,___-,_---,_--- —— 6, 000, 000 6, 600, 000 8,000, 000
pace nuclear sy T g 200,000 3,206, 000 3,200,000

See footnote at end oi table.
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- ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—Con.
Plant and Capital Equipment--Continued
FISCAL YEAR 1977

Fiscal year House Committes
Project title - 1877 budget allowance recommenda-
estimate ’ tion

Uranium enrichment sctivities:
Uranlum enrichment .o oeeeooovemeomimeeen $17, 243, 000 $17, 000, 000 $17, 000, 000
Advanced isotopes separation technology. ... ... 7,000, 000 7, 000, 000 7,000, 000
Total uranium enrichment activities. ... 24, 243, 000 24, 000, 000 24, 000, 000

National security:
Weapons activities. .. _ - 78, 100, 000 70,000, 000 73, 100, 000
Weapons materials produetion. ... oo _enen 28, 891, 000 29, 891, 000 29, 691, 000
Total national 86t Yaee v oo oo 96, 791, 000 99, 691,000 102, 761,000
support: 1

rogram direction. oo 4, 325, 000 4, 200, 000 4, 325,000
Supporting activities: Information services.. ... 900, 000 900, 000 , 000
Total program support...... i o e e 5, 225,000 5,100, 000 5, 225, 000
‘Total program obligations_.. . ceememe—-| 203,439,000 | 308,903,000 310, 128, 000
Unobligated balance brought forward.... .o ccvnanae e s e -8, 908, 000 —1, 603,000
Total capital squipment budget authority........ 293, 439, 000 300, 000, 000 308, 225, 000
Grand total, plant and eapital equipment.......... 53,579,300,000 | 1,525, 500, 000 1,608, 185, 00¢

1 Increass is for heating and cooling demonstrations.
¥ Increase Is for slectrical ens storage program.
# Increase includes $500,000 for materials science and $500,000 for molecular, mathematical and geo-

sclences.
4 Amended budget request (8. Doc. 94-208) not considered by, House.
¢ Intludes budget amendment of $170,125,000 (8. Doc. $4-208) not considered by House.

Construction Projects

Recommended changes to the budget request follow: N

(1) Project 77-18.—Solar energy facilities and projects, various
locations. An increase of $20,000,000 is recommended by the Commit-
tee, subject to the specific authorization as required for such facilities
and projects. Based on information brought to the attention of the
Committee, a number of worthy solar energy project proposals have
been submitted, such as; a biomass eonversion facility in conjunction
with existing research facilities at Pine Bluff Arsenal, Ark.; solar
thermal demonstration plants for rural and small communities at
Hobbs, N, Mex. in conjunction with a public utility system and private
industry, and in Arkansas in conjunction with the state’s rural elec-
trical cooperatives, among other such proposals. The Committee di-
rects the attention of ERDA to this additional funding for solar
energy facilities, and urges ERDA to see that these and other sub-
mitted proposals are fully considered and reviewed consistent with the
authorization and mandate of the Congress. ) )

(2) Project T7-6-a.—A decrease of $1,000,000 for meodifications
and additions to various biomedical and environmental research fa-
cilities. An amount of $3,200,000 is provided for this project in fiscal

year 1977,
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(3) Project 77-8-d.—A reduction of $2,000,000 for conversion of
steam plant facilities at Oak Ridge Laboratory leaving $10,200,000
to continue work on this project in the coming fiscal year.

1) Prolect’77—~9—a.—A.d(;crease of $1,000,000 for expansion of
feed vaporization and sampling facilities at various locations. The
iig%ease leaves $8,000,000 to proceed with this project in fiscal year

(5) Project 77-9-d.—A $5,000,000 reduction for the centrifuge plant
demonstration facility at Oak Ridge, Tenn. due to project delays. A
recent reprogramming proposal cited cost overruns in the present
demonstration facility. A total of $25,000,000 is recommended to con-
tinue work on this project in fiscal year 1977.

(6) Project 77~11-a.—An increase of $1,000,000 for expanded office
space for the safeguard and research and development laboratory,
Sandia Laboratories, N. Mex.

(7) Project 76-2-a.—An increase of $2,000,000 to accelerate work
on the 5-Megawatt Solar Test facility, which will test solar energy
components and subsystems.

Capital Equipment

The Committee recommends restoration of the $3,100,000 House re-
duction in connection with the weapons activities and a reduction of
$:§,t(}t(;0,000 in the unobligated balances applied by the House Com-
mittee, ’

GreorrERMAL RESOURCES DEverorMENT FUnp

Appropriations, 1976 - — - —

Budget estimate, 1977 .o e $50, 000, 000
House allowanece_..: —— 30, 000, 000
Committee recommendation 30, 000, 000
Comparison :

Budget estimate, 1977 —20, 000, 000

House allowance. ——— e

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $30,000,000 in new
budget authority to establish a reserve in the Geothermal Resources
Development Fund to guarantee loans. This amount is the same as the
House allowance and a decrease of $20,000,000 below the budget esti-
mate. ERDA estimates that costs in fiscal year 1977 will amount to
$4,400,000.

A total of $30 million in budget authority will allow ERDA to
guarantee approximately $200 million worth of loans as proposed in
the budget. The Committee concurs with the House Committee that

-the justifications did not support the necessity of a $50 million appro-

priation to support a $200 million loan guarantee level. The Committee
has also included a limitation in the bill providing that the indebted-
ness guaranteed or committed to be guaranteed shall not exceed the
aggregate of $200,000,000. '

The objectives of the Geothermal Resources Development Fund are
to encourage and assist the private sector to accelerate development of
geothermal resources and to develop normal borrower-lender relation-
ships which will in time encourage the flow of credit without the need
for Federal assistance.



TITLE 11
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
U.S. Arary Cores or ENGINEERs

GENERAL COMMENTS
WATER RESOURCES INVESTMENTS TO THE NATION

Through the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Civil Works program
the Federal government has invested almost $36 billion in the planning,
design, construction, operation and maintenance of water reseources
projects. The program is essentially a capital investment progiam that.
returns significant economic and other benefits to the nation. More than
half of this investment has occurred in the last 15 years—a period dur-

- ing which Civil Works expenditures averaged only about 0.6 percent
of the Federal budget. Though relatively small in the context of total
Federal expenditures, investments in Corps water resources projects
have beneficial effects that touch almost every facet of modern Ameri-
can society—navigation projects that provide the Nation with its
lowest-cost mode of transportation for bulk commodities ; flood control
projects that protect the lives, homes and businesses of thousands of
Americans; and recreation facilities that enable millions of visitors to
relax and enjoy the beauty of our country’s waters. These Corps water
resources developments K)rm an integral part of the physical web
needed to provide both the necessities and the luxuries Americans
enjoy today.

The scope of activities included in the Corps Civil Works program
is broad. Water resources research and development, comprehensive
water resources planning, hydrologic and meteorological data collec-

_tion and special studies such as the national dam safety study and the
national strip-mine study are but a few of the myriad activities com-
prising the program. Important as these activities are—for they pro-
vide the data and information necessary for Congress, the American
people and the Corps to make the rational and deliberate choices and
judgments regarding the direction of the nation’s water resources
development and management program—they require only a small

- fraction of the Federal funds appropriated for the Civil Works pro-
gram., Well over 80% of Civil Works appropriations have been ex-
pended for the design, construction, operation and maintenance of the
facilities needed to manage and preserve our nation’s vast water re-
source for the benefit and use of the American people. These invest-
ments, together with investments in other types of public works, are
the nation’s primary capital investments in the assets needed to main-
tain and improve the American economy and our society.

(29)
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We benefit now from the wisdom and foresight of our ancestors in
providing for a strong Federal role in national water resources devel-
opment and management, and future generations of Americans will be
e(ﬁ;ally reliant on the measures we provide in carrying out this role.
The importance in the future of what we do today perhaps can be best
assessed by evaluating the importance now of what was done in the
past. One has only to envision great cities like Memphis and New Or-
leans virtually unprotected from periodic ravages of Mississitppi River
floodwaters or a U.S. transportation system without deep draft harbors
and inland waterways on which to transport the vast quantities of bulk
commodities moving to and from the nation’s midlands to realize that
this country would have attained only a fraction of its economic and
social potential without the benefit of past Civil Works expenditures.
The significance of these investments can be easily understood by
thinking in the abstract of what the nation would be without them,
but we need not rely on abstractions to demonstrate their value. It is
possible to obtain a measure of value by examining tangible returns—
both to the Nation as a whole and to individual communities and
groups of citizens throughout the country. o '

In addition to promoting interstate commerce, protecting life and
property, enhancing fish and wildlife habitats, and providing oppor-
tunities for outdoor recreation, Corps water resources projects are na-
tional investments that not only provide tangible monetary returns, but
also stimulate economic growth and development, and reduce public
and private economic losses resulting from both excesses and deficien-
cies 1n streamflow. Like almost all capital investments, these projects

rovide tangible and intangible returns throughout their useful
Fives»—many of which will extend decades into the future. Conse-
quently, investments in water resources projects—unlike most other
types of Federal investments—are authorized specifically on the basis
of anticipated return on the investment. And while the tangible re-
tursis on Federal investments in water resources projects are impor-
tant, they are not the sole consideration in evaluating the importance
of the Corps Civil Works program, The projects also play important
roles in achieving and maintaining environmental conditions that im-
prove the quality of life for all Americans. Civil Works projects afford
substantial opportunities for management and protection of the qual-
ity of water and related land resources. Under Federal management,
the waters and adjacent lands comprising a Corps project are pro-
tected from degradation that would result from uncontrolled use and
abuse. Wise use for current needs and thoughtful conservation for
future needs are inseparable principles in planning, constructing, oper-

ating and maintaining Corps projects. ;

FLOOD CONTROL

Almost $8 billion has been invested in flood control works con-
structed by the Corps of Engineers. Over 800 flood: control projects
are presently operated by the Corps with about 150 more under con-
struction and about 100 additional projects under study. Additionally,
scores of local protection projects have been constructed by the Corps
and turned over to local authorities for operation and maintenance.
The existing projects have prevented more than $47 billion in flood
losses—over five times the amount invested in them. But because about
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half the Nation’s communities and at least 7 percent of its total land
area are subject to significant flooding, flood problems are not com-
pletely in hand. It is obvious that it will not be possible to provide
protection for all of the people and property in the nation’s flood-
prone areas. A combination of structural protective measures and non-
structural measures that will reduce exposure to flood hazards is
needed to minimize flood losses in the future. '

The job of reducing the Nation’s flood losses to an acceptable level
is far from complete. In 1972, for example, floods resulting from Hur-
ricane Agmes caused the loss of 122 lives and damages estimated at
$3.1 billion, despite the existence of Corps projects that prevented
more than $500 million in damages. More than 125,000 families were
affected by these disastrous floods and thousands of businesses were
destroyed or damaged. Similarly, in 1973, floods along the Mississippi
River and its tributaries caused inundation of 18,000,000 acres of land
with resultant damages of almost a billion dollars, although many
billions of dollars in damages were prevented by Corps projects during
the course of this flood.

NAVIGATION

The Corps of Engineers has expended $6 billion for the development
of the mation’s inland waterways and costal and Great Lakes ports
and harbors. More than 25,000 miles of commercially navigable water-
ways have been developed and are maintained at a current annual cost
of about $300 million. Facilitated by locks and dams at 229 sites, al-
most 2 billion tons of commodities move along these waterways and
through these ports each year. One hundred thirty-one of the nation’s
one hundred fifty largest cities are situated along the commercial navi-
gation waterway system, and 17 percent of the domestic intercity cargo
moves on the inland waterways and the Great Lakes. The location of
the nation’s major commercial and industrial centers along inland
waterways is no accident. Access to water transportation helped stimu-
late the growth of these centers in the past, and continued availability
of water transportation is essential for their continued economic well-
being in the future.

Federal investment in the inland waterway system has provided a
wealth of benefits for the American people. In addition to providing
low-cost transportation for many of the bulk commodities such as pe-
troleum, coal and grain, the waterways provide a means for energy-
efficient movement of the commodities, Energy requirements per ton-
mile of transportation on the water are about two-thirds the require-
ment for transportation by rail and less than one-third the requirement
for transportation by truck, The standardization of channel depths and
lock dimensions achieved through Federal development of the inland
waterway system has also facilitated orderly and efficient development
of the industries using the system.

Traffic on the commercially navigable waterway system has grown
seven-fold over the last 25 years, reaching a current total of more than
350 billion ton-miles, or about 14 million ton-miles for every mile of
waterway in the system. No other transportation mode is as efficient
In commercial use of its right-of-way. In 1971, for example, when
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waterway traffic was about 8 million ton-miles per mile of commer-
cially navigable waterway, the corresponding traffic for rail transpor-
tation was 3.6 million ton-miles per mile. )

‘About 1850 companies are engaged in commercial operations on the
waterways. Capital investment in barges and towing equipment ex-
ceeds $2 billion, and more than 80,000 persons are employed aboard
the inland fleet. Public and private port and terminal facilities along
the waterways represent several billion additional dollars of water-
way-dependent investment and they provide employment for thou-
sands of skilled and semi-skilled workers.

About 95 percent of the U.S. population lives in states served by the
inland waterway system. Without the system, the nation’s transporta-
tion cost for goods transported by water would likely be more than $1
billion per year higher than at present. This increase in cost would be
reflected in higher prices for goods transported by water and for goods
manufactured from waterborne commodities. o

WATER SUPPLY

About 7.2 million acre-feet of water supply storage is impounded in
82 Corps multiple purpose reservoirs. Under contracts with, 138 state
and local water agencies the water supply storage provides 415 billion
gallons of water per day, serving about 484 million persons through
augmentation of municipal, industrial and rural water supply sources.

The cost of providing the storage, about $310 million, is repaid by the
users, with Interest, thereby recovering all of the Federal investment
in making water supply available as an integral part of multiple-pur-

pose water resources evelopment.

HYDROELECTRIC POWER

" The Corps of Engineers has constructed 65 multiple purpose proj-
ects with hydroelectric installations. The installed generating capacity
of these projects as of January 1976 totals almost 15.7 million kilo-
watts, and fiscal year 1975 revenues returned to the Federal treasury
total $150 million. Construction underway on 9 additional projects
will raise the total installed capacity at Corps projects to more than
90 million kilowatts. This represents about one-fourth of the nation’s
developed hydroelectric capacity and about 4 percent of the current
total national generating capacity from all sources. In fiscal year 1975,
Corps hydroelectric projects produced almost 83 billion kilowatt-hours
of energy, thereby saving the consumption in that one year alone of
more than 141 million barrels of oil or almost 36 million tons of coal
which would have been required to produce an equivalent amount of
energy from non-nuclear thermal generating stations. The entire cost

of hydroelectric power is recovered. Federal policy requires that rates

for sale of the power be established at a level high enough to recover
the Federal investment in the generating facilities, as well as the cost
of operating and maintaining the facilities and cost of marketing the

power.
The value of hydroelectric power production goes far beyond the

relatively simple considerations associated with financial returns and
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even beyond the obvious savings in consumption
resources. Among the not-so-obvious values of I}“jl)ydroe(iefzclz;(i)f:l é‘:r?:g%ibc}g
::1?1;1 ltrsag})al,éil(t)isb? r?gsorl? (Ylth n:iinifmal operating difficulties the short-
AT eak demands for power in a large :
?e’sgiﬁ 2 ltl,)srxg)ig t:sda{;:a attgr:}(lztn%e (i;or.npé)nent of multip%e-}g)g;;s)rs: gg?t}a};
K e fact it does not reduce th i '
dlegrade the quality of the water resource; its contf'ilfugilcl)?lnt;gytﬁg
cleanest source of electrical energy, to the national objectivé of im-
%);;Z;nogf Zr;;g:;l;gﬁntﬁ qli)alipy; and its potential to augment other
v , thereby improving the effici isti ;
pgoposed thermal facilities and? displ%cing t:hgu:'}unsceyooff i?el;;;(lzi%ﬂ? Itl)g
ofS(ﬁescent thermal generation sources for meeting peak demands. All
of these factors are important considerations in national and re, ional
poyes ol plnning g
Although abou percent of the nation’s conventi -
tric potential has been developed, substantial additlilcflll(;n&l (Ig;d}rloegsg_
electric capacity are possible if an aggressive program of develgpin
conventional and pumped-storage hydroelectric projects is pursueg
over the next 20 years. Such a program could add more than 25 million
kilowatts of new conventional hydroelectric capacity and from 30 to
60 million kilowatts of pumped storage hydroelectric capacity. In-
creases of this magnitude are substantial and they could provide some
relief to the nation’s energy and environmental problems. For exam-
ple, this magnitude of hydroelectric development would make it pos-
sible to realize an additional savings of more than 85 million barrels
of oil or 22 million tons of coal annually. While these figures are rela-
tively small, they accumulate to substantial quantities over a 50-year
project life. At a price of $12 per barrel for imported oil the savings
over the life of these projects would amount to more than $50 billion.

RECREATION

Through development of facilities for outdoor recreati i
. . o
E}fO]ects, the Corps of Engineers provides recreation opporl’lcuititilég
at attract more visitors than any other Federal program. A total of
2,870 recreation areas have been developed by the Corps at 413 water
resources projects. More than 352 million visitor-days of use are re-
i:orded annually at these projects—a figure which has doubled in the
ast 10 years. State and local government agencies and private inter-
ists operating under concessions granted by the Federal government
ave assumed responsibility for operation of 938 of the recreation
areas. Leases and use fees charged at the more highly developed sites
r%turn about.$‘( 2 qlllllon to the Federal treasury each year of which
about $4.0 million is returned to local governments. About 11 million
?nc;'gi ;:dlla)x;(};hang water ai)n(ill Iirlfore than 44,000 miles of shoreline are
e Corps on i i
palrat gf th:, recreatiog o g:a nﬁ. of the American people as an integral
_ Estimating the national economic impact of the recreation pro,
E'dlﬂicult, but- a recent study of visitors to projects in the ergrrlgg,ns
River System indicated that expenditures of $175 million were made
El conf]u}rllctlon with about 25 million visitor-days of use. Extrapola-
ﬁ](:rlxlo(s)t §$ 3eb1ieﬁiuolrtlsaof thllslstgdy over the nation produces an estimate of
nnua ivity di
Cotps recrontion aae a,n); in economic activity directly related to the
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GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Appropriation, 1976 _ .o e $66, 836, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 ... 64,6255 000

House allowance. . . .. ... 70,110,000

Committee recommendation. - - - o mmman e 72, 180, 000
Comparison: ‘ ‘

udget estimate, 1977 .o . i -7, 925, 000

: +2, 070, 000

House allowance

The Committee recommends an appropriation for $72,180,000 for
fiscal year 1977, which is $7,925,000 over the budget request and
$2,070,000 over the House allowance.

Funds are provided under this heading for surveys and activities
shown in the following table, with the Committee comments appear-

ing immediately after the table.
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GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Committee
Type Survey - Budget estimate ! Houme allowance | recommendation
CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CENERAL INVESTICATIONS
ALABAMA
(FC) | BREWTON AND EAST BREWTON.....ucvenourarcansnen . e :
(N) . | MOBTLE HARBOR. .« venrenrasnsconsesensnnecencnnns 92,000 gg'ggg 32,000
(SPEC)| TENNESSEE ~ TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY....eevurnererers s 150, 000 1550000
(FC) | VILLAGE CREEK...uevverensenssssencnsonsaresens 50,000 50,000 58'822
WARRIOR-TOMBIG erreen . .
by OR-TOMBIGBEE RIVERS. rrrenaes — 160,000 160,000
ALASKA
(83 | COOK INLET SHOALS, ALAS..sevseeversesonns 41
(1 | METROPOLITAN ANCHORAGE. -+ s rereeneseser e 3491000 391000 349000
. '
E:S) RIvERS AND KARBORS 1N ALASKA (HYDRO INTERIM)... 218,000 219,000 210,000
ereerereastteriaraneoiatannranens — o 36,000
(FC) | SOUTHCENTRAL RAILBELT AREA« .. .ecuvsacesrsnsonnn 60,000 60,000 60,000
AMERICAN SAMOA
|4 BOR: : {
(N) HARBORS & RIVERS IN AMERICAN SAMOA...vuvavcawve 50,000 50,000 50,000
ARIZONA
(FC) | GIiA RIVER & TRIBUTARIES (CTLA DRAIN), ARIZ. &
N.M ¢
L P 40,000 40,000 40,000
ver | proeix METROPOLITAN AREA, 2+ vseecnsronsanmnes 465,000 465,000 463,000
ARKANSAS
(FC) | LITTLE ROCK METROPOLITAN AREAu..isssscsscrarses 470,00 o0 | N
(FC) | OUACHITA RTVER BASIN, ARK...erovennrosenssnonns 100:008 ?gg‘ggg~ igg'ggo
(7). | PINE BLUFF METROPOLITAN ABEA...resservesnsenncs 242,000 242,000 362,000
(COMP)| RED RIVER BELOW DENTSON DAM (AUTH. RPT)ARK LA ’ T
ORLA TEXs s sunsancsnonssnavansvosvsonasnacons 55,000
(C) | WRITE RIVER BASIN ARK & MO (AUTH RPT).svosensen 753320 gg:ggg ?g'ggg
‘ .
(FC) | WHITE RIVER BASIN RESERVOTRS..u.svasenencneenes 125,000 125,000 125,000
" CALIFORNTA ‘
(FC) | ALAMEDA CREEK DPPER BASTN...eveeismercennnrnens 16
(FC) | ANTELOPE VALLEY....c..... erer i e e reerreanes 40,000 ;gg'ggg igo.eoo
() | COAST OF NORTHERN CALIFORNIA i . o000
(W) | COAST OF NORTHERN CALLFORTA. ... o-o-0 oo . go,ooo 30,000 30,000
(FC) | GUADALUPE RIVER.vvvuvnsonesivnsenansunennensns 30,000 201000 507900
(N) | HUHBOLDT HARBOR & BAY, CALIF....es000sevnernsns 60.000 t0- 608 87000
(FC) | LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA REVIEW........ 100,000 100,000 100,000
(§) | LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH HARBORS (INC. SAN PEDRG ' o 00-000
A BAY MODEL STUDY}4enrnrecrvrrennsnnensnseness
(Ny”_ | HORTH COAST OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALTF....... 3??’338 7%2'000 Moo
(FC)*'| NORTHERN CALIFORNIA STREAMS...... 220, 000 200000
(H) | OCEARSIDE HARBOR. v ssuessrssrnenvnnnrsrnsnnenns ;g.uoo 00 00
(PC) | SACRAMENTO RTVER & TRISS-BANK T »000 73,000 73,000
- PROTECTION AND EROSION CONTROL.......... veee —— 75,000
SACRAMENTO RIVER DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL.. « { : 000
(FC) | SACRAMENTO RIVER-SAN JOAQUIN DELTAsrvrvenrssons igg'ggg 250,000 2001600
(N} | SACRAMENTO VALLEY NAV, CALIFu,..ceeversnnernnna 40,000 '1gg'gge 2000
(FG), [ SALIMAS RIVER INCL. PART OF SALLNAS-HONTEREY ’ 000 40,000
REA.
B U 420 '
(FC) | SAN DIEGO COUNTY STREAMS FLOWING INTO THE 1000 . 420000 420,000 -
. PACIFIC OCEAN. .. v0arssenninseroness 50,000 200,000 20
E} | SAN DIEGO COUNTY, VICINITY OF GCEANSIDE...ssns. X : N
(N) | SAN DIEGO HARBOR § SWEETWATER RIVER, CALIF..... 15000 aoon e
(FC) |SAN PRAN BAY & SAC.-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, WATER ' 13,000 13.600
QUAL & WASTE DISPOSAL. rreereresees
(M) | SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA' (Kh.BRFIW STUDYS oo 276,000 270000 Y7000
(8) | SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR & BAY (COLL & DISP +000 . 270.000 270000
DEBRISY, CALIFurvevansncnnssesanesonnen 25,00 '
(FC) | SAR JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN........... DO 2001000 2o o0 oo
(FC) | sAn LUTS oBIsPO counTy..... ORISR igesd R 2 e
(FC) | SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN & ORANGE COUNTY.....oon. . ey s >0.000
(FCH, | BANTA AXA RIVER BASTH & RANCE COUNTY.......... 300,000 300,000 300,000
(FO)" | SANTA CLARA RIVER. ..o 45,000 125,000 125,000
(BE) | VENTURA COUNTY.-1rnenveonsnonnsnenoneoerans o E3000d o0
(FC) | VERTURA RIVER.wvvvnnnnrsnsnsonnrssnsenenrnrns 73:000 e oo
(PO | VETURN RIVER. 1o s — 56,000 = * 50,000
rereeeraeare e 20,000 - 20,000 20,000
COLORADO V
(PC) * | METRO DENVER & SOUTH PLATTE R
IVER & TR
_ COLO., NEBR., & WYOu...0un.... e
everrsrausens - 385,000

385,000

385,000
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GENERAL INVEST1GATIONS--CONTINUED

N Committee
Type Survey Budget estimate | House all dation
COSNECT ICUT
(COMP)) CONNECTICUT RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT
CORN. HASE. BB o8V e icaiinennsesnnssnsnaoes 75,000 175,000 175,000
(N NEW HAVEN HARBOR...suscecnnronssossnascnovrnans 89,000 89,000 89,000
{FC) |RIPPOWAM RIVER, CONN...uc.uconssssssercssnarsne 40,000 100,000 100, 000
(BE) | SHERWOOD ISLAND STATE PABK....cevrescnnvcvnnnan 30,000 30,000 30,000
DELAWARE
(FC) | CHRISTINA RIVER BASIN...uiavecocravecssovsnnans] 50,000 50,000 50, 000
[£)) MURDERKILL AND ST. JONES RIVER,u.iuvivsvssravon m— fand 20,000
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
(SPEC)| METROPOLITAN WASHINGTON, D.C. WATER SUPPLY..... 600,000 600, 000 600, 000
FLORLDA
(8) | APALACHICOLA RIVER BELOW JIM WOODRUFF
LOCK & DAMuurevrnmiivneannsosvusnancrvscanes 59,000 59,000 59,000
(FC) | POUR RIVER BASINS. ..uvvvannverssorcocrancorennn 377,000 377,000 377,000
) JACKSONVILLE HARBOR (MILL COVE):.vvusunnronanss 40, 000 40,000 40,000
(PC} | JACKSONVILLE METROPOLITAN AREA...vevvsevrsovans 390,000 390, 000 390, 600
on MANATEE HARBOR, FLA....cvvsserveorossnocnsonsnnn 25,000 62,000 62,000
(BE} [MARTIN COUNTY..euuioarreerevnnrevroncurasoranon o 25,000 25,000
(BE) | MONROE COUNTY...uvunvnoronsmuscannsorsncnssensns 50,000 56, 000 50, 000
(R} | OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY (5T LUCIE CARAL).....cv.o.» 75,000 75, 000 75, 000
[£.3] PENSACOLA MARBOR. .. osrsesrconsrsvoccarncassoarse v 56,000 50,000
{FC) | PENSACOLA~TALLAWASSEE METROPOLITAN & OTHER
URBAN AREAS, svevvnvesevonnsssvornnncoorsrnns 235,000 375,000 300, 000
{BE} | SATHT JOHHS COUNTY...ovovvnsiovrsresneniosnass 88,000 68,400 §8,000
(BE} | SHORES OF NORTHWEST FLORIDA......0cuvereverones 90,000 150,000 158, 000
(BE)} | VDLUSTIA COUNTY SHORES....vvnsvencorvnrnoncsnnnss 50,000 100, 000 100, 000
CEORGIA
(FC) | METRO SAVANNAH AREA, GA,..conunuinnnoncsrancases 100,000 100,000 100, 000
(FC) [ METROPOLITAN ATLARTA ARBA, ....cvvvicnrcrrvcnonne 350,900 350,000 350,000
{FC) | SATILLA RIVER BASIH..oovivnernnsarssrmnonvannns 75,000 75,000 75,000
(FC} | SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN, CA,BC, & $C..cevercrasnss 104,000 104, 000 104,000
GUAM ‘
(N} [ HARBORS & RIVERS IN THE TERRITORY OF CUAM...... 100,000 230,000 230,000
HAWATI
(FC) 1 HARBORS AND RIVERS IN HAWAII.....civveivernnnen 240, 000 240,000 240,000
Ny KANEOHE BAY AND PART 0F METROPOLITAN HONOLULU,. 360, 000 160, 000 360, 000
(mn KAUNAKAYAT DEEP DEAFT HARBOR......voinsvrnancnn v 70, 000), 70, 000)
(FC) | KIBEI DISTRICT. ..sonsuvaursncnscsnnssvnssnosorns o 75,000 75,000
{FC) [LAVA FLOV CONTROL, ISL. OF HAWAIZ...uvesersneod) e 40,000 40,000
1BAHO
{FC) | BIG WOOD RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...coeunsasessnnvne 142,000 142,000 142,000
(FC) | COLUMBIA RIVER & TRIBS, IDANO, MONT., ORE.,
WASH., & WY0.eouiuvusnnvanrseorveronsnnssnyd 950,000 950,000 950, DO
{COMP)| PACIFIC NORTHWEST RIVER BASIN, IDAHO, MONT.,
ORE., & WASH...ounsinnrosccoononsanccannnsns 30,000 30,000 30, 000
ILLINOES
{FC) | CHICAGO~SOUTH END OF LAKE MICHIGAN, ILL, & IND, 280,000 280, 600 280,000
(PC) | DECOGNIA & POUNTAIN BLUFF DRAIN & LEVEE DIST &
GRAND TOWER,. ILuevoueesaonosasroncnons 86,000 86,000 | &6, 000
(¥} | E.C.GIRARDEAU, CLR.CR.,N. .u.gx.. nssmn,
MILLER POND D&L PIST....vvarovancsnococnnnas 75,000 100, 000 75,000
(FC) | FOX RIVER, TLL. & WISCusvnrurnsssrsnnnsnernrass 300, 000 300,000 300, 000
{N) | MISS RIVER YR-RND NAV, 1L, MO, IA, WI, MN
(FURDS IN RuTo)uuesuseennrsorrarovannanensos 40,000 40,000 40,000
{FC) | MISS. RIVER, CASSVILLE, WISC. TO MI 300, ILL., .
TOWA, MO., & WISC.ruruervsnureovsresorannnens 53,000 53,000 53,000
{FC) | MISS. RIVER, COON RAPIDS DAM TO OHIO RIVER,
TLLe, TOWA, & MOuuuosiavninsncosncnnnusnsaod 124,000 124,000 124,000
(FC) | QUAD CITIES URBAN STUDY....cevssvavsvavssaneond v 150, 000 e
(FC) ] ROCK RIVER AT ROCKFORD. «ovevrarrrnevensosconsns 150,000 150, 000 150,000
N} | SALINE RIVER RAVICATION.....vvuviensvvnscnvrond —— 60, 000 ———
roey | QITURR CRERR. Th...... cua 135,000 135, 000 135, 600
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Committee

Type Survey - Budget estimate | House all dation
INDIANA
(PC) | COLUMBUS. vvrvruecavesononsasnessorsonnnsesonann 85,000 85,000 85,000
(FC) | FORT WAYNE, INDIANA METROPOLITAN AREA.......... 80,000 80,000 120,000
(BE) | INDIANA SHORELINE EROSION, LAKE MICHICAN....... 50,000 50,000 80,000
(COMP)| WABASH RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, IND. & ILL..... 100,000 100,800 100,000
(N) | WABASH RIVER NAVIGATION, IND. & TLLueessrenenss 150,000 150,000 150,000
' 10WA
(FC) | DES MOINES RIVER BANK EROSION, IOWA.....vecnws 110,000 200,000 110,000
(PC) | 1OWA & CEDAR RIVERS, TOWA & MINN.e..evrsueonne, 150,600 150,000 150,000
(FC) | LAKE MANAWA, .0 vsnenvacnonnnvsrrsnsnsoarrensnoen e s,000 5, 000
{FC) |METRO SIOUX CITY & MO. RIV, SD, NB, TA........, 100,000 100,000 100,000
RANSAS '
(FC) | ARKANSAS RIVER, GREAT BEND, KANS. TO JOHMN
MARTIN DAM, COLO...uvucrscsarrvarsessnerrons 170,080 170,000 170,000
(FC) | ARKANSAS RIVER, CREAT BEND, KANS.
TO TULSA, OKLA........ 260, 000 330,000 330,000
(PC) | KANSAS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES.....r.vnonesensmnons 299,000 29¢, 000 290, 600
(PC) | MARYSVILLE, KANSAS..1vevvvearvrcvvarsansssocns 40,000 40,000 *40,000
(FC) | VERDIGRTS RIVER, KANS. & OKLA.....vvueeveenitnn 225,000 225,000 225,000
KENTUCKY
(FC) | CLARKS RIVER BASIN.......evevrenvvaevsransnan . e 30,000 30,000
(N) | CREEN & BARREN RIVERS, RY.u.evrsrvrorscorsavenns 112,000 112,000 112,000
(N) | LOUISVILLE HARBOR, K¥......vevsvrvnrrocnvoaenns . 30,000 30,000 30,000
(N) | LOWER CUMBERLAND & TENN RIVERS BELOW BARKLEY :
CANAL, KY. & TENN...ovvenennsnrnsnn 180,000 180,000 180,000
(¥C) | METROPOLITAN LEXINGTON REGION..,..... 153,000 153,000 153,000
(FC) | UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER BASTN..e.rverssueorsen. . 80,000 80,800 80,000
LOUISIANA
() | BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY (DUPRE CUT)..........n.. 50,000 50,000 50,000
(N) | BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, ENTRANCE CHANNEL....... 50,000 50,000 50,000
(NY | BAYOU MANCHAG AND AMITE.......... e 10,000 10,000
(8) | GULP TMW-LA. SECTION, HICH LEVEL HIGHWAY
CROSSINGS s v smaserscnnnrarsesnnnnarsneenne . 65,000 65,000 5,000
() | GULF TWW~TEX. SECTION, LA, & TEX.v.esvernnes.. 150, 000 150,600 150,000
{FC) | LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA..uovrvoeneceoronvnnenns 164
0, 000 160,000 160,000
(¥6) .| NEW ORLEANS-BATON ROUGE METROPOLITAN AREA,..... 421,000 421,000 421,000
{PC) | WEST BANR MISS RIV IN VIC OF NEW ORLEANS, LA.. 50,000 50,000 50,000
MAINE
(%) | FORE RIVER CHNL, PORTLAND HBR, ME.............. 76,000 75
(SPEC) PASSAMAQUODDY TIDAL smy....:,,.... 501000 sm)iggg 5532333
(Fc) | 8T, JOuN RIVER........... 90,000 156,000 156,000
MARYLAND
(FC} | BALTIMORE METROPOLITAN STREAMS................. 200, 600 '200,0 200, 1
(FC) [ BEAVER DAM CREEK AND GASIN BRANCH......... e 20"038 gg)ggg
(SPEC)| CHESAPEAXE BAY STUDY, MD. & VA........o0ooos..d 1,840,000 1,840,000 1,840,000
(N} | CHESAPEAKE CITY BRIDGE. .. envuveuunnnnnssnnnnnd - " 40,000 "0, 000
(FC) | MONONGANELA YOUCHTOGHENY RIVER BASIN, MD PA WV 50,000 s6, .
(F&) | SMITH 15LAND. : ' oo 29000
—— 25,000 25,000
HASSACHUSETTS
(¥) | BOSTON HARBOR (DEBRIS) 52,0
00 1
@) | BosTon HARBOR (35 P oL o onr el ] - 30,00 o000
(BE) | CAPE COD EASTERLY SHORES.............eoseenns. s 40,000 80,000 80,000
Q) |u 0. ’
(FC) | HOOSIC RIVER, MASS., N.Y., & Vleuueosnnon.rn., 40,000 40,000 40,000
MICHIGAN
(N) | GRAND HAVEN HARBOR
(N) | GRAND HAVEN HARBOR & RIVER (SMALL BOAT)........ zs:ggg iﬁ:ﬁﬁg g'ggg
(R) | GREAT TAKES CONNECTING CHANNELS & RARBORS, MICH 80,000 20,000 80,000
(FC) | GRT LAKES,ONTARIO & ERIE, (HETRO ’ ) '
. DULUTH-SUPERTOR) ,MI, MN, NY, OH, PASHL. ... .. ... ¢
{SPEC) GRT LAKES~ST LAWRENCE SWY. NAV SSN. EST., 427:000 427,000 427,000
HI, IL, TN, MN,NY, OH,PA, W1, .. 650 1
. u Cheerrererenvians L, 000 760, 000 760,000
TTLE GIRL'S POTNT e s vaesenesvnnennnnnnnnsnd e 70,000 70,000
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Committee
Type Survey Budget estiwate ] House all dation
) [MONROE HARBOR, MICH....cevteevvncossaocsonsvons 30,000 100,000 100, 000
(SPEC)| WATER LVLS OF THE GRT LAKES,
MY, L, TH, M, Y OH,PAL AN, L eecennnnn 220,000 880,000 500,000
. MINNESOTA
(8) | RESERVOIRS AT THE HEADWATERS OF THE
MISSISSIPPI RIVER. c.ucivvrrevrncnssovssroses 100, 000 150,000 150,000
8y | UPPER MISSYSSIPPI (SMALL CRAFT LOCKS), MINN,
TOWA, MO., & WISCususuueasronrrsrarssssenane 140,000 140,000 140,000
MISSISSIPPL
(8) | PASCACOULA BARBOR.......iussrerecncnromnnsnons 60,000 60,000 60,000
(FC) | PASCAGOULA RIVER BASIN.....vevvcmrnsscnnrnnrans 100,000 100, 000 100, 000
()] PEARL RIVER. v oscecnrnvonssossronmentonsirssnss 40,000 40,000 40,000
MISSOURL
(¥Cy | CAPE GIRARDRAU "JACKSONTMETRO AREA. .. ..coveusese 100,000 100,000 100,000
(PC) |METROPOLITAN REGION OF KANSAS CITY, MO, & KANS. 414,000 414,000 414,000
(FC) |{MISS. RIVER, OLD CHANNEL MILE L11-117.e.c...... -— 106,000 100,000
(FC) | PLATTIN CREEK....cecveonersscosnsssossorunnsses 50,000 50,000 50,000
(PCY ST, GENEVIEVE....0vervenacssvesrsssosnasnnnsese 50,000 50,000 50,000
(0 £T. LOUTS HARBOR, MO, & ILLevitervecrssnsusnces 50,000 50,000 50,000
(FC) |8T. LOUIS METROPOLITAN AREA, MO. & TLL....cvsnns 165,000 165,000 165,000
" MONTANA
(FC) | FLATHEAD AND CLARE FORK RIVER BASINS.........o 75,000 220,000 220,000
HEBRASKA
(FC) |PLATTE RIVER & TRIBUTARIES....uvsnosavsoncasses 75,000 75,000 75,000
NEVADA
(FC) | TRUCKEE MEADOWS.....ovessoranssssnesancavancans 30,000 30,000 30,000
NEW HAMPSHIRE
(FC) | comM. RIV. STRBK. EROS. (MILDER LK., NHEVT T0 :
TURKERS FALLS DAMMA) sovvevaasrnvasocnsanne 80,000 110,000 110,000
(BE) |NORTH AND FOSS BEACHES.....ceresvervsoseacsaons 40,000 40,000 40,000
o PORTSMOUTH HARBOR, osasenscenvanvranssssascnress —— -— 20,000
NEW JERSEY
(PC) |CAMDEN METROPOLITAN AREA..voc secsnvorsonsaenas 285,000 285,000 285,000
(FC) |DELAVARE BAY, SHORE OF NEW JERSEY....conuccorss 40,000 40,000 40,000
(FC) {MACKENSACR RIVER, N.J. & Nu¥eoieoaonsnorasnonne 115,000 115,000 115,000
333} KILL VAN KULL CHANNEL, NEVARK BAY CHAWNEL,
Wodo 8 No¥uuenorenvanensasannassosnssnsesnes 35,000 15,000 35,000
(FC) | RAHWAY RIVER....uceevcenscssavnasssssraansvnans 146,000 146,000 146,000
(FG) |RARITAN RIVER BASTH...qsenvvsvecarveancaasresnen 174,000 174,000 174,000
(FC) | THIRD RIVER,..uoveesvssonsaonnosnnssssnnasnnnes —— 70,000 . 70,000
NEW MEXICO
(FC) |PECOS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES AT CARLSBAD......eves 60,000 60,000 60,000
(FC) | PUERCO RIVER AT GALLUP......eccmesraresrsanenns 50,000 50,000 50,000
(FC) |RIO GRANDE & TRIBUTARIES, N.M. & COLD.vuuveoncs $65,000 565,000 565,000
NEW YORK
[¢5] BIG SANDY CREEK MEXICO BAY.eveevecrnvuseasssresn 50,000 50,000 50,000
(PC) |DELAWARE RIVER TRIBUTARIFS IN NEW YORK STATE... 50,000 50,000 50,000
[¢))] GOWANUS CREEK CHANNEL, NYeuisvevmrcrosonscerany 40,000 40,000 40,000
(0 GREAT LAKES TO HUDSON RIVER WATERWAY......vvess 50,000 50,000 50,000
{PC) | TRONDEQUOTT CREEK, NY..o.isscvasesnnsvvnosassns 40,000 40,000 40,000
(FPC) |MORRISONVILLE AND VICINITY, N¥.u.usocssvscncnns 30,000 10,000 30,000
o OGDENSBURG HARBOR, N¥.euercacvevsnonnonsasavnne 40,000 40,000 40,000
(FC) JOSWECO RIVER BASIN...svcesvocscoreronsnsonsores 464,000 464,000 464,000
(%) ST, LAWRENCE SEAWAY, ADDITIONAL LOCKS..cescovsd 200,000 250,000 250,000
(COMP}| SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, N.Y.,
PAvs & MDucusesnssuorsaoneanansnonsssnsonsn 400,000 400,000 400,000
(PC) |UPPER ALLEGHENY RIVER BASIN, NY & PAccsvaraanen 50,000 50,000 50,000
(PCY  (WALLEILL RIVER, M.¥. & Noduomcoarroravrcaananns 50,000 50,000 50,000
(FC) |WESTCHESTER COUNTY STREAMS, NY AND BYRAM
RIVER, CTuoesen 180,000 180,000

166,000
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Conmittee
Type Survey L= Budget estimate | House all dation
NORTH CAROLINA
(BE) |BOGUE BANKS AND BOGUE INLET, N.C...covnvneneen 60,000 60,000 60,000
(¢.)] CAROLINA BEACH INLET,..vsaveavessssocasannavnus 48,000 48,000 48,000
(PC) |LUMBER RIVER, NC & SCuvnonnnssvorvesscsscacarss 35,000 35,000 35,000
(FC) |HEUSE RIVER. euuuvensosncvsnsssosrsonaraasnonns 75,000 75,000 75,000
(PC) |ROANOKE RIVER (SOUTH BOSTON & VICINITY), N.C. ' ’ *
B VAussennenransariorsrsnsrsonnsseanes 85,000 85,000 85,000
(FC) {SUGAR CREEK BASIN, N.C. & S.Cousvvvnnraraacenns 230,000 230,000 230,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC). |RED RIVER OF THE NORTH, N.D. & MINNcv.cvicrosns 335,000 335,000 335,000
ox1o \
{FC) - | CENTRAL OHIO SURVEY. seesnsvossavasvavasonvassos 110,000 118,000, 110,000
(FC) | CUYAHOUA RIVER BASIN...osvencconsasssnpuseveran 130,000 130,000 . 130,000
(SPFC) | LAKE ERIE~-WASTEWATER MGMT. (SEC. 108A,PL o
. 92=500) 08, MICH. MY, PAs.cvascrssoncecsanns 770,000 770,000 . 770,000
(FC) |MIAMI RIVER, LITTLE MIAMI RIVER & MILL CR, OHIO 100,000 100,000 100,000
(FC) | MILTON DAM AND BESERVOIR......svsxonncrssnancons -— — 50.000
(PC) |MUSKINGUM RIVER BASIN....ccoveernonnsonsernanse 50,000 50,000 50,000
(N) | OHIO PORT DEVELOPMENT, OHIO......scvosessncsnse 50,000 50,000 50,000
OKLAHOMA
(FC) |CANADIAN RIVER & TRIBUTARIES OK TX NM.ueusseses 100,000 100,000 "200, 000
(FC) | TENKILLER FERRY LAKE...cssveovsnenvascecnonnnns 45,000 45,000 45,000
(FC) | TULSA URBAN STUBY.....esorousvrsrasenrocassonns 170,000 400,000 400,000
" oREGON ’ )
(N) |coLuMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, ORE & WASH........ 82,000 82,000 82,000
(FC) | PORTLAND-VANCOUVER, METROPOLITAN AREA...covocsss 358,000 620,000 620,000
(FC} - |SILVIES RIVER & TRIBUTARTES...cvesvesavnossnesn 131,000 131,000 131,000
(N}  |TILLAMOOK BAY AND BAR...cuvennconponvaeonvessons 10,000 16,000 80,000
{COMP) | WILLAMETTE RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, OREGON..... 92,000 92,000 .. 92,000
' PENNSYLVANIA
(FC) |BEAVER RIVER BASIN, PA. & OHuvvvererserrsesnnes 250,000 250,000 250,000
(FC) |CHESTER CREEK WATERSHED.......cesevonsuesnsnons 70,000 70,000 70,000
(FC), .. | POTOMAC RIVER, NORTH BRANCH {HINE R -
DRAIRAGE) ,PA., MD., & W. ¥Accuarrsranonenans 250,000 250,000 . 250,000
{FC).. |RAYSTOWN LAKE~HYORO STUDY....oevssvacovarevoces 138,000 138,000 | .. 138,000
(N} |SCHUYLKILL RIVER REVIEW.....Jcaensennsensrarven 50,000 - 50,000 50,000
(¥Cy | SUSQUEHANNA RIVER.BASIN, MINE DRAINAGE, PA.. ) , .
. MD.y & Wo¥uiennassssonnesavsnnnprersnsarnsnn 137,000 137,000 137,000
¢ RHODE 1SLAND ‘
(PC) * | PAWCATUCK RIV & NARRACANSETT BAY DRAIN® BASIN,. -
BT, MASS.BCONN.esvenvenvarnssnosnrsoannasns 599,000 800,000 800,000
(W) . | PROVIDENGE HARBOR (DEBRIS)..«oonievosnvrorseose] 19,000 39,000 39,000
(X) .. SAKONNET HARBOR....... — — 30,000
.SQUTA CAROLINA '
(BE) | BOLLY BEACH..uvrverusennnnunesncresyuconssnns 25,000 © 35,000 50,000
’ > > »
(8} | GEORGETOWN HARBOR......cieusacrasevesnvasnssnns 42,000 42,000 42,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
(FC) _|MISSOURI RIVER, S.D., MONT., NEBR. & N.D..suss 81,000 81 ) 8
(FC) |UPPER BIG SIOUX RIVER & EASTERN SO WATER ' | B 1,000
SUPPLY, 5D & TAuuvsssssvsonsesecsncessnerns 140,000 140,000 148,000
TENNESSEE
(FC) |METROPOLITAN REGION OF MEMPHIS 196,000 196
srstsesnrsessovase . »000 196,000
(FC) |METROPOLITAN REGION OF NASHVILLE.....eeraeveues 300,000 300,000 300,000
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- Committes
Type Survey Budget estimate | House all dation
TEXAS
(FC) BEAR CREEK AWD TRIBS.::iervacasesussararssnancs —— 75,000 ———
{FC) BRAZOS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..ovesncvrernvsonenns 236,000 236,000 236,000
{¥C) BUFFALO BAYOD & TRIBUTARIES...ceavnrssaravrsancse 70,000 110,000 110,060
(FC} COLORADC RIVER & TRIBUTARIES....cavvvassvrssens 180,000 200,000 200,000
{§N) COLORADO RIVER CHANNEL TO BAY CITY. cvuvevonsnen 50,000 100,000 104,000
{¥) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, HARBOR ISLAND..... 150,000 150,000 150,000
(4.3 GALVESTON BAY AREA WAV, STUDY...cernsnovencoens 105,000 150,000 150,000
{BE) |CALVESTON COUNTY SHORE EROSION....u.eeevnocsscs 100,000 315,000 315,000
{FC) JOHNSON CREBK. . uvsosevnsearavmancevannrccnanens 154,000 154,000 154,000
{FC) LINNVILLE BAYOU & CANEY CREEK, TRES PALACIOS... 65,000 65,000 55,000
(FC) |LOWER SABINE RIVER, TEXu.urcusvmvsosrvnsssonvas 100,000 256,000 250,000
()] HATAGORUA SHIP CHANREL.....ccoevcocvnovuncrnnss —-— 40,000 40,000
{FC) |HUECES RIVER AND TRIBS...iooveccovsviresssnnane ——— 50,000 50,000
{FC) PALO BLANCO CREEK AMD CIBOLO CREEK
IH VICINITY OF FPALFURRIAS. e esnessvacecsnse — 50,000 50,000
{N) SABINE~NECHES WATERWAY...civsovvsrosscnvnrenans 9%,000 95,000 95,000
(PG SAN DIEGO CREEK, ccovnscrsvnsnercsnsnonrssonsuns 45,000 45,000 45,000
{FQ) SAN JACINTO RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...nscoresvvenas 15,000 100,000 100,000
{SPEC) | TEXAS COAST WURRICANE, TEX..vqeressvoccersvvans 310,000 400,000 400,000
UTAH
(FC) COLO. RIV & TRIBS, ABOVE LEE FERRY,
UTAH,ARTZ , ,COL. N M EWY .  cevsvnansensvsannnen 30,000 30,000 35,000
{FC) JORDAN RIVER BASIN....osveevenavescananavsosecs 50,000 50,000 50,000
VIRGIN ISLANDS
(FC) YIRGIN ISLANDS {CROWN BAY}.coervvnrasrevncoarue 60,000 60,000 66,000
VIRGINIA
f F .
{FC) CHOWANR RIVER, VA. & NuCovsnsnanravavrrsresranse 200,000 200,000 200,000
{¥) HAMPTON ROADS DRIFT REMOVAL..cccuvcacvsonnaness i 50,000° 30,000
(N) NORFOLK HARBOR & CHANNELS (ANCHORAGES)..evessss 50,000 50,000 50,000
{FC) ROANORE RIVER, UPPER BASIN.....covevrenssnanens 90,000 90,000 90,000
{88) RORPOLK VICINITY WILLOUGHBY SPIT....ccivvneccsen —_— —— 50,000
WASHINGTON
(FC) [CHEHALTS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..........eecenen P 160,000 106,600 150,000
(FCY HMETROPOLITAN SPOKANE & SPOKANE RIVER & g
TRIBUTARIES, WASH. & IDAHO..eocuvvncnovoncan 55,000 55,000 55,000
(FC)  JORANOGAR RIVER & TRIBS,.uusvuvecvivesvannranessn 80,000 80,000 80,000
(COMP) | PUGET SOUND & ADJACENT WATERS AUTH REPORT, WASH 150,000 { 150,000 200,000
{8} SEATTLE HARBOR, ELLTOTT BAY, WASH....cvvonavass 63,000 63,000 63,000
(W) SNOHOMISH RIVER & TRIBUTARIES....cnsevvvvnrnnen 142,000 142,000 142,000
(FC) TAKIMA VALLEY, REGIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT....... 80,000 150,000 150,000
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC) " |GAULEY RIVER. (2 ovnssnssvnansasesnacirssoasnnees 280,000 280,000 280,000
{FC) ISLAND CREEK...... I m— — 50,000
{COMP) [ RARAWHA RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT,W.VA., N.C., &
VAivatnrrrensnsasneamassvenssassonnos casanas 200,000 200,000 200,000
{¥C) |[METRO REGION OF HUNTINGTON, B.VA ( ASHLAND,
KY. PORTSMOUTH, OHIO)....................... 450,000 450,000 430,000
(FC) METROQPOLITAN REGION OF WHEELING, W.VA. & OHIO,. 220,000 220,000 220,000
WISCONSIN
{FC} CRIPPEWA RIVER.......ccvveennne ewstasueastienss 100,000 100,000 100,000
N) HARBORS BETWEEN KENOSHA & KEWAUNEE. ....0e00s0nss 120,000 120,000 120,000
(FC) WISCONSIN RIVER PORTAGE....v.vsevvvenrvisconens —— 40,000 40,000
Total, ALL STATES...cocurvssnvsnons 33,625,000 40,230,000 39,580,000

Committee

Survey N B imate | House all dation
COORDINATION STUDIES WITH OTHER AGENCIES....... 3,100,000 2,900,000 3,100,000
YREVIEW OF AUTHORIZED PROJECTS:
RESTUDIES OF DEFERRED PROJECTS....csscanunee 75,000 75,000 145,000
REVIEW OF COMPLETED PROJECTS
{SEC. 216, PL 91wBll) . u.ivvinvianiunnases 720,600 120,000 720,000
REVIEW FOR DEAUTHORIZTION
(SEC. 12, PL 93-23D).ccacecresorcnrsanoen 375,000 375,000 375,000
Tot8leeaenreoovannecsnsavnanssssssnn 1,170,000 1,170,000 1,240,000
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA: .
STREAM GAGING (U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY)...... 465,000 465,000 465,000
PRECIPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATHER .
SERVICE)Y 4y nsnorsovoscsnssonsnssorensorsinse 280,000 280,000 280,000
FISH AND WILDLIPE STUDIES (USF & WS)ovrwnene 2,000,800 1,800,000 2,000,000
TINTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES. evrsvoraccnnees 306,000 300,000 300,000
FLOOD- PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES...,..occrsse 10,000,000 10,000, 000 10, 000, 000
HYDROLOGIC BTUDIES, . .ivvosavansronoronverennn 290,000 29G,000 290,000
SCIBNTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS 125,000 125,000 125,000
COASTAL DATA COLLECTION.....ovsoronvavrrseen 400, 000 300,000 360,000
- Totalooerrretionnessracotscncrconena 13,860,000 13,560,000 13,760,000
RESEARCH AND mzvmmnm....................Q.. - 12,500,000 12,250,000 14,500,000
ABTICIPATED ADDITIONAL UNOBLIGATED CARRYOVER
BALANCES AND OTHMER ADJUSIMENTS....vvessosnsw comam R ——-
Total, GEN INVESTIGATIONS.......ues 64,255,000 70,110,000 72,180,000
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COLUMBIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
(Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Washington and Wyoming)

Within the amount provided for the Columbia River and Tribu-
taries study, the Committee intends for the Corps to initiate detailed
feasibility studies, and preparation of interim report, on selected
pump storage sites in the Columbia River Basin, including the Goose
Flats-Omak Lake area.

RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES

New Mexico and Colorado

The Committee recommends the amount of $565,000, the same as
the budget request, for this study and directs that $100,000 of this
amount be used to initiate the restudy of Abiquiu Dam and Reservoir
in accordance with the resolution adopted on December 5, 1975 di-
recting a review to determine whether any modification should be
made with respect to the existing Abiquiu Dam and Reservoir project
and the Rio Chama Downstream. The study is to consider the reallo-
cation of the storage in the project and channel improvements down-
stream to enable larger releases which will benefit the water users
downstream of Elephant Butte Dam.

RESTORATIONS OF HOUSE REDUCTIONS

The Committee recommends restoration of the House reduction of
$200,000 for coordination work with other agencies, $200,000 for fish
and wildlife studies for work in accordance with the fish and wildlife
coordination act and $250,000 for research and development. Addi-
tionally, the Committee recommends $2,000,000 for the Corps’ research

and development program. The Committee believes this additional

R. & D. amount is essential to enable the Corps to carry out its mission
and activities with maximum effectiveness, economy, and safety, and
with proner concern for protection or enhancement of environmental
values. Just as with any other comparable activity—in the public
sector or private industry—the Corps needs a vigorous, dynamic
R. & D. effort to provide timely and practical solutions to water
resource problems of growing complexity.
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CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Appropriation, 1876 ool . $1, 228, 648, 000
Budget estimate, 1977_____.__________________ 1, 266, 332, 000

House allowance. - o2 e 1, 4186, 477, 000
Committes recommendation 1, 436, 559, 000
Comparison: ;

_ Budget estimate, 1977 .. ____ ... +170, 227, 000
" House allowanee. .. - <., -~ 20,082, 000

The following table shows each project for which funds are recom-
mended for advance engineering and design (planning), land acqui-
sition; and construction. Immediately following the table, the Com-
mittee has- outlined special reductions and changes made in the
budgeted projects together with selected other Committee actions.
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v

Committee Committee
Total estimated Allocated Budget estimate | Budpet estimate | House all House all dation | r dation
Type State and project Federal cost to date construction piaoning construction planning con’truc:&on Aplannlng
CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ CONSTRUCTION, CENERAL
ALABAMA *
(N} JOHN HOLLIS BANKHEAD LOCK & DAM (REMAB)........ 48,800,000 48,209,000 591,000 m—— 591, 000 — 591,000 —
(MP}  |JONES BLUFF LOCK AND DAM..eou.eicasvnnenvnnoanas 84,000,000 73,326,000 1, 700,000 i 4,000, 000 e—— 4,000,000 w—
N TENNESSEE~TIMBICREE WATERWAY, ALA. & MISS...... 1,360,000, 000 173,352,000 84,000,000 — 160,000, 500 —— 104,000,000 ——
ALASKA
{FCy CHERA RIVER LAKES, FAIRBANKS. .....vcvvvrrnrenss 185,000,000 44,407,000 24,000,000 Rt 25,000, 000 —— 24,000,000 —
(MP)  ISNETTISHAM. tiusetiianrasnnnsvoovnersnrnassnvans 111,068,000 77,054,000 4,300,000 — 4,500,000 o 4,500,000 —
ARIZONA
{FC) {INDIAN BEND WASH............. catrcenn 18,300, 000 3,519,000 4,000,00¢ e 4,000,000 —— 4,000,000 ———
(PCy |PHOENIX AND VICINYTY (£RCLUDIRC wER RIVER)
BTAGE l.ciiinarvvernvansn carraravan 18, 400,000 5,851,000 1,508,000 - 1,500, 000 — 1,500,000 o
(¥C) PHOENIX AND VICINITY (EHCLUBINC WB& RIVER)
STAGE 2unvieuansronyanasavasonsernoccanvrans 32,900, 000 706,000 Rnad 394,000 Rl 354,000 - 3%4,000
ARKANSAS
{MP)  |DEGRAY LAKE. . i.eususenennnsvmosronamuncaaroanss 69, 401, 600 65,899,000 2,640, 000 a— 2,000, 000 Rt 2,000,000 —
{FC) [DEQUEEN LARE. .. crsruracsansve asasavanconnanre 16, 700, 000 15,804,000 896,000 ———— 896,000 —— 896,000 —
(FCY}  [GILLBAM LAKE, . . .isrrnaesennssncassancnnnnceras 17,600,000 16,918,000 682,600 - 682,000 — 682,000 -
(¥} MCCLELULAN~KERR ARK. RIVER RAV SYSTEM, LOCKS &
DAMS, ARE, ARD OKLA.cciieerunmrovorsorsnsnans 524,000, 000 499,486,000 2,247,000 i 2,247,000 — 2,247,000 —
(MP) |NORPORK LARE ~ HYCHWAY BRIDCE.......ecvvnnnranen 20,900, 000 575,000 — 525,000 R 625,000 — §25,000
(NP} [NORFORK LAKE = UNITS 3 & Suuvuvuvnvnunnnnnnsnes 22,700, 000 330,000 woosmn 470,000 - 470,000 —— 418,000
{N) QUACHITA AND BLACK RIVERS, ARK. & LA......c..nvs 173,000,000 84,237,000 3,700,000 — 7,000,000 —— 7,000,500 ——
[§:% PINE MOUNTAIN LAKE, o iovuninncnnnnnnnrccnnsnnnes 23,200,000 835,000 o 365,000 — 365,000 ——— 365,000
{Fre) POSTEN BAYOU. .o usivvonnnnnns aresacnean 3,000,000 0,000 R 75,000 — 75,000 — 75,000
{FC) RED RIVER LEVEES AND BANK STAH BtLﬂﬂ PERISON
DAM, ARK,, LA. & TEK..ooivieiranarcccvncnnss 48,700,000 34,610,000 2,000,000 —— 2,000,000 — 2,000,000 —
{FC) VILLAGE CRsﬁK, JACKSON AND LAWRENCE COUNTIES... 4,240,000 460, 000 o 100,000 ———-— 100,000 — 100,000
CALIFORKTA
M) BODEGA BAY. .. vvnveroavrscnvensssnssrnnrenarens 2,800, 000 190,000 e 113,000 — 115,000 —— 115,000
(FC)  [BUCHANAN DAM-H,V. EASTHAN LAKE..vouvvrvrenvonss 26,200, 000 24,140,000 2,060,000 o— 2,760,000 L - 2,760,000 -
(FC} |BUTLER VALLEY DAM~BLUE LARE.....ovueucvnssssrss o~ — —— —— — 351,000 — 351,000
{FC) COTTOMWOOD CREEK. .. ovvvevvercssnarssssnorosenns 262,000, 000 et R v ——— 370,000 . — 370,000
(FC) CUCAMONGA CREE¥. .. . iycanrrrrrernnnnxorassurnas 21,000,000 4,622,000 5,100,000 — 7,000,000 e 7,000,000 .
(¥C) DRY CREEK {(WARM SPRINGS) LAKE AND CHANNEL...... 181,000, 000 42,894,000 3, 300.000 — 3,300,000 haandh 750,000 ——
{FC) FATRFIELD VICINITY STREAMS. (icvvivuvnnnonnrsnne 6,170,000 725,000 —o— 300,000 — 300,000 ——
(FC}  IHIDDEN DAM-HERSLEY LAKE....0ecvenovacacannonnss 30, 600, 000 28,699,000 1,901, 000 - 2,101,000 el 2,101,000 ——
[£:3] HUMBOLT HARBOR AND BAY. . c.vvvevennnresnonrnncs 5,100, 000 —— — 580,000 — 500,000 ana
{BE) IMPERIAL BEACH. couvnennncenncnncensnnssnanassn 930, 000 390,000 90, 000 — 90,000 —— 90,000 —

L]

(FC)
(FCY
(BE)
(FC)
(FC)

(FC}

(FC)
(FC)
(FC)
(FC)

{FC)
(FC)
{F0)

{¥C)

LYTLE ARD WARM CREBKS. ..vvcuusnransarsrsanseens
MARYSVILLE LARE. L. o eusu Wit ianabntenseninvats
MERCED COUNTY STREAMS. \ivvnnveervaonnssrnesnrns
NAPA RIVER BASIN, .uoulisieecrennnanncnsvnnnsane
NI MELONEE LAKE. ... vovvsussscannrn boenasnnns
PORT BAN LUIS. cavivvncorvrnnvnnersarsrasnnsosnn
SACRAMENTO RIVER AND MAJOR AND MINOR
CPRIBUTARTES. o v v vvvnerasannscocsnassrovssens
SACRAMENTO RIVER MANK PROTECTION..........veeur
SACRANENTG RIVER; CHICO LANDING TO RED BLUFF...
SAN DIEGO- (SUNSET CLIFFS) (SEG. A)iuvsvsenrvens
SAN DIEGO HARBOR. .euvsuvesrsrsssrcarernnsarans
SAR DIEGO RIVER AND MISSTON BAY.........eeseeen
SAN DIEGO RIVER(MISSION VALLEY).....vevnennsone
SAN FRANCISCO BAY TO STOCKTON (J.F. BALDWIN &
STOCKTON SHIP CHANS) . oevvveovuersnsaneans
SAN LUIS REY RIVER.......coivuvecnnrvcrcnscanns
SANTA PAULA CREEK.....vvvevvnorviransininracons
SURFSIDE~SUNSET AND NEWPORT BEACH.....vsceeunss
SWEETWATER RIVER. \...vansssseenssnasansassnonne
L 3

COLORADD

ARKANSAS RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ABOVE JOHN
MARTIN DAM (PHASE IJ..vvvrscrsonenssancurer
BEAR CREFK LAKE. ¢ ciiviiiarnsnsnnrsnssnavansencs
CHATFIELD TAKE. s cceanavraanxnnrsavaossevsacascs
LAS AFTIMAS. ecenvivrennnacacsnssenssnanansavucns
TRINIDAP LAKE. .. .iivstvvvrnnvosnacntracnnrsancs

CONNECTICUT

DANBURY, v aurrnasssavessevsosvonvanavsoressacvos
WEW LONDON HURKICANE BARRIFR......ocuvnscevenas
PARK RIVER. . .cuuenunnnnnrsnmnssvesonarsvssnase

DELAWARE

DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION,.. . ccnsrsrsasvrasaass
DISTRICT OF COLUMBLA

POTOMAC ESTUARY PILOT WATER TREATMENT PLANT....
FLORIDA

CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORTDA. . .u.vuunneenseness
DADE COUNTY. . s veesisurrrarunnnnsnnanssosrscn

BUVAL COUMTYseves e siernrseersrroncssssnsonsans
FOUR RIVER BASINS. srrsnenvcecansennnsrannences]
JACKSONVILLE HARBOR (1965 ACT}uuuasnsvnnnncnsd
MARATEE COUNTY .o\ ivinnnnnnnnnnnssraraersnsanens
PANAMA CITY HARBOR, s ssvrenvrrroannnecnnsansnn
PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR. .eeeennassmnnenneeronn

SATNT LUCTE INLET. .\ c4eueconoeonananennsnacsann
TAMPA BARROR (MAIN CHANNEL). ....0\veroecersnnes

32,200,000
652,000,000
54,300,000
32,500, 000
283,000,000
* 5,40b, 000

11,900, 0060

' 48,800,000
6,756,000
1,485,000
13,300,000
14,500, 000
32,300,000

95,200,000
13,880,000
17,500,000

9,580,000
11,900,000
44,000,000

81,660,000
6%, 700,000
86,400,000
4,300,000
43,800,000

13,900,000
5,810,000
75,800,000

15,000,000
9,100,000

543,000,000
38,200,000
11,000,000
128,000,000
36, 600,000
1,270,000
3,700,000
13,800,000
3,800,000

118,000,000

29,500,000
5,180,000
1,050,000
3,485,000

147,972,000

14,982,000
134,670,000
3,818,000
35,000
16,270,000
10,593,000
1,844,000

5,333, 600
135,000
3,689,000
939,000
18,279,000

330,000
38,883,000
77,444,000

1,025,000

37,061,000

12,300,000

5,298,000

223,975,000

36,861,000
28,732,000
< 313,000
135,000
205,000
9,495,000

2,700,000
6,000,000
59,000,000

200,000
2,500,000
9,030,000

80,000

1,106,000

s 165,000
200,000
5,800,000

12,500,000
5,560,000
1,400,000
5,500,000

1,600, 000

9,000,000

6,000,000

5,000,000
7,868,000

600,000

5,000,000

500,000
636,000

75,000

240,000

350,000

330,000

200,000
45,008

2,700,000

6,000,000
&4,000,000
1,500, 800

200,000
2,500,000
7,480,000

$0,000

1,100,000

400, 000
100, 000
300,000
5,800,000

12,506,000
54500, 000
1,400, 600
5,500,000

1,600,000
200,000
10,000, 000

500,000
1,000,000

6,500,000
2,800,000
2,900, 000
8,000,000
5,368,000

600,000

8,500,000

$00. 000
650,000

100, 604

300,000

350,000

50,000
200,000
45,000

2,700,000
.
6,000,000
64,000,000
1,300,000

200,000
2,500,000
1,500,000

7,486,000
90,000

1,100,000
400,000
100,000
300,000

5,800,000

12,500,000
< 5,500,000
1,400,000
5,500,000

1,600,000
200,000
10,043,000

500,000
1,000,000

6,000,000
2,800,008
3,900,000
8,000,000
5,368,008

600,000

6,000,000

500,000
630,000

106,060

100,000

350,000

50,000

200,000
45,600

144

154



ConsTRUCTION, GENERAL--CONTINUED

. Committee Comnittee
. Total estimated Allocated Budget estimate | Budget estimate | House allowance | House allowance | v dation dation
Type State and project Federal cost to date construction planning construction planning construction planning
GEQRGIA
MP3 CARTERS LAKE.susecnrsessnsuosooensacsnnscarsoas 107,200,000 106,000,000 1,200, 000 —— 1,200,000 —— 1,200,000 —
{HP) HARTWELL LAKE (FIFTH UNIT)CA & S5Ciuvvvesrrassns 12,000,000 R 210,000 aad 210,000 —— 210,000
4,101 RICHARD B. RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA, & $.C..... 231,000,000 10,442,000 10.300.000 - 10, 300,000 —— 16,300,000 ——
(N) SAVANNAH HARBOR EXTENSION.....ssvsecorvevasrore 5,212,000 ——— — — - — 200,000
(¥} SAVANNAR HARBOR (WIDENING AND DEEPENING)...e... 13,400,000 11,414,000 1 ,986,000 - 1,986,000 e 1,986,000 ——
(MP} [WEST POINT LAKE, GAs & ALAuceivunnencsocsnsvnnns 118,000,000 111,468,000 3,000,000 —_— &,500,000 il 6,500,000 —
HAWATL
8 BARBERS POINT (DEEP DRAFT) HARBOR, OAHU........ 32,400,000 317,000 — 36,000 — 36,000 el 15,000
M) HANALET SMALL BOAT HARBOR....iasccssoovevnranne 882,000 — - — — 50,000 —— P
(FCY  |IAD STREAMuuscueearnsvrcsnsnsvacnnsnassnsnnsane 9,500,000 — Rl Ead 1,000,000 —— 1,000,000 -
{FC) KANEOHE-KAILUA AREA..snwnnsossornnrorsossensaes 20,800,000 2,175,000 8,200,000 — 8,200,000 —— 4,200,000 —
{K) WATANAE SMALL BOAT HARBORuuceevvvvwrnnsvsoonnes 2,806,000 m— — el 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 ——
IDaHe
{MP)  |DWORSHAE DAM AND RESERVOIR,...vevevsecrvarorere 312,000,000 295,109,000 5,500,000 — 5,500,000 — 5,500,000 e
(FC)  [RIRIE BAKEsceeeeceaaassuanenvovsnenssnssonsncse 36,500,000 26,392,000 6,800,600 — 6,800,000 — &,800,000 —
TLLINOIS
(FC) [CARLYLE LAKE,.....en.sn eresssssvmrrrereen 42,720,000 41,700,000 1,020,000 — 1,020,000 ‘- 1,020,000 ——
(FC)  |COLIMBIA DRAINAGE & LEVEE DIST, 0. PP 3,800,000 15,000 900, 000 — 965,000 — 900,000 -
{FC) JEAST MOLINE. ccvvessvveoroons easseen 7,900,000 — - — 400,000 i 400,000 ——
(FC) ELDRED & SPARKEY DRAINAGE & LEVFE DISTRICT..... 7,050,000 —_— e et —— 100, 000 ——— 100,600
{FC)  JPREEPORT...ocovucensuccassssnnnsmsnsnocanennnns 8,500,000 683,000 100,000 e 100,000 — 100,000 e
{FC)  HPULTON.eeuvarvovnsooocosorosaatcnsnsocancrnnsre 8,670,800 —— e —— 400,000 —— 400,000 _—
{FCY HARRISONVILLE & IVY LANDING DRAINAGE AND LEVEE
DISTRICT NOu Zuvsveovunvsarenonoenannonsaces 5,290,000 3,101,000 2,189,000 - 2,189,000 e 2,189,000 e
Ny ILLINOIS WATERWAY, CALUMET-SAG HODIFICATION
PART I, TLL. & INDuuovccsosnnaranrrssonnnnan 93,340,000 91,081,000 2,259,000 —— 2,259,000 — 2,259,000 —
{8} TLLINOIS WATERWAY, DUPLICATE LOCKS,
TLL. 8D INDu.cieoxnaorcsnsascarcasonrmrress 697,000,000 2,265,000 - 130,000 - 130,000 — —
(FC) |KASKASKIA TSLAND DRATNAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT... 6,880,000 362,000 -_ 300,000 — 300,000 —— 300,000
(N) KASEASKTA RIVER NAVIGATION...eciuvvvrvassnrsona 124,000,000 96,151,000 5,000,000 R 5,800,000 -— %,800,000 —
{FC)  LITTLE CALIMET RIVER..sssssssssvacsssrsnannnann 3,655,000 330,000 100,000 m— 100,000 b 100,000 e
{8} LOCK AND DAM 33 (TEMPORARY LOCK), ILL. & KY.... 37,100,000 24,163,000 8,800,000 —— 8,800,000 o—— 8,860,000 Raad
{FC) |LODISVILLE LAKE. ciuascacunonssocorpornsasnranas 49,700,000 979,000 — 150, —— 150,000 — 150,000
(1] M85, RIVER, CHAIN OF ROCKS, ILL & MOu,usvvrens —— — R 500,000 — 560,000 -
(23] MISS RY BIWN THE OHTO & MO RIVERS (REGULATING
WORKS), ILL. & MOuiuiucssnenornncencncnnavnns 14&,000,000 77,561,000 3,500,000 a— %4500, 000 —— 4,500,000 ——
(FC)  IMOLINE. tsssnnsucnsrennrenrnansrsnascnsessnssnne 16,400,008 370,000 — 250,000 ———— 250,000 —— 250,000
{FC)  [ROCK ISLAND: cuauvonansnsnannsrscnnsonsnsinorsan 7,790,000 6,812,000 220,000 i 220,000 — 220,000 —
(FCY | ROCKPORD. crenurusvaversssansscosacanasononsnsns 6,060,000 1,125,000 2,400,000 —— 2,600,000 had 2,600,000 ——
Ny SHITHLAND LOCKS AND DAM, Iil., IND. & KY..cceos 238,000,000 163,218,000 34,000,000 — 33,000,000 = 35,000,000 ——
(FC}  SBY ISLAND LEVY & DRATINAGE..ccvsurnrrnenevresay 943,000 —— b —— —— —— ° — 50,000
(FC}  SOUTH BELOIT...4ouevvvevcecssvnsnscrssorsnnnecs 1,100,000 50,000 ——— 100,000 — 100,000 — 100,000
(FC)  WOOD RIVER DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT......... 1,060,008 155,000 — 160,000 — 100,000 — 100,000

[$34]
{FC)
{¥C)
{¥¢)
{F&)

)

{FC)
(FC)
(FCy

(FCy
(FCY

crey
{FC)
(FC)
{FC}
{upy
{FC)

THDLIANA
BIGC BLUR JAKE. . vviuvsscrcaovenrescanrsnvanines
BIG WALEUT LAKE {LAND ACQUISITION).....ivssriss
BROOKVILLE IARE..vvinunmrnocccavorvsnrsnnnonans
CANNELTON LOOKS AND DAMS, IND. B RY.....cresses
EVANBYILLE. sovusosnnsnnvroansvvasovrxcsscssusesr
LAFATETTE LARE. . ionsavaivninsasarannreisnaencunn
LEVEE UNIT NO. 5..............‘.'...............
HARION, Vusececannnvnoansasnvenn
' |MASON J. NIBIACK bQVEB (PUMPING ?ACILITIBS),.-.
NEWRURGH LOCKS & DAM, IND. & BY..ioevvinnnavnns
PATOKA LA¥E. (ivucccccranny
UNIONTOWN LOCKS AND BAM, IND. & K¥.eoornnonvens

L TOWA

BIG SIOUX RIVER AT SIOUX CITY, IOWA AND §.D....
CLINTOR.ovvuunss
DAVERPORT . svsvnrvasnnreenrrocssnsrnnncassonunnss
MARSHALLTOWR. 4 vzanrsaans
MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, TOWA, KANSAS,

MISSOURL, AND NEBRASKA. ... vesscriarcsnsacsns
MISSOURI RIVER, SIOUX CITY TO MOUTH, TOWA,

KANS,, MOu, & NEB. .. ivvcivvarnsinsncanxvrans
OTTURHA. L o vvnrrnrrosssnnecsssvirrsasscrrorvasa
SAYLORVILLE EARE, cuciipnrarnvecnnnranssansnoass
WATERLOD. canvinnvrvosrsswrnnssoorarnsrssssnnsse

RANSAS

BIG HILL LAKE. .. 0srvvvavacecrrrvsavonscanssovsn
CLINTON LAKE. :snssetnccosnnsascararnrrosorsents
DODGE CITY. . uvrracrrransessnssversscnncnvrmnss
EL DORADO TAKE...cvovesvsrnannccsvasennsossnnes
GREAT BEND. s ovvutvcenaniosvsbsasbsssisssasees
GROVE TAKE. ., votyernnrrcorensssranssnssnersonies
HILLSDALE LAKE.ccoasacnnnrrrsnnsroncrinerernsas
KANSAS CITY 1962 MODIFICATION. ..vveavvsnrvnvoene
KANSAS RIVER MAVIGATIOR. cisoveveevenvanvervcens
LAWRENCE. sseosurnsassosssnccercarcrosrransnvons
HARION . survvececssannansvevrrovasnsnvravnvenrsy
ONAGA LAKE...cisvvnacvssaccesoan
PERRY LAKE AREA (ROAD TMPROVEMENTS) . c.ovsvmoen
TOWANDA TAKE. s cavansvrsscccesvensssesanancennns

KENTUCKY

BARKLEY ‘DAM AND LAKE BARKLEY....0vcconrcancionss
BIG SOUTH FORK NATIONAL RIVER AND RECREATION

AREA, KY. & TENH . civetcnnonanvnvvnrresanes
BOONE COURLY, K¥eunsisanonceorssconcerennrronne
CAVE RUN LAKE: vocacuunnrrsrnazsnssnsocsrnrnnnenn
DAYION FLOODWALL. cacnnncrssscnnnnanassessonvsns
KEHOE LAKE.usvcucvenunsssronnnsnnsesasranssanae
LAYREL RIVER LAKE.asovurasanasnnvessannsnavoses
MARTINS PORK LAKE.u.ovsaarsvserscssasvussnsasss

48, 100,000
45,100,000
37,900,000
97,300,000
36,700,000
88,910,000
7,350,000
2,930,000
2,840,000
104, 500, 000
41,300,000
98, 100,000

6,350,000
23,100,000
21,100,000
- 8,416,000

173,000,000

450, 000; 600
221,000

90, 300,000
33,800,000

2,960, 000
58, 300,000

6,670,000
71, 900,000
15,900,000
84, 500,000
52, 500,000
47,500,000

4,920,000
56,200,000

32,850,000
737,000
54,900,000
6,730,000
34,500,000
43, 600,000
17,800,000

375,000
1,800,000
36, 160, 000
96,677,000
12,281,000
1,412,000
6,521,000
125,000
2,737,000
101,971,000
18,950, 000
93,482,000

989,000
6,849,000

201,000
6,771,000

55,876,000

407,454,000
120,000
72,950,000
17,529,000

2,376,000
140,372,000
4,290,000
24,030,000
700,000
9,254,000
18,888, 000
100,000
6,139,000
2,332,000
1,563,000
1,046,000

1,060,000
370,000
52,830,000
45,000
2,490,000
40,433,000
10,537,000

1,400, 000
1,740, 000
300, 600
1,400, 000
1,300,000
750,000
103, 000
1,100,000
11,300,000
2,200, 000

1,700,000
7,400,000

1,639,000
3,200,000

2,208,000

101,000
3,500, 600
6,100,000

500, 000
6,550,000
2,380,000

15,800,000

8,000,000
3,800,000

2,600,000
1,300,000

-

100,000

1,900,000
3,600,006
3,200,000

6,500,000

(LB

gll

139,00

i

!

HH

100,

RREIRES

140,000

H

137,000

H

350,000

.

200, 000
1,740,000
300,000
1,200,000

750,000
103,000
1,100,000

10,000,000
1,700,000

1,700,000
7,400,000

1,359,000
3,200,000

2, 200,000

101,000
4,600,000
6,100,000

1,000,000
6,550,000
974,000
15,800,00¢
500,000
9,000,000
3,800,000
2,600,000
2,168,000

700,000

1,463,000

290!)000
3,315, 000

3,200,000
6,500,000

f

250,000
1,740,000
300,000
1,200,000

© 730,000
103,000
1,100,000

16,000,000
1.700,000

1,706,000
7 +400,000
s

1,359,000
3,200,000

2,200,000

101,000
4,600,000
6,100,000

1,000,000
6,550,000
174,000
15,800,000
[

9,000,000
3,800,000

2,600,000
2,168,000

700,000

367,000
2,900,000
150,000
2,000,000
3,200,000
6,500,000

300,000

140,000

137,000

350,

ERRERE-IN

9%

Ly
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.

Committee Committee
! [ llewance | House all T datfon | v dation
tal cimated Allocated Budget estimate | Budget estimate | House a "
Typ State and pi'cjecc ToF;le::l ::!:t o date canstruction planning construction planning construction planning
1
(FC)  |PATNTSVILLE LAKE..vuensrrererssesnnensencanaes 38,200,000 7,823,000 3,300,000 -— g,ggg,ggg - gzggg:ggg -
{FC)  |SOUTHWESTERN JEFFERSON COUNTY...«runemsreerenes 40,200,000 6,085,000 4,800,000 — oy .000 - 3 00000 -
(FC)  |TAYLORSVILLE LAKE. svuvvnrvnsasvnoanssvrnssnsass 57,100,000 12,480,000 5,300,000 +300, 5o +008 150,008
(FC) |TUG FORK VALLEY (PHASE T}eo.ovvvrvscrcarsvannan 55, 000,000 520,000 — 150,000 26.000 ;Eg » 26,000,098 000
(MP) |WOLF CREEK DAM ~ LAKE CIMBERLAND (REHAS)....... 106,500, 600 | 18,800,000 22,000,000 +000, - 1900, 000 -
{FC)  JYATESVILLE LAKE, ... suuecvaciocsossonnannnnnnne 48,600,600 6,025,000 3,800,000 ——— 3,800,000 2800,
LOUISTANA
X ATCHAPALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND i . . i
@ BLACK. v s vuasseancnaicnnnderanasnnsnnennnne 20, 400,000 8,618,000 2,000,000 — 2,000, 000 - i-ggg,ggg -
(FC) |BAYOU BODCAU ARD TRIBUTARIES.....suuerveciersns 12,800,000 3,487,000 400,000 — 1;’383'338 f 127000 900 -
{FC) [LAXE PONTCRARTRAIN AND VICINITY........cenveens 242,000,000 76,839, 000 12,000, 000 o + 000, - 51000000 -
(FC) [LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW...:vvurunrsnnssnnnnsenes 22, 860,000 5,092,000 2,608,000 — z,ggo‘noo — 3 a0o.000 -
(N)  [MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLETS, VENICE,LA...vesees.. 4,164,000 1, 354,000 2,810,000 —— 2.102,833 - $10-000 -
(N)  [MISSISSIPPL RIVER, GULF OUTLET.s..svovvansvanss 320,600, 000 70,870, 000 160, 000 - N - 5 600000 -
(FC) [NEW ORLEANS TO VEMICE. ...ivsisvraavuanennrasnan 85,400,000 35,135,000 5,600,000 — 5,600,000
OVERTON-RED RIVER WATERWAY . . 1665, 600 L
@ {LOWER 31 MILES ONLY}...oveuoenan teremaesenee 21,200,000 8,600,000 1,645,000 e 1,645,000 »645,00
] RED RIVER FMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, LA. . ) .
@ ARK., OKLA., & TEX..vsuuounuesns : .‘.:...... 44,700,000 22,883,000 2,326,000 ——— 5,000,000 5,000,000
ED RIVER WATERWAY, MISSISSIPPI RIVER TO . . 18.2 .
e SHREVEPORT, LA, .0vvvursnerivasssnennnnn 956,000,000 50,773,000 11,200,000 e 11,200,000 »200,000
(N)  |RED RIVER WATERWAY, SHREVEPORT, LA’ TO . - - 166,000
INDEX, ARK® ooiieinriracnctuncnnavionsnnarrves 112,000,000 st — —
MAINE
e 2,000,000
(HP}  [DICKEY-LINCOLN SCROOL LARES.....vsvsosvarereien 463,000,000 5,613,000 — 500,000 e 2,000,000 +000,
MARYLAND
> — 280,000
—— — b, 000 —— 280,000 o
(] BALTIMORE HARROR AND CHANNELS. .....ccccienennns 114,100,000 280, 000 6,800,000 000
éré) BLOCGHINGTON LAKE, HD. & WoWAiuuiemeiannnnrnsnns 151, 200,006 61,864, 600 11,860,000 e 12,000,000 16,800,
MASSACHUSETTS .
‘ — 6,001 ——
(PC) | CHARLES RIVER DAMu.osorciusansnsonnnsononnanann 38,850,000 28,920, 600 9,930,000 — 1?,ggg.ggg - lgzggo:uog -
{FC) |CHARLES RIVER NATL STORAGE AREAS (LA) . 11,100,000 — — —— »000, 000 L6 999 160,500
(FC) |NORTR NASHUA RIVER...vorrrvsersvivruins . 1,730,000 80, 600 — 160,000 +000 2,000 000
(FC) [ SAXONVILLE. oecoinnnannsnransvnovontosnnnronnnos 4,230,000 1,205,000 2,000,000 2.0g0,000 - 3 iano00 =
(¥) | WEYMOUTH~FORE AND TOWN RIVERS...........-....‘. 24,300, 000 21,839, 000 2,470,000 —— 2,470,000 »
HICHIGAN
) : : — _— 100,000 —
(8)  |GREAT 1ARES CONNECTING CHANNELS......ereeeeness — © e —— :3;,023 o 150.000 -
(8)  |LEXINGTON HARBOR. ... evvevvareacnvavassvrovansus 1,900,800 1,497,000 403,000 —— a0 0 0 - fon 009 -
(W) [ LUDINGTON HARBOR. ovyorunnnceennesssssnsnorneras 4,180,000 — — — 08, 00!

{N)
()
(¥c)
{FC}
{N)

{FC)

(44
(¥c)
(FC)
(FC}

(FC)
{¥C)

(Fc)
(upy

{FC)
(FC)
{FQ)
{¥c)
(FC)
(¥C)
(¥C)
_AFO)
{13}
4+

{¥P)
(¥p)
Py
(FC)

{rCy

{¥C}

)
{FC)

OTTAWA RIVER HARBOR, MICH. § OHIO..............
RED HUN DRAIN AND LOWER CLINTON RIVER.........,
RIVER ROUGE 1962 ACT.uusvenvceresunsssnnssrnaenn
SACINAW RIVER 1958 ACTeasciecrsrurenssnsssnnnnas
[TAWAS BAY HARBOR. .t ouvenrnerosssusnraransasnes

MIRNESOTA . .
BIC STONE LARE -~ WHETSTONE RIVER, MINN, & 5.0,
(MANKATO AND RORTH MANKATO. 1o cnvvnsvnonsannonnys
ROCHESTER (PHASE I)..sunsesnvnnranonnnconnnnns
|ROSEAD RIVER. ...iiiiiiinnrirncrcinnnrvaneeens
TWIN VALLEY LAKE....
WINONA.....0ovuuss

MISSISSIPPI

EDINBURG LAKE {PHABE I)uevurnrssncssvnrornnsans
TALLAHALA CREEK LAKE. ..civovnrversrnvsrnnanen
TOMBIGBEE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MISS. & AlA...

MISSOURY

BLUE RIVER CHANNEL,KANSAS CITY¥.......oevvursnnn
CLARERCE CANNON DAM AND RESERVOIR.....ceevys.ss
HARRY 5. TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR..
LITTLE BLUE RIVER CHANNEL.u.e.envo.n. rveese
LITTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES......inprrnsnsanssnnoee

PERRY COUNTY DELD NO.1,2834 ccvuvnsrvranenccanns
PINE FORD LAKB.,»§§.......................4..-.
PROSPERITY LAKE (PHASE I)uc.uvunrrunnenvonsnras
SHITHVILLE LAKE. ..uuy i ciinnansnisarcccanvanens
STOCKTON LAKEs s ssusuerrvrvananssnnrrorncovennnn
UNION LAKE, STATE HICHWAY 185 (ADBVANCE

PARTICIPAT[ON).....................-.‘......

MONTARA
LIBBY DAM, LAKRE ROOCANUSA....vevvevenevnennnsss
LIBBY REREGULATIAG DAM POWER UNITS,............
LIBRY ADDTL UNITS & REREC DAM....v.cveuvnvannnn.
HMILES CTT¥. . cninsoiicnsnrarsnessrconcscnearnnns
NEBRASKA
PAPILLION CREEK & YRIBUTARIES LAKES......,0vuss
> HEVADA
GLEASON CREEK DAM (CHANNEL ALTERNATIVE)........
HEW JERSEY

CORSON INLET~LUDLAM BEACH. . .vvvuvisvrnsnnnensyn

ELTZABETH. o v iintetiimannratnvessrsnnvrnrsnres

1,690,000
208,006,000
29,400,000
53,000,000
1,500,000

10,700,000

32,500,000

45,300,000
13,800,000
16,200,000
16,100,000

61,150,000
39,500, 000
61, 600,000

7B, 200, 000
215,000,000
413,000,000

28,000,000

93,900,000

19,600,000

115,000,000 |

3,900, 000
75,200,000
38,000,000
68, 100, 000
75,830,000

2,800,000

480,000, 000
33,000, 000

193,000,000
2,110,000

103, 300, 000
3,450,000

2,703,000
28,740,000

90, 000
650,000
26,441,000
12,593,000
227,000

8,478,000
13,081,000
184,000
1,063,000
395,000
836,000

608, 000
3,087,000
6,697,000

845,000
92,009,000
241,283,000
4,228,000
20,617,000
11,717,000
25,803,000
550,000
36,871,000
74,630,000

2,100,000

448,870,000
350,000

55,000
24,412,000
173,000

338, 000
9,240, 000

2,959,000
4,050,000
800, 000

1,900,000

3,600,000

3,000,000
3,000,000

40,000,000
73,300,000
4,000,000
2,200,000
3,880,000
4, 500,000

15,700,000
800,000

700,000

§,000,000

1,100,000

1,780,000

7,200,000

100,000
650,000

-2060, 000

400,000
364,000

75,000

500,000

260,000

85,000

75,000

197,000

2,959,000
4,030, 000
800,000

1,300,000
7,200,000
3,600,000

3.000,0800
3,000,000

44,000,000
79,000,000
4,000,000
2,200,000
3,880,000
2,500,000
500,000

14,700, 000
800,000

700,000

9,000,000

1,009,000

1,100,000

i, 780,000

100,000
850,000

300, 000

400,000
364,000

75,000

500,000

500,000
75,000

260,000

85,000
75,000

197,000

2,959,000
4,050,000
800,000

1,900,000
7,200,000
3,600,000

3,000,000
3,000,000

44,000,000
79,000,000
4,000,000
2,200,000
3,880,000
$.500,000
500,000

16,700,000
800,000

706,000

7,000,000
3,000,000

558,000

1,786,000

100,000
650,000

200,000
400,000
364,000

75,000

" sc0,000

260,600

85,000

5,000

197,000

8%

6%
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Committee Comittes
. Total estimAted Allocated - ] Budger estimnce| Budget estimaie | House allowance | House allowance sendation on
Type . State and project Federal coat to date conatruction planning conatruction planning sonstruction planning
[£}] GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH..euvavsss 8,698,000 378,000 — 142,000 — 142,000 142,000
(¥)  |NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK, AND PASSAIC RIVERS..... 15,434,000 14,454,000 980,000 — 980,000 e 950,000 —
NEW MERICO
{FC)  [COCHITT LAKE..uvunsorusncnnnsvusonsvasnncnvrrnn 93,500, 000 89,154,000 3,300,000 s 3,900,000 —_—1 3,900,000 ———
{FCY |LOS ESTEROS LAKE....uuvevevensrronvosvnnoresens 23,700,000 10,279,000 7,800,000 — 7,800,000 —— 7,800,000 —
NEW YORK
(FC). |DANSVILLE ARD VICINITusvsoseansrermrennnoennnn 1,420,000 — — 100,000 — 100,000 — 100,000
[&)] DUNKIRK HARBOR. .eonansehovncaconsssensnvsassnne 2,050,000 150,000 — 180,000 o 180,600 —— 180,000
{BE} |EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY INLET AND
JAMAICA BAY {PART 1).oveesnrvnreraresarerens 21,300,000 7,340,000 1,200,000 R 3,000,000 — 3,000,000 e
(FCY [ELLICOTT CREEK. .vvorscrvrvononsrsaccccanransnan 6,850,000 535,000 B 240,000 —— 240,000 —— 260,000
(FC} [ENDICOTT, JOHUNSON CITY & VESTAL.v.cxcianursrran 1,000,000 — e b 1,000,000 | —— 1,000,000
(BE} | FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET:u.ezswssrusass 26, 140,000 6,732,000 1,780,000 — 1,780,000 — 1,780,000 —
o) TRONDEQUOLT BAY.uorvienrosvnnasncenrenassssoson 4,320,000 222,000 100,000 | — 100,000 - 106,000 e
(FC) [ITHACA..ssvervsnsons 3,745,000 3,640,000 105,000 — 103,000 - 105,000 —
[£3] NEW YORK RARBOR COLLECTION AND REMOVAL OF DRIFT 31,600,000 1,210,000 790,080 — 2,500,000 baad 2,500,000 ——
on NEW YORK HARBOR, ABCHORAGES.....csersnsvonssnss 27,840,000 25,500,000 2,340,000 - 2,340,000 — 2,340,000 — n
&) PORT. ONTARIO HARBOR.uourosresrunncssnsossonsnen 4,510,000 - 90,000 —— 150,000 —— 240,000 — 240,000 &
(FC} | SAW MILL AT ELMSFORD ARD GREENBURGH, H.Y. ..... 3,120,000 — C e s —— — 60,000
(FC) | SCAJAQUADA CREEK.«ivnvursveoveoornersonesvunons 2,400,000 —— e — 400,000 — 400,000 | —
(FC) JWELLSVILLE...ouvervavaservanssvrsrcvavessnsncns 3,220,000 2,800,000 420,000 — 420,000 — 620,000 j—.
(PCY | HONKERS. s vvnenenserssnmonsnsssnssnesnsnsnensnss 9,300,000 2,965,000 1,300,000 — 1,300,000 b 1,300,000 ——
“HORTH CAROLINA )
(FC) | B. EVERETT JORDAN DAM AND LAKE...ccereessavenns 74,300,000 60,699,000 11,000,000 —_ 12,000,000 — 12,000,000 —
(PC) | PALLS LAKE, .ueivensvnsssnvocransarsonnnssensons 84,200,000 19,210,000 6,800,000 - 8,000,000 — 8,000,000 p—
{FC) | HOWARDS MILL LAKE, crcurrrranvnsvrssnsreversanns 23,800,000 673,000 — 50,000 o 50,000 —— n—
(B) | MASONBORD INLET.uoesesevsvsnassonrrenconcervrsns 4,580,000 — ——— R 250,000 —— 250,000 -
(NY . | MOREHEAD CITY HARBOR (1970 ACT)evenvccnnosnsnes 4,290,000 1,410,000 1,000,000 o o 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 o
(FC) | RANDLEMAR LAKE.«..veruevnvessssssnrrcascssnsnnns 29,300,000 1,082,000 e 250,000 — 250,000 —— 56,000
(FC) | REDDIES RIVER XAKE...cveunoevvsnrnrrrvsrerascas 25,500,000 985,000 v 123,000 — 125,000 — 50,000
(FC) | ROARING RIVER LARE {PHASE I)uvuucencrrnnceaccns 24,600,000 315,000 s 185,000 — 185,000 — 185,000
NORTH DAKOTA
{FC} | BURLINGTON DAM.ouvususrrsceavnonansnnsscssoonss 81,400,000 2,790,000 -— 690,000 — 938,000 ——— 930,000
(MPY | GARRISON DAM — LAKE SAKAKAWEA..savsasrovrssnssd 285,700,000 292,330,000 1,000,000 —— 1,000,000 — 1,400,900 -
(FC3 | KINDRED LAKE...iisssnrrernrrooncerssnonsonnsosd 40, 300,000 130,000 — 200,000 R 200, 000 —— 200,000
(FCY [ MINOT..evsvuvannnsnses Carssessenensansd 19,100,000 13,018,000 6,082,000 — 6,082,000 ——— 6,082,000 o
(PC3 | MISSOURT RIVER, CARRISON DAM TO LAKE OAHE.. .., | 9,200,000 7,535,000 | | 860,000 { ' —— 800, 000 — 800,000 o
OHIO .
{PC) | ALUM CREEK LAKE....ucvrsennresonsnonsnvacrorsss 49,300,000 42,201,000 4,500,000 — 4,500,000 o 4,500,000 —
N ASHTABULA HARBOR.scvscoruencasssonsaverorncnand 13,015,000 11,115,000 1,900,000 ——— 1,900,000 L 1,800,000 -

(FC) [CAESAR CREERK LAKE...vessssvenensaessnsrannsness 54,400,000 39,323,000 6,100,000 — 6,100,000 — 6,100,000 —
{FCY | CHILLICOTHE avevvcnrivnrvvecrescsovunssssososan 10, 700,000 2,229,000 700,000 — 700,000 — 700,000 —
{EC) | CUYAHOGA RIVER BASTN..uvveoversisnersnsanveans 1,680,000 200,000 250,000 —— 250,000 — 250,000 —
(FC) EAST FORK LAKE...isneserevocnninnnencoceninncen 42,400,000 33,707,000 5,000,000 e 5,000,000 — 5,000,000 -
)] HURON HARBORuuuasoncasessosninnsorosnsonasansss 2,620,000 —— — —— 2,000,008 — 2,000,000 —
(BE) |LAKEVIEW FARK.w.uoieusssonssensanccssnanisnonss 1,810,000 — ——— e 1,260,000 -— 1,260,000 —_
(FC) IMILL CREEK,, 92,300,000 3,939,000 1,400,000 o $00, 000 — 600,000 ——
(PC)  |MUSKINGUM RIVER LARES (REHAB}.................. 5,110,000 400,000 500,000 ——— 500,000 — 500,000 —
(FC) | NEVARK (LOC POND RIR).vssssovencnnssssoossonans 1,265,000 293,000 —— — _— —— 500,000 hond
(FC} | POINT PLACE..cecoversvasrsnscssnnsarsavssnscvon 4,300,000 136,000 oames 94,000 -— 80, 000 hand 90,000
(M) [WEST HARBOR, .uussssssassannnncressosonseonansns 1,470,000 o — —— — 65,000 — 65,000
(%) |wrtsow rsianp Locks amp mn. THIO & W, VAu.uass 75, 700,000 73,619,000 900,000 — 900,000 s 900,000 hand
OKLAHOHA

{FG) | ARCADTA. LARE, usrssssassessvesosunsnsncasunnnas 45,200,000 1,082,000 - 428,000 o 428,000 - 428,000
(FC) | ARKANSAS~RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL,

T ORLA., KANS., & TEXesieassonmarsronsoassase 544,000,000 7,225,000 o 1,850,000 — 2,400,000 oot 2,400,000
(FC) | BIRCH LAKE..uveissssisseresennsnusinnnasonnsrse 13,000,000 9,549,000 1,900,000 — 2,850,000 — 2,850,000 —
TLPC) [ CANDY LAKE..ssoreresreossssnannsnbunarnnroconss 21,000,000 1,285,000 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 . —
(FC) | CLAYTON LAKE. ciivsnovnveceesnsrsonssnnssaenninss 18,100,000 7,149,000 2,000,008 ——— 2,000,000 — 2,000,000 —-—
{FC) | COPAN LAKE....vaneisnenesconnsrsnsssssnannnnran 64,900,000 22,141,000 7,000,000 c 9,000,000 s 9,000,000 —
{#P) | FORT GIBSON LAKE ~ UNITS 5 & Bususciunsesnonsns 12,400,000 450,000 -— 350,000 o 350,000 - 350,000
(FC) | KAW LAKE...vvevcassrsracseorvvnsossssosasvnsnnn 111,100,000 103,399,000 4,600,000 ey 6,000,000 — 4,600,000 —-—
(FC} | LURPATA LAKE. 1uvraseseennnvronionsnecossernnsas 30,000,000 1,438,000 500,000 — 500,000 —— 500,000 s -
(FC)  |OPTIMA LAKE:4ovvuuuevsnncennanoncsssoonarnsansn 41,800,000 34,591,000 5,000,000 — 5,000,000 — 5,000,000 —
(FC) | SKIATOOR LAKE, vueeeesnonnisssooonsanssssnencnen 63,800,000 13,843,000 2,500,000 — 4,000,000 —— 5,500,000 —
(FC) [ WAURIKA LAKE..vsesnssnsnosnnovosasanssaacsonsaa 79,700,000 38,083,000 21,000,000 — 21,000,000 — 21,000,000 ——

1
OREGON —

(FC) | APPLEGATE LAKE. vuuveereronsnsorsosnrassnsnssssa 63,000, 000 3,872,000 3,000,000 — 3,000,000 e 3,000,000 —
(FC) | BEAVER DRAINAGE DISTRICT.wessvuunsssonnvasssser 2,190,000 791,000 1,399,000 e 1,399,000 — 1,398,000 —
(MP) | BONHEVILLE SECOND POWERHOUSE - ORE. & WASH..... 462,000,000 53,292,000 48,000,000 — 48,000,000 — 48,000,000 —
(H) | 0005 BAY..sasnsrrenenssssssonsrsarerscancsssane 19,100,000 5,913,000 10,000,000 B 10,000,000 — 10,000,000 ——
(MP) | COUGAR LAKE. wvuccssraussoocosnsonsssnnmorsnanes 57,500,000 56,629,000 871,000 e 871,000 o 871,000 —
(FC) | DAYS CREEK LAKE {PHASE T)euesssesverunonsvecens 175,000,000 800,000 . 100,000 — 500,000 e 500,000
(MP) | JOMN DAY LOCK AND DAM - LAKE UMATILLA, ORE, &

WASH, .. 496,000, 000 477,583,000 3,100,000 —— 3,100,000 —— 1,100,000 —
(MP) | LOST CREEK TAKE..eeeuooseanrrsunncnsssseoarcs o 145,000,000 120,083,000 7,500,000 e 7,500,000 — 7,500,000 —
(FC) |LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER BANK PROTECTION, ORE., &

WASH. ¢ evvennnsiorirennananvessnocosrnssenrs 16,100,000 7,794,000 300, 000 o 300, 000 e 300,000 —
(HMP) - | MC NARY LOCK AND DAM, LAKE WALLULA, ORE" & WASH 302,900,000 296,358,000 700, 000 e 700, 000 — 700,000 —
(FC) | SCAPPOOSE DRATNAGE DISTRICTsvssrsssoscnvvvvanne 3,950,000 1,070,000 2,880,000 s 2,880,000 hand 2,880,000 ——
(MP) | STRUBE LAKE AND COUGAR ADDITIONAL UNIT......,..| 45,600,000 e — —— -— — — 150,000
(PC) | WILLAMETTE RIVER BASIN BANK PROTECTION......... 19,800,000 16,164,000 450,000 — 1,000,000 e 1,000,000 —

PENNSYLVANIA

(FC) | BLUE MARSH. . cauussrssvessnsncersnsorenssncnason 59,000,000 29,437,000 13,569,000 — © 13,569,000 — 13,569,000 ——
(FC) | CHARTIERS CREEKus.ssunvsncerrrsnnssrreccnnonses 28,400, 000 21,089,000 4,000,000 —— 4,000,000 —— 4,000,000 —
(FC) | COMANESQUE LAKE. +evsssansenvsnscnrersonsesessos 92,600,000 29,534,000 12,600,000 e 15,600, 000 —_ 15,600,000 —— .
(N) | ELK CREEK HARBOR. .vvuunrvsvuannsarorenasorvesss 2,290,000 — e o e 185,000 — e
(N) | GRAYS LANDING LOCK AND DAMusssressrconeronossed 55,400,000 530,000 s 178,000 _— 170,000 —— ) 170,000
(N) | POINT MARTON LOCK. e euuouuvsssasnasrevnnnannoneod 36,000,000 365,000 — 300,000 — 300,000 — 300,000
(PC) | POTTSTONN. avvvnnneresmecrsssnannsravonnsannssad 3,140,000 70,000 B 150,000 — 150,000 e 150,000
(BE) | PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA..issvsssanrevevsesaonssy 5,646,000 3,696,000 750,000 — 750,000 e 750,000 —
(FC) | RAYSTOWN LAKE. eiuuusaaionnancemnassonacncaascn 76,600, 000 71,915,000 2,400,000 — 2,400,000 B 2,400,000 —
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4 Coramittee Committeq .
B Total estimated Allocated Budget estimate | Budget estlmate | House allowsnce | House allowance dation dation

Type State aad project Federal cost to date construction planning construction plaaning construction planning
{FC) [TAMAQUA. tsvivrveiereterasnnsansnsnsarnconsassan 3,904,000 ——— —— —— - 50,000 — ~—
(FC)  {TIOGA-HAMMOND LAKES. . seuereerronatatnosennnnes 157,700,000 1 99,110,000 35,500,000 — 40,000,000 — 40,000,000 ——
(MP)  |TOCKS ISLAND LAKE..vonsvrrssonsnnoorcorsovonnan 426,500,000 61,449,000 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 - 1,000,000 ——
{MPY |TOCKS ISL. LAKE, ROUTE 209 RELOCATION ONLY..... 51,500,000 —— —— ——— 1,500,000 — - ———
(FC)  |TREXLER DAMusesvenvsmvemrvorssoscanssnrsesvense 16,100,000 985,000 — —— 300,000 —— 300,000 v
(FC)  |TYRONE..uvervvroenescevervorsvusnsssravansonnse 31,000,000 6,881,000 2,500,000 — 2,500,000 — 2,508,000 —

PUERTO RICO
(FC) |PORTUGUES ARD BUCANA RIVERS....revveavevernren 113,000,000 8,095,000 6,250,000 — 6,250,000 — 6,250,000 ———
SOUTH CARGLINA
(PC) | BROADWAY LAKE+ . ..ocunrunorsrruaranssnsesanacnse 850,000 — —— — — 90,000 - 90,000
{43 - |COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR.....eveveresese 90,000,000 5,929,000 3,000,000 - 3,000,000 — 3,000,000 —
(BE} |HUNTING ISLAND BEACH. .escsaorassassovevanansns 2,681,000 1,487,000 1,194,000 1,194,000 —— 1, 194,000 ——-
{8} | LITILE RIVER INLET, $.C, & H.€ivrnncrrvocncaran 10,900,000 873,000 —— 227,000 e 227,000 227,000
(N)  [MURRELLS INLET:uevvcssacnsonnsrennonersrossones 14,600,000 801,000 -— - e — 808, 005 —
TENRESSEE
{MP) | CORDELL HULL DAM AND RESERVOTR...:.svevevescess 79,200,000 77,439,000 1,761,000 — 1,761,000 e 1,761,000 —
TEXAS

(FC) | ALPINE. . ..vvvveenesnnsnsannrassenstinreoncnan s 5,630,000 90,000 —— 200,000 e 200,000 —— 200,000
(PC) [AQUILLA LAKE. covnvasersnacasnnersarsasaannansve 47,800,000 3,560,000 1,400,000 — 1,400,000 = 3,000,600, —
(FC) | ARKANSAS-RED RIVER BASINS CHLORTDE CONTROL, :

L & S 26,000,000 1,040,000 3,000,000 — £,000,000 — 6,000,000 e
{PE) [AUBREY LAKE..eeuvvernmvunsnnossssorsonveraanore 175,000,000 7,619,000 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 —_ e —
(rey P 22,800,000 1,048,000 s 250,000 250,000 — 250,000
(FO) 3 pariereaaenes 2,890,000 85,000 e 110,000 —— 110,000 — 110,000
(FC) | CARL L. ESTES DAM AND LAKE...veveessrcnmsunsson 185,000,000 1,287,000 —— 500,000 — 500,000 — 300,000
(FC) | CLEAR CREEK.y.cvervennronnvorrnrrrrrsnsoorosesss 27,900,000 829,000 — 140,000 — 200, 000 - 200,000
(FC) | CLOPTON CROSSING LAKE {PHASE I).srvssseovunersa §7,700,000 409,000 -— 250,000 B 250,000 -— 250,000
(FC} | COOPER LAKE AND CHANNELS. vvyrrrnerscoscossanas 61,800,000 16,655,000 1,260,000 e 1,260,000 e 1,260,000 —
{BE} | CORPUS CHRISYY BEACH..uvuvrvvsrrroveerssnncanns 1,560,000 381,000 700,000 — 1,179,000 — 1,179,000 ——
{N) | CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL (1968 ACT)evvewn,. . 30,000,000 16,639,000 3,100,000 -~ 3,100,000 e 3,100,000 —
{FC) EL PASD. svuennnncrovarssssssssnnannasssssnons o 35,500,000 13,818,000 2,300,000 ——— 2,300,000 —— 2,300,000 m——
(FC) | FREEPORT AND VICINITY, HURRICANE FLOOD :

: PROTECTIOR . «senercaiavanaracnensnsnrsnnsesss 25,600,000 19,753,000 4,500,000 —— 4,500,000 —— 4,500,000 e
(H) | FREEPORT HARBOR. .. .2ssoansonsnrresassvacsoncens 23,700,000 379,000 e 121,000 —— 121,000 —— 121,000
(N) | GIWN-HARBOR OF REFUCE AT SEADRIFT......cecedesd 850,000 42,000 e 38,000 —— 38,000 — 38,000
(¥} | GIWW-TEXAS SECTION - RELOCATION IN

MATAGORDA BAYuuuvucvueroruronannsseossvuoras 1,140,000 50,000 — 75,000 Reae 75,000 — 75,000
{FE) | HIGHLAKD BAYOU. . .evvavurocnssurvsnssrroncsonons 12,100,000 6,000,000 1,300,000 -— 1,300,000 e 1,300,000 —
{FC) | LAKEVIEH LAKE..eurrsasssrncevsssscrsocossocssan 174,000,000 6,613,000 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 e 1,000,000 —
(FC) | LAVON LAKE MOD, & EAST FORK CHANNEL TMPROVEMENT 60,200,000 56,731,000 1,900,000 — 4,100,000 e 4,100,000 —
(PCy 1 LOWER RTO GRANDE BASTN (PHASE I}i.iccssceasnens 20,600,000 564,000 e 250, 000 — 250,000 e 250,000

{FO)

{FC)

(¥C)
(FC)
(BE)

{ury
(BE)
(upy
[£:13]
(MP)
[¢.19)
Py
{¥FC)
[¢,13}
{¥0)
(FCY

(FCY
{FC)
{FC)
(FC)
{FC)

(FQ)

(¥C)
(¥C)

MILLICAR LAKE, syvsnnvvenrvossscsissannsonnsnnen
MOUTH OF COLORADO RIVEK..ussnssssssussosnanenes
PLAINVIEW . cutnnreecsrorssnannencasssnnnarsannse
PORT ARTHUR & VICIKITY (HURRICANE FLOOD
PROTECTION) w'ovunvrorsosonsrvnannsnssovsnsnne
SAM ANTONIO CHAMNEL IMPROVEMENT....eovsersnnnse
SAN GABRIEL, RIVERsvssssrcasssssensasonenannnnss
TAYLORS BAYOUs (. evorrovrnnnnraansrsvennnrecsnny
TENNESSEE COLONY LAXE (LAND ACQUISITION) ...esw
TEXAS CITY CHANNEL THDUSTRIAL CARAL...casvecens
TEXAS CITY & VICINITY {HURRICANE FLOOD
PROTECTION) 4 vvvbomnnssnnssonassnsrnsosscsas
THREE RIVERSiu.icnevssnnavssosisenanoronssivase
TRINITY RIVER PROJECT. cvuevsvrsnvsnsnnnnnsnsars
VINGE AND LITTLE VINCE BAYOUS..ooeivevvienssss

VIRCIHIA .

BUENA VISTA. (PHASE I)ususvvossansiranseccscanss
FOURMILE RON, CITY OF ALEXANDRIA AND ARLINGTON

COUNTY e vaaonivnaasisannronsnirasarsananavsnen
GATHRIGHT LAKE(.coocnavtvasssrsnssovvrnnecnenns
VERONA LAKE APHASE I)essesnssssvosscvrrosrsrsss
VIRGIRIA BEACH (REIMBY.ocsvansnnvesscirvrvnnone

WASHIRGION

CHIEF JOSEEH DAM ADDITIONAL UNITS..usescvccnsse
EDIZ HOOK.uuvosnnernvrvsereressrncrsssnnssnanse
ICE HARBOR ADDITIONAL UNITS..eccsssnccrsnvcsasa
LITTLE GDOSE ADDITIONAL UNITS.seovvnrcrvcscrsan
LOWER GRANITE ADDITIORAL UNITS.cecsccevasnrnras
LOWER GRANITE LOCK AND DAMuisavecosrosrsanrrvns
LOWER MONUMENTAL ADDITIONAL UNITS...vscssanunne
SKAGLT RIVER LEVEE..esscesennnrnrovorssasonnuns
THE DALLES ABDITIONAL UNITS.esssssnnrasssrnsere
VANCOUVER LAKE AREA.....eovuvusre TTTIrr T
WAHKIAKDY COUNTY CONSOLIDATED DIKING DISTRICT

O, Lasseercadesiaavvvvvesssnnsssannsasenane

WEST VIRGINIA

BEECH FORK LAKE..ssouvorversvesvrooanasnonsssssl
BURNSYILLE LAKE,.cvtencccovvevcnnrrnnancoconvun
EAST LYN¥ LAKE.o.ccwcxcvouccasnnesnoccscansosnesl
RaDo BAILEY LAKE..vevvosanassrvecrssnrnvrvvocncsl
ROWLESBURG LAKE.ocesnanarrrsossmnsnnssvvrnnveny

WISCONSIN

LAFARGE LAKE AND CHANNEL TMPROVEMENT,.usceesesd
NORTHPORT HARBOR...utccnsvassesnnnsssrsnsrnrsrnnns
PRAIRIE DU CHYEMussueacorscannnnnvssosssososood
STATE ROAD AND EBNER COULEES. uuavnrrreessrenand

160,400,000
8,460,000
6,700,000

65,300,000
42,700,000
118,000,000
20, 600,000
509,000,000

3,570,000
29,100,000

3,860,000
733,000,000

9,500,000

14,660,000

47,461,000
68,200,000
95,100,000

4,480,000

315,000,000
7,310,000
37,900,500
58,100,000
52,100,000
310,000,000
5%,800,000
12,500,000
69,700,000
12,600,000

4,500,000

33,800,000
43,000,000
34,400,000
148,000,000
216,000,000

51,500,000
2,640,000
3,120,000

15,700,000

1,999,000
560,000
150,000

44,095,000
23,715,000
61,343,000

1,995,000

"'28,147,000
260,000

8,004,000
3,735,000

395,000

14,896,000
47,772,000
760,000
1,707,000

108,009,000
30,086,000
22,657,000

122,572,000

291,675,000

9,245,000

50,941,000
293,000

1,319,000

29,264,000
30,020,000
30,821,000
135,484,000
2,880,000

17,472,000
165,000
103,000
361,000

f1l

4,300,000
3,500,000
10,500,000
300,000

500,000

945,000

8,300,000
11,500,000

260,000

78,000,000

2,100,000
24,600,000
21,900,000
11,000,000
19,300,000

300,000

600,000

2,700,000
6,000,000
1,000,000
7,500,000

435,000
60,000
200,000

NERRE

150,000
200,000

200,000

240,000

125,000
50,000
300,000

4,300,000
3,500,000
10,500,000
300,000
1,000,000
200,000

600,000

945,000

10,000,000
11,500,000

260,000

78,000,000
1,100,000
2,100,000

24,600,000

19,900,000

1,200,000

600,000

2,700,000
6,000,000
1,000,000
10,306,000

1,000,000

435,000
100, 000
200,000

RN

156,000
800,000

200,000

240,000

125,000
50,000

306,000

4,300,000
3,500,000
14, 500,000

300,000

200,000

600,000

943,000

10,000,000
11,500,000

260,000

78,000,000
2,000,000
2,100,000

25,075,000

21,900,000

11,475,000

19,900,000

600,000

600, 000

j 2,700,000
6,000,000
1,000,000
10, 300, 600

1,000,000

435,000
109,000
200,000

H
SRARE

150,000
800,000

200,000

« 240,000

100,

SEIRNRERE:

SN

145,000

125,000
50,000
300,000
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planniag
26,154,000

Commitree

Committee
4,500, boo
13,000,000
1,000,000
2,000,000
22,000,000
500,000
2,000,000
1,000,000
3,000,000
1,500,000
2,300,000
2,108,000
«75,276,000
1,410,403,000

- conatraction

planning
27,134,000

3,000,000
10,000,000
500,000
1,500,000
22,000,000
200,000
2,000,000
600,000
2,300,000
2,108,000
-80, 240,000

constTuction
1,389,343,000

planning
22,283,000

22,000,000

2,000,000
1,600,000
2,108,000

79,640,000 |

Budget estimate | Budget estimate | House allowance | House allowance
1,264,049,000

. construction

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL--CONTINUED

to dave

Allocated
9.389.503,000

Federal cost

Total estimated
26,260,767 ,000
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State and project

MISCELLANEGUS
REQUIRING SPECIFIC LEGISLATION, COSTING
Total, vemneeeransvore

UP T $1,000,000 (SEC 103)evsnsnens

EHERGENCY STREAMBANK. AND SHORELINE

PROTECTION (8EC. IA)ceuensuncnnns
RECREATION PACILITIES AT COMPLETED PROJECTS....

SMALYL SNAGGING AND CLEARING (SEC. 208)...

SPECIFIC LEGISLATION COSTING HiP TO

§1,000,000 (SEC. 107).

§HALL PROJECTS FOR FLOOD CONTROL AND RELATED

-PUKPOSES NOT REQUIRENG SPECIFIC LEGISLATION
COSTING UP IO $1,000,000 (SEC. 205)...

SMALL BEACH EROSION PROJECIS NOT
TG RAVIGATION PROJECTS (8EC. 111),.
STEAMBANK EROSION CONTROL EVALUATION
AND DEMONSTRATION {SEG32, 1974 ACT)..
SHORELINE EROSTION CONTROL DEMONSIRATION

{SEC’ 54, 1974 ACT)... .
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL (1965 ACT’

WILDLIFE SERVICE) couansinvvrnrnvnns
MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMACES ATTRIBUTIBLE

PISH AND WILDLIPE STUDIES (U.5. FISH AND
EMPLOYEES COMPENSATION:vcxvcecnervovanan

SMALL NAVICATION PROJECTS NOT REQUIRING

Type

(N}

(FCy
{BE)
($14]
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REVISED PROJECT CAPABILITIES

As shown on the foregoing table, the Committee has reduced the
amounts for those projects listed below due to revised project capabil-
ities. The amount of the decrease from the budget request and the
reason for the reduction follow: '

Project Decrease Reason
bor, Calif. oo -$1, 550,000 Funds transferred in fiscal year 1976 to accelerate project
Saa Diego Harhar, e completion. Funds pmviyded in fiscal year 19?7 {nill
‘ Calif 140,000 Delay In 'et?amm' irements
San Diego (Mission Valley), Calif ..__......_. -~ 140, elay in planning requirements.
Jacksunsglls Harbor, Fla. ... wenn 2,500,000 Low %{d on contract,
Big Walnut Lake, Ind__.. ceew =1,150,000 Delay in sec. 221 agreement.
Evansville, Ind_____. . —— —200,000 Delay in design of gumpmg plant.
Lafayetie Lake, Ind__ . i ieemeaeeenns ~1,300,000 Project support withdrawn.
Uniontown lock and dam, Indiana and 500,000 Funds transferred to project in fiscal year 1976 reduce
Kentucky. requirement in fiscal year 1977, ) .
Patoka Lake, Ind. D“‘.
Marshalltown, lowa -280, Do, "
Dodge Ci ,_I(ans —2, 206, 000 Do, )
Kehoe Lake, K: —1,000,000 Delay in sec., 221 agreement, i
800,000 Delay in obtaining rights-of-way from local interests,

k’.}’éﬁ?ﬁ'@frn ......................... —i:tm, 000 Funds available and delay in sec. 221 agreement.

In addition to the reductions explained above, the Committee has -
made reductions in the amounts allowed by the House because of
revised capabilities reported to the Committee during recall testimony
and hearings subsequent to House Committee action. The amount of
decrease from the House allowance and the reason for the reduction

follow: -

Project Decrease Reason

Barklsy Dam and Lake Barkley, Ky......... ~§1,463,000 Funds transferred in fiscal year 1876/TQ reduce fiscal
L . 15, Michi 181 000 year 1977 requirements, )
Graat Lakes Connacting Channels, Michigan..  —181, 0. . .
Roohusm,?ﬂin%%?ha‘;g ) RN .gf_-. —100, 000 Noggditiﬁrlxalupability due to delay in approval to initiate
ase I,

Tocks Island Lake, Route 209 relocation only, —1,500,000 No eapabil!tjy/current funds more than sufficient for fiscal
Penasylvania, ) year 1977 requirements. . o
Tennwesses Colony Lake, Trinity River Project  —1,000,000 No’ capability/) annin% and design incomplete, EIS in-

isi : fete, no sec, 221 agreement, .

pisition only). . com| L
Th(akggig additional a{r)nlts. Washington and  —1, 200, 000 Capabifity revised due to design delays.

( SAN FRANCISCO BAY TO STOCKTON
- (Baldwin and Stockton Ship Channels, California)

The Committee agrees with the House Committee that the Corps
must thoroughly assess and study the matter of ocean salinity intru-
sion in connection with on-going studies for this project.

Rep River WarerwAy, Mississreer River To SHREVEPORT, LOUTSIANA

The Committee urges the Corps to maintain optimum work sched-
ules and progress on this project and to expedite the ongoing and
fiscal year 1977 work so as to avoid any slippage in the next fiscal
year follow-on requirements. ' ‘
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NEW YORK HARBOR COLLECTION AND REMOVAL OF DRIFT PROJECT, N.Y.

This Committee concurs with the House allowance of $2,500,000, an
increase of $1,710,000 over the budget request for this important
project. The purpose of this project is the removal of sources of drift,
such as derelict vessels, deteriorated shore structures and debris along
the shoreline of New York Harbor. The Committee continues to sup-
port this project, which is so important to the health and vitality of
the 16 million people living in the area..

The total commerce for the port, which ranks first in the U.S. in’

total tonnage, has increased from 153,800,000 tons in 1965 to 195,095,
000 in 1974. About 15 percent of the total waterborne and 13 percent
of foreign commerce of the United States are handled by the port of
New York. It is not in the national interest to allow this national asset
to deteriorate.

. ‘ ;
HOWARDS MILL LAKE, RANDLEMAN LAKE, AND REDDIES RIVER LAKE,
'NORTH CAROLINA :

Funds to initiate reconstruction planning of these three projects
were appropriated in fiscal year 1971, fiscal year 1970, and fiscal year
1970, respectively. Planning has continued 1n every fiscal year since.
The Committee believes that the preconstruction planning phase has
continued for entirely too long. In view of the several potential prob-
lems, including water quality, reformulation, and reauthorization, the

Corps should determine in cooperation with the appropriate local

sponsors or State agencies whether further planning should be
pursued. :
: BURLINGTON DAM, NORTH DAKOTA

Again this year tremendous flooding occurred from the Souris

River in the City of Minot and vicinity and other areas downstream
of the proposed Burlington Dam. But for the successful flood fight
waged by the Corps, enormous damages would undoubtedly have been
the result. This Committee directs the Corps to make the maximum

effort on resolving the remaining issues in order to be able to proceed -

expeditiously with construction of this needed project. The Corps
has reaffirmed in testimony this year that the Burlington project 1s
the only feasible solution to the serious flood problems of that area.
This Committee also calls on the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service to
cooperate with the Corps to the maximum. Further, the Corps is to
advise the Committee no later than January 15, 1977, as to any re-
maining unsolved issues in connection with proceeding to construc-
tion of this needed project. = _ ; :

TOCES ISLAND (RELOCATION OF ROUTE 209 ONLY), PENNSYLVANIA

If additional funds are required during fiscal year 1977 beyond
those funds previously appropriated for the relocation and construc-
tion of Route 209 at the Tocks Island project, the Committee recom-
mends that the Corps use such funds as may be necessary but not to
exceed $1,500,000 from within available fiscal year 1977 funds. ‘
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MILLICAN LAKE, TEXAS

The Committee concurs with the House Committee report on the
proposed Millican Lake project. Further, the Corps is to advise the
Committee by September 15, 1976, of its recommendations in light of
the report of the Bureau of Mines on the lignite deposits.

GALLIPOLIS LOCK AND DAM, OHIO AND WEST VIRGINIA

The Committee agrees with the House report that early improve-
ment of the existing navigation facilities at Gallipolis Lock and Dam,
Ohio and West Virginia 1s of particular concern. The Committee is
advised that the inadequacies of the existing facilities burden essen-
tial commodity movements with excessive costs, and shutdowns and
delays disrupts supply schedules to the detriment of the economy of the
Ohio and Mississippi Valleys. Accordingly, the Committee wishes to
express its interest in expeditious submission of the project report to
the appropriate committees of Congress with a view to authorization
this year. gt is this Committee’s view that further, lengthy, delay is to
the detriment of the public interest.

SMALL PROJECTS PROGRAM

The President’s budget did not include funds to continue the six
small project programs under the special continuing or delegated
authorities. The Committee considers these delegated program authori- -
ties to be of significant priority and importance. The Committee
addressed the lacinof budgetary requests for these programs in the Sec-
ond Supplemental Appropriation Bill and the harm done as a result
of such shortsighted policies on the part of the Administration. There
are many, many worthwhile and meritorious small projects which
have had to be deferred or suspended in the last few months because
of the lack of support of these programs by the Administration. As
shown at the en£ of construction general table, the Committee has
recommended increases over the House allowance for these $mall
projécts. If the Committee’s recommendation is enacted, many eligible
projects will proceed based on the particular status priority and merit
at-the time allocations are made.

2, STREAMBANK FEROSION CONTROL EVALUATION AND
: DEMONSTRATION '

The Committee recommends $3,000,000 for fiscal year 1977 to carry
out the Section 32 progfam, an increase over the budget request inas-
much' as no funds were requested in the President’s budget. This
amount, together with the $4 million appropriated for fiscal year 1976
and the transition quarter; should enable the Corps to undertake a
number of demonstration projects in accordance with the authoriza-
tion.-No projects have been undertaken or even finally selected as of
this reporting period. :

While suﬁporting the increase over the budget request, the Com-
mittee emphasizes that the work performed under the Section 32
authority is a research, development and demonstration effort to

SECTION

€




58

develop methods and techniques to prevent and control streambank
erosion. It is not designed as an operational authority for correction
of streambank erosion problems.

In accordance with the authorization, demonstration projects under
this section shall be undertaken on streams selected to reflect a variety
of geographical and environmental conditions, including streams with
naturally occurring erosion problems and streams with erosion caused
or increased by manmade structures. At a minimum, demonstration
projects shall be conducted at multiple sites on—

1 the Ohio River;
that reach:of the Missouri River between Fort Randall
Dam, South Dakota and Sioux City, Iowa; and
-(3) that reach of the Missouri River i in "North Dakota at or
below the Garrison Da.m

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES

Appropnatlon, 1976, e eeceie i $163, 250, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . ___ .. 191, 220, 000.
House allowanece_ . __ ___ . . 227 667 000
Committee recommendation. .. ______ ... __._______.__..___ ' 231 497 000 -
Comparison:
Budget estimate, 1977______ e e e +40, 277, 000
House allowance. . _ . ___ o ee___ +3, 830, 000

An appropnatlon of $231,497,000 is recommended for fiscal year
1977, an increase of $40,277, 000 over the budget request and $3,830,000
over the House allowance.

* The recommended allocatlon is shown in the following table.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIYER AND TRIBUTARIES

Budget Committee
. -estimate flscal House TeCOm- -
year 1977 . allowance mendation
1. General investigations
(a) Burveys: : - - . -
Helena and vicinity, P\ s SRS AT ) $75,000 | . $75,000
Laconia Circle area, Deésha County, Ark. |- $94, 000 04, 000 94, 000
. Lake Neark, Ark..._ .. oooooo ioooncoas 100, 000 100, 000 100, 000
St. Francis River Basin below Wappal
pello Lake, Ark.and Mo......._....... 145, 000 - 145, 000 145, 000
West Memphis, Atk 110, 000 110, 000 110, 000
Bayou du Chien, Ky 25, 000 25, 000 25, 000
Atchafslaya Basin (watet and land re- | . .-
sources), La._._.. - 475, 000 475, 000 476, 000
Berwick lock—Atc - 25, 000 X 25, 000
Lake Providence, La 25, 000 25, 000 25, 000
Louisiana State Penit: .

- slana._ .. iiool .ol JORAT Ean 25, 000 . 25,000 | ¢ . 25, 000
Yazoo River Basin, Miss..___.._._......_ L. 450,000 | _600 000 600, 000
Mississippi River—East - Bank levees, ' - ’

Kentucky and Tennessee. _._._........ 130, 000 130, 000 130, 000
Obion and Forked Deer Rivers and trib-
utaries, Tennessee and Kentucky...... [ 150, 000 . 150,000 *150, 000
Wolf and Loosahatchie Rivers and Non- -
connah Creek, Tenn. and Miss_____.... 150, 000 150, 000 150, 000
Mississippl Rlver, Cairo, Iil,, to Baton . .
e, La_ ol o 50,000 | - 50, 000
(b) Corllectitm and study of basic data. .. ....... 156, 000 156, 000 ., 156,000 -
Subtotal, general investigations______...... 2, 060, 000 2, 835, 000 2, 335, 000

See footnote at end of table,

59

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES—Continued

Budget Committee
estimate fiscal House recom-
. year 1977 allowance mendation
truction and planning :

2. OO ot IVt 10V668. - - eme e ememeeemeemen $20,725,000 | $30,225, 000 $30, 225, 000
Channel improvement . _ Y 36, 225, 000 40, 000, 000 40, 000, 000
0ld River, La , 500, 000 2, 500, 000 2, 500, 000
Lower Red River, South Bank levees, Louisiana. . 825, 000 1, 700, 000 1, 700, 000
Atchafalaya Basin, La_ . ooooooo 31, 665, 000 35, 000, 000 35, 000, 000
Lower White River:

Augusta-Clarendon levee 420, 000 420, 000
Clarendon levee._. 100, 000 100, 000
Cache Basin, Arkansas 1, 000, 000 1, 500, 000 1, 500, 000
8t. Francis Basin, Ark. and MO 9, 750, 000 12, 500, 000 12, 500, 000
Tensas Basin, ‘Ark. and L
Boeuf and Tensas Rlvers, except Lake Chicot .
pumpmngl t'iii' ----- T Ghicot i v 600, 000 1, 380, 000 1, 380, 000
nsas Rivers, Lake Chicot pump;
B°°uf af‘f O 760, 000 1,760, 000 4,760, 000
River Backwateér Area, La., Except Tensas
R%docodne Pumping Plant . ... 4, 290, 000 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000
Red River Backwater area, Louisiana, Tensas
Cocodrkie pmpml% pla;)nt’.r._...eéé s Ko : 860,000 2, 860, 000 2,860, 000
0 ennessee an en-
Bt L L e e 1,500,00 2,100,000 2,100,000
West Kentucky tributaries ... X ) ;
Bayou Cocodrie and tributaries, 280, 000 330, 000 330,
Teche-Vermilion Basins, La___.. 1, 700, 000 1, 700, 000 1, 700, 000
Yazgzrgi?illzlake 300, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000
Arkabutla L 540, 000 1,100, 000 1, 100, 000
Enid Lake___. 300, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000
Grengda LaKe. ..o ocooeocecceccmeen 870, 000 1, 700, 000 1, 700, 000
GreenWOOd.. - - - o ceeoomemmmeecaao e meen 80, 000 100, 000 100, 000
Upper guxiliary channels. .« oo 3, 820, 000 7, 000, 000 7, 000, 000
Madn SEOIM oo - e oo oo am e mmmmmmmeae 500, 000 1, 000, 000 1, 000, 000
Tributaries:
t Ascalmore-Ti and Opossum
Exﬁé,:gaus ............. ?IT? .................. 225, 000 700, 000 700, 000
Ascalmore-Tippo and Opossuind]ih Olslts;..i.. 275, 000 1, 075, 000 1, 075, 600
flower River, etc. (including Steele
Biﬁasun mivbelion er, efe. (ncluding Bteelo 940, 000 1,800, 000 1, 800, 000
Ynzoo Backwater:
* Except Muddy Bayou control structure 4, 538, 000 6, 000, 000 8, 830, 000
. = : Muddy Bayou control structure y 962, A
Streambank erosjon control emammm e | mmm————— s 2, 000, 000 2, 000, 000
West Tennessee tributaries 2,710, 000 3, 200, 000 3,200, 000
gusmeynlgzof & s Bouth Centrai Avoyeli 1800, 300,000 +300,000,
astern es an ou entra voyelles
Parishes, La. ..-_._--...-___--_._._.__,__..._3{ ..... 1100, 000 1100, 000 1100, 000
Greenville Harbor, Miss_ ..o ocvooeaocccececann 1400, 000 1400,000 | 1400, 000
Mississippi - River, East Bank, Natchez area, Mis- . -
sissippi- - oo e, Forco® 1200, 000 . 1200, 000 1200, 000
Miastssi i River, East Bank, Vicksburg-Yazoo
. &tes, llc{I:ssissxppl .................................. 1140, 000 1140, 000 1140, 000
Subtotal, construction and planning____________.. 139, 360, 000 170, 332, 000 174, 162, 000
“aintenance-.......-, ............................... 49, 800, 000 55, 000, 000 55, 000,
E N e 191, 220, 000 | 227, 667, 000 I 231, 497, 000

St. Francis Basin:

The:Committee recommends concurrence in the House allowance of
the following increases over the budget: $75,000 for the County
Bridges, Ditch 19, Item 1, Missouri; $325,000 for St. Francis below
Marked Tree, Arkansas $375 000 for Rivervale Outlet Ditch; and
$1,305,000 for- Cockleburr Slough Ditch. Additionally, the Committee
has included $600,000 to initiate construction of Drainage District
No. 17 pumping plant. The budget request includes funds to begln
acquiring pumps and engmes for the pumping plant.

Yazoo Basin

The Committee concurs with the House action on items in the Yazoo
Basin and has included an additional $830,000 for the Yazoo back-
water work (except muddy Bayou control structure). The Committee
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also agrees with the House report language relative to work in the
Basin. :
Tensas Basiv

The amount of $4,760,000 recommended for the Lake Chicot Pump-

ing Plant is to be used to continue to expedite work on this important -

project. The Corps is to advise the Committee of any delays in proceed-
ing with work on this item. : ;

Orp River CONTROL StructuRs

The Committee directs the Corps to take all such steps that are
necessary in the Corps’ professional judgment, consistent with sound
engineering principles, in rehabilitating the Old River Control Struc-
ture and to use such sums as are needed to meet its established require-
ments from this appropriation account or from any other appropriate
account. The Committee is to be advised immediately of any need for
additional funds beyond available funds. .

_OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

Appropriation, 1976__.__ ... e e e $582, 073, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 .. . e 583, 900, 000
House allowance_ .o 648, 900, 000
Committee recommendation. - _ . ool . 648, 900, 000
Comgarison : , ,
Budget estimate, 1977 .ot - - 65, 000, 000
House alloWanee. .. ..o o oo e e w———h e

. The Committee recommends concurence with the House allowance
of $648,900,000, an increase of $65,000,000 over the budget request.
Funding provided under this heading is required for the operation
and maintenance of over 1,600 completed channels, harbors, and major
structures, 222 locks and dams, 260 flood control reservoirs, and 65
multiple-purpose projects with power; including nine new flood
control reservoirs and three power projects which will become opera-~
tional in the coming fiscal year. _ : -
Again this year, the Committee is concerned with the continued
accumulation of deferred maintenance in channels and harbors
and also in structural maintenance and repair of navigation and flood

control projects nationwide. At the present time, the. estimated cost |

of "this backlog of deferred work amounts to approximately $300
million, including an estimated $120 million of deferred maintenance
dredging. V ' ‘

Price escalation, additional requirements, and additional costs im-
Fosed by environmental considerations have continued to outpace
unding inecreases over the past several years. This has resulted in a

reduced standard of maintenance on many navigation projects. In °

major harbors authorized depths have been maintained, but in many
cases it has not been possible to provide authorized widths and slopes.

Additionally, it has been necessary to defer completely maintenance
dredging on many smaller harbors in order to accomplish higher.

priority work. The increase provided for dredging is for improving
the level of maintenance of channels and harbors considered most
critical of the projects which will require maintenance in fiscal year
1977. The selection of the most critical projects is based on traffic
type and volume, the effect on local and national economics, and the
present state of maintenance. -

61

As in past years, the Committee prefers not to make specific alloca-
tion of its increases to individual projects. The increase recommended
includes the individual capabilities for the most critical needs brought
to the Committee’s attention. However, the attention of the Corps is
directed to the testimony and expressed needs such as the many high
priority navigation projects needing maintenance.

The Committee has concurred in the request for $200,000 for the
Upper Mississippi River environmental resources study relating to
maintenance dredging on the Upper Mississippi River. However, be-
cause of the expanded and total scope and cost of the proposed con-
tinued study, referred to as the Great Study, the Committee must insist
that authorization be provided prior to the consideration of any funds
beyond the amount in the budget.

GREAT LAKES DIKED DISPOSBAL PROGRAM

The Great Lakes Diked Disposal Program, authorized under Sec.
123 of the 1970 Rivers and Harbor Act provides for alternate maethods
for the disposal of polluted dredged material in lieu of open lake
disposal. Currently, 59 of the 115 Great Lake harbors and chennels
are classified as polluted. Disposal of the polluted material from these
harbors will require the construction of 42 separate disposal sites.

The Committee has included $27,703,000 for fiscal year 1977, which
is the same as the House allowance and $9,472,000 over the budget
request. The Chief of Engineers is directed to use these additional
funds to initiate and continue work on high priority disposal sites. In
establishing priorities, consideration should be given to the amount
and type of commerce, the trend of lake levels elevations, the additional
shoaling expected prior to the availability of a disposal site, the im-
pact of reduced drafts on commerce, and other pertinent factors.

REVOLVING FUND

Appropriation, 1076, .. e
Budget estimate, 1077 e e B
House 8llOWAINICE o o et oo o
Committee recommendation. - . .o e --- 6,600,000
Comparison: | ) ) :
Budget estimate, 1977 i +6,600,000
House alloWanee e e et oo e e e +6,600,000

The Committee recommends a fiscal year 1977 appropriation of
$6,600,000 to the Revolving Fund to provide for the continued design
and ¢onstruction of hopper dredges initiated in fiscal year 1976 as
shown in the following tabulation: :

HOPPER DREDGE DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976/TQ AND FISCAL YEAR 1977 PROGRAM .

o . S Fiscal year Transition Fiscal rvear
Type of hopper dredge .- ’ 1976 877

quarter

e Sl e e o SB000  S200,000 e

’ 500,000  $3, 000, 000

' 3, 000, 000

3, &.g: t%g

B[ U 300, 000 100, 000 3, 100, 000
Lower Mississippi River:

T U 100, 000 150, 000 500, 000

Grand ool iiiireaae 700, 000 950, 000 6, 600, 000
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The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is responsible for maintaining

22.000 miles of inland waterways, 3,000 miles of intracoastal channels, -

107 commercial port facilities and approximately 400 smaller ports
and harbors throughout the Nation.

Keeping the channels of these waterways, ports, and harbors open |

to navigation is critical to the economy of the United States. Domestic
waterborne commerce presently moves one-sixth of the nation’s cargo

that travels between cities by all methods of transportation. Addi- -

tionally, the traffic on waterways continues to inerease at a compound
rate of slightly more than 5 per cent per year. It is predicted that the
volume of this traffic will increase from four to six times in the next
50 years.

Dredging is required to keep these navigation channels open. Ap- .

proximately two-thirds of the Federal dredging workload is done
under contract with private dredging companies. Most of the remain-
ing one-third is done directly by the Corps of Engineers using its fleet

of hopper dredges, which are seagoing, self-propelled ships specially
designed for working in exposed water. At the present time exposed .

water work that can be done by contract is limited because the type of

dredges owned by industry cannot operate safely and efficiently where

adverse wave, wind, and current conditions exist.

Testimony presented in this year’s hearings indicates that there is

currently a backlog of $120 million worth of maintenance dredging in

the U.S. and that there is critical shoaling in most major U.S. ports.

For example, in the Southwest Pass channel on the Mississippi River, .
the Corps was able to maintain the authorized depth of 40 feet only 43
percent of the time between 1973 and 1975, resulting in tremendous

losses to the country’s economy. .

Part of the reason for this shoi*tfall has been the fact that our pres-
ent supply of hopper dredges is too small, obsolete, and inefficient, The " *

Corps hopper dredge fleet has dwindled from 27 in 1940 to 15 today.

Three of the existing vessels are approaching 40 years of age and will .
have to be retired soon. The average age of the entire fleet is 30.years. ¢
At any one time several of the vessels may be unavailable for work
because of transit or repair and maintenance down-time, which is '
inereasing with age. The Corps expects to retire 8 of the present ves-

sels by 1992,

In this year’s hearings the Corps testified that it needs three addi-
tional hopper dredges now and three more by 1983 at the latest. The
1974 National Dredging Study forecast the need by 1985 of 9 to 11
new hopper dredges. : ’

The Committee is encouraged that the private dredging industry
has become interested in developing a hopper dredging capability for

the first time since 1906. Industry has informed the Committee that
there is one large private hopper barge now available for certain

kinds of work, one private hopper dredge under construction, one

being designed, and one ready for construction. Only the latter of
these vessels, however, is designed according to Corps standards for
performance of the gpecialized work for which the present Govern-

ment. fleet was constructed. The Committee has learned that construe- -

tion work on this vessel may be delayed for an undetermined period of
time.. :
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Tt takes two to three years to build a hopper dredge once the design
is completed. The earliest an additional Corps or Industry hopper
dredge designed according to Corps standards could be available is
fiscal year 1979—only four years from the time the U.8. is expected

d six more. )
tolriltqu clear that both Industry and the Government must begin
construction of additional hopper dredges soon in order to prevent
attrition from undermining the Corps’ capacity to maintain the en-
trance channels of U.S. ports and harbors. Furthermore, whether or
not Industry performs as hoped, the Corps must_develop a residual
fleet, of modern, efficient hopper dredges for use in emergencies and

ional defense. ) i
theAzggi'?ﬁﬁgly, the Committee continues to encourage private industry
efforts in the hopper dredge field. At the same time, the Committee
believes that the Corps must be provided the necessary resources to
proceed in fiscal year 1977 at a full capability level with the design
and construction of hopper dredges. The Committee recommendation
includes $100,000 for design and $3 million for construction of a
medium class dredge and $3 million for construction of a small,
shallow draft dredge. Alsg il(licluded is $500,000 for design of a Lower

ississippi River hopper dredge. )

M}Tssﬁz%%gnmittee cogcpurs wit}% the House that the Corps 1s to proceed
immediately with the design and modification of the vessel Currituck.
This modification is to provide a self-loading capability in order to
determine the feasibility of a new sand bypassing and other experi-
mental techniques in shallow draft inlets and in order to utilize the
Currituck to apply these techniques on a regular basis in the future
should this demonstration project be successful. ]

If these experimental dredging techniques prove feasible, the
private sector is encouraged to develop their capability to make use
of them.. o

}gppropriate adjustment has been made on the limitation on the
capital of the Revolving Fund. : :

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES

Appropriation, 1976 . . . o e $90, 400, 000

nggelg estimate, 1977 18, 140, 000

House allowanee_ ..o 30, 000, 000

8ommittee recommendation . - ..o 22, 140, 000
omparison: ’

udget estimate, 1977 ... ___.. e i e +4, 000, 000

. Houge allowanee_ oo e e e —T, 860, 000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $22,140,000 for
fiscal year 1977, which is an increase of $4,000,000 over the budget
request and a decrease of $7,860,000 below the House allowance.

This appropriation item is required to finance flood emergency prep-
aration, flood fighting and rescue operations, and repair of flood con-
trol and Fedem% hurricane and shore protection works.

Section 5 of the Flood Control Act approved August 18, 1941, as
amended (33 USC 701 n), established this fund. This legislation pro-
vides the authority to utilize certain sums to meet emergency work by
transfer to the emergency fund subject to reimbursement and reads,
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in part, as follows: “Provided that pending the appropriation of said
sum, the Secretary of the Army may allot, from existing flood-
control appropriations, such sums as may be necessary for the imme-
diate prosecution of the work herein authorized. Such appropriation
to ge reimbursed from the appropriation herein authorized when
made.”

It is clearly the intent of this legislation that funds diverted from
other appropriations to meet. the urgent flood emergencies through
this fund are to be reimbursed. In the future, the Committee is to be
advised of transfers in a manner similar to present reporting practices.

GENERAL EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976___________________ e $43, 700, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 _ . _____._.____ PR 47, 400, 000
House allowance____ . ool 47, 200, 000
Committee recommendation. _ ... __._____._____. 47, 200, 000
Comparison: ' ) :

Budget estimate, 1977_____ U S —200, 000

House allowance : ' )

An appropriation of $47,200,000 is recommended for fiscal year

1977, which 1s the same as the House allowance and $200,000 below the
budget request. - ' :

T%is appropriation finances the expenses of the Office,” Chief of
Engineers, the division offices, the River and Harbor Board, and
certain research and statistical functions of the Corps of Engineers.

The reduction of $200,000 is applied to travel, rent, communica~
tions and utilities and other services.

SPECIAL RECREATION USE FEE

Appropriation, 1976_____ ____ e __ $1, 200, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 __ .. 3, 100, 000
House allowance. .. _ .t e 2, 000, 000
Committee recommendation. _ __________________ . ____._____ 2, 000, 000
Comparison:

Budget estimate, 1977___________ . —1, 100, 000

House allowance

The Committee recommends concurrence with the House allowanee
of $2,000,000, which is $1,100,000 below the budget request.

This appropriation allows the Corps of Engineers to use recrea- "

tion fees collected for authorized recreation purposes, including fee
collection, recreation facility development and items essential to the
health and safety of the using public as authorized by Public Law
92-347. ‘

TITLE III
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureavu oF RecLamMaTiON
GENERAL COMMENTS
TETON DAM DISASTER

On June 5, 1976, the earth filled Teton Dam, the principal feature
of the Lower Teton Division, Teton Basin project, Idaho, failed
causing a tremendous wall of water reportedly ranging from 12 to
20 feet in the downstream areas of the dam. A major disaster declara-
tion for this southeastern Idaho area was made on June 6 by the
President. On June 11, the President submitted a request to the
Congress (H. Doc. 94-523) for a fiscal year 1976 supplemental
appropriation in the amount of $200,000,000 to provide reimburse-
ment for damages suffered from the failure of the Teton Dam. This
appropriation, to become available immediately upon enactment of
this bill, is included in the bill as passed by the House and approved
by the Committee. . i

The Teton Basin project is a multipurpose project designed by the
Bureau of Reclamation and being constructed under its supervision
for flood control, power generation, recreation and supplemental
irrigation water supply for 111,210 acres of farm lands in the Upper
Snake River Valley. The project was authorized September 7, 1964
by Public Law 88-583. Funds to initiate preconstruction planning
were first appropriated in fiscal year 1967 and for construction in
fiscal year 1968. Construction of the dam was initiated following an
award of the construction contract in December 1971. The contract
required completion of the dam by March 10, 1977. According to
information made available to the Committee, construction progressed
such that water storage began in October 1975. At the time of failure,
the reservoir was nearly full, just 3.5 feet below the spillway.

It is estimated that the reservoir contained approximately 250,000
acre-feet of water of the reservoir capacity of 288.250 acre-feet. About
4 million cubic yards of the dam embankment (about 40 percent of the
embankment) were lost. The powerhouse and the warehouse structure
were completely submerged in the debris. The Bureau of Reclamation
is giving top priority in helping to alleviate the suffering and to repair
some of the damage resulting from the failure, particularly to rectifica-
tion of damages to canal headings and irrigation worcks which deliver
water to crops undamaged by floods, but which would be burned out
in a matter of weeks if water were not available. The Bureau has also

(65)



66

assured its maximum cooperation with blue ribbon panels of independ-
ent engineering experts appointed to determine the cause of the failure.
During its 74 years, the Bureau of Reclamation has designed and
constructed more than 300 major dams, 250 of which are earthfill, with
heights ranging up to 465 feet above streambed. All of those dams,
with the single exception of Teton, have performed satisfactorily.

BENEFITS FROM RECLAMATION PROGRAM

Today, after nearly 75 years of Bureau of Reclamation activities,
the great physical structures, works, and facilities of the Reclama-
tion program have proven to be of enormous benefits and contribu-
tions to the people and the development of the 17 Western States.

All time records were set in nearly every aspect of project opera-
tions in the prior year. Some of the data on the impressive benefits
of these projects are as follows: Bureau projects provide irrigation
water to approximately 10 million acres of land. Nearly 30 million
acre-feet of water was delivered, including about 2 million acre-feet
for municipal and industrial use. Almost a third of the population
of the 17 Western States, about 18 million people, received water
service, including both irrigation and municipal and industrial water
deliveries. The food and fiber production from irrigated land would
satisfy the annual food needs of nearly 83 million people. About 52
billion kilowatt-hours of hydroelectric power were marketed. This
clean, non-polluting, power production brings gross revenues to the
U.S. Treasury of almost $250 million annually. Flood benefits are
‘obtained emch year and accumulated benefits from flood control op-
erations since 1950 are estimated at about $1.3 billion. Over $175
million in flood damages were estimated to have been averted. The
total investment in reclamation facilities through fiscal year 1975
since 1902 is about $7.7 billion. The annual gross crop return from
irrigated lands exceeded $4.5 billion with the accumulated gross re-
turn being about $45 billion. Various independent studies have shown
that these projects generate increases in taxes many times over the
total Federal investment in the project. Federal Internal Revenue
collections attributable to operations of Reclamation projects through-
out the 17 Western States total nearly $1.5 billion annually in personal
income taxes and corporate profit taxes. This amount does not in-
clude state and local taxes. In several instances studies have shown
that the Federal income tax revenues derived in one year as a result
of project operations exceeded the total Federal investment in the
project. Another study made by the University of Denver Research
Institute showed that over $4 billion in increased business activity
resulted throughout the Nation in one year from all functions of
the Reclamation program, This is over and above that which would
have occurred without the program. Increased personal income and
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rofits were estimated at over $3 bil_lion. Whi'le this study
g(i)gpr?ggtfnglude an estimate of the number of jobs provided, Bureaun
officials believe the employment equivalent of the increased wages,
profits, interests, and rents-attributable to the Reclamation program
could total as much as 500,000 man-years annually.

PROCEDURES AND PRACTICES FOR COMPUTING AUTHORIZED COST CEILINGS
AND PROJECT COST ESTIMATES

ommittee Report accompanying the fiscal year 1976 appropri-
ati’{)‘}rieb(ijll called on tlll)e Bureau to submit a full response to the GAO
report (B-164570) entitled “Bureau of Reclamation Procedures and
Practices for Computing Authorized Cost Ceilings and Project Cost
Estimates Need Improvement,” released November 17, 1975. In ac-
cordance with the requirements of section 236 of the Leg1s1at1ve Re-
organization Act of 1970, the Department of the Interior and the
Bureau responded to the GAQ report on January 27, 1976. Addi-
tionally, a subcommittee of the House Committee on Government Op-
erations, for which the GAO report was made, has held hearings on
this matter and made its report on March 1, 1976 containing various
recommendations (Fourteenth Report of the House Committee on
Government Operations). o

The Committee agrees with the Bureau that this matter has gen-
erated a great deal of misinformation and confusion concerning the
Reclamation Projects and Program. Many mistakenly assume that
these reports discuss use of appropriated funds, cost accounting prac-
tices, and the reporting of costs. The reports do not touch on any of
these. GAO has reviewed and approved Bureau accounting practices.

The reports deal with the methods and practices of the Bureau in
estimating the total cost of construction of projects which may take
several years to complete; in the way the Bureau had been “cost in-
dexine” the “authorized cost ceilings” and the “estimated total Fed-
eral obligations” on the Bureau projects. An understanding of these
terms in quotes above is essential in order to understand the complex
subiect matter of these reports.

The authorization for appropriation is the authority in the enabling
legislation authorizing the Congress to appropriate up to a certain
amount (based on the authorized cost ceiling) to complete a project.
“Estimated total Federal oblications” is an estimate as of a specific
date of the total Federal funds that will be required to complete a
project. “Cost indexing” is the method used to update cost estimates
at the time of authorization to more current prices.

In recent vears, cost indexing has usnally been authorized bv law
for Reclamation projects. The reason is that, in todav’s inflationary
marketplace, the estimated costs of projects rise rapidly and, were it
not for the allowable cost indexing, the estimated costs would exceed
the ceilings set by Congress long before a project was completed. In
order to avoid having to reset these ceilings periodically, the Congress
usually includes the right to cost index in the authorizing legislation.
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However, Congress has never included procedures or methodology to
be used in cost indexing.

Thus, the issue is whether the Bureau’s methods are acceptable.
And cost indexing is not a simple matter of, say, applying the average
rate of inflation over the past year to a construction project. The rate
of inflation varies greatly—by section of the country, by materials
gsgd, Iéy manufactured goods, by labor markets, by the type of work

eing done.

’ élg long as the authorized cost ceiling of a project exceeds the total
estimated cost there are no problems. But should the estimate of total
Federal obligations exceed the authorized cost ceiling, then, at some
time before the Congress appropriates construction funds in excess
of the cost ceiling, the Congress would have to raise the ceiling or limit
the amount of work to be completed by the Bureau. The reports of the
GAO and the House subcommittee found fault with a number of the
cost indexing procedures used by the Bureau to estimate the total cost
of its projects and recommended that certain improvements be made
and that the Congress legislate clarification as to the extent of index-

ing authorized.
ome of the recommendations can be implemented without legisla-
tion and the Bureau has testified that most of those recommendations
are being implemented. The Bureau has also stated that it will continue
to cooperate with the various Committees having an interest in the mat-
ter. In the remaining one or two areas of disagreement over the ap-
propriate methods and procedures to be used in cost indexing, the Com-
mittee does not believe, in the absence of legislation, that the Bureau’s
‘methods are unreasonable. The recommendation that the Congress
legislate clarification as to the extent of indexing a;uthorifgx is, of
course, beyond the jurisdiction of this committee. However, the com-
mittee agrees with the improvements the Bureau is implementing.
Most important of all to this Committee in this issue is the fact
that actual appropriations have not exceeded the authorized cost
ceilings. Nor has the Bureau been seeking funds in excess of the
authorized cost ceiling or expended funds is excess of appropriations.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Appropriations, 1976 _ .- $20, 892, 000
Budget estimate, 1877 oo 21, 030, 000
House AllOWARCE e o em e c e m e 24, 487, 000 |
Committee recommendation . . oo - covermomcmae e 24, 762, 000
Comgarieon:
udget estimate, 1977 o e + 3, 732, 000
House alloWANEe . oo e o m e m e e 275, 000

An appropriation of $24,762,000 is recommended for fiscal year

1977, which is $275,000 over the House allowance and $3,732,000 °

over the budget request.
Funds provided under this heading are allocated to surveys and

activities as follows:

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS
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Type of

project

Name and location of study

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

CALIFORNIA

ARIZONA
. Boulder Canyon, Hoover Powerplant Modifications.......|Feas.-P

Central Valley:

Calaveras County division..cesenveesnaccessersesonas|Appro~I,M&1,P
Delta Support StudiesS...ceevusnsvrersnrscscanasnases Sp. Inv,

Total Water Management SEud¥.icesecesscessrsrsresnssa|Spe. Inv,

East Side division, Mid-Valley Canal.....suvevensens}Feas,.~I ,ME1
Energy Research and Development {(Geothermal)....sveees

Geothermal Resources Investigations.......eevsccsncess
Klamath, Butte Valley Division (see Oregon)
Lahontan Basin Total Water Management Study

{see Nevada)
Lake~Yolo Counties Study..esisocesoncesorcanonsrsnsses|Appr.-I

Sacramento River Drainage and Seepage Utilization.....|Appr.-1

San Joaquin Valley Dralnage....esoeeceoossvansrnsaneess] APPr.

Mojave~Coachella, Reformulation..civsssevecsenssnenses} Feas,
Napa County Study.cesvecosccnveavnssssnsssnsnsnnssvunsos] APPro=l

Mendocino County StudyY..eesssoscusrsnrervessecssnrensoss| ADPro.—I,MET

Susanville geothermal investigationS......uesesess0s0.| Feas.
Ventura County Water Management.....evessessssecsssces] Fag, =T MET

Suisun Marsh Management StudY.cescecisvwsnsannsnsesasess APpPr.

Solano County Water...e.avsasusvessssnnersnsnseseasess| FEES.



, : COLORADO

- CRSP Power Peaking Capacit¥essussossesonessccsarsssens
Dominguez Reservoir.iseesscoeresovsecrcnssossncsncsnee
Energy Research and Development (Pumped Storage)......
Front Range Unit (Long’s Peak Division, P-SMBP).......
Crand Mesa, Reformulation...cecsssescavsssscanssroneens
Uncompahgre Improvement..useccessvsososvessaaanssonsss
Upper Colorado Resource Stud¥...ececcecocsvacncvesavas
__ Water Resources Planning and Engineering Research.....

IDANHO

Boise Project, Anderson Ranch Dam and Powerplant......
Minidoka, Minidoka Powerplant Rehabilitation &
ENnlargement eoeescecessossssovnsssnnsossanansnssvnes
Southwest Idaho Water Management Stud¥..eeesesasecesas
‘Upper Sngke River, Oakley Fan Division,
Reformulation.eeceesvcesscecorrscnroennsncscansans
Upper Snake River Water Management Stud¥.eesvocceoaves

KANSAS
Chikaskliae.vseesceoooncnsaccannssntsnsonrsssaennsansas

Kansas State Water Plan--Phase Il..ceecvcesssrscscnesd
Solomon River Basin Water Management Study (P-SMBP),..

MONTANA

Eastern Montana BasinfS.eseevessssscecscsscosnroscsanses

Hardin Unit, ReformulatioN.sesevesccascnovsocrsnconnres

Total Water Management Study (P-SMBP)
{see South Dakota)

NEBRASKA
Crofton Unit...vevvrenvonssenanssnsracasnvsovannnsssss

Highland Unit (Elkhorn Division, P=SMBP).v.evuevonsnna

NEVADA

Feas.~P
Feas ,~M&I,P

‘Feas.~M&1
Feag -1 ,M&T
Feas.
Feas.~1,M&1

Feas.-P

Feas,~?P
Sp. Inv.

Feas.
Sp. Inv.

Feas,~M&1
Appr.
Sp.' Iav,

Appr.

Feas.

Appr.-1
Feas,~I

Lahontan Basin Total Water Hanagement Study........e.d

Sp. Inv.

102,848
150,000
200,000
90,000
58,000
73,830
285,000
2,600,000

———

75,000
205,000

150,000
204,000

101,000
167,000
53,000

25,000
75,000

40,000

80,000

102,848
150,000
200,000
90,000
58,000
73,830
285,000
2,450,000

- —

75,000
205,000

150,000
204,000

101,000
167,000
53,000

25,000

75,000

50,000
40,000

80,000

I

102,848
150,000
200,000
90,000
58,000
73,830
283,000
2,600,000

75,000

75,000
205,000

150,000
204,000

101,000
167,000
53,000

25,000
75,000
50,000

40,000

80,000

04

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS--CONTINUED

Type of House COmmittefi
¢ da Y1y
Name and location of study project Budget estimate all e Tec tio
NEW MEXICO

Boulder Canyon, Hoover Powerplant Modifications

(o oare B . 168,000 168,000 168,000
Elephant Butte Reservoir ~ Ft. Quitman,.vescenansnssses iz;sft—‘-:lgi 3 ‘120:000 lgo.oag igg,ggg
GALIUDs evnosnssnssavnasssasesssosssonssonstesvoccnsts . 12000 ’
LlanoEEstacado Total Water Management StudY.eecceccoes ip.rliggl :lgg:ggg 130:000 190,950
Raton Water SUpply..csscrsscecavasrssonsssocsaccnvonse ?z:s:_x i 20n000 o000 prapess
TUCUMCATL s oorcvoonssosessarsosssssnsnrascssnsocasnsnen o
Apple Creek NORTH Dhvom Feas,~I,M&1 260, 000 Zgg.ggg Zgg,ggg

@ CreeKe,oseavossssncssosassssccsrssonscssncannscy : '
Ggirison Diversion Unit, M&I Facilities (P-SMBP}...... Feas.~M&1 50,000 ,
Total Water Management Study (P-SHBP)

{see South Dakota) . 30,000 30,000
Versippi Alternmative, pickinson unit, Heart Division.. Feas.-M&I .

oKuawom tveaseassrscasescrsss| Feas —M&T 44,000 44,000 4:;8%%

Cache Creekiccececocscosorersssvass e AT PR 41900 100’000
Crinercﬂilis........................ AR 108”900 igg,ggg 120’000
MeGee CreeKevesesvsscassncscasasssasnvavroorunenarinns L ' :
Oklahoma State Water Plan..c.ssescccesaceicsnsvrcvncns ;gz;-_msl 100:000 199000 150,000
GoWATLdavsavsaenssinstscerevssasssenvransvesstssncsccss .

1L




OREGON
Klamath, Butte Valley Division....................*...
Rogue River Basin, Grants Pass Division..ovvauuusnn...
Rogue River Basin, Medford bivigion, Reformulation,...
Umatilla Basin........................................
Walla Walla, Reformulation (see Washington)
Willamette River, Molalls Division....................

SOUTH DAKOTA
Oahe Unit, M&I Water Facilities (James Division,
P—SMBP).......................‘...................
Total Water Management Study, Missouri River
Upstream of Cavins Point (P=SMBP) sorsunernnnnnnnsn

TEXAS
Elephant Butte Reservoir - Ft. Quitman
(see New Mexico)
Lake Meredith Salinity Study..........................
Llano-Estacado Total Water Management Study
(ske New Mexico)
Texas Basins......................................;...

UTAH
* Central Utah, Ute Indian Unit.......................'.
CRSP Power Peaking Capacity (see Colorado)}
Upper Colorado Resource Study (see Colorado)

WASHINGTON
Chief Joseph bam, Colville Indian Reservation and
Adjacent Areas....‘............,..................
Columbia Basin, Grand Coulee Dam Third Powerplant

Extension...................................,.....

Yakima, Bumping Lake Enlargement, Reformulation..,....

Feas.~1
Feas,

Feas,
Feas,~I ,M&T

Feas.-I,M&1

Feas.-M§1

Sp. Inv,

Appr.
Feas,.~1 ,M51

Feas.~1,M81,P

Appr .-, M1

Feas.~P
Feas ,~-M&X
Feas,
Feas -1

Yakima Valley Water Management Study.ueeieninnonenn.,

Sp. Inv,

120,000
100,000
50,000
69,000

55,000

50,000

120,000

60,000

114,000

653,000

12,000

120,000
75,000
25,000

210,000

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS--CONTINUED

101,000 V

120,000
100,000
50,000
69,000

55,000

50,000

120,000

60,000

114,000

653,000

12,000

101,000
120,000
75,000
25,000
210,000

120,000
100,000
50,000
69,000

55,000

50,000

126, 000

63,000

114,000

653,000

12,000

101,000
126,000
75,000
25,000

210,000

Type of House Commisfig
1c¢ Tee ation
. and location of study project Budget eetimate al e
ame
: WYOMING )
lorado
CRSP Power Peaking Capacity (see Co
Minidoka, Minidoka Powerplant Rehabilitation and .
Enlargement (see Idaho) , A reas.t L 40,000 )
Muddy Ridge Area, Riverton unit..sceeeesveoncssnnes
Nortz Platte River Hydroelectric Study (Oregon Appr oo 50,000 lgg,ggg 1;2.823
Trail Div., P=SMBP)iciecsonrrsososcsnrescnseccnsnree T MeL.p 170" 000 X X 0
Seminoe Dam Moéification {Kendrick Project)e.vecsescas ;::g.-xzu&x’ 180 00 1597000 186,00
SUDLetleseuerecearssosasnrasesssovonserasvosnsssasssos
Total Water Mangement Study (P-SMBP)
see South Dakota)
Uppei Snake River, Oakley Fan Division, Reformulation
see 1daho)
Uppei Snake River Water Management Study (see ldaho)
quativy Inprs 1,950,000 1,950,000 {. 1,950,000
Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program......| Feas. 554000 5347000 354,000
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act StudieS....ccecesnre I
General Engineering and Research: 4,650,000 6,400,000 ’250’000
Atmospheric Water Resources Management Program...... 250,000 200,000 X

General Planning StudleB.ciesssvescnososnvsvsnceasea

(47
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~3
W

1,508,000
862,000
128,000

35,000
25,000
11,712,000
506,000
~123,678
~400, 000
24,762,000

1,508,000
862,000
128,000

35,000
25,000
11,662,000
506,000
~123,678
~400, 000
24,487,000

1,508,000
862,000
128,000

35,000
25,000
9,962,000
306,000
~123,678
=400, 000
21,030,000

cosenen

L R O

Savings, and

LR RN TR

n with Completed

gations...

gations of Ex

Print Reports.,...

Sres et nunss s
R R R W AN
Nre s aua,

cilities,

ligations, L o

MR T

MR R R I R

ragency Coordination
isting Projects........,...
E.0. 11883)...,,
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Laxe Roossverr, WASHINGTON

The Colville and Spokane Indians recommended initiation in
fiscal year 1977 of a 5-year, $5 million study of the fish, wildlife, and
recreational potential of Lake Roosevelt. The Committee believes
several technical, economic, and legal issues need to be examined first.
For example: What consideration must be fgiven to the Laks’s role in
energy production in assessing its potential for fisheries, etc.? Would $5
million be better spent on immediate fisheries and wildlife enhance-
ment elsewhere on the Columbia system? Who would control the
fishery if one were established? What would be the participation in
the “study of the Tribes and the Federal and State agencies in-
volved in managing the ‘Columbia and fish and wildlife”? Thus, the
Committee requests that the Bureau, with the Tribes and appropriate
Federal and State agencies, examine the technical, economic, and legal
issues and determine if a study is merited and, if so, its proper scope.

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION

Appropriation, 1976 e $327, 308, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 . o 347, 017, 000

Houge alloWBDEe o oo e 351, 386, 000

Committee recommendation . ... 347, 811, 000
Comparigon:

udget estimate, 1977 . .C --794, 000

. —38, 575, 000

Houee alloWaANECe . o e et e —————

The Committes recommends an amount of $347,811,000 for fiscal
year 1977, an increase of $794,000 over the budget request and
a reduction of $3,575,000 below the House allowance.

A $200,000,000 appropriation is also provided under this heading
for the payment of claims related to the failure of the Teton Dam. This
amount is not included in the tables or in the total amounts shown.
The $200,000,000 is a fiscal year 1976/transition quarter amount inas-
much as it will become available immediately upon enactment of the
bill. This is anticipated to occur during the transition quarter.

The following table shows the allocation of funds recommended
for projects and activities under this account. Committee comments
appear after the table.
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION

Total escimated ALL s ] ‘
« ocated 1 Hous: Hous:
ate and project Federal cost to date m:?n‘:tmeti ey ey o ) u’““m : :'t“
on planning conatruction planning censtruction P"m‘“lm
BUREAIl OF RECLAMATION
CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION
Pacifie Hoxthuest—?actf::lggith "
west Intertie... ..., 272,462,092 71,621,420 810,000
CALYFOR) ' ‘ -
cﬂs‘:fal Vallaey Project: - - - B - -
cramento River division... : —
ga:e[‘,gs ey sion Pasevnenrerannatsuransos 246,628,000 121,335,368 32,000,000
stlands distributi ' . _
S e piscribut .‘.”.’.?!.“.’.ffff!:?ue BYELOMa s s o nas] 362,357,550 143,488,639 14, 0%, e _ o _
A1) other San Luis wmiy fnc!li:tes‘...:::.‘~"'-" 298390 g0 Tor e gae "050,333 = e -
masarauen 255,720,680 218,834,225 5’672“(}0&} — 5 8ra00 _— I:'ggg’gw =
Subtotal, San Luis untt . o _ . - ' = -
749,478,230 402,%93,023 23,612 o —
Au\;:;n—?olm South unit: R B o v“
urn Dam and Reservoir | _ o
Folsen Sonch cancy D N 766,290,000 13 _
EE R R R R R I PN . N 085‘553 ¢
ALl other Auburn~Folsom South umit f cannn o000 38:793 i ks = it
acilicies..... 39,087,000 12 160.412 §58‘000 — 500,000 = oo
* id ) - =
Subtatal, Auburn~Folaom 25,000 bt 325,000 - 322‘000 —_
South unit, .. .vseiass - _
ettt roget seos NN 983, 582,000 187,019,197 41,505,000 Rt 41,739,000
San Felipe divisiofueeenssucesnrnsesrsn.n Bl 8,224,000 781,916, 204 11,756,000 ) — _
o vesean 174,869,000 9,460,015 12.725:000 : :1'865'060 = beabed
otal, Central Valley Py o _ ’ o -
N ey Profect...ay,.|  2,973,791,230 1,502,323,807 121,592,000 o, o _
orthweat-Pacific South , ; - o
i B e e— 120,8%1,000 —
Fryingpan-Arkansa jCOLORADO
8 project.. ...
Peston sreererrerensnaantend
an fe Valley project, Closed Basin division........ 532:2;::333 251.?2;»;3: 39:000.900 00 39000000
o | i y iy 75, 000 b 175,000 39,000,000 o
sin projecr, lower Teton divisi - o
b Oficsssnonnnsnny
pper Snake River project, Salmon Falls division....,. lgg':ég:ggg ﬁ?.égi'fiz 5+300:000 o0 3300000
: » 300,
. 000 - 5,300,000
NEW HEXIC - - | "
Brantley projec:...............?....... o B o
teemerrrrenas 78,155,000 31,674,482 5,600,000 3,60
NEVADA ' B o a
Pacific Northweat~Pacific § - R
: PRl cific Soutwest Intertie
outhern Nevada Water profeat
i L N 137,076,444 51,808, 44k 2
o 00, 000 1,200,000
——— 1,200,000 hted

OKLAROMA
Mountain Park pl‘oject..n.................A........,..
ORECON

Kogue River Basin project, Herlin division...connvvss
Tualatin ;;roject..,.....................,......u..“;

TEXAS

palmette Bend pmject...........,,......‘..uu....n.
Nyueces River ProJect,covevrsansrosensrosrrrosneryss

WASRINGION
Columbia Basin project:

Irrigation £aciliclel..civcecesinnanarrnermvesosnvrs

Bacon $iphon and Tunnel i

Third pouerpl:u:..........‘..‘................'.......
Total, Colunbla Basin Project.......

Walls Walla project, Toucheat division, . iiveceseensony
Yakima project, Kennewich division. Jioaveceronarerrony

. VARTOUS .
Drainage and minor construction program: .
All~American Canal System,

Boulder Canyon project,

Klamsth praoject,

Lower Rio Crande project, Mercedes div;slon.

Texal........................../....’..‘...........
services, Colorado........
Parker-Davis project, 'Atizong—(:alifo'mﬂ-ﬁwada. caer

Miscellanecus engineering

Recrestion facilities at ea_zisciisg reservoirs,
various BUATES..cansesrarvece 2
. Rogue River Sasin project — Savage Rapids Dam

Pishway mbdifications, Oregofiessccesnvomnsransrr

TeREH. crmrrevrrarosrrorirsassany

San Angelo project, ’

Solano profect — Lake Berryessa recreationsl

facilities, Californis,.ecesscnarcreoasnseanaoey
MeXay Dam spillway modification. ..

ymatills project,
Yeoturs River project - Casitas Reservoir open

space, CalifOrnis. occerasesssranraronomnssians

P T R T R AL R

CALIFOINES vorvasranessen
Belle Fourche projest, South DAKDOEB s vecrrsrasvecosrs
Boise projmct, Payette diviaiom, 3 2T P
Artzona-NevadS...creecvsovssl
¢ils profect, ACLZONB. o v onvrrarvvenmsvasamorncssanas
¥endrick project, WY OmIng. assasssrennsrsrssnaresaey
(}rq\;on-(lalifomia..................

Yashoe praject, Nevada=CaliforniBeessanrrrssrsnacces
TOLALy sanesvnaseannssanassncsvssonnve

Rehabilitation and betterment of existing projects:
Crooked River project, Ochoco Trrigation
District, OTERODiacccrsnsrorasovsnsssrovanorsess
grenchman ~ Cambridge Division, Nebranskaevcovaossnnens
Hyrum project, DEaNacmssvrcnsceornrmorssrzossnorscsy
Mintdoka project, Burley Trrigation Dist., Idsho....
Rewlands Project, NeVAAB.ovcesoenasrsracssrcnnrsosasen
Rio Crande projesct, £l Pasoe Couaty Improvement

pistrict No, 1, TeX8B..oceacovncrcroasroaseronss

40,833,000 34,075,360 6,500,000
48, 764,000 733,664 —
52,112,000 39,643,693 9,000, 000
73,926,000 36,777,612 16,400, 000
60,650,000 - ——
2,106,844, 560 702,380,996 16,400, 000
48, 800,000 6,205,662 P
520, 000, 000 440,736,056 44,900, 000
2,675, 664,560  1.149,322,713 61,300,000
39, 526,000 928,691 e
12,594,000 — —
64,514,596 64,669,145 5,000
1,700,000 900,000 2,800,000
25,429,742 21,879, 142 1,300,000
178,647,871 170,287,586 1,000,000
77,920,000 71,963,201 120,000
34,805,000 33,959,141 510,000
27,884,000 23,286,969 1,070,000
11,781,657 11,139,116 300,000
359,000 305,889 10,600
161,645,000 150,079,798 2,415,000
&,270,9% 2,167,232 405,000
1,034,000 120,000 780,000
26,159,231 25,052,529 50,000
3,382,000 L — 900, 000
1,300,000 - s
10,000,000 1,875,000 1,200,000
104,528,000 30,056,882 336,000
737,281,09) 607,142,230 13,395,000
596,000 120,000 100,000
4,180,000 — —
285,000 50,000 ——
1,383,000 100,000 590,000
2,196,000 -— - 400,000
5,441,200 1,694,700 1,000,000

300,000

P

Pt

€,500,000
9,000,000

16,400,000
4,500,000

16,400,000

44,900,000

51,300,000

300,000
-+ 10,000
2,413,000

405,000

‘180,000
50,000

300,000
156,000

1,800,000
330,000

13,145,000

160,000

235,000
500,000
400,000

1,000,000

300, 000
25,000

SRRRRR

R

!

H

6,500,000
9,000,000

16,400,000
2,500,000

16,400,000
2,000, 000
44,900,000

63,300,000

5,000
2,800,000
1,500,000

120,000
516,000
1,070,000

300,000
10,000
2,415,000
405,000

,780,000
50,000

900,000
150,000

1,800,000
130,000

300,000

300,000
25,800

13,145,000

160,000
275,000
235,000
500,000
480,000

1,000,000
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION--ConTIinueD
CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION--CONTINUED

Committee - Comittee
Total estimated Allocated Budget estimate | Budget estimats | House allowance | House all dation | ¢ dation
i . State and projecy Federal cost te date conatruction planniag construction planning construction planning
Rogue River Basin profect, Medford and Rogue
River Valley Irrigatfon District, Oregom,....... 350,000 121,99 128,000 e 125,000 w— 125,000 ——
Salt River project, AC$ZOR8...crrsaveevernavennocnas 27,000,000 23,058,037 1,600,080 ——— 1,000,000 e 1,000,000 —
Shoshone project, Garland diviafon, WYosifg.iv.res.. 6,000,000 2,487,%00 550,000 ——— 550,000 —— 550,000 —
Solano County Flood Control snd Water Conservation : : ’
District, Californfa.cireeeanrsnrecvsvensesvessane 1,077,000 o —— e 500, 300 b 500,000 ——
Tucumeari project, New MeXicOiseevsedassvrsenansaas 3,136,000 2,338,005 100,000 —— 160,000 — 100,000 ——
Uncompehgre project, Coloradoie.iovaviveeessnesncnss 2,486,000 1,877,988 200,000 - 200,000 — 200,000 -
Yakima project, Snipes Mountein Ivrigation
District, Vaahlngeon......‘......‘,...........-.- 550,000 160,000 200,000 R 200, 600 o 200,000 —
~y
"!otli............y..-.“.............. 34,395,200 33,898,624 4,175,000 —— 4,910,000 g 4,950,000 —— o0
PICK-SLOAN NISSOURT BASIN PROCRAM
COLORADO
NErrows anif.ccscivacsnivrssivioencacnonassovnonaneras 137,000,000 2,113,148 3,995,000 ——e 3,995,000 - 3,995,000 -
HORTARA ‘
Canyon Ferry untt (dust sbatement).....avereovasacoced] 13,000,000 6,780,734 2,300,000 e 2,300,000 e 2,300,000 ——
Lower Marise unit, Tiber Dam modificarions....c.,...... 47,093,000 26,662,875 4,500,000 e 4,500,000 4,500,000 ——
NEBRASKA ..
North Loup division.ees crsuevsccnnrosocrscannonrnsess 111,720,000 290,194 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 e—
O"Netl]l WAt cciuniarasinnionsnoranssnnscassonsccnnns 159,095,000 1,823,093 1,300,000 —— 1,300,000 el 1,300,000 —
,uonm mm'm
DLekinson Uit o vieireineirsroncarraratarveisnmsonany 4,000, 000 L - — Retd 100,000 — 100,000
Garrigon diversion WaLE...cicvirermrerianraviansvinans 495,792,035 102,196,687 23,500,000 — 23, 500,000 b 23,500,000 o

wavem 16,600,000 R
Soumh pam 410,000,000 22,117,116 16,600,000 e 16,600,000 oo o 6 000 o
e s kLTI 2slooni000 - =
f— 50,000
— 50,000 .
WYOMING _ . i oo
5 200,000 508 o 3,000,000
::zlecat Bem;g AL aneccrovensassranserarrsnrnsennrsay ?a:ggo:mo 5,066,508 3,000,000 - 5,000,000 ) .
warton UNIt. cociusnenarccsrraannrr oty cevever vy
— 16,620,000 —
o 6,620,000 +620,
1seion division yanzons 374,403,000 346,892, 740 16, 620,000 16,620, 0
Transmission div F e L R TEE AR RS 2 )
— 1,380,000 —
O b divisio m::;:ﬁi:::.ﬁ:ﬁﬁtmr reenvenenraen 55,807,000 48,505,347 1,380,000 - 1,g?g:ggg - 380,000 -
Bostwick division, Nebra 24,230,000 22,775,695 210,000 - 210,000 — 210000 -
fast Rench unit, MOBLaNA..crervvrsene avermee 36,984,000 35,749,699 30,000 - JEtigs - 129 000 -
!'amll mi;,kl’fijnna......,.;.:..,‘......... e 25 705000 T g = M,OM = 25,000 = -
b tdse division, Hebragke....-.0oo0 0 6440, 428 6,350,428 99,000 - Lo - o0 - 3
Wixme‘;tmi;: e yotng, 94,700,000 33,226,798 1,160,000 .
Yellowts unit, bamkbaermEevetennIan
— 3,795,000 ——
T°‘:i;,’:’§.‘.i'£§§f. :;ig::nmt 300,870,428 288, 725,289 3,795,000 — 3,795,000
. ’ . 16,610,000 250,000
Toraly ek e 2, 14k, 468, 662 802,467,084 76,610,000 — 76,610,000 250,000 R
PTORTER. » cvceverossatoosnrrrossos N o
1,650,000 ] 365,401,000 ,650,
Subtoral, Comstrustion & Rehabflitation...| 10,152,207,078 | 4,662,539,242 359, 682,000 1,575,000 368,126,000 ,650,
A -
- 19,240,000 —_
Undistributed reduction based on aoticipated — — ~14,240,000 w— -18,390,000 ) + 240,
BOLAYB. ccucrarssirssavisararsaarcoarrauorrarnasart
346,161,000 1,650,000
Total, ceeeieneed 10,152,672,079]  4,656,383,579 345,442,000 1,575,000 369,736,000 1,650,000 ,181,
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Committee Committee
: Total estimated Allocated Budget Budget o House all House all dation dation
Stats and project Federal cosc to date consteuction planning eonstruction planning construction planning
COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT

COLORADO L
Curecants undbo. s, iinsecorvirrorosonrssasronnansinsn 131,022,823 127,139,169 3,280,000 — 3,280,000 — 3,286,000 —

VARIOUS ’
Transmission DIvision..cveierrrrsrnercrvsasnvananyesd 208, 445,605 140, 734,330 13,200,000 — 13,200,000 — 13,200,000 .

PARTICIPATING PROJECTS )

COLORADG
Animas-La Plata ProJect..acesuuiecesvcncnscvrrnnssnnrs 114,081,800 2,047,672 ——. 200,000 v— 200,000 —— 200,000
Dalles Cresk ProJetl.c.cverssssssccrsrvansvasannsorans 81,041,000 2,865,183 4,500,000 m—— 4,500,000 v— 4,500,000 —
DOIOYES ProJeCl. v rrrvrrsaoossrssnnscassonnnsnnnas 129, 704,000 — —— fand 850,000 rmer 850,000 —
Frultland MesBs ProfeCtccccavanesseorsvisosssonarsrnnsdl 60,381,323 2,711,016 3,000,000 — 3,000,000 —-— 3,000,000 —
Son Juan~Chams Pprofett.cceevvsuncinraavsrossrrnnnacrsns 108,617,000 74,490,564 8060, 000 —— 800,000 —— 800,000 [
San Miguel prodect...ooovreeccunvisoasrrnsonsonscaceny 71,183,000 938,085 ———- 480,000 eran 480,000 — 480,000
Savery~Pot HOOK Profecleiacesccivcrsssrsorsrrnnsnseson 68, 716,000 2,746,306 1,200,000 o— 1,200,000 Rl 1,200,000 ———
West Divide project..ueccssvveseccossnnnsoscrsvnasesnsl 105,538,000 580,998 —— 230,000 ——— 230,000 — 236,000

NEW MEXICO
Animzs-Lz Plats project {see Coloradae)
San Juan~Chama project {see Colorade)
) UTAR

Central Utah profect, Bonneville unit....cicvnssanscsd 688,716,072 122,297,292 20,300,000 ——— 21,100,000 ——— 21,100,000 ——
Central Utah project, Jensen unit.e.coanvsserrnsrannsd 27,424,000 4,287,920 6,300,000 — &, 300,000 o 5,300,000 ———.
Central Utah project, Ulntah enit...ovacurncnncuscneod 68, 660, 000 225,000 — 860,000 e 860, 000" - 860,000
Ceotral Urah project, Upaleo unfteviiiaeecvcccnersonad 31,414,000 1,555,346 - 800,000 S 800, 000 i 800,000
Lyman project {see Wyoming)

WYOMING
Lyman profectceeecisssscersnniiacicsornnnrrannerwensrosd 21,382,240 13,662,283 3,600,000 s 3, 600, 000 o 3,600,000 ——
Savery-Pot Hook project (see Colorado)

08
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UppER COLORADO RIVER STORAGE ProJECT--UPPER CoLORADG RIVER Basin Funp--CONTINUED

82 .83
COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT
g PEoTEE 18 dEiE 18 Appropriation, 1976 - oo $29, 205, 000

LEE g 3 Budget estimate, 1977 oo 73, 420, 600

nEE = a Houge alloWAN0e . cv o e 73, 420, 000

L1 B Committee recommendation - — .-~ oo oo 78, 420, 000

Comparison:
e udget estimate, 1977 . e e
fe 88 218 1§ 888 iE House alloWanee. - . wwm s oo oo e e

23 g 8% 8|8 |E 5§12 |2 An amount of $73,420,000 is' recommended by the Committee,

1 R R A b the same 2s the House allowance and budget request.

“§s The funds provide for continued construction of the Central
- - ~ WE Arizona project. Included in_the amount recommended is $60,622,-
g PP s H g 000 for the Granite Reef Division, $2,750,000 for the Salt-Gila
52 & = Division, and $5,398,000 for transmission facilities. Also included is
-] - $1,050,000 for preconstruction planning and data collection for the
H Orme Division.

€2 818 |g &£8ig I8 : ‘
ég g sz |2 i§- s 12 APPROPRIATION TO LIQUIDATE CONTRACT AUTHORITY
3% 32 258 18 RS R : ~
i AR R E A Appropriation, 1976 .o $22, 440, 000
$8 Budget estimate, 1977 e 20, 600, 000
= : House allowanee____ . ... e 20, 600, 000
s IPTEr s L e Committee recommendation. « o oo oo oo oo e 20, 600, 000
L o e Comparison:
88 5 & udget estimate, 1977 e ————————
54 - « House AllOWANCE - oo oo e e e
o . » 3 .
3 . The Committee concurs with the House allowance, which is the
: 58 518 |2 SElE |B same as the budget request. ) :
i g5 Sis | BRi1% 8 The appropriation is required to liquidate contract authority for the
pe o 28 21 & P23 LEIm & pp q q . - y N
83 REOARIS R ERI 0% thermal powerplant of the Central Arizona Project under the Navajo
88 B R ° project participating agreement. -
bR
gz |15 |2 &sle |8 COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS
4 S ERER I T Appropriation, 1976_______ ... ____ ... _oe________. $19, 670, 000
87 5 14 g 4518 g Budget estimate, 1977 oo llT 43, 120, 000
2* House allowanee_...... e e e ————— e m————— 44, 700, 000
- Committee recommendation. ..o oo oL 44, 680, 000
3 gz 113 |8 8B|® |3 Comparison: u ‘
3t 2% S DTS e S udget estimate, 1977 . e +1, 580, 000
g2 &2 |§ 18 8%3 |E House alloWANCe -~ o - oo oo —20, 000
;% == R O N The Committee recommends $44,680,000 which is an increase of
&~ $1,560,000 over the budget request and a reduction of $20,000 below
A HE the House allowance, for enhancement and protection of the water
A R quality of the Colorado River for use in the United States and Mexico.
Pt gl The appropriation provides for the continued construction of the
HEHE gii ] desalting complex under title I and the initiation of construction on
g SiEid giid three of the salinity control projects under title IT of the authorizing
“ §ogini o it le%slation "
. g S B ° g ° . N by
Tl U5 5isi 3 id i unds recommended are allocated as shown on the following table:
s | BT 82%: 3 Féf §
3| gigzil Zog3e 3k
a1 LTEEEd & g&g ¢
e r 353
goibds ilg
2paEis L
g3 i
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: , OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE. _
Appropriation, 1976 .o $132, 162, 0600
Budget estimate, 1977~~~ _c.—___i.---___. 143 000, 000
House alloWanee . - e e ot 143, 000, 000
Committee recommendation... . S m et PR 143, 000, 000
omparison:

udget estimate, 1977
House alloWADCe . o oo e cmeecceee

The Committes recommendation provides $143,000,000, the same
as the House allowance and the budget request.

This appropriation is required to protect the Federal investment and
insure continued efficient operations of the Bureau of Reclamation’s.
irrigation, power, municipal and industrial water supply projects
through proper operation and maintenance. In addition to the opera-
tion and maintenance of power generation transmission facilities and
the storage dams and reservoirs of completed projects, the Bureau
operates and maintains irrigation works until the water users are able
to undertake this responsibility. : :

- The recommended aliowance over the appropriation for fiscal year
1976 is due primarily to inflationary increases, including wages,
materials and supplies, the increased requirements on completed
projects, new projects, and the purchase of power and wheeling.

LOAN PROGRAM

Appropriation, 1976, . e e e e e e D02, 665, 000
Budget estimate, 1977..__ . 10,773, 000
House alloWanee. . & o v o e e 22, 209, 000
Committee recommendation 28, 495, 000
Comparison: :
: udget estimate, 1977 . e +17, 722, 000
House aOWANCE - o v v e e e e e e o e i e -+ 6, 286, 000

The Committee recommends $28,495,000, an increase of $6,286,000.
over the House allowance and $17,722,000 over the budget request,
for the Bureau of Reclamation loan program. :

This appropriation provides for loans to non-Federal organizations
for the construction and rehabilitation of 'distribution systems and
{)orlloans and grants to:construct small irrigation projects as provided
'yThe funds are allocated as shown in the following table:
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_The Committee recommendation provides $22,600,000, the same

as the House allowance and the budget request.

22, 600, 000
- 22, 800, 000
- 22,600, 000
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Alaska.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

e e -2 81,007, 500

000

1, 141, 000
1, 141, 000

4

1,164

Budget estimate, 1977.._.
House alloWanee - oo e e e e o

Appropriation, 1976 ...

Committee recommendation. . . .. oo

Comparison

—23, 000

Budget estimate, 1977
House allOWANEE. - - - e e e e e s m e b e
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‘'The Committee concurs with the House allowance of $1,141,000, a
decrease of $23,000 from the budget request.
The appropriation covers the expenses of the Alaska Power Ad-
ministration in the operation and maintenance of the Eklutna project

which supplies power to the greater Anchorage area and the operation
of the Snettisham project which supplies power to the Juneau area.

BonNEVILLE PowER ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, 1976____ ____ . e
Budget. estimate, 1977 :
House allowance._________
Commiittee recommendation
Comparison: . . R R
Budget estimate, 1977 . e e
House allowanee____ . __ __ el el
Public Law. 93-454 created the Bonneville Power Administration
Fund in order that the agency and its programs be financed from power
revenues and sale of bonds; therefore, direct appropriations are no
longer required. Fiscal year 1976 was the first under which BPA
operated without appropriations, and this is to be continued in fiscal
year 1977.°
The Committee has reviewed the proposed budget of the Bonneville
Power Administration for fiscal year 1977, which provides for a total
program of $347,870,000.
he total program consists of two major categories, direct and re-
imbursable programs. Direct program requirements for operating costs
and capital outlays for the transmission system are almost $300 million
for fiscal year 19;777 . The total includes the $46.7 million for operation
and maintenance of the transmission system, $151.8 million for the
construction of transmission system facilities, $65 million for acquir-
ing power and wheeling, and $36.2 million for certain power costs of’
the Federal hydro projects in the Northwest. BPA will make a capital
transfer of $108.6 million to the Treasury to pay for interest on the
Federal investment in the power system. Reimbursable program re-
quirements during fiscal year 1977 are estimated at $48.2 million and
will cover costs for acquisition of energy and other Services that BPA
provides to various utilities. The direct program will be financed from
operating receipts and borrowing authority as provided by the “Self-
financing” legislation (Public Law 93-454), and reimbursable pro-
gram requirements will be financed by receipts from other entities.
About half of the approximately $300 million direct program pro-
posed for fiscal year 1977 is for the construction of transmission system
facilities. Eighty-three percent of the proposed construction program
is for continued construction of facilities begun in prior years; 13
percent is to initiate construction of proposed additions to the trans-
mission system; the remainder of about 4 percent is for acquisition
of tools and equipment. Only one major transmission system facility
requires specific approval by Congress in accordance with the Federal
Columbia River Transmission System Act; that facility is the Lost
River-Salmon River Area Service which will provide improved serv-

89
ice to BPA loads in Southeastern Idaho. Approval of this facility and
approval for the purchase of one aircraft for replacement only is
specifically included in the appropriation bill language.

_This Committee concurs with the House Committee that the Con-
gress holds BPA accountable for its costs affecting rates including the
cost components of power plants from which BPA is acquiring power
by net billing or by purchase and such things as purchase of aircraft.

Also, this Committee agrees with the House Committee that when
participating in research projects such as the ERDA/NASA inte-
grated wind generation research project, Bonneville Power Adminis-
tration should fund its portion of the research costs consistent with
what other utilities would fund in a joint effort.

SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Appropriation, 1976 - e $1, 000, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 1,106, 000
House allowance._ .. .- - 1, 076, 000
Committee recommendation. . e 1, 076, 000
Comparison:

udget estimate, 1977 _ e —30, 000

House alloWANee - - - - e mmmmm—mme— mm— e

The Committee recommends concurrence with the House allowance
of, $1,076,000, which is $30,000 below the budget request. .

“The increase over the amount provide for the current fiscal year is
required as a result of inflationary costs and increased purchase power
and wheeling charges.

The Southeastern Power Administration markets power from 21
Corps of Engineers multipurpose power projects in a 10 State area of
the Southeast. Power deliveries are made by means of transmission
facilities owned by others.

SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

CONSTRUCTION $350. 000
Appropriation, 1976 e A
Budget estimate, 1077 - o eememmeees 960, 000
House alloOWANCE - - - - e e = 896,
Committee recommendation - - - . e 896, 000
Comparison:
Budget estimate, 1977 . ____ e —64, 000

House alloWANCE - — - e mem e mm e —mmm e

The Committee recommends an amount of $896,000, the same as
the House allowance, which is a reduction of $64,000 below the budget
request. L )

The Southwestern Power Administration is responsible for market-
ing power produced at Corps of Engineers hydroelectric generating
plants in the Southwest. The construction appropriation is required
primarily to continue minor modifications, make additions to existing
facilities, and expand and modernize communications and control
systems.
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Appropriation, 1976 ... ___________________

Budget estimate, 1977._____________________________ T $$’ ggtl}’ ggg

House allowance._ _._.._._______________"T7TTTTTmTmTmmm RN 7, 707, 000

Committee recommendation... _.______________ """ 7. 707, 600

Comparison: . ’ '
udget estimate, 1977____________ . ______ —114, 000

House allowance

The Committee recommends concurrence with the House allowance
of $7,§O7,000, which is a reduction of $114,000 below the budget
request.

"The funds provide for operation and maintenance, purchase of
power and wheeling charges, and general administration associated
with the power transmission and interconnection system.

TITLE IV—INDEPENDENT OFFICES
APPALACKIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

ADPLOPHAHOn, 1976- - - - o e $1,870,000
Budget estimate, 1977_..__ mcmmas e 1,897,000
House allowance. ... __.. - ————— e 1,897,000

Commiftee recommendation. - - .- 1,897,000
Comparison: - . . . .
udget estimate, 1977 e e
House alloWaNCe . — - -« o e i
The Committee recommends concurrence with the House allowance
of $1,897,000 for fiscal year 1977 for salaries and expenses, which is
the same as the budget request. B
These funds provide for the salaries and expenses of the Federal
Cochairman, his immediate staff, and the contribution by the Federal
Government of 50 percent of the administrative expenses of the Ap-
palachian Regional Commission.

ArravacuiaN Reaional DeveEvopvENT PROGRAMS

(Funds appropriated to the President)

Appropriation, 1976. ... eeeieei oo $288,200,000
Budget estimate, 1977 v oo e mmimmemen e e 298,800,000
House allowance....ooievoeceo ool e e 300,500,000
Committee recommendation. o - ..o me e 306,000,000
Comparison: . . i .
- Budget estimate, 1977..__.._ e e ——— . +17,500,000
House allowance. ..o v ewenun IR S S 5,500,000

The Committee recommends $306,000,000, an increase of $7,-
500,000 over the budget request and $5,500,000 over the House allow-
ance for Appalachian Regional Development Programs.

The Committee has restored the $500,000 House reduction for
research and local development districts. An increase of $5,000,000 is
recommended over the House allowance for area development pro-

ams to partially offset the funding reductions recommended by the
%fdministration in the fiscal year 1977 budget.

The funds recommended under this head are allocated as shown in
the following table: '

, . Commlittee

. . 1877 House  recommenda-

Program 1976 budget allowance tion
Areadevelopment .. . ... $117,500, 600 %104, 500, 000  $107, 000, 000 $112, 000, 000
Research and local development distriets_...._.._.___._. , 500, 000 3, 000, 000 8, 580,000 - , 000, 000
HighWays.. .« e oo e e e 162,200,000 185,000,000 185,000,000 185, 600, 000

Totale e e 288,200,000 298,500,000 300,500,000 306,000, 000

(91)
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DrrLawareE River Basin ComMmissioN

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976_______ ___ . $81,000
Budget estimate, 1977 __ o 83,000
House allowanee_____ .. 83,000
Committee recommendation. .. _____ . _______..._. 83,000
Comparison:

udget estimate, 1977__________ L __.__. +2,000

House allowance. - . . e e

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $83,000, the same
as the House allowance and the budget request.

This appropriation provides for salaries and expenses of the U.S,
Commissioner and his staff in representing the interests of the Federal
government in the Delaware River Basin Commission. The Delaware
River Basin Commission was created by a compact between the
Federal government and the States of Delaware, New York, New
Jersey, and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to enable joint
participation in the development of water and related resources in
the Delaware River Basin region.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Appropriation, 1976_ __ _ _ . _____ . ________-__. $215,000
Budget estimate, 1977_____ ___ - 198, 000
House allowance. _ . . . . oo 198, 000
Committee recommendation._ _ __________________________________. 198, 000
Comparison:

Budget estimate, 1977__ i eiao.
- House allowance.. .. . __ il ceccaoas
The Committee recommends concurrence with the House allowance
of $198,000, which is the same as the budget request.
This appropriation provides the Federal share of the operating costs
of the Delaware River Basin Commission as provided in the legis-
lation establishing the Commission.

FeperarL Power ComMMmissioN

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976_ _ _ _ _ ___ _____ o $36, 560, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . . oo 41, 582, 000
House allowance. - - _ ____ . __________ o __.__ 41, 582, 000
Committee recommendation._ - - _ . _ ... 41, 582, 000

Comparison:
udget estimate, 1977 _ . _ Ll il ...
House allowance_ _ _ _ _ e emrmeas

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $41,582,000, the
same as the House allowance and the gudget request.

The Federal Power Commission administers the provisions of the
Federal Power Act and the Natural Gas Act and performs other work
related to both Federal and private electric power development and
associated natural resources. :

R e T——

< A
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The funds recommenéed by the Committee are allocated as follows:

Hydroelectric regulation_ . _ . . L $6, 472, 000
Electric power industry systems evaluation_ - _.__.____________.__ 3, 768, 000
Electric power utilities regulation_ . - - .o L 5, 453, 000
Natural gas pipeline regulation____ .. . _____________ 13, 677, 000
Natural gas producers regulation.. .. _ ... _______ mmeemee 5, 613, 000
Natural gas industry systems evaluation. ... _______________ 616, 000
Services to other agencies and public_ ___ . __________________.____ 2, 592, 000
Energy utilization_ - .o ___ 438, 000
Administration_ . . __ . L... 2, 953, 000

Total. e 41, 582, 000

InTERSTATE CoOMMISSION ON THE PoromMac RivEr Basin

CONTRIBUTION TO INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER

BASIN .
Appropriation, 1976_____ i maeeeeean $52, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 it e
House allowance_ . _ e ___ 52, 000
Committee recommendation. _ _ . _______________________________ 52, 000
Comparison: '
Budget estimate, 1977_________________________ o _____ +52-000

House allowance. - .o - e e e

An appropriation of $52,000 is recommended, which is the same as
the House allowance. The President’s budget for fiscal year 1977 did
not contain funds for continuation of this contribution. ,

The Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin was created
in 1949 by a compact among the four states in the basin, Maryland,
Virginia, Pennsylvania, and West Virginia plus the District of Co-
lumbia and the Federal Government.

The Commission has the responsibility for Basinwide water quality
planning coordination and assistance, and is the only interstate coor-
dinating body covering the entire Potomac River Basin.

NucrLEar REGuLATORY COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976_____ __ __ . __ ... $217, 423, 000
Budget estimate, 1977_____________________________ e 249, 430, 000
House allowanece__ . . _ ____ . _._ 244 430, 000
Committee recommendation. _ . ____ . ____________________ 244, 430, 000
Comparison: i

Budget estimate, 1977 . __ __ __ __ -5, 000, 000

House allowance. . .. __ __ e e

The Committee recommends concurrence with the House allowance
of $244,430,000, which is $5,000,000 below the budget request for
the salaries and expenses of the Commission.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is responsible for the review
and licensing involved with applications to construct and operate
nuclear power plants, the licensing of various non-civilian power
nuclear facilities, research in nuclear safety, the development of
standards, the inspection of operating nuclear plants, the development
of safeguards systems and various studies.

S,Rept. 94-960 -=- 7
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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORIT Y—Continued

Committes
Budget House recomi-
estimate allowance mendation
EXPENBES
Water resources development:
Navigation operations. .. ... ... $1,220,000 | . $1,220, $1, 220, 000
Flood. control operations. 1,002, 0600 1, 092, 000 1, 092, 000
Reglonal water quality management, 1, 104, 000 1, 104, 000 1, 104, 000
Recreation development 1, 097, 000 , 097, 000 1, 097,000
Fisheries and waterfowl resources development__... 757, 000 757, 000 757, 000
Preliminary surveys and engineering_...... enennn— 200, 000 , 000 200, 000
Multipurpose reservoir operations........._ oo 7, 878, 000 7, 878, 000 7,378, 000
1,881, 000 1, 681, 000 1, 681, 000
555, 000 300, 300, 000
1, 850, 000 1, 850, 000 1, 650, 000
3, 200, 000 8, 200, 000 5, 900, 000
257, 000 257, 000 257,000
483, 000 488, 000 483, 000
2,100, 000 2,100, 000 2,100, 000
992, 000 992, 000 992, 000
750, 000. 750, 000 750, 000
705, 000 705, 000 708, 000
202, 000 202, 000 202, 000
Multipur) 169, 000 1649, 000 169, 00
Land between the lakes. ... oooeo i mnnooann 2,983, 000 2, 983, 000
Fertilizer development:
zer research and development. .. ... ... ——— 8,008, 000 8, 008, 000 9, 508, 000
ertilizer introduction. . _.....i...... RS 12, 477, 000 12, 477, 000 12,477, 000
Vi m:ﬁ };‘fn%ﬂﬂgs : ote sensi 534, 000 534, 000 000
D] and rem
Joint Bicentennial demonstration caravan, - 125,000 125, 000 ig?, 000
Belentific and technies! cooperati . 20,000 20, 000 20, 000
Other eXpenses. ... B SN 215, 000 275, 000 -275, 000
Total 6XPense. ..o cvwmnvacacenn mm e 50, 014, 000 49,759, 000 58, 958,000
TOLA] PIORTAIN. oo oo e e memnmenn 121, 185, 000 123, 930, 000 131,130,000
Supmesn&-unobligawdbalanea-..,..,--«..--,.,.,-..- avivanmnnarnnee] 8, 000, 000 4,000, 000
Total appropriations.....cccevncmvrssrmnmmenrncn 121,185, 000 120,980, 000 127,180,000

TELLICO PROJECT

The bill, as reported, contains the full $9.7 million budget request
for the Tellico project., During subcommittee hearings, TVA was
questioned about the relationship between the Tellico project’s com-
pletion and the November 1975 listing of the snail darter (a small
8-inch fish which was discovered in 1973) as an endangered species
under the Endangered Species Act. TVA informed the Committee
that it was continuing its efforts to preserve the darter, while working
towards the scheduled 1977 completion date. TVA repeated its view
that the Endangered Species Act did not prevent the completion of the
Tellico project, which has been under construction for nearly a decade.
The subcommittee brought this matter, as well as the recent U.S. Dis-
trict-Court’s decision upholding TVA’s decision to complete the proj-
ect, to the attention of the full Committee. The Committee does not
view the Endangered Species Act as prohibiting the completion of the
Tellico project at its advanced stage and directs that this project
completed as promptly as possible in the public interest.

i
(4
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Warer Resources Councin

WATER RESOURCES PLANNING

Appropriation, 1976 __ ____ . 2,
Budget estimate, 1977, 71T TTTTTTTRTTTTTITTTITNT $1g, 135’ 000
gouse :&pwance ....................................... _ 11, 965, 000

ommittee recommendation. . e o .
Comparison: e 14, 665, 000
udget estimate, 1977________________ . ____________ .. _ -+ 5, 200, 000
House allowance.......______________________"""""TTTmmmos +2, 700, 000

. The Committee recommends an appropriation of $14,665,000, an
ncrease of $2,700,000 over the House allowance and $5,200,000 over
the budget request. ‘

The following table shows the allocation of the recommended
appropriation for the Water Resources Council.

. Committee

. Budget House recol da-

Program estimate sllowance mm?io.n
Administration and coordination..__________._.______

e i ———————— 1~ B > 1< B 0

Piannn;g grants to States________ " - "0 2500, 000 5,000, 000

Comprehensive planning. .. _ i eveeeen 5,217,000 5: 441, 000 5: 517, 000

In making the above recommendations, the Committee has restore
$124,000 of the House reduction for administration and coﬂx:;rdin&tiozf,1
which will enable the WRC to maintain current coordination activities
with the Federal and state river basin commissions of which $75,000
1s to initiate & special study in the Connecticut. River Basin to seek
means to implement Section 73 of the 1974 Water Resources Act. A
total of $5,000,000, the full authorization, is also recommended for
tlt}lghIII grants todstzlates program,

e recommended increase for comprehensive planning provides g
total of $300,000 for the Hudson Rivgr Level B Is)t,udy. %‘hpe Council
should apply, from within available resources, any additional funds
needed to continue the Hudson study in fiscal year 1977,
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BUDGETARY IMPACT OF H.R. wbmwww
(Dollars in wmillions)

Budget authority Qutlays
Committee Amount Committee X Amcunt
allocation ! din bill allocation | in bill
I. Comparison of amounts in the
bill with the Committee allo-
cation to its subcommittees
of amounts in the First Con-
current Resolution for 1977: |
SUBCOMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS R
FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOP- = . s e | 2
MENT AND ENERGY RESEARCH' $9.800 $9,6951 2%8,900 $8,679
. L {under . ** {under-
target) target)
1.  Summary by functional category
of 1977 budget amounts
recommended in the bill:
L 2
. 050 ~ National Defense 1,958 . 1,833
250 - General Sclence, Space, . 3 ETPN
, " -and Technology 496 443
300 -~ Natural Resources, En- 2
vironment, and Energyr- o,o,w.,n N 6,074
450 - Community and Regional |
. DeveLopment——r 308 329
800, - General Government 1 c0
III. Financlal ‘asgistance to state
‘and local povermments for .
1977 in the bill b R i ] <324
IV. Projections of outlays associ~
ated with budget authority
recommended in the bills
1977 S— 35,555
1978 3,547
1979 e 477
1980 71
1981 33
Future year 12

w

Law 93-344.

Prepared by the Congressional Budget Office pursuant

Includes outlays from prior year budget authority.
Excludes outlays from prior year budget authority.

Less than $500 thousand.

to Section 308a, Public

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 1976 AND THE BUDGET

, ESTIMATES FOR 1977
PERMANENT NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHOBITY—FEDEEAL FUNDS

y the Congress. Thus these amonnts are nof included in the accompanying

or annual action b,
bill]

©
<

[Becomes available automatically under earlier, or “permanent” law without further,

Agency and item

Corps of Engineers—Civil: Permanent appropriations. ... ...

Department of the Interior: Reclamation:

Miscellaneous appropriations ... . iana

Colorado River Basin Project (contract authority) ..o .

.

Federal Power Commission

Tota,l; permanent new budget (obligational) 5ut,hority, Féderaly

At o i

g 18 i 8
o o ; <. . of
Q ' 0
H,_\ & s ' ¥
bt S-S -+ -3 ' o
. » -1 1 -
m N ‘ |
4 t
g ” :
1 1
] H
i e
1
, -
- g 8 | gl s
] @ & t ]
egh o s 1w ¥
.W.Ml ot (=} 1 o o
,m.mv” 7= (= 1 =]
. Bs @ - - 3 ~
.l.m.n fac ¢ [+ 1 e
833 “ "
amm C
1
¥
= =
2 g 8 8| 8
o S s & S =)
e o S g 3 23
DHES
S & ]
.mv.ml. 3 S B R -
B2 8| o & & s
g | ° - :
N,ww
8
B
O
-9
—
g
O
3
=
g
g
&
k]
e
w
8
o2
= b=
a d
2}
¥

FURAS. e e L il




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 1976 AND THE BUDGET
. ' ESTIMATES FOR 1977

PERMANENT NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY-—TRUST FUNDS

Bocomes available automatically under earlier, or “permanent’ law without further, orbsi,lrlxi:ml action by the Congress. Thus these amounts are nof included in thg sccompanying

i

L New budget Budget estimate of new Increase () or:
‘Agency and item (obligational) (obligational) decreass {—
. asuthority, 19?6 authority, 1877
ey @ @) [y
Corps of Engineers—Civil: Trust Funds.__.._.______._.__.._ RN $22, 000, 000 $28, 000, 000 ++$6, 000, 000
Department of the Interior: - .
Reclamation trust funds. .. ... i ——— 12, 285, 000 29,}000, 000 416, 715; 000
Energy Research and Development Administration: Advance for co- oo D '
operative work _ _ e —————— 235, 000 235,000 \__ . ...
Appalachian Regional Commission: Miscellancous trustfund accounts. .. . 3, 370, 000 B 3, 421, 000 +51, 000
Water Resources Council: River Basin Commissions_ ... . - 4, 552, 000 6, 692, 000 +2, 140, 000
42, 442, 000 67, 348, 000 24, 906, 000

T

001

. ai .
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGA-

V UTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND
BUDGET ESTIMATES AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED TIONAL) A 0 Fo / .

IN THE ‘BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1977 -

I {+) or & (=) pared with—
it Commitiee
Item 1076 Appropristion |  Budget. estimate House all dati 1976 Appropristion | Budget estimate House allowance
TITLE 1~ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMERT ADMINISTRATIO
(EXCEPT FOSSIL FUELS RESEARCH DEVELOPMENT)
sperstng et o S| s strzgosmo | suosesms.o | s smom | -siosmse00 | -s76,19700
APPSR AR ’ * * * ey 1,525,500,000 1,608,185,000 +700, 543,000 +28, 786,000 482,685,000
Geothermal Resources Development Fund.......esvicvocens -——— $0,000,000 30,000,000 39,000,000 #30..000. 000 ~20’000 000 R *
» s » > ——
TOTAL, TITLE I.eoevevecovoncosncsarcsocnvonns 4,056,657,000 5,766 ,970,000 5,728,283,000 $,734,771,000 +1,678, 114, 000 ~32, 198,000 +6,488,000
TITLE Il - DEPARTHENT OF DEFENSE - CIVIL
Department of the Army
Corps of Engineers - Civil
R s essttere B o] IR oo | oo | st | smsane | omo
* * A ARAAARSAS SR A d * * ’ * * 1,416,477,000 1,436,559,000 +2067,911,000 +170,227,000 +20,082,000
Flood coantrol, Mississippi River snd tributarles...... 163,250,000 191,220,000
Operation and malntenance, generaliceesecscescsessavses 582,073,000 583,900,000 :Eg:gg;:ggg zz;:ggg’ggg :g:::g;:ggg :Zg'ggg’ggg +3,830,000
» * »’ —
Revolving fundicuereerovacrcososnanavernrsosnssssensensl 700,000 m—— — g
¥lood contrel and coastal emergenciles...ccscicesrcossd 80,400,000 18,140,000 30,000,000 zg:ggg’ggg _zg’;gg’ggg ::’ggg‘ggg +$’ggg'ggg
s ’ * * » . bt A} *
General eXpPenBeS..cessssssresnscccsesaransnsanonreonns 43,700,000 47,400,000
Special regreation use feeS....iesiecccssrcnsrcvacenes 1,200,000 3,100,000 &;'ggg’ggg 6;’ggg’ggg +3;§gg'ggg l—fgg’ggg -
] * » 3 * i * —
TOTAL, TITLE Ileussosrcennsnnaoannvvansosesnns 2,176,807,000 2,174,347,000 2,442,354,000 2,467,076,000: 4290, 269,000 4292, 729,000 424,722,000
TITLE II1-DEPARTMERT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Reclamation
General InvestigationB.cievececeessssssesvscsssranscne 20,892,000 21,030,000
Construction and RehabilitALIOR..n.eseveerseernonessns 327,308,000 347,017,000 33:;22:338 ﬁ?'ﬁf:gg J;’;’?Z,g’ggg *ﬁ;g?ggg ;i;?ggg
» ’ ’ * hat* 21 *
Upper Colorado River Storage Profect..cissesseeescsens 41,152,000 61,231,000
Colorado RIVEE BABIN PLOJEElararersvronrererenreensend 29,205,000 73,420,000 ELdgEntres Sy at.000 T aro00 ~1,900,000 —
* * * 13 R » N — —
Colorado River Basin project (appropriation to
liquidate contract authorization)cieececvencarvaesl ( 22,440,000) ( 20,600,000) -
Colorado River Basin Salinity Control projectusesevess 19,670,000 43,120,000 { :g:ggg'ggg) ¢ fg':gg'ggg) iz;::?g:ggg) +1,560 ;;5 20 ;5;
* * » £ - 13
Operation and MRAiNLENANCE...veesnesssrrssosasnnsonssas 132,162,000 143,000,000 143,000,000 143,000,000 £10,838,000 ’
* y * » ———— -——
LOAN PYOZTAM.cusussnonsvscasroscussnsssnsessacancansad 22,665,000 10,773,000 22,209,000, 28,495,000 +5,830,000 +17, 722,000 +6, 286,000
Emergenty Fund..cscscervsnscosorsesasarcrsrsassossscres 1,000,000 1,000,000 . | ——
Ceneral Administrative EXPeNSEB..c.vecessssccrsersrses 21,840,000 22,600,000 22 238’382 2;'223’838 +760.000 - +600,000
k4 ’ B 14 * id - ——
Total, Bureau of Reclamation,.secvevsrovivessd 615,894,000 723,191,000 741,533,000 745,099,000 +129,205,000 +21, 908,000 +3,566,000
Alaska Power Administration
General InveBtigAtionS...cvescssnsssuresnassorsresssns 652,000 763,000 !
Operation and MALNLENSNCE....remnsensnsserasscssssnsss 1,007,500 1,164,000 L4000 L 49,000 Jg;’ggg ";;-ggg -—
s L] 1 * * w23 —
Total, Alaska Power Adminiatration.....ocuee 1,659,500 1,927,000 1,890,000 1,890,000 4230, 500 37,000
‘ » s * * i iy m——
Southeastern Power Administration
Operation and MAINLENANCE.sesvarusnsearvasrronsescnsnd 1,000,000 1,106,000 1,676,000 1,676,000 +76.000 6,000
.~ - * * * r » - () . R
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGA-

BUDGET ESTIMATES AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED

Item 1976 Appropriation Budget estimate
Southwestern Power Administration
CONBEXUCLLON covessssvoressoscureceransnnonnarsscsnnnes $680,000 $960,000
Operation and MAINtENANCE.avscrcvesoaronssccsrnnnssons 6,080,000 7,821,000
Total, Southwestern Power Administration.... 6,760,000 8,781,000 '
TOTAL, TITLE IIYeieeenvnoncsasosccsconcnanes 625,313,500 735,005,000
TITLE IV-INDEPENDENT OFFICES {excluding ERDA)
Appalachian Region Commission: Salaries and
EXPENBES e ncrvannsanssvonnosnsronnarssssrercasanns 1,870,000 1,897,000
Appalachian regional development programs (funds
Appropriated to the President)..cesavencveesoseace 288,200,000 298,500,000
Delaware River Basin Commission:
Salaries and eXPeNSeB.....vecssrscssrsnvsorernananss 81,000 83,000
Coatribution to Delaware River Basin Commission.... 215,000 198,000
Total, DRBCusvassonccvrcnncsancnnnscnsorsess 296,000 281,000
Federal Power Commissfon..csvecerevesrevnsnsnanosssnes 36,560,000 41,582,000
Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basfu:
Contribution to Interatate Commission on the
Potomac River Basif.ucessscasscesacocavacscsncsnes 52,000 ———
Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Salaries and
ERDONBEB . cciancescrerssanssenestntsssssnsnsastonnns 217,423,000 249,430,000
Susquehanna River Basin Commission:
Salaries and eXpeNSeB..essssrsrtoservssnanssosvrscnes 81,000 83,000
Contribution to Susquehanna River Basin
COmmMLBBION. s cisvassssssvanncsnesssnscerorsasanes 150,000 150,000
Total, SRBC...cavscuvecsvesonnnoncnsnscenens 231,000 233,000
Tennessee Valley Authority: Payment to Tennessee s
-Valley Authority fund....cvevovascsissnvasanssnsns 100,025,000 121,185,000
Water Resources Cpuncil: Water resources plauninge.... 10,722,000 9,465,000
» TOTAL, TITLE IViueescncacaansorssrnovcnarnns 655,379,000 722,573,000
RECAPITULATION
Total, New Budget (Obligatfonal) Authority .
Titles 11, I1I, and IV {excluding ERDA)s.avesunss 3,457,499,500 3,631,925,000
Total, New Budget (Obligational) Authority :
Titles I, 11, III, 8nd IVisenecocesoercsaseraanse 7.514,156,500 9,398,895,000
Memoranda? ’
Appropriations to liquidate :
contract authorizationd.escveseovencasaceossncnss 22,440,000 20,600,000
TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS, INCLUDING APPROPRIATIONS .
TO LIOUIDATE CORTRACT AUTHORIZATIONS..coesscences 7.536,596,500 9,419,495,000
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TIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND
IN THE BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1977—Continued

~~

I (+) or d ) d with—
Commitiee
House sl dut 1976 Appropristé Budget sstimste Houss allowance
$896,000 $896,000 +$216,000 -$64,000 —
7,707,000 71,707,000 41,627,000 ~114,000 ——
8,603,000 o 8,603,000 +1,843,000 -178,000 ———
753,102,000 756,668,000 +131,1354,500 +21,663,000 +$3,566,000
1,897,000 1,897,000 +27,000 e i
300,500,000 306,000,000 +17,800,000 +7,500,000 +5, 500,000
83,000 83,000 +2,000 —— ——
198,000 198,000 -17,000 — —
281,000 281,000 ~15,000 — —
41,582,000 41,582,000 +5,022,000 —— R
52,000 52,000 — +52,000 R
244,430,000 244,430,000 427,007,000 ~3,000,000 —
83,000 83,000 +2,000 and ——
150,000 150,000 Jo—— — .
233,000 233,000 +2,000 —- e
120,930,000 127,130,000 +27,105,000 +5,945,000 %,200.600
11,965,000 14,665,000 +3,943,000 +5, 200,000 +2,700,000
721,870,000 736,270,000 +80,891,000 +13,697,000 +14,400,000
3,917,326,000 3,960,014,000 +502,514,500 +328,089,000 +42,688,000
9,645,609,000 9,694,785,000 +2,180,628,500 +295,8%90,000 +49,176,000
20,600,000 20,600,000 -1 ,840,000 — e
9,666,209,000 9,715,385,000 +2,178,788,500 +295, 890,000 +49,176,000 .



[COMMITTEE PRINT]

NOTICE.—This report is given out subject to release when con-
sideration of the bill which it accompanies has been completed by
the whole committee. Please check on such action before release in
order to be advised of any changes.

94tH CoNerEss | HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES { RerorT
2d Session No. 94—

PUBLIC WORKS FOR WATER AND POWER DEVELOPMENT
AND ENERGY RESEARCH APPROPRIATION BILL, 1977

May 25, 1976.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union and ordered to be printed

Mr. Evins of Tennessee, from the Committee on Appropriations,
submitted the following

REPORT

[To accompany H.R. ——]

The Committee on Appropriations submits the following report in
explanation of the accompanying bill making appropriations for Pub-
lic Works for water and power development and energy research,
including the Corps of Engineers—Civil, the Bureau of Reclamation,
power agencies of the Department of the Interior, the Appalachian
regional development programs, the Federal Power Commission, the
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the
Energy Research and Development Administration, and related
independent agencies and commissions for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1977, and for other purposes.
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BILL SUMMARY BY MAJOR PROGRAM CATEGORIES

1877 bilt compared with—

1976 enacted .
to date 1 1977 estimate 1977 bily 1976 enacted  |1877 estimates

(Title 1) Energy Research and
Development Administration .| $4, 056, 657, 000 |$5, 588, 170, 000 |$5, 633, 283, 000 |+$1, 576, 626, 000 4345, 113, 000

(Titles {1 and I1i) Water and
Power_Development: Corps
of Engineers, Bureau of Rec-
lamation, and Power Agen-
?iﬁ of the Department of the
nterior;

Planning and construction. | 1,904, 678,000 | 2,013, 213,000 | 2, 227, 086, 000 322, 408, 000 {4213, 873, 000

Investigations. _..._....__ , 380, 000 , 048, 000 95, 346, 000 6, 966, , 298, 000

gg:aration and maintenance; 722,322, 533 736, 991, 000 801,824,080 -+79, 501, 500 | -+-64, 833, 000
er

................... 66, 740, 0 73, 100, 000 71, 800, 000 -5, 060, 000 | -1, 300, 00O

Total, titles tl and 11| 2,782, 120,500 | 2, 909, 352, 000 | 3, 196, 056, 000 +-413, 935, 500 |-+-286, 704, 000
(Title 1V) Independent Offices:

Appalachian programs._._. 290, 070, 000 300, 397, 000 302, 397, 000 <12, 327,000 | 42,000,000

Federal Powsr Commission_ 36, 560, 000 41, 582, 000 41, 582, 000 45,022,000 ... .ol

Nuclear Regulatory Com-
fssion...... ... 217, 423, 000 249, 430, 000 244, 430, 000 427,007,000 | -5, 000, 000

L1 25 100, 025, 000 121, 185, 000 120, 930, 000 20, 905, 000 ~258, 000
Other_......... 11, 301, 000 9, 979, 000 12, 531, 000 41,230,000 { -2, 552,000
Total, title V. ._.....__. 655, 379, 000 722,573,000 721,870, 000 -+66, 491, (00 ~703, 000

Grandtotal__.....___... 7,494, 156,500 | 9,220,095, 000 | 9,551,209,000 | 42,057,052, 500 {-+33], 114,000

* Includes amounts contained in Second Supplementai Appropriation Bill, 1976 as passed House.

INDEX TO BILL AND REPORT

Bill Report
page page
Ener%y Research and Development Administration:
eothermal Resources Development Fund._____. ... ... 4 34
Operating expenses. _.._.__......_.. 2 1
Plant and capital equipment. 3 28
Department of Defense—Civil:
Department of the Army:
Corps of Engineers—Civil:
Construction, general. ... ... e 6 41
Flood control and coasial emergencies. .. . 8 58
General expenses____.......... 8 59
General investigations____. 5 34
Mississippi River and tribyta [ 66
Op : ion and |3|a; a( 'y 7 58
Special Recreation use fess. 8 60
Department of the Interior:
Alaska Power Administration:
Genaral investigations_. ... .. ihimccmeaaemioanen 18 i
Operacion and maintenance. ... .. N 18 7
Bonneville Power Administration Fund ... oo ccaeieaans 18 7?7
Bureau of Reclamation:
Colorado River Basin project..._..._...__ 12 73
Colorado River basin salinity control projec 12 73
Construction and rehabilitation_..._.. _.. 10 65
Emergency fund. .. _.._.._._.... 14 17
General administrative expenses___ 14 77
General investigations____..._____ 10 80
Loan program._._.__.....___. . 13 75
Operation and maintenance. .......__. 12 75
Upper Colorado River storage project. . _ 1 78
Southeastern Power Administration. __ .. __ 13 78
19 78
Operation and maintenance. 19 79
Indepandent Offices:
Ap'palachian PROBFAIM . et e m 21 79
Delaware River Basin Commission...... — 22 80
Federal Power Commissien_.... _____...._.___... 22 80
Interstate Commission on the Pot River Basin_. 22 81
Nuclear Regulatory Commission___..._..___...____ 23 81
Susquehanna River Basin Commission. . 24 2
Tennessee Valley Autharity 24 82
Water Reseurces Council... 25 84
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The Public Works for Water and Power Development and Energy
Research Appropriation Bill, 1977, is a vital and important bill that
reaches broadly across the Nation, affects every state and region and
touches the lives of virtually all Americans.

The bill recommends appropriations for planning or construction of
535 projects by the Corps of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation and
Tennessee Valley Authority. These projects provide for flood con-
trol, additional electric power generation, additional and improved
waterways for navigation and transportation, reclamation, recreation,
abundant and clean water supplies, beach erosion and shore protection,
among others. Appropriations for these projects provide a substantial
investment in the future of our Nation, an investment that will pay
rich 1dividemis in services and economic benefits to the American
people.

Also recommended in the bill are appropriations for a broad range
of energy research and development programs that will assist in
solving the energy crisis and attaining a reasonable level of energy
self-sufficiency.

Funds are also included for programs which will strengthen America
through research and development for defense and related missions.

The Committee recommends several reductions in the level of
appropriations for some projects and programs while increases are
recommended for others. ’Fhe net effect is a balanced bill with recom-
mended appropriations slightly over the amount requested in the
Administration’s budget. A

The bill recommended by the Committee provides funding for a
number of Federal agencies to carry out their essential functions
necessargr to serve the people of our Nation, including the Energy
Research and Development Administration, Corps of Engineers,
Bureau of Reclamation, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Federal
Power Commission, Water Resources Council, Tennessee Valley
Authority, Delaware and Susquehanna River Basin Commissions,
several Federal power agencies such as the Bonneville Power Admin-
istration, Southeastern Power Administration, Southwestern Power
Administration and Alaska Power Administration, and the programs
of the Appalachian Regional Commission.

Warer ReEsourceE DEvELOPMENT

Water is one of our Nation’s most precious and valuable resources,
and development of our water resources has been and will continue
to be vital to the continued growth and prosperity of America.

Our waterways and harbors are an essential part of our national
transportation system, providing clean, efficient and economical
transport of fuels for energy generation, agricultural produce, and
supplies and materials needed for industry.

ood control projects protect our communities from the devastation
of floods, open up vast areas for vital agricultural production, and
make possible residential and industrial development to provide homes
and jobs for the American people.

Reservoir projects provide for hydroelectric power generation,
downstream flood protection, make available recreational opportuni-
ties for millions of urban and rural residents, and provide our com-
munities and industries with abundant and clean water supplies which
are essential not only to life itself, but also to help maintain a high
standard of living, for the American people.
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When projects are completed they make an enormous contribution
to America. The present value to the Nation of all completed projects
for water supply, power generation, flood control, navigation, reclama-
tion and recreation is evident from the following table:

Project benefits

Annual water supply benefits:

Gallons of water furnished ... oo oo 12. 2 billion.

Number of people served._ ..o 23. 5 million.
Annual power benefits:

Installed generating capacity (kilowatts) .. . oo o 50. 9 million.

Net generation (kilowatt hours) - - oo 226. 1 billion.

Gross reVenues. . . . ... oo $1. 55 billion.
Flood control benefits to date:

Estimated value of flood damage prevented.. .. ......... $50. 6 billion.

Expenditures for flood control facilities. .. oo $8. 4 billion.
Annual navigation benefits: Annual traffic tonnage. ..ceweu ... 2. 3 billion.
Reclamation benefits:

Acres irrigated _ _ . oo e 9. 4 million.

Annual value of erops produced ... ______________.. $4. 6 billion.
Recreation benefits: Annual visitor days_____________....... 490, 8 million.

Although the value to the Nation of water resource projects as
shown in the above table is evident and overwhelming, the budget
request submitted by the Administration included no new construction
starts, only three projects were proposed for initiation of preconstruc-
tion planning, and only 12 survey starts were proposed. Funding for
the small projects programs was recommended to be discontinued.
Further, the funding level of projects under construction would be held
down under the budget proposals. This would result in longer con-
struction times and substantial cost increases. In addition, sufficient
funds were not included to reduce the backlog of critical operation and
maintenance of existing projects.

Testimony before the Committee clearly and decisively shows that
if the proposed approach to these projects and programs is allowed to
stand and become a trend, development of the Nation’s vital water
resources will suffer disastrous consequences. For example, the Corps
of Engineers now has 235 projects under construction. With no new
construction starts in the next five years, and funding continued at the
present level, only 68 projects would be under construction in 1982.
With full funding of these projects, that number would drop to only
51 construction projects in the Nation.

Therefore, responsibility has been placed on the Congress to take
the first necessary steps to preserve tﬁe vitality of the Federal water
resources program. The importance of new construction starts becomes
very evident if we are to meet our Nation’s water resources needs.
But construction starts alone are not the entire answer—there must
be initiation of preconstruction planning on projects and commence-
ment of survey studies. The continuation of work on vital and essential
small projects is necessary. These actions are needed because there
are serious water resource needs that require attention. The studying
and planning of additional projects will enable the Congress to better
identify these needs and to effectively assign priorities for the ex-
penditure of the limited funds which will be available.
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In order to meet this responsibility, appropriations are recom-
mended in the bill for 23 new construction starts, 18 new planning
starts and 35 new studies. In addition, funding is recommended for
six small projects programs that were not included in the budget
request. The small projects program is a particularly vital and im-
portant program which the Corps of Engineers can implement rela~
tively quickly without specific authorization in response to local or
emergency needs, in the public interest.

BeNeriTs OF PrOPOSED PrOJECTS

Appropriations for projects and programs recommended in the bill
are “‘capital investments” in America. Indeed, the annual Public
g}fﬁr}fs Appropriations measure has aptly been called an ‘‘All-American

ill. :

Just as a private company must make capital investments to assure
future production, the American Government must make capital
investments to assure a foundation for the future growth and pros-
perity of the Nation. The capital investment made by the Nation
in public works projects decades ago are still benefiting the Amertcan
people by providing power on line, protection from floods, reclamation
and irrigation of parched lands for erop production, navigation and
transportation of goods, among others. Likewise, the appropriations
for projeets in. 1977 will benefit the Nation for decades in the future.

The investment of Federal funds in the development of water
resources has a far greater impact on the Nation than the direct
benefits mentioned above. It must be recognized that, in addition,
these projects have an important indirect impact on community and
regional development by contributing to economic growth through
private investment. Flood damage prevention, hydroelectric power
projects, and navigation projects, for example, provide a base for
expanded industrial growth and development.

In addition to providing a base on which private investment can
build, water resources expenditures stimulate local and regional em-
ployment—particularly important in this period of high unemploy-
ment. The impact of the employment created by these projects differ
for different activities. For construction and major rehabilitation
projects, the employment effects are concentrated primarily in the
construction industry. Other kinds of expenditures such as operation
and maintenance at recreation sites provide employment for a variety
of unskilled and semiskilled workers. It should be kept in mind that
these are productive jobs resulting in tangible benefits for the American
people, such as power on line, improved harbors, flood control facilities
and expanded irrigation, unlike temporary public service jobs from
which little permanent benefits are derived.

The private sector of the economy also benefits enormously from
appropriations for these projects. Indeed, the overwhelming per-
centage of Federal funds for public works limjects in the bill are
expended in the private sector. For example, the turbines, steel,
cement and other materials used to build tﬁese projects are manu-
factured and marketed by private industry. The actual construction of
the projects is contracted to private industry through Government
contracts.
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The value of the projects recommended in the bill for planning or
construction under the programs of the Corps of Engineers and
Bureau of Reclamation is evidenced by the following breakdown
which shows the estimated annual benefits expected to accrue over the
life of the projects:

Estimated average annual benefits for projects funded for planning and consiruction

Flood control. ..o e $2, 661, 660, 000
‘Water supply . 428, 866, 000
Power........ 1, 631, 300, 000
Recreation_.__.. 321, 201, 000
TR tion. .o e 1, 021, 230, 000
Water quality 120, 085, 000
Navigation . . oo oo e e 963, 363, 000
Fish and wildlife . _ _ . e 80, 609, 000
Erosion control oo - e 54, 678, 000
Area redevelopment. . vl e 104, 607, 000

Total estimate . o o e $7, 387, 599, 000

ExviroNMENT

The projects and programs recommended in the bill reflect the
Committee’s concern and careful attention to those activities which
will continue to promote development of the Nation’s water resources
consistent with environmental quality considerations. The result is a
balanced approach which will contribute to economic growth and
progress in America while also providing for the preservation, promo-
tion and protection of our environment.

The Committee shares the widespread concern for the environment
and it should be emphasized that the several agencies involved in
water resources development are increasingly aware of environmental
considerations. Indeed, testimony shows that considerable progress
has been made toward a full integration of environmental factors into
the Nation’s public works programs. Extensive changes, both in the
planning process and in actual construction, have been made to
minimize adverse environmental impacts. New projects are bein;
carefully designed and planned to accomplish minimal environmenta.
impact and, at the same time, enhance environmental, conservation
and recreational objectives. Increasing emphasis on the environmental
quality objective will undoubtedly result in further changes in which
water resources needs are met in the future.

The Committee believes that the bill fulfills the dual role of provid-
ing both economic growth and enhancing the environment. Flood
control and beach erosion projects protect human life, ecology and
property. Multipurpose dams generate pollution-free electricity
through hydropower, provide water supplies for municipal and
industrial use, irrigation for millions of acres, and recreationsl facilities
for millions of Americans. Beautification and enhancement of the
environment is significant to the Nation as a result of fulfillment of
the objectives of this Bill and the declared goals of the Congress.

Exerey

During the oil embargo, there was widespread urgency concerning
the energy crisis. The return of ample gasoline supplies and the
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passage of time has evidently abated the concerns felt by many with
regard to energy.

his is most unfortunate because two and a half years after the
oil embargo, one and a half years after the consolidation of the Federal
government’s energy research effort into a single agency (ERDA),
after the appearance of untéld numbers of articles, speeches, and
conferences on energy, after the expenditure of tremendous amounts of
funds and scientific manpower on the energy problem the following
facts are a depressing reality:

It is estimated that the United States will import about 409
of its oil in 1976;

It is estimated that America will spend $31,000,000,000 to
import oil in 1976;

With regard to natural gas, the ratio of proven reserves to
consumption is at a critical low;

The original goal of attaining Energv Independence by 1980
is not even remotely feasible;

While energy consumption has leveled off in the past two years,
it should be kept in mind that America has been going through the
most severe economic downturn since the depression and as the
economy revives, the consumption of energy has been accelerating.

Testimony before the Committee indicates that the era of cheap,
abundant energy which played such an important role in enabling
America to become the world’s most productive and prosperous nation
is approaching an end. However, we must make certain that the
scarcity of energy does not become a permanent fact of American life.
We must take steps to speed up and increase conventional and new
sources of energy.

Our goal is to help America to achieve energy self-sufficiency and
hopefully the return of low cost electricity to the American consumer,

This bill is an important step toward meeting that goal. Funds are
included in this bill for a wide variety of energy research, development
and demonstration projects—solar, geothermal, nuclesr, fusion and
conservation. The Cgmmittee has recommended significant increases
for many of these programs.

However, we must keep in mind the fact that additional funding is
not the total solution to solving the energy problem. Technolo%y must
be developed, new materials must be found, new skills must be learned,
among other things. It will take time, patience and effort as well as
money.

Sorar Enerey anp Fusion

America and the world are rapidly consuming fossil energy supplies
which are, of course, finite. The impact of future population growth
and rising living standards makes it inevitable that tremendous strain
will be placed on the supply of finite fossil fuels. Thus it is highl
important that we proceed rapidly toward developing inexhaustibl%
supplies of energy for mankind. Two promising technologies which
hopefully will offer abundant inexhaustible sources of energy are
solar power and fusion power. Fusion power will utilize a derivative
from seawater as s fuef source. The Committee and the Congress
have vigorously supported these programs as evidenced in the fol-
lowing table:
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APPROPRIATION—OPERATING EXPENSES, PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT (BUDGET AUTHORITY)
Percent V Parcent
growth fm, growth fm,
Fiscal year ) Solar previous year Fusion1  previous year
|8 7 T $4, 000, 000 100 $79,000, 000 %
1974 o w.. 15,000,000 275 111, 500, 000 a1
1975, ... 43,000,000 186 183, 000, 000 64
1976 (estimate).___...._... ... 115,000,000 167 250, 400, 000 37
1977 érecommended) _ 214, 000, 000 88 436, 000, 000 74

1 {nciudes funds for magnetic fusion and laser fusion,

The Committee offers a word of caution with regard to these tech-
nologies. Neither technology offers a quick or near term answer to
our energy problems. Also, attaining the goals of a reasonable level
of energy self-sufficiency is not just a matter of pouring money into
technology. It must be recognized that there are practical limits to
the pace at which a research program can be expanded. Theories and
concepts must be translated into laboratory research, new materials
must be developed, scientific and highly skilled technicians must be
hired and trained, pilot plants must be designed, built and proven
out so that demonstration plants can be built. Finally, an economically
viable, environmentally acceptable, workable technology must be
introduced into the marketplace.

The funds provided in the bill will provide for strong, viable re-
search, development and demonstration programs to develop these
technologies.

CONSERVATION

Conservation of energy must be developed among the American
people if the broad energy goals of America are to be reached. As one
witness testified before the Committee, ““We must think conservation.
We must talk conservation. We must practice conservation. We must
te;ac%x our children conservation. We must make conservation a way
of life.”

Every American can contribute to energy conservation in numerous
ways—keeping down the thermostat in the winter, using less lighting
in offices and homes, better insulated homes, etc. While the amount
of energy saved per individual or per family by these means may be
modest, the aggregate savings on a nationwide scale could be enormous.

ERDA has an extensive and rapidly expanding program in the
second way to approach conservation—the improvement of the effi-
ciency of producing, transmitting and consumix}% energy through the
development of new and improved technology. ERDA’s subprograms
in this area include advanced automotive systems, improving electric
energy systems, energy storage, end-use efficiency in homes and busi-
nesses and improved conversion efficiency.

Details on the Committee’s recommendations for those conservation
programs under its jurisdiction occur later in the report. )

Following is an excerpt from a recent ERDA publication entitled
“A National Plan for Energy Research, Development and Demonstra-
tion: Creating Energy Choices for the Future.” .

“Tt must also be recognized that conservation technologies provide a
potential cost-effective alternative to development of more supply
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technologies—i.e., in many instances, it will cost less to save & barrel
of oil through more energy efficient home heating than it will to
develop a new barrel of supply. This conclusion was suggested by the
conservation scenarios of ERDA which indicated that national energy
needs could be met at lowest cost by employing improved efficiencies
in end-use . . . . :

“Finally, these technologies generally will help meet energy needs
with the least adverse impact on the environment. Specifically, as
conservation actions reduce energy consumption levels, pollutant
emissions and disruptions will be decreased because of reduced energy
extraction and transportation activity, reduced fossil-fuel combustion,
and the lessened need for disposal of waste heat and other materials.
In addition, reduced energy consumption will extend the availability
of fossil energy resources and allow time to develop technologies that
use inexhaustible energy sources, for example, solar, fusion, and
breeder reactors among others.”

NucLear Exmray

After years of research and development, the commitment of many
vears of scientific and technical personnel and the investment of
billions of dollars, the long held promise of abundant amounts of
electricity from nuclear power is reaching fruition. The Committee
is informed that presently there are 58 nuclear plants operational
in the United States and 178 under construction, ordered or planned
for a total of 236 nuclear plants for America.

By 1980, the capacity of operating nuclear plants is projected to be
%‘(%ual to that of the entire U.S. electrical generating capacity in 1950.

hen all 236 plants are operational, their total capacity wili]be equal

to that of all power plants in America in 1965.
. Nuclear power is absolutely essential if America is to attain energy
independence. A 1,000 megawatt nuclear plant operating for 1 year at
709, capacity would‘f)roduce. 611,300,000 megawatt hours of electricity.
The equivalent fossil fuel requirements for 1 year are as follows:

Oil (barrels) .. _ . .. 11,000, 0
Natural gas (eubicfeet) .__________..________________ """ 62,000:098:083
Coal (bons) . ... 2,000,000

Critics of nuclear power who call for & moratorium on nuclear power
plants never mention the impact their actions would have on the con-
sumer and the Nation. A moratorium would mean significantly higher
power rates to the consumer, a massive drain on our balance of pay-
ments and a severe and detrimental impact on attaining the goal of
energy independence and self sufficiency.

The following table shows the impact if nuclear power plants were
shut down by a moratorium and the power they couﬁi no longer gener-
ate had to be generated by oil, which of course, would have to be
imported.

1976:
Oil equivalents, barrels per year.____...__.______________ 404,000,000
Jogo 0%t B 812 per barrel 1T TTTITI L LI $4,800, 000,000
0il equivalent, barrels per year. ... oo ___ 705,000, 000
85Cost; at $14 per barrel. .. _ o ___ $9,900,000, 000
0il equivalent, barrels per year________________________ 1,600,000,000
Cost at $14 per barvel .__. .. ________.___________ " $22,400,000,000

70-814 O - 76 = 3




10

The message from those statisties is lond and clear—nuclear power
is indisFensa,ble to the economic well being of America and the attain-
ment of energy independence.

In 1974 the Atomic Energy Comumission commissioned an exhaustive
study on nuclear plant safety. The director of the study was Prof.
Norman C. Rasmussen of the department of nuclear engineering of the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

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

Nuclear power plants are on line and working successfully. Evidence
supports their safety—safety in research and development, safety in
construction and safety in operation. Nuclear power is a needed and
demonstrated method for producing power during the energy crisis
and for the future, in the public interest.

Liquip MerarL Fastr Breeper Reacror (LMEBR)

The Liquid Metal Fast Breeder Reactor (LMFBR) is an advanced
nuclear reactor which is estimated to utilize uranium in the range of
sixty times more efficiently than existing reactors. The importance and
potential of this technology is evidenced by the fact that in addition to
the United States, literally every industrialized country in the world is
aggressively proceeding with an LMFBR program.

West Germany has one LMFBR presently built and being
modified and a second plant under construction.

France has two LMFBR’s operating and a third being designed.

Japan has one with construction well along and a second with
construction underway.

The United Kingdom has two in operation.

LMFBR efforts are underway in India and Ttaly.

Witnesses testified before the the Committee that no uranium
mining would be required for the LMFBR for at least a century. The
non-fissionable uranium which is now accumulating in government
stockpiles as a byproduct of the fuel eycle for present day reactors can
be utilized as fuel by LMFBR’s. Thus the potential energy content and
value of these stockpiled resources is massive.

The precise impact of the LMFBR technology is not known at this
time. However, the overwhelming evidence received by the Committee
strongly suﬁforts the urgency and importance of proceeding with at
least one LMFBR demonstration plant for this Nation. Our Country
has long been a leader in nuclear technology, and it is essential that
the United States maintains that leadership.

Exsrey REpaTEp DaTta CoLLECTION

The Committee is concerned about the proliferation of studies
related to energy that are oceuring in various Federal agencies. A
study by the Investigative staff of the Appropriations Committee on
this 1ssue concluded in part that:
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“The large volume of data collected by the
€ : government must be on

more selective and coordinated basis to reduce the collection o&;
duplicative and overlapping data. While there is a continuing need
for meaningful data, there is an equal need to slow down the pro-
hf%ratlon of mounting data accumulation.”

n commenting specifically -on ERDA the report read in part:

“Although ERDA has not yet reported any costs for the ggthering
of energy rﬁia,(;?d dtata tod _OM]?i, thfil potential cost of meeting future
requirements, if not coordinated with existi
sxg‘r}lﬁcant. sting Federal efforts could be

gencies must make maximum use of primary dat

the agencies now involved in gathering eneg'gy da{a.” ® prepared by

STATUS OF AUTHORIZATIONS

Legislative authorization for the programs of the Ener,
and Development Administration h%s %een considered e;)gﬁe@ﬁ;
and i proceeding through the Congress. The recommendations of the
Committee are within the totals previously approved by the House
and the Committee recommends that considerstion of appropriations
necessary for these programs proceed in order that timely funding may
Eeer%);oxlndeg mf thfhnew .ﬁscall) y;ear. A}I}ly Iézquired authorizations should
nly be forthcoming before the Co i
consideration of this bﬂl.g ngross completes its final

TITLE I—-ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION

The Energy Research and Development Administration was ¢ ted
by the Congress by P.L. 93-438, the Ener ization Act
19?{% elf,cteéi October 11, 1974. ey Reorganization Act of

Lhe Act brought together, in a single agency, th i
activities in energy research and devalgpmeit. ¥1 the major Federal
. The agency officially came into existence on January 19, 1975. This
is the second annual appropriation bill for ERDA. ’

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

OPERATING EXPENSES

Appropriations, 1976 _______________________
S ——— 1114171
ecommended, 1977________________________ "~/ - (077,783,
Comgaﬁson: --------------- 4,077,783,000
ppropriation, 1976._____________________ (U
Budget, estimate, 1977, ..., 1. . 117 TTT7iToToooeos 928,768,000

The following table outlines the increases and decreases by pro
for new (budget) obligational authority in comparison ywlf)ithgr?l}ll;
current year and the budget estimate.
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ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
OPERATING EXPENSES—BUDGET AUTHORITY

Fiscal year 1977 8ill compared
tem Fiscal year 1976 budget estimate  Committes bill to budget
OPERATING EXPENSES—BUDGET AUTHORITY
Solar energy development. ... ... ______._. $108,650,000  $141,800,000  $181,800,000  --$50, 000, 000
Geotherma%yenergy gevelopment .............. 30, 770, 000 48, 600, 000 52, 506, 000 -3, 500, 000
Conservation research and development : Ejectric
. energy systems an({1 ane&'%y st?rage..:k ....... 33, 498, 000 41, 800, 000 51, 960, 000 10, 160, 000
usion power research and development:
Ma?;netic fusion. P - 131,850,000 168, 000, 000 204, 500, 000 436, 500, 000
Laser fusion...__ . 65, 500, 000 , 400, 006 80, 000, 000 -+8, 600, 000
Total fusion power research and develop-
°m1 imp ..... r ................ p 197, 150, 000 239, 400, 000 284, 500, 000 45, 100, 000
Fusl cycle research and development_._____._. §5, 293, 000 163, 035, 000 178, 635, 000 -+18, 000, 000
gission powg'reacior geve(liopn;e{lyt ............ 445, 394, 000 630, 260, 000 630,260,000 ...
nvironmental research and safety:
ientific and technical education. ... 0 0 3, 000, 000 -3, 040, 000
s‘i; i ‘nand envir tal h . 174, 647, 000 182, 915 000 197, 316, 000 14, 400, 000
Operationat safety ... ..o o , 886, 7,707,000 8, 307,000 +660, 000
Wi tal control techrol 12, 567, 000 15, 577, 000 19, 077, 600 -+3, 500, 000
Reactor safety facilities. .. ..noioorn. 0 , 300, 28, 300, —5, 000, 000
Total environmental research and safety_ 194, 100, 000 239, 500, 000 256, 000, 000 16, 500, 000
High energy pRysics. oo onoucnniancc s 152, 820, 000 167, 500, 000 170, 000, 000 -+2, 500, 000
Ba%ic enegypsc){ences ................... ww. 173,980,000 182, 800, 000 198, 175, 000 -+15, 375, 000
Nuclear materials security and safeguards. ... 13,619, 000 , 740, 28, 100, 000 —+3, 360, 000
Naval reactor development....._____._ .. . 1, 180, 000 131, 500, 000 191, 500, 000
Space nuclear systems...._...... 31, 500, 000 31, 000, 000 31,000, 000
ﬂuclgar axplpsti‘ves z;ppltiicqﬂons ............... 0 , 300, 000 1,300, 000
vities:
mnl‘lurrannﬁ:‘gin‘?iﬁg m?nt .................... 693, 804, 000 882, 345, 000 882,345,000 ...
Advanced isotape separation technology. ... , 450, 000 36, 830, 000 , 830,000 ..ueimaiiiaana.
Total uranium enrichment activities..____ 723, 254,000 919, 175, 000 919,175,000 _ ... .. ...
National security;
Wi jvities.__..... 859, 011,000 1,012, 005,000 987, 005, 000 28, 000, 000
w“f"’“s ?ﬁf{‘;’nt’é’é p ti 279, 511, 000 354, 635, 000 362, 735, 000 -8, 100, 000
Total national security ... ..ooooovouo o 1,138,522,000 1,366,640,000 1,349,740,000 -16, 900, 000
Program support:
gProgra:?&% recticué ....................... 180, 833,000 212, 185, 000 212,185,000 ... .........
Supporting activities:
pp(:om‘:ﬁunity operations. ... .ocueecans 9, 085, 000 6, 415, 000 10, 507, 600
S y investigations.... 11, 475, 000 10, 050, 000 10, 050, 000
nformation services_.___ . 9, 610, 000 10, 305, 000 10, 905, 000
General systems studies. ... .. g, 200,000 11, 000, 000 10, 600, 010
General technology transfer. . 800, 000 2,000, 000 2,000, 000
Manpower development.._. I g 700, 000 700, 000
EEQ assigned facitities..___ - 2,039, 000 2,075,000 2,075, 000
Total supporting activities..___..... 43, 209, 000 43,145, 000 46,237,000
Cost of work forothers_....__._...._.... 12, 983, 600 20, 100, 000 20,100,000 ... voocono. o
Totaf program support__. . ... ... 237,025,000 275, 430,000 278,522, 000 -3, 092, 800
Change in work:gng capital and inventories.. ... 66, 760, 000 78,015, 000 78, 016, 000 RN
Subtotal budge authority... .. ....... 3,833,515,000 4,743,496,000 4,891,183,000 4147, 687, 000
Revenues applied:
Enrichment revenues. ... .. .oooooononns -591, 510,000  --539, 100,000 651, 900, 000 —122, 800, 000
Miscellaneous revenues_.. ___. ... . ... -78, 490,000 76,000,000 76,000,000 .. . ......_. ..
Total revenues applied..........__...... —670,000,000 —615,100,000 —737, 900, 000 ~122, 800, 060
Net budget authority 3,163,515,000 4,128 ,396,000 4,153,283, (00 -+-24, 887, 000
Appropriation transfer__. .. 500, 500, 000 :
Change in unobligated balan —15, 000, 000 ~78, 000, 000
Total operating budget authority. .. . _.. 3,149,015, 000 4,128 896,000 4, 077,783,000 ~51, 113, 000
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. The following table summarizes the Committee’s recommendations
%1 comparison to the current year and the budget estimate on a cost
asis:

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—FISCAL YEAR 1977 BUDGET—PUBLIC WORKS
APPROPRIATION

OPERATING EXPENSES~COST BASIS

Fiscal year Budget Bill compared
Item YQ?G estimate  Committee bill to bgdxet
OPERATING EXPENSES BUDGET OUTLAYS
Solar energy development__________._____._. $80,530,000  $110,500,000  $148, 000, 060 --$37, 500, 000
Geothermal energy development._________ 7~ 31,170, 0 44,300, , 200, 900,
c"é‘f:é;?“"" research par:jd development: 0 00, 000 #,200, 500 +2 900, 000
ric ener st and energy storage___ 25, 830, 000 35,840,
Fusi%;? po\:tgr ;gparch and developrgnyent: 1 o0 43,940, 000 °+8,100, 000
agnetic fusion__.__._._____._ . __ .. __. 0, 000, 000 158, 000, 000 183, 300, 000 27, 300,
Laserfusion.... . ... ... ... 8, 500, 000 69, 300, 000 75, 800, 000 ﬁ-ﬁ, 3538, %
Total Fusion Power Research and de-
mente oo 179, 500, 000 225, 300, 000 259, 100, 000 -}-33, 800, 000

Fuel cycle research and development
Fission power reactor development.
Environmental research and safety:

57,025,000 138,770,000 149,870, 000 11, 200, 000
385,515,000 544,960,000 544, 960, 00C L0,

Science and technical education. ... -«v..oorcs  oomimieni . oo 2,200, 000 2,200,000
Bi dical and envir tal h.o... 184, 465, 000 174,734, 000 185, 534, 000 +“{i0,’ 806: 000
Operational safety______ ... "~ , 310, 5, 058, 000 , 558, 00 -+500, 000
Environmental control technology. 11, 455, 000 14,155, 000 16, 755, 000 +2, 600, 000
Reactor safety facilities. ... ........_.... 0 24, 700, 0600 21, 000, 000 —3, 700, 600

Total environmental research and safety_ 182, 230, 000 218, 647, 000 231, 047, 000 -+12, 460, 000

High energy physics. ... vooeieeeanan. 148, 300, 000 162, 900, 000 164, 800, 000 1

Basic energy sciences. ... . ...’ 167,200,000 17, 000 185, 500, 830 ﬁll gg‘é; 333

4,000,
11,975, 000 22, 340, 000 24, 940, 000 2, 600, O
186, 200, 000 202, 500, 000 202, 600, D00 +2,800, 000
28, 600, 000 30, 000, 000 30, 000, 0 . .
0 1, 000, 000 1,000,000 .. ... __

Nuclear materials security and safeguards___.__
Naval reactor development
Space nuclear systems_
Nuclear explosives appli
Uranium enrichment activities:

Uranhum enrichment. ... _._...._..___. 682, 858, 600 873,095, 000
Advanced isotope separation technology .. 25,000, 000 34, 000, 000
Total uranium enrichment activities. _.__ 707,958, 000 907, 095, 000
National security:
Weapons activities__._.__.___.._.____ . 849, 304, 000 971, 605, 000 952, 805, 000 —18, 806, 000
Weapons materlals production____.__.____ 267,692,000 334, 405, 000 340, 505, 000 +6, 100, 000
Total National Secarity. .. oooenonen. 1,116,596, 000  1,306,010,000 1,293,318, 000 —12, 700, 000
Program support:
Program direction......__.....___........ 180, 833, 000 212, 185, 000 212,185,000 ... .. ... ... _

Supporling activities:
Community operations.._. ...
Security investigations__.
Information servicas. ...
General systems studies. . .

B 9, 085, 000 6,415,000 10,507, 000 -4, 092, 000
. 11, 475,000 10,050, 000 10, 050, 000 -

- 9, 61u, 000 18, 905, 000 10,905,000 ...

. 9, 200, 600 11,000, 000 10, 000, 600

General technology transfer_ N l: 800: 000 2,000, GO0 2,000,000 ___
Manpower development._... - g 700, 000 700,000 ...
EEQ assigned facHities._.......___... 2,038, 000 2,075, 000 2,075,000 .
Total supporting activities....._.__. 43, 209, 000 43, 145, 000 46, 237, 000 +3,092,0
Cost of work for others.....__.__....._.. 12, 660, 000 18, 240, 000 18,240,000 ... __.o..._
Total program support 236,702, 000 273,570,000 276,662,000 -+3, 092, 000
Totalprogram._ .. _.....____.___....... 3,545,131,000  4,397,832,000 4,510,124,000  --112,292, 000
Ingrease or decrease in selected resources:
Goods and services on order..____...._.__ 254, 458, 000 267,648, 000 303, 043, 000 +35, 395, 000

Change in inventories and working capital. 68, 760, 000 78,016, 000 78,015,000 . ... ... __

Total increase or decrease in selected
FESOUTCES . . oo 321,218, 000 345, 664, 000 381, 059, 000 +35, 395, 000

Total gross obligations....._______...__ 3,866,349,000  4,743,496,000 4,891,183,000  --147,687, 000




14

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION—FISCAL YEAR 1977 BUDGET—PUBLIC WORKS
APPROPRIATION—Continued

OPERATING EXPENSES—COST BASIS—Continued

Fiscal year Budget Bill compared

ftem I Y976 estimgte Committee biil to budget

Revenues applied: 122. 800, 000
jchment revenues_ ___________._______ —$591,510,000 —$539, 100,000 —$661,100,000 —$122,800,

Eﬁl};?el{gzgolz:vrevenues __________________ —178, 490, 000 —176, 000, 000 —76,000,000 ________........

Total revenues applied._....________._. —670,000,000 —615,100,000 —737,900,000  --122, 800, 000

Total net obligations . 3,196,349,000 4,128,396,000 4,153,283, 000 -+24, 887, 000

Appropriation transfers 500, 000 500, 000 7 (5)88, ggg e TR
Unobligated balance brought forward ~47,834, 000 0 —176, 000, , W00,

Total operating budget authority.___.._. 3,149,015,000 4,128,896,000 4,077,783, 000 -51, 113, 000

1. SoLar ENERGY

The Committee recommends a total of $191,800,000, an increase of
$50,000,000 over the budget estimate, for Solar Energy Research and
Development operating expenses. The purpose of this program 1s to
significantly expand the Nation’s energy supply through the develop-
ment and demonstration of solar energy systems that are economically
attractive and environmentally acceptable. ) )

The Committee’s and the Congress’ commitment to this program 1s
evidenced in the following table which shows the total level of funding
for the Solar program for the last five years for both “operating expen-
ses” and “plant and capital equipment.”’

Solar energy R. & D. (budget authority)
Fiscal year:

1993 $4,000,000
1074 15,000,000
1075 e 43,000,000
1976 (6SUIMALE) - — - e 115,000,000

1977 (recommended) . - - - oo 214,000,000

An ERDA report on solar energy predicted that it can provide up to
7 percent of America’s energy needs by the turn of the century and up
to 25 percent by the year 2020. Thus if the technology can be de-
veloped, and made economically attractive, solar energy will play an
invaluable role in America’s long range needs to become energy
independent. .

Inpmaking the recommended increases noted below, the Committee
has significantly accelerated those solar subprograms which can have a
near term impact. The significant increases for commercial and resi-
dential demonstrations will enable ERDA to expand the number of
demonstrations, thus testing various technologies under a wide variety
of geographical conditions. A higher number of demonstrations will
also accelerate the commercialization of these technologies since the
publicity and interest generated by the demonstrations will enhance
the overall appeal of solar energy as an energy source.

The Committee is enthusiastic over the prospects for solar power
and strongly supports the program as evidenced by the significant
increases above the budget recommended in the bill. However a word
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of caution should be noted. Witnesses testified that at the present
stage of development, solar systems for houses and buildings are not
cost competitive with existing energy sources. Also, the advanced
solar systems, which hopefully will provide significant amounts of
electricity to the Nation, are in the embryonic stage of development.
An optimistic timetable shows that solar energy will not make a
significant contribution to the energy supply until far into the future.
Thus the near and intermediate term outlook is for solar energy to
produce a small amount of energy relative to the overall energy
demand.

The following table lists the Committee’s recommendations for the
various subprograms within solar energy.

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES BY SUBPROGRAM

Fisca} {ear Fiscal year Committee
976 1977 budget bill

Direct thermal applications: .
A. Solar heating and cooling of buildings:
. C ial d trations__
2. Residential demonstrations__ , 400,
3. Research and development. __ . 5, 000, 000 10, 500, 000 10, 500, 000
4. Development in support of demonstrations. 6, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 12, 000, 000
B. Agricultural process heat applications..._______________.__.___. 4,750, 000 3, 500, 000 5, 400, 000

Technology support and utilization: -
A. Solar energy resource assessment 1, 000, 000 1, 500, 000 5, 500, 000

§$18, 200,000 $16,700,000  $30, 200, 000
5, 900, 000 8, 100, 000 2 00

B. Solar Energy Research Institute____________ 2,200, 000 1, 500, 000 2, 500, 000
C. Technology utilization and information dissem: 600, 000 1, 000, 000 3, 000, 000
D. Solar storage._ 1,600, 000 0 0
Solar electric applications:
A. Solar thermal etectric conversion..._.___.___. .. ... ______ 30, 900, 000 34, 000, 000
B. Photovoltaic energy conversion___..___.__._.___._.__ .- 28, 200, 000 30, 100, 000
C. Wind energy conversion. ... ... .o e eeeaees 16, 000, 000 16, 000, 000
D. Ocean thermal energy conversion_. . ___.__..________________ 8, 100, 000 9, 200, 000 11, 00, 000
Fuels from biomass_ . _ ... 4, 500, 000 4, 300, 0600 5, 300, 000

A description of the solar energy subprograms follows:

A. DIRECT THERMAL APPLICATIONS

(1) Solar Heating and Cooling of Buildings.—This program involves
demonstration programs to provide for residential and commercial
solar heating and hot water demonstrations in several cycles by the
end of 1977 and combined solar heating and cooling by the end of
1979. A cycle includes construction of a set of demonstration projects,
followed by data collection and analysis, and development of improved
systems based on the data. The results will lead to recommendations of
possible changes in procedure and legislation needed to win broad
acceptance of solar energy.

(2) Agricultural and Process Heat Applications.—The objective in
this area is to investigate and develop technologies which will permit
the economical and competitive use of solar energy in grain drying,
crop curing, animal shelters, greenhouses, agricultural food processing
and to supply a significant fraction of the energy requirements of
industry.

B. TECHNOLOGY SUPPORT AND UTILIZATION

This subprogram supports the technical subprograms included in the
solar energy program. Activities in Technology Support and Utiliza-
tion include the assessment, promoticn, marketing and communicating
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all aspects of solar R. & D., its resources and its potential economic

jability in the energy marketplace.
le?lléi?:led in this su%)};)rogram%re funds for the Solar Energy Research
Institute (SERI). The Committee recommends & $1,000,000 increase
for SERI to a level of $2,500,000. SERI will perform research, develop-
ment and related functions to support the National Solar Energy
Program. The FY 1977 request for SERI provides for costs _a.ss.oclaioled
with start-up activities and partial conceptual design of facﬂltﬁes that
may be required as a part of an accepted SERI proposal. T (;,1 proi
grammatic costs of the SERI are included under the technica
rograms. _ )
Su%‘%e 2(';;ncrease is to help insure that further delays in the implementa-

tion of SERI will not occur.
C. SOLAR ELECTRIC APPLICATIONS

The objective of this program is to develop and demonstrate the
conversi01]1 of solar eneré)y to electric energy, with a possible initial
energy contribution by 1985, and a moderate contribution jby 2000.

Different apporaches to achieve these objectives include: t

(1) Photovoltaic Energy anversmn.—The overall objective o 11e
Photovoltaic Energy Conversion program 1s to develop economica ﬁr
viable electric power systems suitable for a variety of, applications an
capable of significantly contributing to the Nation’s energy require-

S. . .

me(%g Wind Energy Conversion.—The primary purpose of this progr%)xln
is to develop the technology base of large-scale economically viable
wind energy systems suitable for supplying commercml electric power,
and to accelerate their commerclial implementation through demonstra-
i ree-scale experimental systems. o

tmzil’))of()lcaeagn Thermal Energy Conversion.—Objective of the program
is to establish a technically and economically viable technology base%
leading to the demonstration and commercial implementation o1
large-scale floating power plants cafpalbl(:,o of (ionvert}lrng ocean therma

into significant quantities of electrical energy.

en(ztlg}éolar T}%;'mal El(?ctric Conversion.—The major goals of the sp(liar
thermal program are to provide a full system capability for the wide-
spread production of supplementary electric and thermal _powerf lﬁ
the 1980’s to meet electric utility requirements and to provide a ﬁl

system capability for total energy systems for Government installa-
tions, urban and rural communities, and industrial load centers.

D. FUELS FROM BIOMASS

is subprogram involves the photosynthetic production, collection,
st(;Ir‘ESe,l;n% cgnversion of organic matter (biomass) into useful clean
fuels. The Biomass sources which are bein considered include terres-
trial crops produced from agriculture and forestry operations, marine
crops, agricultural and animal wastes and forestry residues.

11. GeEoTHERMAL ENERGY DEVELOPMENT

i ting
The Committee recommends a total of $52,100,000 for opera
expenses for Geothermal Energy Development. The potentially usable
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geothermal resources of the United States are quite substantial. ERDA
has a number of subprograms underway which have the common goal of
providing America with the option to exploit those resources. ERDA’s
interest in geothermal energy can be broken down into two broad cate-
gories—acceleration of the development of geothermal energy through
the use of existing technology ‘and research and development leading
towards eventual development of plants which can exploit geopres-
sured and hot dry rock geothermal systems.

ERDA’s major effort in expanding the use of geothermal energy for
the intermediate term is the Geothermal Resources Development Fund.
The purpose of this program is to stimulate the development of com-
mercial development of geothermal energy by minimizing a lender’s
financial risk associated with the introduction of new technology. An
additional goal is to “develop normal borrower-lender relationships
which will in time encourage the flow of credit without the need of
Federal assistance.” (Further comments on the Geothermal Resource
Development Fund occur in another portion of the report.)

ERDA also is making a substantial effort to develop the technolo-
ies for exploiting the substantial geothermal resources which are in the
orm of hot dry rock and geopressured areas. The following table lists

the various subprograms within the Geothermal Development Pro-
gram.

Fiscal
Fiscal year 1977 CommitggleI
i

year 1976 budget

Engineering R. & D $10,620,000  $11,500,000  $13, 500, 000
Resource exploration and assessment.______.__....._. ——- 3, 650, 000 10, 600, 000 14,000, 000
Hydrothermal technology applications_________________ -e-- 5,700,000 12,200,000 12, 200, 000
Advanced technology applications______ . 6, 900, 000 10, 100, 000 13, 800, 000
Utilization experiments_____________________________ I 0 0 3, 000, 000
Environmental control and institutional studies. _._____ -~ 3,900, 000 4, 800, 000 5, 600, 000

Total e 30,770,000 48, 600, 000 52, 100, 000

1 The ERDA budget request proposed that $6,000,000 for the ‘‘Resource exploration and assessment’’ program be
passed through to the Geological Survey. The committee feels that these funds should be appropriated directly to the
Geological Survey as has been done in the past, and thus has reduced the ERDA budget request by $6,000,000,

A brief description of the various subprograms along with comments
on the Committees recommendations follows:

A. ENGINEERING RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

The objective is to bring the technologies required for geothermal
development to the point of readiness for practical application, thereby
establishing the technical foundation for growth and development.

B. RESOURCE EXPLORATION AND ASSESSMENT

Objectives are to improve existing exploration and assessment
technology for use by the United States Geological Survey and by
industry, to accelerate the identification of geothermal resources, to
verify the potential usefulness of these resources for geothermal

energy applications and to apply such technology to the confirmation
of candidate geothermal sites.

70-814 O - 76 - 3
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C. HYDROTHERMAL TECHNOLOGY APPLICATIONS

Objective is to establish the technical feasibility of using liquid-
dominated geothermal resources for both electric power generation
and nonelectric uses.

D. ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY APPLICATIONS

The objective of this subprogram is to prove the technical feasibilit
of using geothermal resources that require technologies which will
be able to eventually use the widely distributed conductive heat of

the earth’s crust.
E. UTILIZATION EXPERIMENTS

-+

The objective of this subprogram is to provide verifiable evidence
of the practical utilizability of geothermal resources, combining tech-
nical and economic measure.

¥, ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL AND INSTITUTIONAL STUDIES

Studies conducted under this program will assess the environmental
impact of geothermal activities and the development of improved
environmental control technologies.

II1. Fusion Power REsearcH AND DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $284,500,000 for Fusion
Power Research and Development, including $204,500,000 for the
Magnetic Fusion program. This is $45,100,000 above the budget
request, $239,400,000.

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

There are two approaches to attain the production of electricity
through the fusion process—magnetic fusion and laser fusion. Magnetic
fusion utilizes powerful magnets to hold the fuel in mid-air as the ther-
monuclear burn occurs. In laser fusion, powerful lasers will implode
the fuel to attain a thermonuclear burn.

A. MAGNETIC FUSION

The Committee is encouraged by the various scientific advances
made within the past year in the magnetic fusion program. The
Committee recommends an increase of $36,500,000 over the budget
request for this program. The recommended increase will provide for
expanded research in a number of subprograms including $7,400,000 in
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budget authority, and $4,000,000 in budget outlays for research at the
University of Texas and increased funding for the Doublet 11T ex.
periment at San Diego.

B. LASER FUSION

The Committee recommends a total of $80,000,000, an increase of
8,600,000, for the Laser Fusion program. This pr(’)gra;n has the same
objective as the magnetic fusion program but utilizes lasers to initiste
the thermonuclear burn. The research and development conducted
in this program also has relevance in weapons research.

IV. Fuer Cycie ResearcH anp DevEropMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $178,035,000, an increase of
$15,000,000, for Fuel Cycle Research and Development. This program
1s concerned with all portions of the nuclear fuel cycle. The three major
subprograms are (1) Uranium Resource Assessment (2) Support of
Nuclear Fuel Cycle and (3) Waste Management (Commercial). The
following table shows the Committee’s recommendations for these
three subprograms.

, Committe
Program : Fiscal year 1976 Budget mmbiﬁ
Uranium resource assessment_._._._.____.____ ...
Ty e —————————————* 74 R ML
Waste management (commercialy_..____ T TTTTT 13,053,'000 75:000;000 : X
Total e 65,293,000 163,035,000 178,035, 000

A. URANIUM RESOURCE ASSESSMENT

This subparagraph consists of (a) evaluation and analysis of domestic
uranium ore reserves and potential resources, (b) identifying areas
favorable for the occurrence of uranium and (¢) R & D on improved
techniques for assessment, discovery and production of the resources.

Ample supplies of uranium are essential for the long term health of
nuclear energy and the attainment of Energy Independence. Witnesses
testified that although there are enough supplies ?or the intermediate
term, 1t is important that new discoveries be made for the long term
needs. The Committee recommends the full budget request of $31 ,335,-
000 for this program. ’

B. BUPPORT OF NUCLEAR FUEL CYCLE

The purpose of this program is to develop, on a commercially appli-
cable basis, the technology for reprocessing spent reactor fuels and the
recycling of the used products and to improve the operability and
maintainability of large integrated reprocessing and recycle facilities.

The availability of a reprocessing and recycle capability will signifi-
cantly reduce the demand for natural uranium and the associated
mining, milling and enrichment capacity. The Committee supports
the full budget request of $56,700,000.
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C. WASTE MANAGEMENT {(COMMERCIAL)

This program provides for the long term management of radio-
active waste. Subprograms include (a) terminal storage R & D, (b)
waste processing R & D and (c) supporting studies and evaluations.

The increase of $15,000,000 for Waste Management (commercial)
is to:

1. Expand the number of sites to be investigated as possible locations
for terminal storage facilities.

2. Expand efforts in commercial waste processing R. & D.

3. Conduct additional and expanded safety and environmental
studies and analyses of alternative methods for waste management.

V. Fission Power Reacror DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommends a total of $630,260,000, as proposed in
the budget request, for the Fission Power Reactor Development
Program. This program includes research on a number of advanced
reactor concepts—the Liquid Metal Fast Breeder Reactor, the High
Temperature Gas Reactor, Gas Cooled Reactors and Light Water
Reactor Technology.

The major portion of these funds is for the eontinued research and
development of the Liquid Metal Fast Breeder Reactor (LMFBR).
The LMFBR is projected to utilize uranium in the range of 60 times
more efficiently than existing reactors. The impact of that fact should
not be underestimated. The LMFBR technology may make an
enormous contribution someday to America’s energy supply. As
mentioned earlier in the report, almost every industrialized country is
proceeding rapidly with the development of LMFBR’s and some
countries have demonstration plants actually operating.

Funds are included in the bill to proceed with a demonstration plant
to prove out the technology. Under the present timetable this plant
would become operable around 1983. Critics who oppose the breeder
would foreclose the possibility of developing a demonstration plant
which, as witnesses testified to the Committee, will prove the safety
and workability of a technology which has the potential of making an
enormous eontribution to the future energy needs of the Nation.

Also included is the Light Water Reactor Technology subprogram
which has the objective of increasing the productivity and on line
availability of light water reactors and reducing the cost of light water
reactors to be committed in the next 5-10 years.

The following table lists the recommended totals for the various
subprograms of the Fission Power Reactor Development Program.

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES BY SUBPROGRAM

Fiscal year Committee
1977 budget bill

Liquid metal fast breeder reattor. ... ... . oieiieee a2 $534, 760, 000 $534, 760, 000
Water cooled breeder reactor. ... - - - - 37,000,000 37, 600, 000
Gas cooled reactors___......_. . 28,700, 000 28, 700, 000

Light water reactor technology...... 12, 500, 000 12, 500, 000
Supporting activities 17, 300, 600 17, 300, 000

Total. o et m e n €30,260,000 630, 260, 00D

3
%
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VI. ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH AND SAFETY

The Committee recommends a total of $256,000,000 for Environ-
mental Research and Safety, which is an increase of $16,500,000 over
the budget request. The Environmental Safety and Research Program
is divided into five subprograms. The budget request and suggested
allowance for each subprogram is shown in the following table.

Fiscal year—

Committes

Program 1876 1977 budget bill
Biomedical and environmental research____ .. .oeoeoeaaioi. $174,647,000 $182, 916,000  $197, 318, 000
Operational safety___............ - 6, 886, 000 7,707, 000 8, 307, 600
Environmental control technology .. 12,567,000 15,577,000 19,077, 000
Reactor safety facihties..._....... - 0 33 300,000 28, 300, 000
Scientific and technical education. ... e - . 0 0 3,000, 000
TOtAl. e s e e e oo 194,100,008 239,500,000 256,000,000

A brief explanation of each subprogram and description of Com-
mittee recommendations follows.

A. BIOMEDICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH

Program provides data and conducts research on the health and
environmental effects of pollutants released to the environment by
existing and developing energy technologies and conducts various
researc%x programs. A wide variety of research programs are conducted
in health studies, biological studies, environmental studies, physical
and technological studies, analysis and assessment and education
and training.

The recommended increase provides funds for the artificial heart,
expanded research in nuclear medicine and increased research on the
health and environmental impact of generating energy.

B. OPERATIONAL SAFETY

The objective of this program is to: (1) Provide ERDA with a
quick response capability for performing aerial radiological measure-
cleaning up the structures which were partially built by using uranium
mill tailings in the construction material; and (3) Safety Studies and
Development of Operations guidelines. v
Safety studies and Development of Operations guidelines.

The incresse over the budget is for safety studies and the develop-
ment of operational guidelines primarily in fossil fuel facilities.

C. ENVIRONMENTAL CONTROL TECHNOLOGY

The program provides for assessing all ongoing and planned energy
technology development activities to ensure that the proper emphasis
is given to environmental control research, development, and dem-
onstration.

The increase recommended in the bill will accelerate ERDA’s
efforts to assess the technology being developed to minimize the
environmental impact of generating energy.
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D. REACTOR SAFETY FACILITIES

The primary responsibility for nuclear safety research rests with the
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC). However Section 205 of
the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 stipulates that ERDA should
provide research services and facilities to the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission for the purpose of conducting NRC sponsored safety
research.

One of the experiments anticipated to be conducted by the NRC
is the Plenum Fill Experiment. ERDA is responsible for budgeting for
facility construction while NRC will be responsible for budgeting for
the test specification preparation and analysis associated with the
experimental program.

The Committee is concerned about the dramatic increase in the
cost for the Plenum Fill Experimental Facility. The estimated cost
has risen from about $2,000,000 to $27,400,000.

This significant increase in the estimated total cost shows that the
planning, research and conceptual design and engineering have not, at
this time, been well conceived for this facility.

The Committee has included $2,300,000 in budget authority for
the development of detailed engineering and design and cost estimates.
The Committee will review this project when the final design and
cost date are available.

E. SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL EDUCATION

The energy goals of America necessitate having a tremendous
number of skilled technicians and scientific personnel in all areas
of energy research and development and the construction and mainte-
nance of new energy producing facilities.

Funds included in this bill for Scientific and Technical Education
will be used for traineeships, fellowships, visiting lecturers, topical
conferences and new curricula developments. Emphasis should be
given to meeting the special training needs of ERDA and its con-
tractors in areas related to energy R & D and new energy technologies.

VII. Hiea ExErcy Puysics

The Committee recommends a total of $170,000,000, an increase of
$2,500,000, for High Energy Physics. The goal of this program is the
exploration and understanding of energy and matter in their most
basic form. The majority of the funds are for the operation of various
accelerators involved in research. Numerous experimental and
theoretical research programs are involved in basic research about the
structure and behavior of matter and its manifestation as and rela-
tionship to energy.

The increase of $2,500,000 is to expedite design, development and
component procurement for the Energy Doubler/Saver at Fermi
National Accelerator Laboratory. This project will allow the ac-
celerator to be run at a higher energy level, thereby opening a new
field of research, while simultaneously lowering electricity costs to
operate the accelerator.
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VIII. Basic ENERGY SCIENCES

The Committee recommends a total of $198,175,000 for Basic
Energy Sciences. This is an increase of $15,375,000 over the budget
request.

The Basic Energy Science program is made up of three subprograms:

Fiscal year Fiscal year Committee

Subprogram ¥976 1977 budget bill
Nuclear science_________ .. .. 82, 390, 000 81, 200, 000 87, 200, 000
Material sciences________________ e e 46, 275, 000 51, 100, 000 56: 275: 000
Molecular, mathematical and geosciences____._._______________._._____ 45, 315, 000 50, 500, 000 54, 700, 000

A. NUCLEAR SCIENCE

The major objective of this subprogram is improving our under-
standing of nuclear processes and phenomena through basic experi-
mental and theoretical studies carried out primarily at ERDA
laboratories and at universities. Most of this research is carried out at
smaller reactors and research reactors.

The increase of $6,000,000 is for fuller utilization of accelerators
and other research facilities.

B. MATERIAL SCIENCES

This research effort is to expand the base of knowledge of materials
l[‘;ropertles and behavior. Improved or new materials and expanded
knowledge of the properties of conventional materials are required
in all aspects of energy generation, conversion, transmission, storage
utilization and conservation.

. The increase is to accelerate materials research because of the
important role materials will play in the development of various
future energy technologies.

C. MOLECULAR, MATHEMATICAL AND GEOSCIENCES

The research efforts in this subprogram include research in radiation
science, chemical physics, basic research in geothermal energy, and
study to improve the efficiency with which computers are applied.

The increase is to expand the research in a number of subprograms.

IX. NvucLEAR MATERIALS SECURITY AND SAFEGUARDS

The Committee recommends a total of $29,100,000 for operating

expenses for the Nuclear Materials Security and Safeguards program.
This is an increase of $3,360,000 from the budget request.
_ The objective of the program is to protect the public against death,
injury or property damage from nuclear events which could po-
tentially be produced by malevolent use of nuclear materials or
sabotage of nuclear facilities.

The program designs safeguards systems for both civilian and
ERDA facilities. The increased operating funds will be used pri-
marily for designing safeguards systems using physical protection and
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materials control and accountability elements and testing these
systems in operating plant environments. The recommended increase
restores the reduction made by the Office of Management and Budget.

X. NavarL Reacror DEVELOPMENT

The Committee recommends the full budget request of $191,500,
000 for operating expenses of the Naval Reactors Development
program. This program provides for the design and development of
mmproved naval nuclear propulsion plants and reactor cores to meet
the military requirements of the Department of Defense. Efforts
continue on the development of an advanced reactor core with longer
life for application to nuclear powered guided-missile cruisers and on
the development of advanced reactors for submarines.

XI. Space NUCLEAR SysTEMS

The Committee recommends the full budget request of $31,000,000
for operating expenses of the Space Nuclear Systems program,

This program provides nuclear power systems for the civilian
space program, the Department of Defense which utilizes satellites
for communication, surveillance and command and control of the
Nation’s strategic and tactical forces.

Tmproved power systems utilizing nuclear isotopes are also needed
in underseas research, advanced anti-submarine warfare detection
systems and potentially for an unmanned defense radar system.

Additionally, a terrestrial power development subprogram is in-
volved in the potential application of space technology to energy
programs on earth.

XII. NucrLear ExprrLosive APPLICATION PROGRAM

The full budget estimate of $1,300,000 is recommended for the
Nuclear Explosive Application Program. These funds would provide
for the initiation of lall))oratory studies of radioactive waste disposal
activities. ERDA would investigate the feasibility of utilizing a
very deep (20,000-30,000 ft.) underground cavity for permanent
disposal of nuclear fuel reprocessing wastes.

A subprogram will provide the support base for the U.S. govern-
ment during Peaceful Nuclear Explosive-related treaty negotiations.

There are no funds included in this bill for underground nuclear
tests, other than those for the National Security program.

XIII. Urantom ENRICHMENT ACTIVITIES
A. URANIUM ENRICHMENT

The Committee recommends $882,345,000, same as the budget
estimate for uranium enrichment. The major portion of these funds—
$803,265,000—is for the operation of the three uranium enrichment
facilities which produce fuel for America’s and many of the world’s
nuclear plants. These costs are fully recovered through the sale of en-
riched uranium.
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Additional programs within Uranium Enrichment include con-
ceptual design studies related to additional uranium enrichemnt
capacity and the program which allows private industry to assess
uranjum enrichment technology.

B. ADVANCED ISOTOPE SEPARATION TECHNOLOGY

The Committee recommends $36,830,000, same as the budget
estimate, for the Advanced Isotope Separation Technology program.
This program is involved in the development of a technology to pro-
duce enriched uranium more efficiently and less expensively. %gr success-
fully developed, this technology will enable enriched uranium to be
produced at a much lower price than today’s since the technology
utilizes a significantly lower amount of electricity than present
methods. Lasers are utilized in this system. The Committee recom-
mends the full budget estimate of $36,830,000 for this program.

XIV. NATIONAL SECURITY

A. WEAPONS ACTIVITIES

The Committee recommends $987,005,000, a reduction of $25,000,-
000 from the budget estimate, for Weapons Activities.

The Weapons program provides for the research, development,
testing and production of nuclear weapons to meet national defense
needs. The weapons complex within ERDA is a national resource that
for over 25 years has fulfilled the Nation’s nuclear weapons needs.

The Committee is advised that the actual size of the nuclear stock-
pile is declining in number. However, many weapons in the stockpile
are extremely old and must be replaced. The production of new nucfv)aa,r
weapons is needed to maintain an adequate defense posture and to
incorporate new technology into new warheads which will be com-
patible with the new weapons systems being developed by the Depart-
ment of Defense. It should be noted that the cost of the warheads is
relatively small when compared to the total cost of the weapons
systems being developed by the Department of Defense. Both ERDA
and DOD are involved in judgements affecting safety, security, con-
trol and performance features o% nuclear weapons.

At times the weapons complex does undertake missions in the
civilian energy field. Because of the nature of its research effort it is
especially qualified in the area of laser fusion research which will
hopefully make & significant contribution towards supplying energy
for the Nation.

The Committee has disagreed with ERDA and the DOD on the
overall funding level of certain items in the Weapons budget. However,
this does not detract from the Committee’s recognition of the neces-
sary and important contribution that the weapons program of ERDA
makes to the National defense effort.

The following table lists the committee recommendations for the
various subprograms within the Weapons program.

70-814 O « 76 - 4
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Fiscal Ié%‘é Fiscal year Commitﬁgﬁ
i

Subprogram 1977 budget

$361,873,000  $429, 185,000 $421, 185, 000
287,985, 000 335, 420, 000 335, 420, 000
201,782, 000 232,500, 000 232, 500, 000

7,697,000 14, 900, 000 14, 900, 000

859,337,000 1,012,005 000 I, 004, 005,000
-17, 000, 000

859,337,000 1,012,005, 000 987, 005, 000

Stockpile maintenance and reliability for Sprint and Spartan warheads
Process development_ ... .. .. .. oo

Stockpile MaintBNANCE. .. ... o onesee oo m s am et ncmmam e nanm e o —1,000,000

General reduttion e e ———— e ~17, 000, 000

L 5P —25, 000, 600
B61—-4 BOMB

No funds are included for the production of the B61-4 bomb.

SPRINT AND SPARTAN WARHEADS

In FY 1976, the Congress directed that DOD close America’s one
anti-ballistic missile (ABM) site located in Grand Forks, North
Dakota.

The Committee recommends a reduction of $2,000,000 in stockpile
reliability and maintenance costs for Sprint and Spartan warheads
associated with the ABM system in view of the closing of the ABM
site.

BT FULL FUZING OPTION BOMB (FUFO)

The Committee recognizes and supports the development of the
B77 FUFO bomb, which will reﬁ)lace many of the aging and less capable
weapons in the nuclear stockpile.

The Committee is informed that although ERDA has been directed
by DOD to incorporate certain classified features into this weapon
system, the Air Force may not be able to effectively use this capability
in the strategic role envisioned for the B77. The incorporation of these
features into the B77 would cost an estimated $50,000,000 in future
years.

The Committee strongly supports the incorporation of these clas-
sified features in all weapons systems if the features can be used. Prior
to additional requests for appropriations for this system, the Depart-
ment of Defense and ERDA should reevaluate this program to
ascertain whether or not the Air Force will be able to utilize the
features ERDA has been directed to include in the system.

ARTILLERY FIRED PROJECTILES

The Committee supports the fielding of the improved 8-inch nuclear
projectiles as a replacement for the existing 8-inch projectile in the
stockpile. However, the Committee is not convinced of the require-
ment for a new 155 MM nuclear projectile which is currently under
advanced development. A low level of funding for continued R & D
is included in the budget estimate.
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The Committee directs that ERDA and DOD jointly reassess the
requirement for s new 1556 MM nuclear projectile in view of the
planned production of the improved 8-inch nuclear projectile. This
study should consider other alternatives such as improving the 8-inch
howitzer capability of the United States and Allied countries as well
as planned improvement to the Lance system as opposed to the
development of a new 155 MM nuclear projectile.

The Committee directs that ERDA not proceed with Phase 3
development until the study has been completed and submitted for
the Committee’s analysis and comment.

B. WEAPONS MATERIAL PRODUCTION

The Committee recommends $362,735,000, an increase of $8,100,000,
for Weapons Material Production.

The primary objectives of this program are the production of special
nuclear materials for weapons, the reprocessing of naval fuels for
nuc(liear submarines and the management of ERDA radioactive waste
products.

The Committee increase of $8,100,000 is for extending the opera~
tion of the Hanford Reactor in Washington beyond FY 1977, This is
a dual purpose reactor which produces both nuclear material for
ERDA and steam for producing electricity.

The following table outlines the Committee’s recommendations for

‘the subprograms within the Weapons Materials Production program.

Fiscal
Fiscal year 1977 Committes
Subprogram year 1976 budget bill
Production. . ...t v —————— $198, 050,000 $244, 805,000 $252, 905,000
Process development_______ 8,545 000 10,615, 000 10, 615, 000
Waste management {(ERDA). 72,916,000 99,215,000 99,215, 000
TotBl e e e — 279,511,000 354,635,000 362,735,000

XV. Proagram Direcrion

The Committee recommends a total of $212,185,000, same as the
budget request, for Program Direction. This program covers the
salaries, travel and other costs associated with program direction and
administration of ERDA. The major portion of these funds are for
the salaries of personnel directly employed by ERDA.

There seems to be a substantial duplication of staff functions at the
program level, assistant administrator level and central staff, For
example, the data submitted to the Committee during the recent
hearings indicates a substantial d:glication in planning, budget,
administrative services and other staff functions. There also appears
to exist a significant proliferation of personnel in management infor-
mation systems and studies.

ERDA should review the organization with a view toward identify-
ing these non-programmatic positions, and eliminating overlap and
duplication.
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*XVI. SupPORTING ACTIVITIES

The Committee recommends a total of $46,237,000 for Supporting
Actlwmes,.an increase of $3,092,000 from the budget request.
Supporting Activities is made up of the following subprograms:

A. COMMUNITY OPERATIONS

This Igrogram. provides Federal payments to communities where
large ERDA facilities cause an excessive tax burden on localities.

B. SECURITY INVESTIGATIONS

Funds are for the investigation of individuals requiring security
clearances and for selective reinvestigations of previously ecleared
personnel.

C. INFORMATION SERVICES

This program is divided into (1) Public Awareness which creates
and encourages the development of general information to the public
on all energy conservation technologies and energy sources and (2)
““Technical Information Services” which acquires analyzes, organizes
and disseminates scientific, technical and practical information on
energy.

D. GENERAL SYSTEMS STUDIES

The objective of general systems studies is to develop and apply
systems analysis techniques to aid in planning, management and
decision-making for the allocation of resources and evaluation of
performance in implementing the energy R & D plan.

E. GENERAL TECHNOLOGY TRANSFERS PROGRAM

The program consists of R & D commercialization studies, tech-
nology transfer of ERDA produced technology and an energy-related
inventions evaluation program which takes ideas provided to ERDA
from the private sector into further development.

F. MANPOWER DEVELOPMENT

The goal for manpower development is to assure the availability
of trained manpower in the right numbers and in the right time-frame
to meet the needs of the energy related segments of the economy.

G. EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY

The Equal Employment Op%or{sunity program provides for staffing
and related costs required by ERDA to carry out its responsibilities
for the EEO contract compliance.

The following table details the recommended amounts for the various
subprograms. ‘

5
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’ Fiscai
Fiscal 1year .

ear 977 Commities
Subprogram 976 budget bilt
Community operations ... veoveon i $9,085,000 36,415,000  $10, 507, 000
Security investigations__. _--- 11,475,000 10,050, 000 10, 050, 000
Information services___._ eee 9,610,000 10,905,000 10, 905, 000
General system studies__ ... ... —-ew$,200,000 11,000,000 10, 000, 000
General technology transfers_. - 1, 800, 000 2, 000,000 2, 000, 000

Manpower development.__. -- 0 709, 000 700, 0
EEQ assigned facifities._______ . einiaannn eaee 2,038,000 2, 075, 000 2,075, 000
1 O 43,208,000 43,145,000 46, 237, 000

1 [ncreasa is for assistance payments of $483,000 to Anderson Cuumg, $350,000 to Roane County, $150,000 to Los Alamos
County, $235,000 for the Los Alamos school district, $850,000 for the Espanola and Pojoaque school districts which border
Los Alamos, $372,000 for Richland, Washington, and $1,652,000 for school aid.

XVII. UnoBricaTeEp BaLANCES

The Committee recommends a total reduction of $76,000,000 for
unobligated balances. $56,000,000 of this reduction is for the purchase
of power to enrich uranium for civilian nuclear reactors. ERDA’s
anticipated purchases of electrical power for the gaseous diffusion
plants were lower than anticipated for FY 1976 and the transition
quarter. The incident at Brown’s Ferry nuclear plant caused TVA
to deliver less power to ERDA than anticipated for FY 1976. There-
fore, an unobligated balance of $56,000,000 should be available in
1976 and the transition quarter and can be carried forward into 1977.

The Committee also recommends a general reduction of $20,000,000
for other anticipated unobligated balanees which will be carried
forward into 1977.

PLANT AND CAPITAL EQUIPMENT

Appropriation, 1976 . $907,642,000
Budget estimate, 1077 . e 1,409,274,000
Recommended, 1977 . . . e 1,525,500,000
Comparison:

Appropriation 1976 _ . e 4617, 858, 000
Budget estimate, 1077 e +1186,226,000

The following tables detail the recommended changes from the
budget estimate.

Fiscal year Bill compared
Project 1977 budget Committes to budget
o, Project title estimate bill estimate
Fusion power research and development:
77-2-a Magnetic fusion: Computer building, Lawrence
Livermore Laboratory, Livermore, California., ... $5, 000, 000 $5,000,000 ... ...
77-3-a Laser fusion: Electron beam fusion facilities, Sandia

Laberatories, Albuquerque, N. M 9, 100, 000 9,100,000 .. ..ot

Fission power reactor development:

77-4-3 Modifications to reactors_ . ________ . [ 5, 000, 000 5,000,000 ...t
77-4-b Breeding nondestructive assay facility, Idaho Na-
tional Engineering Laboratory, Idaho......_....... 9, 500, 000 9,500,000 ... .._......
77-4-¢ High performante Fuel Laboratory, Richland, Wash. ... 0 1,500,000  -}-$1, 500, 000
77-4-d Fuel storage facility, Richland Wash_________._. ... 4 7,000,000 7,000,000
77-5-a Computer  building acquisition, Idaho National
. Engineering Laboratory, Idaho Falls, Idaho. ... 950, 000 950,000 ......oovnenn
71-6-a Environmental research and safety; Modifications and
additions to hiomedical and tal research
facilities, various Tocations_______ ... ___.__.... 4, 200, 000 3,200,000  —1,000,000

77-71-a High-energy physics: Accelerator improvements and
modifications, various localions... .. ... ... 3, 600, 000 3,600,000 ... ......
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Fiscal year Bill compared Fiscal year Bill

Project 1977 budget Committes to budget Project M i il compared

No. Project title estimate bill estimate No.l Project title 19723?'353 Commlttb?ﬁ tgs%?r:g:et

Basic energy sciences. 4 ‘ in Pri i
77-8-a Acc.|§¥,.o, andl r:zftor improvements and modifica- §1. 300, 000 ; Increase in Prior Year Projects
tions, various locations. ... __ S, » 300, $1,300,000 _______..____ Solar energy development: .
77-8-b Expanded experimental capabilities, Bates Linear 76-2-a 5-megawatt solar thermal test facilit 10, 000, 000
Accelerator, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, : 76-2-b 10-megawatt central receiver solarytherma| power- $10, 000, $12, 000,000 -+$2, 000, 000
Massachusetts. . ... .. __________. 5, 000, 000 5,000,000 ______________ B plant, (A-E and long-lead procurement). ... _.____. 2,500, 000 2,500,000 ______________
77-8-¢ Increased flux, high flux beam reactor, Brookhaven : Fusion power research and development: T
- cNation_al Labef:t':af‘!{l; NQI‘: {0;‘(-1,{,--- “Gak ides” 2, 500, 000 2,500,000 _________.___. ¥ Magnetic fusion:
-8-d onversion o nt facilities, Oak Ridge 76-5-a Tokamak fusion test reactor, Princeton Plasma
. National Labom?wﬁ ennessee..._.____.____._... 12, 200, 000 10,200,000  —$2, 000, 000 Physics Laboratory, Plainsboro, N.J_____._____ 80, 000, 000 75,000,000  —5, 000, 000
Uranium enrichment aa: ivities: tion and . . 76-5-b 14-Mev intense neutron source faciiity, Los
77-9-a Expansion of feed vaporization and sampling facili- Alamos Scientific Laboratory, New Mexico.__... 14, 400, 000 14,400,000 ... ________.
ties, jas.eous diffusion plants, muitiple sites_______ 9, 000, 000 8,000,000 -1, 000, 000 76-5-¢ 14-Mev high-intensity neutron facility, Lawrence T
77-9-b Air and nitrogen System uprating, gaseous diffusion Livermore Laboratory, California_...__.._____ 2, 500, 000 2,500,000 ____..
planﬁ 0ak I%g’?i' Tenn.{ ---------- g 5, 200, 000 5,200,000 .._...._..____ 75-3-b Laser fusion: High-energy raser facility, Los Alamos !
77-9-¢ Ugg;a de ventilation d§¥'3 ems, technical services . Scientific Laboratory, New Mexico_________.._____ 9,700,000 9,700,000 _____.._______
uilding, gaseous diffusion’ plant, Portsmouth, 67-3-a Fission power reactor devefqpment: Fast flux test facility. 80, 000, 000 75,000,000  —5, 000, 000
Ohio.____....-- o 3, 000, 000 3,000,000 .__._..._..._. 75-6-¢ High-energy physics: Position-electron joint project,
77-9-d Centrifuge plant demonstr E Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory and Stanford Linear
Tenn___..oo-o--- dive” 30, 000, 000 25,000,000  —5, 000, 000 Accelerator Center_ . __.._________________________. 25,000,000 25,000,000 _.__.._.__..__
77-10-a Fire rgotectgon upgrading, Uranium enrichment activities:
multiple sites_......._... S 8, 300, 000 8,300,000 . _______..__.. 76-8-¢ Conversion of existing steam plants to coal capability,
77-10-b Modifications to comply with the Occupational aseous diffusion plants and Feed Materials Pro-
Safety a"dM"?m'l AcPt. as%pus glffuswn plants, guction Center, Fernald, Ohio________.___._______ 5, 300, 000 5,300,000 ..___._.__.._.
and Feed Materials Production Center, Fernald, 76-8-g Enriched uranium production facilities, Portsmouth,
0RO eeoooe oo 8, 200, 000 8,200,000 __......_..... i 0 150,000,000 -+150,000,000
Natlovr;taala ;:::r;lgﬁvm“_ ;2—%4 (S:afegléards an:;i security upgrading qurf}srrpouth. lG?’ 388, 888
) -1-g ascade uprating program, gaseous diffusion . , 000,

77-11-a Safeguards and research and development labo- 71-1-f Process equipment modifications, gaseous diffusion
ratory facility, Sandia Laboratories, Albuquer- PIANS . oo 267, 800, 000
que, N.Mex__ ... ________ - 3, 000, 000 3,000,000 ._______...... National security: T

77-11-b Safeguards and site security improvements, vari- Weapons activities:
ous locations_____.___ A 5, 700, 000 5,700,000 ... . __..... 76-10—¢ Phermex enh t, Los Al

77-11-¢ 8-inch artillery fired atomic projectile production Laboratory, New Mexico_ _______._....._... . 4,150,000 4,150,600 __._...__...__
facilities, \;ﬂaflous |t008tl°l1$.------~-----_----- 12, 000, 000 10,000,000  —2, 000, 000 76-14 Safeguards and security uggrading K 7, 800, 000 7,800,000 . ____.________

77-114d Tritium confinement system, Savannah River, 71-%(1) New Pu recovery facility, Rocky Flats, Colo._____ 25, 300, 000 23,300,000 -2, 000, 000

SC..---- ey Breise C Tawiane Tinameacs 3, 500, 600 3,500,000 ... ... 71-9(5) DP site plutonium processing facility, Los Alamos
77-12-a Fire and safety project, Lawrence Livermore Scientific Lahoratory, New Mexico.._.__.__._. 13, 400, 000 13,400,000 _____.________
Laboratory, California..___._.._._.__ S 2,300, 000 2,300,000 ... Weapons materials production:
77-12-b Life safety corridor modifications, Bendix Plant, 76-8-a Additional facirities, high level waste storage,
. Ka.nsas_cm'-t O""‘I-"_iﬁ-fﬁ"(—) ------ e 3, 100, 000 3,100,000 ... ... Savannah Rivr,S.C.________._________.____ 26, 000, 000 26,000,000 _._...__......

77-12-¢ Modifications to comply with the Occupational 76-8-b Additional high {evel waste storage facilities,
Safety and Health Act, Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, Richland, Wash_____________________.____._ 9,900, 000 9,900,000 ___._.._.__._.

Tennessee - - .o oo 6, 400, 000 6,400,000 ... 76-5-1-¢ New waste calcining facility, |dahe Chemical

77-124d Upgrade reliability of fire protection, Bendix Processing Plant, National Reactor Testing
712 s P(}anta!(;mf géiyl’itvls\?oi'?'ﬂ;}ﬁ‘"6512';&{&&6' 7,800, 000 7,800,000 _.__..__._.._. Station, Idaho_ . _____________ ... 29,000,000 29,000,000 _.____________

-12-¢ udge dis| et s y i ici i — -

y Teﬂ\elsseﬁl o 3, 000, 000 3,000,000 oo, General reduction, anticipated slippage_._.__ 0 —23,350,000 —23,350,000

‘eapons Matertals Production: - Total, fiscal year 1977 construction budget

77-13-a Fluorinel dissolution process and fuel receiving thori
e iorovements, |dano. Chemical Processing authority..... .. ... 1,115,960,000 1,225,500,000 +-109, 540,000
Plant, Idaha National Engineering Laboratory,

Idaho, (A-E and long-lead procurement)______ 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000

77-13-b Improved confinement of radioactive releases, CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION
reactor areas, Savannah River, South Carolina_ 6, 000, 000 6, 000, 000

77-13< Seismic protection, reactor areas, Savannah
River, South Carolina____.____.__.._________ 3,000, 000 3,000,000 __._.._.__._.. Fiscal year 1977 Bili compared

77-13d High level waste storage and waste management Item Committee bilt to budget
facilities, Savannah River, South Carolina._... 25, 000, 000 25,000,000 ... ___.._.

77-13-e High level waste storage and handling facilities,

Richland, Washington_______________ R 18,000,000 18,000,000 .__..___._._.. Capital equipment—Obligations:

77-13-f Waste isolation pilot plant, site undesignated, Solar Energy Development. ... . o eeeieeenan $7,400,000 1 4$1,700,000
(A=E, land acquisition, and long-lead procure- H Geothermal energy development. ... ... , 500,000 ...
ment). - --moeemme- 6; 000, 000 6,000,000 ___.______.____ 3 Conservation research and development electric energy systems and energy

77-13-g Safeguards and security upgrading, production 5 F T T, 6, 000, 000 2 4-1, 000, 000
facilities, multiple sites______.______________ 7,700, 000 7,700,000 ___._.___.___. & Fusion power research and development:

77-13-h Parsonnel rrotectwnland support facility, 1daho w Magnetic fusion_ i iciicieiimicans 23, 000, 000 -3, 200, 000
Chemical Processing Plant, Idaho National : Laser fUSION_ - -« oo oo ceneeeaaaes 12, 800, 000 +2, 000, 000
Engineering Laboratory, Idaho__._.__________ 10, 500, 000 10,500,000 ... .. _____..

77-14 General plant projects. ___________ 74, 610, 000 70,000,000 -4, 610,000 Total fusion power research and development. ... _________..._._.... 35, 800, 000 +5, 200, 000

77-15 Construction planning and design 7,200, 000 7,200,000 _.._._________

Fuel cycle research and development. _____ . . .. ... 14, 000, 000 ~1, 600, 000
Fission power reactor development...__. .. ... ____ 49,002,000 __ . .. ...

Environmental research and safety:
Biomedical and environmental research. 11, 418, 000 -+1, 000, 000
Operational safety.... ... .. 1, 100, 000 +100, 000
Environmental control technology._.. 560,000 ____________._.._.
Total environmental research and safety.. . ... .- oo oooeoooooo. 13, 078, 000 +1, 100, 000

See footnotes at end of table.
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CAPITAL EQUIPMENT NOT RELATED TO CONSTRUCTION—Continued

Fiscal year 1977 Bill compared

Item Committee bill to budget
High energy physics +$1, 000, 000
Basic energy sciences___ ... ... ________.__._____ 16, 400, 000 3 41, 000, 000
Nuclear materials security and safeguards R 3,932,000 +1, 532, 000
Naval reactor devetopment________________ ... _. 6,000,000 ____.________. ..
Space nuclear systems . L eeeooio__L 3,200,000 ________________

Uranium enrichment activities:
Uranium enrichment. . iieiaeaas 17, 000, 000 —243, 000
Advanced isotopes separation technofogy ... ... ____._. ... 7,000,000 .. ______.____.
Total uranium enrichment activities._________ . ___ .. ________.._ 24, 000, 000 —243, 000
National securit)}:
Weapons activities ..o e 70, 000, 000 —3, 100, 000
Weapons materials production______ . ______ ... 29, 691, 000 -+6, 000, 000
Total national security - - - - oo eiceceaeaaaa 99, 691, 000 +2, 300, 000
Program support:
Program direction__ . ____ il 4,200,000 _____ .. .._._.
Supporting activities: Informationservices. ... ... ... . .. .._ 900,000 .. ... ___
Total program support_ - . - ool 5,100,000 ______.___.._____
Total grogram obligations. oo eceaiaes 306, 903, 000 +-13, 589, 000
Unobligated balance broughtforward____.____________________________.____. —6, 903, 000 —6, 903, 000

Total capital equipment budget authority 300, 000, 000 -6, 686, 000

1 ncrease is for heating and cooling demonstrations.
2 [ncrease is for electrical energy storage program. . i
3 Increase includes $500,000 for materials science and $500,000 for molecular, mathematical and geo-sciences.

Recommended increases from budget estimate:

1. 77-4—c High Performance Fuel Laboratory (Architect-Engineer-
ing only) 4 $1,500,000

The High Performance Fuel Laboratory (HPFL) will be a pilot-
scale fuel fabrication facility design to demonstrate an economic sys-
tem for making high quality LMFBR fuels at high production rates.
It will be a demonstration model for the large scale commercial fuel
production plants which will be built to provide the fuel requirements
of future fast breeder plants. The facility will be carefully designed to
meet and demonstrate all nuclear safeguards and safety requirements,
environmental requirements, and other licensing criteria for such
facilities. The fuel for a reactor obviously represents one of the key
elements of a reactor concept, and thus this facility will play an im-
portant role in the overall breeder program.

2. 77-4—d Fuel Storage Facility, Richland, Washington (Architect
Engineering and long leadtime procurement)
+$7,000,000

This facility will be utilized to store fuel discharged from the Fast

Flux Test Facility (FFTF). The fuel storage capacity of the FFTE
itself is limited, and thus an additional facility will be required if FFTF
is to effectively carry out its mission. ERDA estimates that it will
need to initiate fuel movements from the FETF to the storage facility
in 1981. Since it will take about five years to complete the fuel storage
facility, it is important that work be 1nitiated in the coming fiscal year.
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3. 76-8-g, Enriched Uranium Production Facilities, Portsmouth,
Ohio, + $150,000,000

ERDA presently operates three uranium enrichment plants which
produce nuclear fuel for civilian nuclear power plants. Additional
capacity is essential to meet future demands for nuclear fuel. The
general consensus is that by about 1983, additional capacity will have
to be on line.

The funds recommended in the bill will initiate the construction of
add-on enrichment capacity at ERDA’s Portsmouth, Ohio location.
It should be noted that the full costs of this facility would be recovered
through the sale of enriched uranium produced at the facility.

4. 76-2-a, Five Megawatt Solar Thermal Facility, 4 $2,000,000
Increase of $2 million brings total appropriations for this facility for
FY11977 to $12,000,000. Increase is to accelerate construction of this
acility.
. This project is to provide a solar thermal test facility having approx-
imately 5 megawatts thermal of solar energy. It will have capabilities
for testing solar energy components and subsystems.
Recommended decreases from budget estimate are:

1. 77-8-d, Conversion of steam plant facilities, Oak Ridge National
Lab., Oak Ridge, Tennessee—$2,000,000

Decrease of $2,000,000 leaves $10,000,000 for this project. This
should be sufficient to move forward aggressively with this project.
2. 77-9-d, Centrifuge plant demonstration facility, Oak Ridge,

Tennessee, —$5,000,000

This project continues development of centrifuge technology.
A recent reprogramming letter cited cost overruns in the present
demonstration facility. $5,000,000 reduction still allows $25,000,000
for his facility in FY 1977.

3. 77-6—a, Modifications and additions to biomedical and environ-
mental research, various locations, —$1,000,000

Decrease leaves $3,200,000 for this project which consists of
modifying or adding to existing facilities at various locations.

4. 77-9-a, Expansion of feed vaporization and sampling facilities,
gaseous diffusion plants, multiple sites, —$1,000,000

Decrease leaves $8,000,000 to proceed with this project.

5. 77-11-c¢, 8-inch artillery fired atomic projectile production facilities,
various locations, —$2,000,000

Decrease leaves $10,000,000 to proceed with this project. This level
of funding will be adequate for FY 1977.

6. 76-5-a, Tokamak fusion test reactor, Princeton Plasma Physics
Laboratory, Plainsboro, New Jersey, —$5,000,000
Decrease leaves $75,000,000 to proceed with this project.

7. 67-3-a, Fast Flux Test Facility, —$5,000,000

Decrease leaves $75,000,000 to proceed with this project which is a
research program for the LMFBR.

8. 71-9 (1), New Pu recovery facility, Rocky Flats, Colorado,
—$2,000,000
Decreases leaves $23,300,000 to proceed with this project.

70-814 O - 76 =5
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9. 77-14, General Plant Projects, —$4,610,000

General Plant Projects consist of numerous minor projects at
ERDA facilities. Budget estimate for FY 1977 for General Plant
Projects was $74,610,000. The Committee recommends a reduction of
$4,610,000.
10. Unobligated balances, —$23,350,000

Reduction is for anticipated slippage in construction of various
programs.

The Committee directs that within available funds for capital

equipment, the computer requested to support ERDA’s nonnuclear
programs be purchased rather than leased.

GEOTHERMAL RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT FUND

Fiscal year 1976___ ______________ .. 0
Budget estimate____________________________________________ $50,000,000
Recommended, 1977_____ ________ ______ ... 30,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976_____ _____________________________.___ +30,000, 000
Budget estimate, 1977__________________ . _____ —20,000,000

The objectives of the Geothermal Resources Development Fund are
to encourage and assist the private sector to accelerate development of
geothermal resources and to develop normal borrower-lender relation-
ships which will in time encourage the flow of credit without the need
for Federal assistance.

A total of $30 million in budget authority will allow ERDA to
guarantee approximately $200 million worth of loans as proposed in
the budget. Testimony did not support the necessity of a $50 million
appropriation to support a $200 million loan guarantee level.

The Committee recommends the full budget request for budget
outlays of $4,400,000 for this fund.

TITLE II—-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CORPS OF ENGINEERS

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Appropriation, 1976 _________________________________________ $66,836,000
Budget estimate, 1977________________ ____________________.__. 64,255,000
Recommended, 1977__________ ___ . ______ 70,110,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976____________________________________. +3,274,000
Budget estimate, 1977___________________________________ + 5,855,000

Funds are provided under this heading to surveys and activities as
follows:
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Budget Est. House Approved
FY 1977 FY 1977
CURPS OF ENGINEERS - GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS
ALABAMA *
(FC) BREWTON ‘AND EAST BREWTON..cooecvesecsasscssses . e $ -_— $ 50,000
(N) MOBILE HARBOR...csooeecsonacesccrsscnsscans . 92,000 92, 000
(FC) TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY URBAN STUDY.seeoews — 150, 000
(FC)  VILLAGE CREEK.:..eececosecscencverssncancresans 50, 000 50,000
(N) WARRTOR=TOMBIGBEE RIVERS..seon. vereesee . — 100, 000
ALASKA
(N) COOK INLET SHOALS, ALAS...seesesns veseteasoanas 41,000 41,000
(FC) METROPOLITAN ANCHORAGE. .e0vencenacs evnecssrsoana 349, 000 349,000
(FC) RIVERS AND HARBORS IN ALASKA (HYDRO INTERIM)... 210,000 210,000
(FC) SOUTHCENTRAL RAILBELT AREA..cceeevevevannsnnens 60,000 60,000
AMERICAN SAMOA
(N) HARBORS & RIVERS IN AMERICAN SAMUA....ececsnces 50, 000 50, 000
ARIZONA
(FC) GILA RIVER & TRIBUTARIES (GILA DRAIN), ARIZ. &
NeMevasaus seeseesssrsaesetaresrssresrrseeane 40,000 40,000
(FC) PHOENIX METROPOLITAN AREA...ccvececvnccencennns 465,000 465,000
ARKANSAS
(FC) LITTLE ROCK METROPOLITAN AREA........ srssesssna 470,000 470,000
(FC)  OUACHITA RIVER BASIN, ARK..esases 100, 000 100, 000
(FC) PINE BLUFF METROPOLITAN AREA 242,000 242,000
(COMP) RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM (AUTH. RPT)ARK LA
OKLA TEXiceoeseasusvasesvsasessoasaaancscsnse 55,000 55,000
(C) WHITE RIVER BASIN ARK & MO (AUTH RPT).ese. ceeea 75,000 75,000
(EC) WHITE RIVER BASIN RESERVOIRS...cceesaenooassnss 125,000 125,000
CALIFORNIA
(FC)  ALAMEDA CREEK UPPER BASIN.:eecovesvesinnnaas vee 160,000 160, 000
(FC)  ANTELOPE VALLEY....ec00ses teesteresetssssensans 490, 000 200, 000
(8) COAST OF NORTHERN CALIFORNI 30, 000 30, 000
(FC) EEL RIVER:esaevsseoossccnsne 50, 000 50, 000
(FC)  GUADALUPE RIVER:eecvecvoeneccannne 80,000 80,000
(N) HUMBOLDT HARBOR & BAY, 60, 000 60, 000
(FC) LOS ANCELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA REVIEW..... cen 100, 000 100, 000
(N) LOS ANGELES-LONG BEACH HARBORS (INC. SAN PEDRO
BAY MODEL STUDY)<evevncessnscesccsosnarseans 365, 000 725,000
(N) NORTH COAST OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIF.. 15,000 15,000
(FC)  NORTHERN CALIFORNIA STREAMS..ssecacens .o 220,000 220,000
(N) OCEANSIDE HARBOR,useevsoecenccenacecssscannanas 75, 000 75,000
(FC) SACRAMENTO RIVER & TRIBS-BARK
PROTECTION AND EROSION CONTROL..ceseesseosnen - 75,000
(N) SACRAMENTO RIVER DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL... 150, 000 150, 000
(FC) SACRAMENTO RIVER-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA........ .o 200, 000 250,000
(N) SACRAMENTO VALLEY NAV, CALIF.cscreacescsncsonns 40, 000 100, 000
(FC) SALINAS RIVER INCL. PART OF SALINAS=MONTEREY
METROPOLITAN AREA...cicevcncaccanssscerccnns 420,000 420, 000
{FC) SAN DIEGO COUNTY STREAMS FLOWING INTO THE
PACIFIC OCEAN..cecesncancvnsccanssosnossesccs 50, 000 200, 000
{BE) SAN DIEGO COUNTY, VICINITY OF OCEANSIDE.:eseess 70, 000 125,000
() SAN DIEGO HARBOR & SWEETWATER RIVER, CALIF..... 15,000 15,000
(FC) SAN FRAN BAY & SAC.-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, WATER
QUAL & WASTE DISPOSAL.cesscsescscsscocncsosn 80, 000 135,000
(N) SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA (IN-DEPTH STUDY).cceaass 270, 000 270, 000
(N) SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR & BAY (COLL & DISP
DEBRIS), CALIF:¢¢eeesonoavonssseasononnannoes 25,000 25,000
(FC) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN. crvensenn 200, 000 320,000
(FC) SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY....... tesssenne 50, 000 50, 000
(FC) SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN & ORANGE COUNTY... .e 300,000 300, 000
(FC) SANTA CLARA RIVER...eeeecessnsnsssasosanevesnce 45, 000 125,000
(N) SUNSET HARBOR..cevenevcannnnance 30, 000 30, 000
(BE) VENTURA COUNTY 75, 000 75,000
(FC)  VENTURA RIVEK....eoecvososncscascsoonnnsscesccns —-— 50, 000
(FC) WALNUT CREEK BASIN...cevcsvsosncossnsssascanses 20, 000 20, 000
COLORADO
(FC) METRO DENVER & SOUTH PLATTE RIVER & TRIBS,
385,000 385, 000

COLO., NEBR., & WYO.cseeensesooconconscsnnes
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CONNECTICUT
(COMP) CONNECTICUT RIVER BASIR AUTH REPURT
CONN, ,MASS. NoHe BV e sssnnncrrsanssrnsvonsnn 75,000 175,000
{N)y NEW HAVEN HARBOR..csvcorascrorsssscscvnvveerons 89,000 89,000
(FC)  RIPPOWAM RIVER, CONN..evcocevssvassnanrnrrsvsve 40, 000 100,000
{BE) SHERWOOD ISLAND STATE PARK.cavnscvcasosencnvsne 30,000 30, 000
DELAWARE
{FC) CHRISTINA RIVER BASIN.sosssvmvconsovscnvosacnons 50,000 50,000
DIST OF COLUMBIA
(SPEC) METROPOLITAN WASHINGTUN, D.C. WATER SUPPLY..... 600,000 600, 000
FLORIDA
N} APALACHICOLA RIVER BELOW JIM WOUDRUFF
LOCK & PDAMaveuvavvasneesssrncasnsnsncvcvonce 5%, 000 5%, 600
{¥C) FOUR RIVER BASINS.vesvsvonveaccrccssssssssnnsen 377,000 377,000
(X) JACKSONVILLE HARBUR (MILL COVE}eisenecsscannnne 40, 000 40,000
{FC) JACKSONVILLE METROPOLITAN AREAccoceesnnnvesonss 390,000 390, 000
(N) MANATEE HARBOR, FLA., cosveensnsnscrssescnonnsan 23,000 62,000
(BE) MARTIN COUNTYs s snacnsvescsscssnnnsonsannsvsscrnae Rt 25,000
{BE)  MONROE COUNTY.usuvsvrenonssorncnvnonvasonsanssns 50, 000 50, 000
(N} OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY (ST LUCIE CANAL)}eusveonoens 75,000 75,000
(N) PENSACOLA HARBOR. .essccessnxvovrsscnsvnoncnsvnne e 50, 000
{FC) PENSACOLA-TALLAHASSEE METROPOLITAN & OTHER
URBAN AREAS...coccvnassovosssvencvavroneanen 235,000 375,000
{BE} SAINT JOHNS COUNTY.ousesssecnasavuvonnnscunnens 88,000 88,000
{BE) SHORES OF NORTHWEST FLORIDAwsssscvavasovvenanar 90, 000 150,000
{BE) VOLUSIA COUNTY SHORES.ieceassvvevsnscauvonvsscs 50, 000 100, 000
GEQRGIA
{FC)  METRO SAVANNAH AREA, GA.evvcvvccenronsrnnsnsses 100, 000 100, 000
{FCy  METROPOLITAN ATLANTA AREA....cvaveranvnssssvvss 350,000 350,000
(FC) SATILLA RIVER BASINu..wcsvacessssvasrsssusavsse 73,000 75,000
(FC) SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN, GANG, & SCuvcecsnsrasses 104,000 104,000
GUAM
(N} HARBORS & RIVERS IN THE TERRITORY OF GUAM. ccvs 100, 000 230,000
HAWAIL
(FC) HARBORS AND RIVERS IN HAWAII «ssncceacrnovcesers 240, 000 240,000
(N) KANEOHE BAY AND PART OF METROPOLITAN HONOLULU.. 360, 000 360, 000
(N} KAUNAKAKAT DEEP DRAFT HARBOR. ... vevnvrncccscene — 70,000
{FC) KIHEL DISTRICTwavessevscacsnssnnevnnnnscscceass —— 75,000
(FC) LAVA FLOW CONTROL, ISL, OF HAWALL...eonsenceess - 40,000
IDAHO
(FC)}' BIG WOOD RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..evvvvssvsnsarsnes 142,000 142,000
(FC) COLUMBIA RIVER & TRIBS, IDAHO, MONT., ORE.,
WASH,, & WYO..evuenssvcuncaveounsrorssossses 950,000 950, 000
(COMP) PACIFIC NORTHWEST RIVER BASIN, IDAHO, MONT. ,
ORE., & WASHeuovoveroveanuocrenvsonnonananen 30, 000 30,000
ILLINOIS
{FC) CHICAGO-SOUTH END OF LAKE MICHIGAN, ILL. & IND. 280, 000 280, 000
(FC) DEGOGNIA & FOUNTAIN BLUFF DRAIN & LEVEE DIST &
GRAND TOWER, ILavesvevcsocarsasossarssansson 86,000 86,000
(FC) E.C.CLRARDEAl, CLR.CK.,N. ALEX., PRESTON, &
MILLER POND D&L DISTisosveavsvsncorrcannnass 75,000 100,000
(FC) FOX RIVER, ILL. & WISC..csevssnvornvscassnnnens 300, 000 300, 000
(N) HMISS RIVER YR-RND NAV, IL, MO, IA, WI, MN
(FUNDS I Ruli)uccesansnnanesossnnvonronnnve 4,000 40,000
(FC)  MISS. RIVER, CASSVILLE, WISC. TO MI 300, Iik.,
IOWA, MO., & WISGisecsornverenoncnnnnavensas 83,000 53,000
(FC)  MISS. RIVER, COON RAPIDS DAM TO OHIO RIVER,
ILL., IOWA, & MO, iavoevvacnoranensnscssasss 124,000 124,000
(¥C) QUAD CITIES URBAN STUDY...ouvaveevancacesasrans ———— 150, 000
(FC) ROCK RIVER AT ROCKFORDouwvweassennsrancvasvecres 150, 000 150, 000
{N) SALINE RIVER NAVIGATION.eorsesvovsssnacnssssoeee R 60, 000
{FCY  SILVER CREEK, IL,sverscecvovorrvrvnscvonssioees 135,000 135,000
INDIANA
(FC}  COLUMBUS,.covavesvarcsconsnssscssorvsssanscnasss 85, 000 85,000
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(FC)  FORT WAYNE, INDIANA METROPOLITAN AREA....¢evovs 80,000 80, 000
{BE) INDIANA SHORELINE ERCSION, LAKE MICHIGAN....... 50,000 50, 000
{COMP) WABASH RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, IND. & ILL..... 100,000 100, 000
N WABASH RIVER NAVIGATION, IND. & ILL.vsronecoces 150,000 150, 000
I0WA
(FC)  DES MOINES RIVER BANK EROSION, IOWA. . cccccesees 110,000 200, 000
{FC) IOWA & CEDAR RIVERS, IOWA & MINN....vvessrecess 130,000 150, 060
{FC) LAKE MANAWA. so vvecunvrvasnsvcrnncovsnnssssnnsnns —— 5,000
(FCy  METRO STOUX CITY & MO. RIV, SD, NB, IA,...v0v0s 100, 000 100, 000
KANSAS
(FC)  ARKANSAS RIVER, GREAT BEND, KANS. TO JOHN
MARTIN DAM, COLO..soovcsusssoncennosvrocanns 179,000 170,000
(FC)  ARKANSAS RIVER, GREAT BEND, KANS,
TO TULSA, ORLAcecociororcarsonsnasvavannsnne 260, 000 330,000
(FC)  KANSAS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..esosscsosseurnuenes 290, 000 290, 000
(FC) HARYSVILLE, KANSAS...osvnsvsnsvusavovranervanns 40,000 40, 000
(FC)  VEKDIGRIS RIVER, KANS. & OKLA.c.vovnvaveorsanss 225,000 223, 000
KENTUCKY
(FC) . CLARKS RIVER BASIN.vsovuasvsonsnecransssnunnnes - 39,000
(N) GREEN & BARREN BIVERS, KYosesersaversrsreransse 12,000 112,000
(N)  LOUISVILLE HARBOR, KY¥uusecesoosasensoesncvnannss 30, 000 30, 000
(X} LOWER CUMBERLAND & TENM RIVERS BELOW BARKLEY
CANAL, KY. & TENN.seevosncansnsvsrsonsscaces 180,000 180, 000
{FC) METROPOLITAN LEXINGTON REGION..eceenscscensnsns 153,000 153, 000
{FC), UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN..:veceovmsonsasure 80, 000 80, 000
LOUISIANA
(M) BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY (DUPRE CUT)uvuscononcans 50, 000 50, 000
(N) BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, ENTRANCE CHANNEL.:esnes 50,000 50, 000
[$:2] BAYOU MANCHAC AND AMITE..scsvsvnvsvasnsenosonns — 10,000
(N) GULF IWW-LA, SECTION, HIGH LEVEL HIGHWAY
CROSSTINGS.vvueseavoannnsassannssusvevucnennas 65, 000 63, 000
[§.)] GULF IWW-TEX. SECTION, LA. & TEXeevusvoraensnes 150,000 150, 000
(FC)  LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA...ceessnsecaoncnnsvevens 160,000 160, 000
{FC) NEW ORLEANS-BATON ROUGE HMETROPULITAN AREA...... 421,000 421, 000
(FC) WEST BANK MISS RIV IN VIC OF NEW ORLEANS, LA... 50, 000 30, 000
HAINE
(N} FORE RIVER CHNL, PORTLAND HBR, ME...ocuvuvnxves 76, 000 76,000
{SPEC) PASSAMAQUODDY TIDAL STUDBYuseereecscornsrarecons 50,000 500, 000
(FC} ST. JOHN RIVER.usvevusnvesssssssassnnnnsssonnas 90, 000 150,000
MARYLAND
(FC}  BALTIMORE METROPOLITAN STREAMS.usvivscovssoasnss 200,000 200, 000
{FC) BEAVER DAM CREEK AND CABIN BRANCH . aeosvescsasns a——— 20, 000
{SPEC) CHESAPEAKE BAY STUDY, MD., & VA..ccsssnnasasanns i, 840,000 1,840,000
(N) CHESAPEAKE CITY BRIDGE..suvassssssasssnacncsnss —— 40, 000
(FC)  MONONGAHELA YOUGHIOGHENY RIVER BASIN, MD PA WV. 30,000 50,000
(N SMITH ISLAND.coisrosssnverssnsssnasannnonssvnane —— 25,000
MASSACHUSETTS
{N) BOSTON HARBOR (DEBRIS).vuvcwvusnvnsnurssonsens 52,000 102, 000
(N} BOSTON HARBOR {35 FT CHANNEL) cvvesvesnsnasnsssse —— 50, 000
(BE) CAPE COD EASTEKLY SHORES.seevsvnnasaercnsnrvece 40, 000 80, 000
(FC)  HODSIC RIVER, MASS., N.Y., & VTesuvsusannnsosss 40,000 40, 000
HICHIGAN
{§) GRAND HAVEN HARBOR..cveesssarsvvacnsaossonsonsae 42,000 42, 000
{R) GRAND HAVEN HARBOR & RIVER (SMALL BOAT).esvsvsx 25,000 25, 000
(N) GREAT LAKES CONNECTING CHANNELS & HARBORS, MICH 80,000 80, 000
{FC}  GRT LAKES,ONTARIO & ERIE, (METRO
DULUTH=-SUPERIOR) ,MI, MN,NY, OH, PABWI, 00 cnennan 427,000 427,000
{SPEC) GRT LAKES~ST LAWRENCE SWY. NAV SSN. EST.,
MI, Iy INGMB, NY, OH, PA, Wl ee vrencenennnrnnanns 650, 000 760, 000
(R) LITTLE GIRL"S POINT.cecevenseversnssssrannanssne ——— 70, 000
(N) MONROE HARBOR, HICH.ssrvavnesavocorannscessvnns 30,000 100, 000
(SPEC) WATER LVLS OF THE GRT LAKES,
’ MI, IL, IN,MN, NY,OH, PA,8Wleserarneesssnsnonnss 220,000 880, 000
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MINNESOTA
(N) RESERVOIRS AT THE HEADWATERS OF THE
MISSISSIPPI RIVER.e:vseeovsonsanssccsncscese 100, 000 150, 000
(N) UPPER MISSISSIPPI (SMALL CRAFT LOCKS), MINN.
IOWA, MO., & WISC.cvevvevrnsannvosaanassconene 140, 000 140, 000
MISSISSIPPI
(N) PASCAGOULA HARBOR..:eceavtavsnanessvasescnanasae 60, 000 60, 000
(FC)  PASCAGQULA RIVER BASIN... .. 100, 000 100, 000
(N) PEARL RIVER¢cseosvsocsonanens esesssesencne 40, 000 40, 000
MISSOURI
(FC) CAPE GIRARDEAU JACKSON METRO AREAcseceecvsonvan 100, 000 100, 000
(FC) METROPOLITAN REGION OF KANSAS CITY, MO. & KANS, 414,000 414,000
(FC) MISS. RIVER, OLD CHANNEL MILE ill=117...0000000 —— 100, 000
(FC)  PLATTIN CREEK.evevaososeonsvscscsnses . 50, 000 50, 000
(FC) ST. GENEVIEVE..cevesasoaens .e 50, 000 50, 000
(N) ST. LOULS HARBOR, MO, & ILLisvsseocces .o 50,000 50, 000
(FC) ST. LOUIS METROPOLITAN AREA, MO. & ILL.vevavens 165, 000 165, 00
MONTANA
(FC) FLATHEAD AND CLARK FORK RIVER BASINS....ce0uese 75, 000 220,000
NEBRASKA
(FC) PLATTE RIVER & TRIBUTARIES.ccsooeosssscascrscss 75, 000 75,000
NEVADA
(FC) TRUCKEE MEADUWS. coceassveososssnscasasscassoans 30, 000 30, 000
NEW HAMPSHIRE
(FC) CONN. RIV. STRBK. EROS. (WILDER LK.,NH&VT TO
TURNERS FALLS DAM,MA) ceeseorcrcocsnrccascnsns 80, 000 110,000
(BE) NORTH AND FOSS BEACHES..... . 40, 000 40, 000
NEW JERSEY
(FC) CAMDEN METROPOLITAN AREA..ccececarssvscnsccnnns 285, 000 285, 000
(FC) DELAWARE BAY, SHORE OF NEW JERSEY.... .. 40, 000 40, 000
(FC) HACKENSACK RIVER, N.J. & NoYeoooeooneoenssnnaes 115,000 115,000
{N) KILL VAN KULL CHANNEL, NEWARK BAY CHANNEL,
N.J. & N.Y. con 35,000 35,000
(FC) RAHWAY RIVER v eeeoss .o 146, 000 146, 000
(FC) RARITAN RIVER BASIN. .e 174,000 174,000
(FC) THIRD RIVER..ssscoassascns .. — 70, 000
NEW MEXICO
(FC) PECOS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES AT CARLSBAD...:eovese 60, 000 60, 000
(FC) PUERCO RIVER AT GALLUP...csesessscroscansosanas 50, 000 50, 000
(FC) RIO GRANDL & TRIBUTARIES, N.M. & COLO.e.eescsss 565,000 565, 000
NEW YORK
(N) BIG SANDY CREEK MEXICO BAYi.eoeuononsvenscnsense 50, 000 50,000
(FC) DELAWARE RIVER TRIBUTARIES IN NEW YORK STA s 50, 000 50,000
(N) GOWANUS CREEK CHANNEL, NY.i.oecouevecasencecane 40, 000 40, 000
(N) GREAT LAKES TO HUDSON RIVER WATERWAY. .. 50, 000 50, 000
(FC) IRONDEQUOIT CREEK, NY.eesveouunscanns ree 40,000 40, 000
(FC) MORRISONVILLE AND VICINITY, NY. aee 30, 000 30, 000
(N) OGDENSBURG HARBOR, NY..csesasss 40, 000 40, 000
(FC) “eee 464,000 464,000
(N) ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY, ADDITIONAL LOCKS. 200, 000 250, 000
(COMP) SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT, N.Y.,
PAuy & MDiceeonevennsnesnssnassasersvenscece 400, 000 400,000
(FC)  UPPER ALLECHENY RIVER BASIN, RY & PA.. 50, 000 50, 000
(FC)  WALLKILL RIVER, N.Y. & NuJuveesessssescosesoees 50, 000 50, 000
(FC) WESTCHESTER COUNTY STREAMS, NY AND BYRAM
RIVER, CTeuscseneoncrssnsosnanscasrscsasnnoncs 160, 000 180, 000
NORTH CAROLINA
(BE) BOGUE INLET, NCeesvovesensrcansoaccsscssoncnsen 60, 000 60, 000
(N) CAROLINA BEACH INLET... 48,000 48,000
(FC) LUMBER RIVER, NC & SC.. 35, 000 35,000
(FC) NEUSE RIVER..eecacoconscnssnssoscsasarsnssnssnne 75,0()0_ 75,000
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(FC) ROANOKE RIVER (SOUTH BOSTON & VICINITY), N.C.
&VA............,.........‘.................. 85, 000 85, 000
(FC)  SUGAR CREEK BASIN, N.C. & 5.Cevvecvccrncocssonn 230,000 230,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC) RED RIVER OF THE NORTH, N.D. & MINN.ceeconoones 335,000 335,000
OHIO .
{FC) CENTRAL OHIO SURVEY. . .cteveececorveoncnnccoannes 110, 000 110, 000
(FC) CUYAHUGA RIVER BASIN.uccsesovecrcosacasononcnne 130,000 130, 000
(SPEC) LAKE ERIE-WASTEWATER MGMT. (SEC. 108A,PL
92-500) ,OH, MICH. yNoYo ,PAcstevicearencnnanaae 770,000 770,000
(FC) MIAMI RIVER, LITTLE MIAMI RIVER & MILL CR, OHIO 100, 000 100, 000
(FC) MUSKINGUM RIVER BASIN..,..... . 50, 000 50, 000
(N) OHIO PORT DEVELOPMENT, UHIO....ceeeeeecocccccens 50, 000 50,000
OKLAHOMA
(FC) CANADIAN RIVER & TRIBUTARIES OK TX NMueieesaosos 100, 000 100, 000
(FC) TENKILLER FERRY LAKE..ovcsonnrencsvecnns 45,000 45,000
(FC) TULSA URBAN STUDY..eueevenencncssvscscocccnaasns 170, 000 400,000
OREGUN
(N) COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, ORE & WASH....svss 82,000 82,000
(FC) PORTLAND-VANCOUVER METROPOLITAN AREA. . 358,000 620, 000
(FC)  SILVIES RIVER & TRIBUTARIES..e.veease .. 131,000 131,000
(N) TILLAMOOK BAY AND BAR.sesossescansacnnsanns 16,000 10,000
(CUMP) WILLAUMETTE RIVER BASIN AUTH REPURT, OREGON..... 92,000 92,000
PENNSYLVANIA
(FC) BEAVER RIVER BASIN, PA. & OHevevernvcnrosnnonss 250, 000 250, 000
(FC) CHESTER CREEK WATERSHED..eeceveevsocarenressnas 70,000 70, 000
(FC) POTOMAC RIVER, NORTH BRANCH (MINE
DRAINAGE) ,PA., MD., & W. VA.iiovaceeavesonnee 250, 000 250,000
(FC) RAYSTOWN LAKE=HYDRO STUDY...... 138,000 138,000
(N) SCHUYLKILL RIVER REVIEW....cecnceansososnnosses 50,000 50, 000
(FC) SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN, MINE DRAINAGE, PA.,
L L 137,000 137,000
RHODE ISLAND
(FC) PAWCATUCK RIV & NARRAGANSETT BAY DRAIN® BASIN,.
ReT.,MASS.SCONN.ecreeatnrncoresocsvrssscnncse 599, 000 800, 000
(N) PROVIDENCE HARBUR (DEBRIS):eececceoncrossenanne 39, 000 39,000
SOUTH CAROLINA
(BE) FOLLY BEACH..euvoeetoacconsoncrascsaossnennsnces 25,000 25,000
N) GEORGETOWN HARBOR..... 42,000 42,000
SOUTH DAKOTA
(FC) MISSOURL RIVER, S.D., MONT., NEBR. & NiDevevooso 81,000 81,000
(FC) UPPER BIG SIOUX RIVER & EASTERN SD WATER
SUPPLY, SD & IAcieecnccnsoornnsansacsncsnons 140,000 140, 000
TENNESSEE
(FC) METROPOLITAN REGION OF MEMPHIS.eeecesecescnnsce 196, 000 196, 000
(FC) METROPOLITAN REGION OF NASHVILLE.seeesesosonnse 300, 000 300, 000
TEXAS -
(FC)  BEAR CREEK AND TRIBS..cceesvsancscsancascnconns — 75,000
(FC) BRAZOS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES. .o 236,000 236, 000
(FC)  BUFFALO BAYOU & TRIBUTARIES... . 70, 000 110, 000
(FC)  COLORADO RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...... . 180, 000 200, 000
(N) COLORADO RIVER CHANNEL TO BAY CITY.eesunss . 50, 000 100, 000
(N) CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, HARBOR ISLAND..... 150, 000 150, 000
(N) GALVESTON BAY AREA NAV. STUDY...cevecveses . 105,000 150, 000
(BE) GALVESTON COUNTY SHORE EROSION. . 100, 000 315,000
(FC)  JOHNSON CREEK:eesesocessaasaace . 154, 0600 154, 000
(FC) LINNVILLE BAYOU & CANEY CREEK, TRES PALACIUS... 65, 000 65,000
(FC) LOWER SABINE RIVER, TEXevevssesascacsoncassnens 100, 000 250, 000
(N) MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL..esesscnscssncccscsccnes -— 40,000
(FC)  NUECES RIVER AND TRIBS.csceecacorscascancsanencs _— 50,000
(FC) PALO BLANCO CREEK AMD CIBOLO CREEK
IN VICINITY OF FALFURRIAS..cevevorsacssonnne - 50, 000
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(N) SABINE-NECHES WATERWAY...... 95, 00U 95,000
(FC)  SAN DIECO CREEK¢eicivssernens 45,000 45,000
(FC)  SAN JACINTO RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...:ccavrvrovssne 75, 600 100, 600
(SPEC) TEXAS COAST HURRICANE, TEX.eesennnnveus 316,000 400, 000
UTad
(FC)  COLO. RIV & TRIBS, ABOVE LEE FERRY,
UTAH, ARTZ. ,COL. yNo Mo &WYa v venevnoneanonasass 30, 000 30, 000
(FC}  JORDAN RIVER BASIN....vicveenrorovnsnne 50, 000 50, 009
VIRGIN ISLANDS
(FC)  VIRGIN ISLANDS (CROWN BAY).evussvanssorssonvoce 60,000 60, 000
VIRGINIA
(FC)  CHOWAR RIVER, VA. & FoCrvrursareronssnvsvnsanas 200,000 206, 000
(N} HAMPTON ROADS DRIFT REMOVAL..esvrcnsns — 50, 000
(M) NORFULK HARBOR & CHANNELS (ANCHORAGES}.ssevases 50,000 50,000
(FC)  ROANOKE RIVER, UPPER BASIN..onsurosenconavonees 90, 000 90, 000
WASHINGTON
(FC}  CHEHALIS RIVER & TRIBUTARIES...vcesvsvereensnes 100,000 100,000
(FC)  METROPOLITAN SPUKANE & SPOKARE RIVER &
TRIBUTARIES, WASH. & IDAHO....vonsees 55,000 55,000
(FU)  OKANOGAN RIVER & TRIBSu.iussvsonsanmsannen 80, 000 80,000
(COMP) PUGET SOUND & ADJACENT WATERS AUTH REPORT, WAS 150, 000 150, 000
(N) SEATTLE HARBOR, ELLIOTT HAY, WASH..e... viearann 63, 000 63,000
o) SNOHOMISH RIVER & TRIBUTARIES....eernveonsrrers 142,000 142, 000
(PC)  YAKIMA VALLEY, REGIUNAL WATER MANAGEMENT....... 80, 000 150,000
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC)  GAULEY RIVEReeussuannsnosnnans veaersrrrerasenen 280, 000 280, 000
(COMP) KANAWHA RIVER BASIN AUTH REPORT,W.VA., N.C., &
VAuernns srsressanacenania Cecreranreetnsncann 200, 000 200, 000
(FC)  METRO REGIUN OF HUNTINGTON, W.VA.{ ASHLAND,
KY.. PORTSMOUTH, OHIO}.eouvononevuossnncnvons 450, 000 450,000
(FC)  METROPOLITAN REGION OF WHEELING, W.VA. & OHIU,. 220,000 220,000
WISCONSIN
(FC)  CHIPPEWA RIVER...... evcosscarerenrrnes 100, 0U0 160,000
(N) HARBORS BETWEEN KENOSHA & KEWAUNEE..seveiocanas 120, 000 120, 500
(FC)  WISCONSIN RIVER PORTAGE..vuererocevessonsnrnnns — 40,000
Total, ALL STATES. vevsuncsersnnsss 33,625,000 40, 230, 000
COORDINATION STUDIES WITH OPHER AGENCIES....... 3, 100, 000 2,900,000
REVIEW UF AUTHORIZED PROJECTS:
RESTUBLES OF DEFERRED PROJECTS...evus.s 75,000 75,000
REVIEW OF COMPLETED PROJECTS
(SEC. 216, PL 91-611)..... 720,000 720, 000
REVIEW FUR DEAUTHORIZTION
(SEC. 12, PL 93=251)ucuunnncncn 375,000 375, 000
TOLALu v crnecunnovonsinsosnsnannas 1,170,000 1,170,000
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA:
STREAM GAGING (U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY)...... 465, 000 465, 000
PRECIPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATHER
SERVICE) esvevonnennnsnssercarnconnes 280, 600 280, 060
FISH AND WILDLIFE STUDIES (USF & W8).eusnnsvs 2,000,000 1, 800, 600
INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES.ueeervmnvrvvanas 300, 000 300, 600
FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES....evvennnse 10, 000, 000 1g, 006, D00
HYDROLOGIC STUDIES:vevsnasascrnvosvannnsnven 290,000 290, 000
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFURMATION CENTERS 125,000 125,000
COASTAL DATA COLLECTION. . uaneenosvcesrarsonsa 400, 000 300, 000
TOLAleavassarensenoonecnsraannssnnes 13,860,000 13, 560, 000
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT . cvuswsrsvssncancan 12,500,000 12, 250, 000
Total, GEN ISVESTIGATIONS.......... 64,255,000 70,110,000
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Chicago-South End of Lake Michigan, Tllinois and Indiana. The
Committee does not intend for any of the funds provided for this
investigation to be used for further study, planning or construction
of any land treatment system of waste water management In the
state of Indiana. ) ) i

Connecticut River Basin.—Funds are included in the bill to acceler-
ate studies of Glastonbury, East Hartford, Rocky Hill, and Weathers-
field, Conn.; Northampton, Mass., and Keene, New Hampshire. In
addition, funds are provided under Section 216 for the study of
Springfield and West Springfield, Mass.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

Appropriation, 1976. ..o i oo s $1, 228, 648, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 e 1, 266, 332, 000
Recommended, 1977 -~ - -oo o .. LTI 1, 417, 077, 000
Comparison:
gppropriation, 1076 e + lgg, %Zg, 88?)
Budget estimate, 1977 e -+ 150, 745,

The following table shows each project for which funds are recom-
mended for advance engineering and design (planning), land acqui-
sition, and construction. Immediately following the table, the Com-

mittee has outlined special reductions and changes made in_the
budgeted projects together with selected other Committee actions.
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Budget Est. Budget Est. House Approved House Approved
. ) FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977
CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL Construction Planning Construction Planning
ALABAMA :
(N) JOUN HOLLIS BANKHFAD LOCK & DAM (REHAB) 391,000 — :
{MP}  JONES BLUFF LOCK AND DAM........... frrereeeaaas $ 1,700,000 ¥ — $~ a.g?,é:ggg - $ -
{N) TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY, ALA. & MISS...... 84,000,000 — 100,000,000 ——
ALASKA
{FC)  CHENA RIVER LAKES, FAIRBANKS 24,000, 000 25
E , FAIRBARKS. ... 'vrveennnnennss . N — » 000,000 —
(MP)  SNETTISHAM..... e e 4,500,000 ——— 4,500,000 —
ARIZONA
(FC)  XNDIAN BEND WASH. .. v vsuvieiinuoneonnanncannasan 4,000,000 — 4 e
(FC)  PHOENIX AND VICINITY (INCLUDING NEW RIVER) e »000.000
STAGE lourverurarnrurvranenasoncansnanannncs 1,500,000 w— 1,500,0 —
(FC)  PHOENIX AND VICINITY (INCLUDING NEW RIVER) 000
STAGE 2. cuvenrrcronsovonnene — 394,000 —_— 384,000
ARKANSAS
(MP)  DEGRAY LARE......c00ses 2,000,000 — 2 ——
(FC)  DEQUEEN LAKE....civvrnenaens . 896,000 e 'gggiggg o
(FCY  GILLHAM LAKE...u.isiervnennnrcncosnsonarannanns 682,000 o 682,000 -——
(N) MCCLELLAN-KERR ARK. RIVER NAV SYSTEM, LOCKS &
DAMS ,ARK. AND OKLA......uuues ok eeaeraaeaeaa 2,247,000 — 2,247,000 —
(MP)  NORFORK LAKE — HIGHWAY BRIDGE.............. — 625,000 —— 625,000
(MP)  NORFORK LAKE = UNITS 3 & &.vvuvvucvncennssnrneons i 470,000 — ;,70’000
[§:}] QUACHITA AND BLACK RIVERS, ARK. & LA........... 3,700,000 — 7,000,000 ’-—
(FC)  PINE MOUNTAIN LAKE........ Je—
(FC)  POSTEN BAYOU 93000 - 363,000
..... — 75,000 — S,
(FC}  RED RIVER LEVEES AND BANK STAB BELOW DENISON 72,000
DAM, ARK., LA. & TEX.s.vinrneranennancnonane 2,000,000 — 2,000,000 -
(FC)  VILLAGE CREEK, JACKSON AND LAWRENCE COUNTIES... [ 100, 000 P 100,000
CALIFORNIA
(N) BODEGA BAY. . suneneneannnnnnnnnn et — 115,000 - -
(FC)  BUCHANAN DAM-H.V. EASTHMAN LAKE. 2,060,000 e 2.%60, 000 “5'?2?
(FC)  COTTONHOOD CREEK.r.svnssseneesrs — — B 379,000
(FC)  BUTLER VALLEY DAMwBLUE LAKE.,.. —— —— 351,000 s
(FC}) CUCAMONGA CREEK. .. 0iscvscscsnsscnsnaonconan 5,100,000 —a—— 7,000,000 —
(FC)  DRY CREEK (WARM SPRINGS) LAKE AND CHANNEL...... 3,300,000 — 3,300,000 —
(EC}  HIDDEN DAMwHENSLEY LAKE.....couerocrcenrcnuanee 1,901,000 —— 2,101,000 -
[4:43 HUMBOLT HARBOR AND BAY —— e 500,000 o
{BE) IMPERIAL BEACH......... 90,000 ——— 90, 000 -
(FC)  LYTLE AND WARM CREEKS...evvsecemsceces evaen vee 2,700,000 -— 2,700,000 —
(MP)  MARYSVILLE LAKE......0ceronvronaeoarcns —— 500,000 —— 500,000
{¥C)  MERCED COUNTY STREAMS...... —— 650,000 —— 650,000
(FC)  NAPA RIVER BASIN......... 6,000,000 —— 6,000,000 ——
(MP)  NEW MELONES LAKE.....svovcvieonsnenns 59,000,000 —— 64,000,000 it
(N) PORT SAN LUIS. e, cvuvasuneosrsvonnnsacasnscnsans m—— — 1,500,000 ——
(FC)  SACRAMENTO RIVER AND MAJOR AND MINOR
TRIBUTARIES.ovuvnvooeesosoaves Crienaare e . 200,000 — 200,000 e
{FC}  SACHAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION..... Ceexrranen 2,500,000 —— 2,500,000 ——
(BE)  SAN DIEGO (SUNSET CLIFFS) (SEG. A)ievevvevevven — 75,000 -—— 100,000
(W) SAN DIEGD BARBOR.....,c.0evenvnn PN 9,030,000 — 7,480,000 -
(€] SAN DIEGO RIVER AND MISSION BAY...ssevevenvevvs 90,000 — 90,000 -
(FC)  SAN DIEGO RIVER(MISSION VALLEY)..... heaaenenn -— 240,000 — 300,000
(N) SAN FRANCISCO BAY TO STOCKTOM (J.F. BALDWIN &
STOCKTON SHIP CHANS) - 1,100,000 e 1,100,000 ——
(FC)  SAN LUIS REY RIVER....cvevvneen . -— 350,000 —— 350,000
(FC)  SANTA PAULA CREEK...... . —— ——— 400, 000 w—
(BE}  SURFSIDE~SUNSET AND NEWPORT BEACH..........cn.. 100,000 . 100,000 , e
{FC})  SWEETWATER RIVER 200,000 -— 300,000 ——
{¥C) WALRUT CREEK, ..cvicenannns assesearsenraarenner 5,800,000 — 5,800,000 ——
COLORADO
(FC)  ARKANSAS RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ABOVE JOHN
MARTIN DAM (PHASE I)iueicncanvsccasnonen P 350,000 o 350,000
{FC} BEAR CREEK LAKE......vvesrcacrernrse 12,500,000 -— 12,500,000 ——
{FC) CHATFIELD LAKE...uvsuvevvonsvonanns 5,500,000 ——— 5,500,000 —
(FC)  LAS ANIMAS....cuvennvonnnnossvensns 1,400,000 -— 1,400,000 -
(FC) TRINIDAD LAKE....veevevenrsrrronvrnassnnnss 5,500,000 —— 5,500,000 ———
CONNECTICUT
(FC)  DANBURY..uvuivuovsonavaanases . 1,600,000 — 1,600,000 —-—
(FC) NEW LONDON HUKRICANE BARRIER. . — —— 200,000 —
{FC) PARE RIVER...ovcresnonoassssosnnsoncenns 9,000,000 —— 10,000,000 ————
DELAWARE
(FC}  DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION..... . Savevae -— — 500,000 ———
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
POTOMAC ESTUARY PILOT WATER TREATMENT PLANT.... -— —— 1,000,000 ——
FLORIDA
{FC)  CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA......cccssssvonurn 6,000,000 e 6,500,000 ———
(¥FC) DADE COUNTY.......ovunen L ——— — 2,800,000 Rl
(BE)  DUVAL COUNTY..... R, — —— 3,900,000 -
(FC)  FOUR RIVER BASINS..... S 5,000,000 e 8,000,000 ——
(N} JACKSONVILLE HARBOR (1965 ACT).vvevrvrvsvevanns 7,868,000 —— 5,368,000 ———
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Budget Est. Budget Est. House Approved House Approved
FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977
CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL Construction Planning Construction Planning
(BE)  MANATEE COUNTY......... -—- - 50,000 -—
(N)  PANAMA CITY HARBOR. 600,000 - 600,000 -
(N}  PORT EVERGLADES HARROR -— 200,000 —- 200,000
(N) SAINT LUCIE INLET......ccc0ene- -— 45,000 -— 45,000
(N)  TAMPA HARBOR (MAIN CHANNEL) ....esveevrovuveenns 5,000,000 — 8,500,000 -
GEORGIA
(MP)  CARTERS LAKE.++vsesesnnnneeeesssnneesannnnnnses 1,200,000 - 1,200,000 —
(MP)  HARTWELL LAKE (FIFTH UNIT)GA & SC........ .. -— 210,000 — 210,000
(MP)  RICHARD B. RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA. & S.C..... 10,300,000 . 10,300,000 -—
(N)  SAVANNAH HARBOR (WIDENING AND DEEPENING)...... 1,986,000 — 1,986,000 -—
(MP)  WEST POINT LAKE, GA. & ALAr..eeouvnnns eeeernn 5,000,000 - 6,500,000 _—
HAWATL
(N)  BARBERS POINT (DEEP DRAFT) HARBOR, OAHU........ -— 36,000 - 36,000
(N)  HANALEI SMALL BOAT HARBOR...ceceernons. . — - — 50,000
(FC)  TAO STREAM...ueveeoernne- .. - -— 1,000,000 —
(FC)  KANEOHE=KAILUA AREA......evveecnsasessassnsesns 8,200,000 -— 8,200,000 —
(N)  WALANAE SMALL BOAT HARBOR.....seeveoonsennaenes - — 1,000,000 -—
1DAHO
(MP)  DWORSHAK DAM AND RESERVOIR 5,500,000 — 5,500,000 -—
(FC)  RIRIE LAKE......-. evranenaes 6,800,000 — 6,800,000 -—
ILLINOIS
(FC)  CARLYLE LAKE...sssseensrenneasecreecmeoennanns 1,020,000 - 1,020,000 —-
(FC)  COLUMBIA DRAINAGE & LEVEE DIST. NO. 3. . 900,000 -— 900,000 —
(FC)  EAST MOLINE....eeeeeeeeannens . — -— 400,000 —
(FC)  ELDRED & SPANKEY DRAINAGE & LEVEE DIST.. -— — - 100,000
(FC)  FREEPORT...... 100,000 -— 100,000 -
(FC)  FULTON..... — — 400,000 -—
(FC)  HARRISONVILLE & IVY LANDING DRAINAGE AND LEVEE
DISTRICT RO. 2uvvevvenns eerrenennanns 2,189,000 — 2,189,000 -—
(N)  ILLINOIS WATERWAY, CALUMET-SAG MODIFICATION
PART I, ILL. & INDeeesevnaennnn- eeeeeeiians 2,259,000 -— 2,259,000 —
(N)  ILLINOIS WATERWAY, DUPLICATE LOCKS,
ILL. AND INDuuunerrrnnnnnonnnneen — 130,000 — 130,000
(FC)  KASKASKIA ISLAND DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT... — 300,000 -— 300,000
(N)  KASKASKIA RIVER NAVIGATION........... . 5,000,000 -— 5,800,000 -—
(FC)  LITTLE CALUMET RIVER..... e eirierineaeaes . 100,000 — 100,000 -
(N)  LOCK AND DAM 53 (TEMPORARY LOCK), ILL. & I(Y.... 8,800,000 — 8,800,000 -—
(FC)  LOUISVILLE LAKE....... e e —
(N)  MISS. RIVER, CHAIN OF ROCKS, ILL & MO . — 150'922 500. 000 150,000
(N)  MISS RI BTWN THE OHIO & MO RIVERS (REGULATING 00,000 -—
WORKS), ILL. & MOuvrvvrrereeennenns
(FC) MOLINE..{.... MOcemmrrnrrenneseeees 3,500,000 250000 4,500,000 _—
(FC)  ROCK ISLAND.. . 220,000 s 000 230,000
(FC)  ROCKFORD .« v v v senuneennnennnnrannsnneinns 2,600,000 — 2 238'388 -
2:():) SMITHLAND LOCKS AND DAM, ILL., IND. & KY..voons 34,000,000 -— 39,000,000 .
(FC) -— 100,000 —— 100,000
- 100,000 - 100,000
INDIANA
(FC)  BIG BLUE LAKE......eesunusueneenss - 300
(FC)  BIG WALNUT LAKE (LAND ACQUISITION)... 1,400,000 e 000 300,000
(FC)  BROOKVILLE LAKE...... e eeeerrteenaanaeaas 1.740.000 900,000 -
EN) CANNELTON LOCKS AND DANS, IND. & KY. " 300000 - 1.;:8,833 -
FC)  EVANSVILLE........ > - > -
(FC)  LAFAYETTE LAKE.. :';gg'ggg - 1,200, 000 -
Erc; LEVEE UNIT NO. " 750,000 - 750 (—)oo -
FC) MARION.....coesvevnennanns o - , . -—
(FC)  MASON J. NIBLACK LEVEE (PUMPING FACILITIES).... 103,000 175:000 500 175,000
(N)  NEWBURGH LOCKS & DAM, IND. & KY...... 1,100,000 - 10900 -
F » » -—
(FC)  PATOKA LAKE...... e, 11.300.000 - 1(1) égg goog
(N)  UNIONTOWN LOCKS AND DAM, IND. & KY. 2,200,000 — 1.700. 000 .
IOWA
(FC)  BIG SIOUX RIVER AT S
(FC) cuu‘rowmux‘:l”m‘M MO S-D-. §'Zgg'8°° - 1,700,000 -—
(FC)  DAVENPORT... e, 400,000 — 7,400,000 —
(FC)  MARSHALLTOWN. « evvnnonronosiiins 1,639,000 139,000 o 139,000
(FC)  MISSOURL RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, IOWA, KANSAS, »639,000 - 1,359,000 —
MISSOURL, AND NEBRASKA.......uouesnnnnrnnns.
(N)  MISSOURI RIVER, SIOUX CITY TO MOUTH, IOWA, 3,200,000 - 3,200,000 -
KANS., HO.,
(FC)  OTTUMMAL1erer ot : 2,200,000 - 2,200,000 -—
(FC)  SAYLORVILLE LAKE.. . : loi,000 - 101,000 —
(FC)  WATERLOO . 3,500,000 -— 4,600,000 _—
et te ey 6,100,000 - 6,100,000 —
KANSAS
(FG)  BIG HILL LAKE.........
(FC)  CLINTON LAKE.. 6 §°°’°°° hont 1,000,000 -—
(FC)  DOBGE CITY.... »330,000 -— 6,550,000 -
(FC)  EL DORADO LAKE...... 2,380,000 -- 974,000 —
(FC)  GREAT BEND. ... . 15,800,000 - 15,800,000 -~
(FC)  GROVE LAKE....... - 100,000 soo.oes 100,000
(FC)  HILLSDALE LAKE.., 8,000,000 - 9.0001222 -
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Budget Est. Budget Est. House Approved House Approved
FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977
CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL Construction Planning Construction Planning
(FC)  KANSAS CITY 1962 MODIFICATION...... 3,800,000 -— 3,800,000 -—
(N)  KANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION.....eevevsevees . — 140,000 -— 140,000
(FC)  LAWRENCE...... .. . 2,600,000 -— 2,600,000 -—
(FC)  MARION.... . . 1,300,000 -— 2,168,000 -—
(FC)  ONAGA LAKE . —— 137,000 -— 137,000
(FC)  PERRY LAKE AREA (ROAD IMPROVEMENTS) . .. 700,000 — 700,000 -—
(FC) TOWANDA LAKE......eoreevrereaassorsssnnse — -— — 100,000
KENTUCKY
(FC)  BARKLEY DAM AND LAKE BARKLEY.......scecevssenee — -— 1,463,000 -—
(FC) BIG SOUTH FORK NATIONAL RIVER AND RECREATION
AREA, KY. & TENN........ . -— 350,000 -— 350,000
(FC)  CAVE RUN LAKE 1,900, 000 -— 2,900,000 -—
(FC)  KEHOE LAKE...... 3,000, 000 -— 3,375,000 -—
(MP)  LAUREL RIVER LAKE.. ceens 3,200,000 -— 3,200,000 -—
(FC)  MARTINS FORK LAKE............ .. 6,500,000 -— 6,500,000 -—
(FC) PAINTSVILLE LAKE.......ccooneeen . 3,300,000 -— 3,300,000 -—
(FC)  SOUTHWESTERN JEFFERSON COUNTY... . 4,800,000 — 6,300,000 A -—
(FC)  TAYLORSVILLE LAKE.......oueovss 5,300,000 -—— . 5,300,000 —
(FC) TUG FORK VALLEY (PHASE I)....eecoeeccens . — 150,000 | - 150,000
(MP)  WOLF CREEK DAM - LAKE CUMBERLAND (REHAB) . 22,000,000 -— 26,000,000 —
(FC). YATESVILLE LAKE......... e eererreeneinariaans 3,800, 000 — 3,800,000 —
LOUISIANA
(N)  ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND
BLACK. « s vevnnesensosossnosssnnnnnens 2,000,000 — 2,000,000 —
(FC)  BAYOU BODCAU AND TRIBUTARIES........ . 400,000 —_ 1,000,000 —
(FC)  LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN AND VICINITY... .. 12,000,000 — 12000, 000 —
(FC)  LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW.......eocess .- 2,600,000 — 2,600, 000 —
(N)  MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLETS, VENICE, Lao.. .. 2,810,000 -— 2,810,000 —
(N)  MISSISSIPPI RIVER, GULF OUTLET........ . 100,000 — 100,000 —
(FC)  NEW ORLEANS TO VENICE.........ovsuecoccsennennn 5,600,000 — 5,600,000 —
(N}  OVERTON-RED RIVER WATERWAY
(LOWER 31 MILES ONLY)..... eeerereeeeens 1,645,000 — 1,645,000 —
(N)  RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, LA.,
ARK., OKLA., & TEXe.ouoveoonaeones 2,326,000 — 5,000,000 —
(N)  RED RIVER WATERWAY, WISSISSIPPL RIVER TO
SHREVEPORT, LA..cccvcisensnvrananonenone ceen 11,200,000 — 11,200,000 —
MAINE
(MP)  DICKEY-LINCOLN SCHOOL LAKES.....ceceveees — 500,000 — 2,000,000
MARYLAND
(N)  BALTIMORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS..........eeeeeens —
(FC)  BLOOMINGTON LAKE, MD. & W.VAuuuuueuuonaaansns .. 11,800 280,000 -= 280,000
»800,000 -— 12,000, 000 —_
MASSACHUSETTS
(FC)  CHARLES RIVER DAM.c..evevnereennerassnnnn ceenes 9,930, 00
(FC)  CHARLES RIVER NATL STORAGE AREAS (LA) . »930,000 - 10,500,000 -
(FC)  NORTH NASHUA RIVER....... - - -— 1,000, 000 -
(FC)  SAXONVILLE......cuvuneensenns . 2.000.000 160,000 - 160,000
(N) WEYHOUTH-FORE AND TOWN RIVERS.........onovnonos 2'1.70'800 - 2,000,000 -
»470,000 -— 2,470,000 _—
; MICHIGAN
'(N)  GREAT LAKES CONNECTING CHANNELS........e.eessn.
(N)  LEXINGTON HARBOR. ....cseeveeeenss.. i, 403,000 - 281,000 -
{(N)  LUDINGTON HARBOR............ e eerreraaeaaeas 1200 - 403,000 -
(N)  OTTAWA RIVER HARBOR, MICH. & OHIO.... — 100. 000 800,000 —==
(FC)  RED RUN DRAIN AND LOWER CLINTON RIVER.. _— 620‘000 - 100,000
(FC)  RIVER ROUGE 1962 ACT........... 2,959,000 0,000 - 650,000
(FC)  SAGINAW RIVER 1958 ACT %050, 000 - f'ggz-ggg -—
N »050, - ,050, , —
(N)  TAWAS BAY HARBOR.......... 800,000 - 800000 -
MINNESOTA
(FC)  BIG STONE LAKE - WHETSTONE RIVER, MINN. & S.D..
(FC)  MANKATO AND NORTH MANKATO.......... > ;’383’883 - 1,900,000 -
(FC)  ROCHESTER (PHASE I)..... T 200.000 7,200,000 -
(FC)  ROSEAU RIVER........ . 3,600,000 00,000 == 300,000
(FC)  TWIN VALLEY LAKE...... e - 3,600,000 -
(FC)  WINONA-........... - 400, 000 -— 400,000
Ceeeesenes o 364000 o t90. 000
MISSISSIPPL
(FC)  EDINBURG LAKE (PHASE I)u...evvenenoannann eene —_— 75
(FC)  TALLAHALA CREEK LAKE........ : 3,000,000 »000 s -— 75,000
(FC)  TOMBIGBEE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MISS. & ALA... 3,000,000 -— 3:ggg:ggg -
MISSOURL
(FC)  BLUE RIVER CHANNEL,KANSAS CITY..... eteeereaees _— 500
(MP)  CLARENCE CANNON DAM AND RESERVOIR....eeeesersns 40,000,000 000 000 300,000
(MP)  HARRY S. TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR. 2500, - 44,000,000 -
(FC)  LITTLE BLUE RI 73,500,000 - 79,000,000 -
VER CHANNEL..... ’
(FC)  LITTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES (LA)....omoesrommrrrnns 4,000,000 - 4,000,000 -—
RIVER LAKES (LA).. 2.200. 000 o 27200000 -
(FC)  LONG BRANCH LAKE............ . 3,880,000 ;
(FC)  MERAMEC PARK LAKE....... %.500.000 - 3,880,000 -—
(FC)  PERRY COUNTY DSLD NO.1,263. . e - 9,500,000 -
(FC)  PINE FORD LAKE..... D PN —_ — 500,000 -—
(FC)  PROSPERITY LAKE.....ceevenoenn : 300, 000 - 500,000
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Budget Est. Budget Esr. House Approved  House Approved
FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977
CORPS OF ENGINEERS ~ CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL Construction Planning Construction Flanning
(FC)  SMITHVILLE LAKE..... 15,700,000 — 16,700,000 ——
(MP)  STOCKTON LAKE. . oveaesarncncnvanrnvsnces 800, 000 — 800,000 -
(FC)  UNION LAKE, STATE HIGHWAY 185 (ADVANCE
PARTICIPATION) v ousnvarnonnsvnngarananses 700, 060 -— 700, 000 -
MONTANA
(MP)  LIBBY DAM, LAKE KOOCANUSA....ioovsvrarevasconsn 6,000,000 -— 9,000,000 -—
(MP)  LIBBY REREGULATING DAM POWER UNITS......eosenes — 260,000 — 260,000
(MP)  LIBBY ADDTL UNITS & REREG DAM....... — — 1,000,000 —
{FC)  MILES CIT¥..vuissovoonsesrovnsonssncusenns e 85,000 — 85,000
NEBRASKA
(FC)  PAPILLION CREEK & TRIBUTARIES LAKES....seevevs. 1,100,000 — 1,100,000 ——
NEVADA
(FC)  GLEASON CREEK DAM (CHANNEL ALTERNATIVE)........ ——— 75,000 - 75,000
NEW JERSEY
(N) GORSON INLETwLUDLAI BEACH. .envuvenvansavanrsnsn — 197,000 —— 197,000
(FC)  ELIZABETH.....ovencencncaansencen 1,780,000 —— 1,780,000 -——
() GREAT EGC HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH.......... — 142,000 —— 142,000
(M NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK, AND PASSAIC RIVERS..... 980,000 —— 980,000 —
NEW MEXICO
(FC)  COCHITI LAKE.......... 3,300,000 — 3,900,000 -
(FC}  LOS ESTEROS LAKE......c....- reeerananaan 7,800,000 -— 7,800,000 -
NEW YORK
(FC)  DANSVILLE AND VICINITY....senvevaorvorensansnns —— 100, 000 — 100,000
(%) DUNKIRK HARBOR......... — 180,000 —— 180,000
(BE)  EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY INLET AND
JAMAICA BAY {PART I)sunvrucorsursuvassavanes 1,200,000 — 3,000,000 —
(FC)  ELLICOTT CREEK....covsnvasscnnasmenrnessocossan o 240,000 —— 260,000
(FC)  ENDICOTT, JOHNSON CITY & VESTAL. — — 1,000,000 ——
(BE)  FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET......cveeeenns 1,780,000 — 1,780,000 ——
(N) TRONDEQUOLT BAY. s cnsussocnnsvennsnnesonnasisses 100,000 — 100,000 —
(FC)  TITHACA...cvsenervananranasasnsnsonsansunsonsnnn 105,000 —— 105,000 —
(N) NEW YORK HARBOR COLLECTION AND REMOVAL OF DRIFT 790,000 —— 2,500,000 —
(N NEW YORK HARBOR, ANCHORAGES....eveieusseseonss .. 2,340,000 — 2,340,000 —
(N) PORT ONTARIO HARBOR....osevarseorroatosnanssnns —— 150,000 — 240,000
(FC)  SCAJAQUADA CREEK. .. cvuensnunescecorscscnnassnay — v 400,000 —
(FC)  WELLSVILLE....uevsevivvssonsoncncaannana 420,000 — 420,000 e
(FC)  YONKERS....usnoesonnavssrrnesrrnvansenen 1,300,000 — 1,300,000 —
— (-
NORTH GAROLINA
(FC) B, EVERETT JORDAN DAM AND LAKE.....:uconncarnes 11,000,000 — 12,000,000 -—
(FC)  PALLS LAKE..c.evnsvnessnonscunarassnsssrasecnes 6,800,000 — 8,000,000 ——
(FC)  HOWARDS MILL LAKE..s.sssescsnsrsessnonsansaasne e 50,000 — 50,000
(N) MASONBORO INLETW.ueuvsssecensasannnn — — 250,000 ——
() MOREHEAD CITY HARBOR (1970 ACT)i.vveravnnannnan 1,000,000 — 1 000'000 ——
(FC)  RANDLEMAN LAKE....vuseonsencnsnnenen —— 250,000 P 250,000
(FC)  REDDIES RIVER LAKB....oivsenencncervonssnsacnen — 125,000 -— lzs:ooo
(FC)  ROARING RIVER LAKE...stuseusovenancranns e 185,000 e 185,000
NORTH DAKOTA
(FC)  BURLINGTON DAM.oeovusunvareseninvnanssvscocnnans - 690,000 —— 930,000
(MP)  GARRISON DAM = LAKE SAKAKAWEA.......oevuneronee 1,000,000 —— 1,000,000 ot
(PC)  KINDRED LAKE....covravsrronesvonevasassannnsnce — 200,000 -— 200,000
(FC)  MINOT. . vuvesnonsnonnessrssasnsnencncsrsnnsnnnn 6,082,000 —— 6,082,000 g
(FC)  MISSOURI RIVER, GARRISON DAM TO LAKE OAHE...... 800,000 — 800,000 ——
OHIO
(FC)  ALUM CREEK LAKE.....ouonrnmrnreocnvrncassnnsves 4,500,000 —— 4,500,000 ——
(N)  ASHTABULA HARBOR. .».evcrseosssnsnsrersarnvecnes 1,900,000 e 1,900,000 ’ ——
(FC)  CAESAR CREEK LAKE..usussrvesuosvavruonencarnans 6,100,000 — 6,100,000 -
(FC)  CHILLICOTHE....uvuiasnoncovovesssnnsorasnnoaven 700, 000 — 700, 000 -
(FC)  CUYAHOGA RIVER BASIN......csvsesouvavcnsasnsnae 250,000 — 250'000 —
(FC)  EAST FORK LAKE....0uetrnvsanansnsonvannnnnn 5,000, 000 —— 5,000:000 ——
(£} HURON HARBOR..... — -— 2,000,000 -
{BE)  LAKEVIEW PARK....cvevvreonnssssavarnrnsn v -— 1‘260,00& -—
(FC)  MILL CREEK. . euvauvuronnvoororovanannns 1,400,000 - ’600:600 -—
(FC)  MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES (REHAB}.....eevveecruenss 500,000 — 500,000 —_—
(PC)  POINT PLACE...cvvivuenravanvnnsaravancnnnn —— 90,000 e 90,000
(R) WEST HARBOR. ¢ vonevuvnravusesnnssosaseranmancnes —— — — 65,000
[¢)] WILLOW ISLAND LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO & W. VA....., 906,000 — 900,000 —
OKLAHOMA
(FC)  ARCADTA LAKE....vvvesueneranans — 428 e
(FC)  ARKANSAS-RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL, 0% 428:000
OKLA., RANS., & TEXuiovnunancnen — 1,85 —
(FC)  BIRCH LAKE. . usuuvvsnorenneercoanssscssavnonnnne 1,900,000 ' 0’?-(32 2,850,000 2’&00.0'—0?
(FC)  CANDY LAKE.....veuieucenssonsmncersovnnsnacsonns 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 ——
(FC)  CLAYTON LAKE. ... vioeeneusrnanoevorvansovasnanes 2,000,000 —— 2,000,000 ——
(FC)  COPAN LAKE.....v0ersnrnsesssnasnnnnns 7,000,000 — 9,000,000 ——
(MP)  FORT GLBSON LAKE = UNITS 5 & Bucrenveroraereees -— 350,000 — 350,000
(FC}  KAW LAKE...vuuensuencnnsnenruncnssnssssoaonnrns 4,600,000 - 6,000,000 s
(FC)  LUKFATA LAKE....e0ieivuonsnenrnrunsorvassncncen 500,000 — '500:000 ——
{FC} OPTIMA LAKE...ciocvannnnvnnsonrenocensasannnans 5,000, 000 —— 5,000,000 —
(FC)  SKIATOOK LAKE......evuenrosnrionscrescacnrnosess 2,500,000 — ~000. —
(FC)  WAURIEA LAKE 1900, +-000.000
R R N 21,000,000 — 21,000,000 e

8%

6%
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OREGON
(FC)  APPLEGATE LAKE......--.-. 3,000,000 -— 3,000,000 —
(FC)  BEAVER DRAINAGE DISTRICT...... 1,399,000 — 1,399,000 —
(P)  BONNEVILLE SECOND POMERHOUSE - ORE. & WASH..... 48,000,000 -— 48,000,000 —
(N)  COOS BAY...esseneveeses e reeeeanaaaas 10,000,000 - 10,000,000 -—
(MP)  COUGAR LAKE....eeees-esses . 871,000 —- 871,000 -
(FC)  DAYS CREEK LAKE (PHASE I)....ovcvosvesssseines . — 100,000 -— 500,000
(MP)  JOHN DAY LOCK AND DAM - LAKE UMATILLA, ORE. &
WASH. teevennonnsnenns eeeeenaanes 3,100,000 — 3,100,000 -—
(MP)  LOST CREEK LAKE. +nnevennssennneensens eveenane 7,500,000 — 7,500,000 -—
(FC) LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER BANK PROTECTION, ORE. &
WASH. cvonnee e eeereeensesenaeerunaoes 300, 000 — 300,000 —
(MP)  MC NARY LOCK AND DAM, LAKE WALLULA, ORE® & WASH 700,000 — 700,000 —
(FC)  SCAPPOOSE DRAINAGE DISTRICT..... een 2,880,000 -— 2,880,000 -
(FC)  WILLAMETTE RIVER BASIN BANK PROTECTION..... 450,000 - 1,000,000 -—
PENNSYLVANIA o
(FC)  BLUE MARSH..vevveeoseons 13,569,000 - 13,569,000 -—- >
(FC)  CHARTIERS CREEK....... 4,000,000 -— 4,000,000 -—
(FC)  COWANESQUE LAKE...eeeseonvns 12,600,000 - 15,600,000 —
(N)  ELK CREEK HARBOR..... — -— - 185,000
(N)  GRAYS LANDING LOCK AND DAM.. .. — 170,000 — 170,000
(N)  POINT MARION LOCK..eeooesens — 300,000 - 300,000
(FC)  POTTSTOWN. . eeusveseonnsesnnes — 150,000 — 150,000
(BE)  PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA....... . 750,000 — 750,000 -—
(FC)  RAYSTOWN LAKE....cseessss . 2,400,000 -— 2,400,000 -—
(FC) TAMAQUA. -+ ex s rsens .. - - -— 50,000
(FC)  TIOGA-HAMMOND LAKES. 35,500,000 -— 40,000,000 -—
(MP)  TOCKS ISLAND LAKE...e....«s 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 -—
(MP) TOCKS ISL. LAKE, ROUTE 209 RELOCATION ONLY. — — 1,500,000 -—
(FC) TYRONE.....seessness 2,500,000 — 2,500,000 -—
PUERTO RICO
(FC)  PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS...... eeeeeanaeas . 6,250,000 — 6,250,000 -—
SOUTH CAROLINA
(FC)  BROADWAY LAKE. ... eeoveveessss — — — 90,000
(N)  COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR. 3,000,000 -— 3,000,000 _—
(BE)  HUNTING ISLAND BEACH......... . 1,194,000 — 1,194,000 -
(N)  LITTLE RIVER INLET, S.C. & N.C. — 227,000 - 227,000
e R S S
TENNESSEE
NP
(MP)  CORDELL HULL DAM AND RESERVOIR.......... e 1,761,000 — 1,761,000 o
TEXAS
(FC)  ALPINE.........
(FC)  AQUILLA LAKE. 1. 400. 000 200,000 - 200,000
,400,000 - 1,400,000 -
(FC)  ARKANSAS-RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL, [
AREA VIIL.sesuunnnsrooronanonaoesoaons
(FC)  AUBREY LAKE........ i.ggg,ggo - 6,000,000 —
(FC)  BIG PINE LAKE...... . »000,000 - 1,000,000 -—
(FC)  BIG SERING...nvnvnonomeimiiineiin - 250,000 - 250,000
(FC)  CARL L. ESTES DAM AND LAKE. - 110,000 - 110,000
(FC)  CLEAR CREEK...... eneeranene :' 500, 000 — 500,000
(FC)  CLOPTON CROSSING LAKE (PHASE I). __: 140,000 -— 200,000
(FC) COOPER LAKE AND CHANNELS....... 1,260,000 250,000 - 250,000
(BE)  CORPUS CHRISTI BEACH....... "700,000 - [2260.000 -
(N)  CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL (1968 ACT)......... 3,100,000 = 3 o0 000 -
(FC)  EL PASO.ssrnsenneccunssocnnessesnsessaesannnans 2,300,000 - 32190000 -
(FC)  FREEPORT AND VICINITY, HURRICANE FLOOD e - 2,300,000 -
PROTECTION. ...
(N)  FREEPORT HARBOR 4,300,000 - 4,500,000 -
(N)  GIWW-HARBOR OF REFUGE AT SEADRIFT...... PO - 121,000 - 121,000
(§)  GIWW-TEXAS SECTION - RELOCATION IN - 38,000 - 38,000 hay
MATAGORDA BAY....c..onns e iiinieeeaaea, _—
(FC)  HIGHLAND BAYOU.... . 1,300,000 75,000 ——— 75,000
(FC)  LAKEVIEW LAKE... 1000, 000 - 1,300,000 -
(FC)  LAVON LAKE MOD, & FAST FORK CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT 1,900,000 - +»000,000 -
(FC) LOWER RIO GRANDE BASIN (PHASE 1) [Aaanees - 4,100,000 -—
(FC)  MILLICAN LAKE. .. uusneresnnennens 250,000 -— 250,000
(N)  MOUTH OF COLORADO RIVER...... _ 435,000 - 435,000
(FC)  PLAINVIEM. . ecvannennnnnecerocenanseseonns . - 60,000 - 100,000
(FC)  PORT ARTHUR & VICINITY (HURRICANE FLOOD N 200.000 - 200,000
PROTECTION) ... .. eeeeeeeeeaean eeeeiens 4,3 —
(FC)  SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT..... . 3,333;000 42300, 000 -—
(FC)  SAN GABRIEL RIVER....... 16 500.'000 - 37 200,000 -
(FC)  TAYLORS BAYOU...uuuurvuneoonnoseennns 300000 - - 10,500,000 -
(FC) TENNESSEE COLONY LAKE (LAND AQUISITION)..:.... — - 300,000 -
(N) TEXAS CITY CHANNEL INDUSTRIAL CANAL......eee0.. — - 1,000,000 -
(FC)  TEXAS CITY & VICINITY (HURRICANE FLOOD - 200,000 -—
PROTECTION) - v vvenennnrennnaracsnaos
(FC)  THREE RIVERS.?........................ 600,000 - 600,000 -
(FC)  TRINITY RIVER PROJECT. .- o omsmmermnsunsnnnsnnns —_ ;50'000 - 150,000
(FC)  VINCE AND LITTLE VINCE BAYOUS.....c.venne. 945,000 00,000 945,000 800,000
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VIRGINIA

(FC) BUENA VISTA (PHASE I).eeueeoncovesonasnneecsose — 200,000 — 200,000
(FC)  FOURMILE RUN, CITY OF ALEXANDRIA AND ARLINGTON
COUNTY . e cneenennnnnnnensssnsanaassssossosans 8,300,000 — 10,000,000 -—
(FC)  GATHRIGHT LAKE........ . 11,500,000 — 11,500,000 —
(FC) VERONA LAKE (PHASE D)... -— 240,000 — 240,000
" (BE) VIRGINIA BEACH (REIMB)........... 260,000 -— 260,000 -—
WASHINGTON
(MP)  CHIEF JOSEPH DAM ADDITIONAL UNITS.... 78,000,000 -— 78,000,000 -—
(BE) EDIZ HOOKeseseosonnnnsasesansancns . — — 1,100,000 -—_
(MP) ICE HARBOR ADDITIONAL UNITS.. 2,100,000 - 2,100,000 -—
(MP) LITTLE GOOSE ADDITIONAL UNITS.. . 24,600,000 — 24,600,000 -
(MP) LOWER GRANITE ADDITIONAL UNITS. . 21,900,000 -— 21,900,000 -
(MP) LOWER GRANITE LOCK AND DAM...... . 11,000, 000 -— 11,000,000 -—
(MP)  LOWER MONUMENTAL ADDITINAL UNITS . 19,900,000 - 19,900, 000 -—
(FC)  SKAGIT RIVER LEVEE.....cocconeee . — — — 100,000
(MP)  THE DALLES ADDLTIONAL UNITS.....eseeisnssnesons 300,000 -— 1,800,000 —-- o
(FC)  WAHKIAKUM COUNTY CONSOLIDATED DIKING DISTRICT ' o
NO. Luonssensonsnnnnnesnsssnssnasssssesnnns 600,000 -— 600,000 -—
WEST VIRGINIA
(FC)  BEECH FORK LAKE.....eeevcocanecsannes . 2,700,000 — 2,700,000 -—
(FC)  BURNSVILLE LAKE. . 6,000,000 -— 6,000,000 -—
(FC)  EAST LYNN LAKE.. 1,000,000 - 1,000,000 -—
(FC) R.D. BAILEY LAKE . 7,500,000 -— 10, 300, 000 -—
(FC) ROMLESBURG LAKE.....oseenneanesessansnanonnsnns — 145,000 -— 145,000
WISCONSIN
(FC)  LAFARGE LAKE AND CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT.........c. 1,000,000 — 1,000,000 -—
(N)  NORTHPORT HARBOR...... —— 125,000 - 125,000
(FC)  PRAIRIE DU CHIEN..... -— 50,000 -— 50,000
(FC)  STATE ROAD AND EBNER COULEES.. -— 300,000 - 300,000
MISCELLANEOUS
(N)  SMALL NAVIGATION PROJECTS NOT REQUIRING
SPECIFIC LEGISLATION COSTING UP TO
$1,000,000 (SEC. 107)eveonesee ereeenes —— — 3,000,000 -—
(FC)  SMALL PROJECTS FOR FLOOD CONTROL AND RELATED
PURPOSES NOT REQUIRING SPECIFIC LEGISLATION
.
T PRSI R S
COSTING UP TO $1,000,000 (SEC. 205)......... —
(BE)  SMALL BEACH EROSION PROJECTS NOT - 10,000,000 —
REQUIRING SPECIFIC LEGISLATION COSTING
UP TO $1,000,000 (SEC 103).euvorvnnen. —
(FC)  EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE - 500,000 -—
PROTECTION (SEC. 14).e.uvivnrennnsnnsns .. 1.5
RECREATION FACILITIES AT COMPLETED PR . 000 o »300,000 ---
SMALL SNAGGING AND CLEARING (SEC. 208()”ECTS : 22,000,000 - 22,000,000 -—
FISH AND WILDLIFE STUDIES (U.S. FISH AND - 200,000 . -—
WILDLIFE SERVICE) -+ e oveunvaesensnnnsnnns
MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES ATTRIBUTIBLE 2,000,000 - 2,000,000 -
TO NAVIGATION PROJECTS (SEC. 111).....c..... — ot
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL (1965 ACT) . 1,600,000 - S90- 000 - ©
EMPLOYEES COMPENSATION.......... 2,108,000 = g,?gg,ooo -
REDUCTION FOR ANTICIPATED SAVINGS AND SLIPPAGES 79,640,000 — -792640:38)8 -
Total, .......... L PN
. 1,244,049,000 22,283,000  1,390,544,000 26,533,000

....... (1,266,332,000) (1,417,077,000)
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As indicated in the foregoing table, the Committee has reduced the
budget request for some projects for the reasons shown below:

Project Decrease Reason
Dodge City, Kans..co.vouemonvniicaaaas -$1, 4§§, f:;i Fu?giuitrreaxr:‘sef:{ri%dﬁgga m:rctl E,i;17'fisce\l year 1976 reducs
rshalltown, towa._ ... ... ... ... ~280, 0,
E‘itiuos‘t(x?}\fmééadéﬁa'ﬁrﬁ:'Ihifiiﬁé'ér]&'k}h’-‘ “hi 00 oo
5 D ot Gl 10 furdy e s Sty 87 o st gl
Jacksonville Harbor, Fla___.. .. ... .. ___. -2, 500, 600 La‘zoé%tén contract,

i Jhnd.
gga‘;?tlt?{z‘::éelndn . — Project not supported. .
Evansville, Ind... .. _......._............. , Delay in design of pumping plant, interests
Milt Cmek', 0RO, e ~800,000 Delay in oblaining rights-of-way from local interests,

Delay in completing zec. 221 zgreement.

The FY 1977 Budget contains no funds to continue the 6 small
project programs of the Corps for which the Congress has authorized
and appropriated funds in prior years. It is further understood that the
projects funded in the F'Y 1976 Bill will be discontinued unless they
can be completed with funds currently available. The Report accom-
panying the Second Supplemental Appropriation Bill, 1976, directs
the Corps to proceed with these programs as provided in the 1976
Public Works Appropriation Act. ) )

The Committee has approved the following specific amounts under
the various small project programs which are included in the total
amount available:

SECTION 205~—SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS ;Sﬂofggiﬁg
1. Arkansas and Walnut Rivers, Kans. . .. oo _..__ %38’ ggg
2. Brush Bayou, Lo . oo e LS00, 000
3. Hayward Creek, Mass_ . e » 000, 000
4. Paw Paw Lake, Mich. . ___ e 125, oo
5. Lead Bayou, Miss. . . e 125,000
6. Drinkwater Sewer Projeet, Mo. - _ _ . o0 000
7. Chappaqua, N.Y - e 37, 000
8. Lake Neahtahwantia and Tannery Creek, N.Y.______ S X
9. Ten Mile Creck at Marianna and vicinity, Pennsylvania._... .. 1, 108, ggg
10. Brookside, Wilkes-Barre, Pa__.._____ ... 5r, o
11. Redbank Creek, Pa_ . . .. 753, o0
12. Scotts Creek, 8.0 . e 33}0’ 300
13, Rapid City, S. Dak___ e 300, 000
14. Sturgis, S. Dak_ . e 200, 000
15. Walnut Creek, TeX. .o oo am 25, 000
16. New London, Wis_ . .o e A

SECTION 107—SMALL NAVIGATION PROJECTS

Islais Creek, Calif . . . ggg, ggg
San Leandro Marina, Calif .. _ .. __ .. ___.____.. 30, 000
Rock Hall Harbor, Md___. .. __ . ___.__. gO, 0
Rosedale Harbor, Miss__ .. 50. 008
Caruthersville Harbor, Mo.__..._. 122, o0

Port Washington, Wis_ .. e

SECTION 103—SMALL BEACH EROSION CONTROL PROJECTS

Santa Rosa Island, Fla__ . e 66, 000

SECTION 208—SMALL SNAGGING AND CLEARING PROJECTS

Kankakee River, Ind . . . e e
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SECTION 14—EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE PROTECTION

COMMITTEE
ALLOWANCE
Wastewater treatment plant, Pensacola Beach, Fla__ .. _______________ $93, 000
Cottonwood River, Chase and Lyons Counties, Kans._______________ 100, 0600

New York Harbor Collection and Removal of Drift Project, N.Y.—
The Committee has provided $2,500,000, an increase of $1,710,000
over the $790,000 budgeted for this vital and important project.
The purpose of this project is the removal of sources of drift, such as
derelict vessels, deteriorated shore structures and debris along the
shoreline of New York Harbor. The Committee continues to support
this project, which is so important to the health and vitality of the
16 million people living in the area.

The totaf commerce for the port, which ranks first in the U.S. in
total tonnage, has increased from 153,800,000 tons in 1965 to 195,095,~
000 in 1974. About 15 percent of the total waterborne and 13 percent
of foreign commerce of the United States are handled by the port of
New York. It is not in the national interest to allow this national asset
to deteriorate.

Millican Lake, Tex.—The President’s budget included $435,000 for
Advance Engineering and Design for this project. The Committee in
reporting the FY 1976 bill made the statement that “prior to any
additional appropriations for construction purposes, the Corps should
attempt to determine the extent of the lignite deposits in the area
which would be inundated by such construction. . . .”

The Corps testified to the effect during the hearings on the present
budget, that preliminary reports from the Bureau of Mines indicated
the presence of lignite deposits “sufficient for us to believe that we
must expand our study of alternatives on this project to look at
possible locations for a structure other than the one which is author-
1zed.” They further stated that final reports from the Bureau of
Mines would not be forthcoming until approximately July of 1976.

In view of these facts, while the Committee approves of the recom-
mendations of the Administration, it feels rather strongly that it is
incumbent upon the Corps to report back to the Committee the
final findings of the Bureau of Mines in line with the request of the
Committee in the FY 1976 report, prior to the expenditure of any
of the monies contained in this Bill for any item except those expenses
incurred in developing the aforementioned report.

East Fork and Caesar Creek Lakes, Ohio.—The Commitiee has
been advised of a potential water quality problem at East Fork
and Caesar Creek Lakes, Ohio. The Corps of Engineers is directed
to provide the Committee with a report addressing the potential water
quality problems at these projects.

Trinity River project, Tezas.~—The Committee directs that Environ-
mental Impact Statement studies be conducted which will define
the effects of the project upon the estuaries and their marine life.
The studies should be conducted in sufficient detail to provide infor-
mation upon which design of the project can avoid or minimize any
damage to the natural resources. These studies should be coordinated
with the National Marine Fishery Service, the Texas Parks and Wild-
life Department, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, and the Texas
Shrimp Association who are concerned with the marine life in the
Trinity Bay.
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Wallisville Lake, Tex.~Funds previously appropriated for the
Wallisville Lake, Texas project are to be made available for the
project as the project proceeds.

Gallipolis Lock and Dam, Ohio and West Virginia.—Early improve-
ment o? the existing navigation facilities at Gallipolis Lock and Dam,
Ohio and West Virginia 1s of particular concern to the Committee.
The Committee is advised that the inadequacies of the existing facilities
burden essential commodity movements with excessive costs and
shutdowns and delays disrupt supply schedules to the detriment of
the economy of the Ohio and M ississippi Valley. Accordingly, the
Committee wishes to express its interest in expeditious submission of
the project report to the appropriate committees of Congress with a
view to authorization this year. '

San Francisco Bay to Stockton (J. F. Baldwin & Stockton Ship
Channels), California.—Within available funds, model testing should
be conducted as part of the ongoing studies for the 45 ft. portion of
the San Francisco Bay to Stockton project to determine the feasibil-
ity of modifying releases from federally constructed or subsidized
grojects affecting Delta water quality and of breakwater salinity

arrier use to reduce ocean salinity intrusion.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
$163, 250, 000

Appropriation, 1976 oo oeionmmememmm e
Budget Estimate, 1977 . ooeoommmmmm oo 191, 220, 000
Recommended, 1977 oo coomroommmm e o mm o 227, 667, 000
Comparison:

464, 417, 000

Appropriation, 1976. . _ocoeonnbooonnomnm oo
Budget Estimate, 1977 -ooooeommmommmmo oo 136, 447, 000

Funds under this heading are distributed to projects and activities
as shown in the following table:

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES

Budget fiscal Committee
year 1877 recommendation

1. General investigations:
a

) Surveys: .
Helena and vicinity, ATKANSES. . .. oopumnnmnmesmmnome s eos e e s g g $75, 000
Lacomia Circle area, Desha County, Ark. , 000 X
Lake Neark, ArK_ oo o croecmeeraenannes el 100, 000 100, 000
St Francis River Basin below Wappapello Lake, Ark, and Mo 145, 000 145,
West Memuhis, ArK_ o cneomcmeanmnmenaeeen 110, 600 110, 000
Bayou du Chien, Ky . ooocoooonaanns 25,000 25,000
Atchafalaya Basin (water and land rasources), L 475, 000 475, 000
Berwick lock—Atchafalaya Basin, La 25, 000 25,000
Lake Providence, La 25, 000 25,000
Lovisiana State [ 5, 000 25,000
Yazoo River Basin, Miss .. .. cooiamaraeemnre e nen 450, 000 600, 000
Mississippi River—East Bank levees, Ken'tucky’and Tennesses. ... - 139, 000 130, 000
Obion and Forked Deer Rivers and tributaries, Tennessee and
KRRUEKY - - o moosommpcoemmm 5 o mmmmmmm Dz mio e et e - 150, 008 150,000
Wolf and Loosahatchie Rivers and Nonconnah Greek, Tenn. and Miss. 150, 150, 000
Mississipgl River, Cairo, 1il., to Baton Rouge, L& oo wm e amammmzzmzsan 56, 000
(b) Collection and study of basic date_ ..o ooe-- - 156, 000 156, 0008
Subtotal, general investigations__ ... ooooieomoomim e 2,060, 600 2,335, 000
2. Construction and planning:
Mississippi RIVET [6VE8S. . ..ovnwmnmommmmmsnar s nnms oo mmm s 29,725,000 30, 225, 000
Channel improvement. . - 36, 225, 000 49, 000, 000
Old River, La. oo cecomvmmoamommramzomom s . 2, 500, 600 2, 500, 000
Lower Red River, South Bank levees, Louisiana... - 825, 000 1,700, 000
Atchafalaya Basin, LA, ...ooeerionmnmnnminnnonee 31, 669, 000 35, 000, 000
Lower White River:
Augusta-Clarendon 16VEE. ... .oooeeamesmnsmmsnaneomsmm oo s 420,000
CHATRNAON J8VBB.. - o oo neen cmmmmmmmmmsmm s m oo mmnm o mn s n e R 100, 000
Cache Basin, Arkansas...... 1, 000, 000 1,500, 600
9, 750, 000 12, 500, 000

St. Francis Basin, Ark. and 8
See tootnote at end of table.
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FLOOD CONTROL, M.SSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES—Continued

Budget fiscal Committes
year 1977 recommendation

2. Construction and planning—Continued
Tensas Basin, Ark. and La.:

Boeuf and Tensas Rivers, except Lake Chicot pumpi
goguéand Tensas Rivers, Lake Chicot puntping plapngg..p.lff‘_h.:: """" sggg. % ¥ 3 000
Red River Backwater Area, La, Except Tensas Cocodrie Pumping Plant_. 4,250, 000 : b0, 009
. oeot L;tﬁf:ﬁ:&ﬁgr gtgraénln%zns;ana,{;r?(nsas Clgcodrie pumping plant.__ " 860, 000 2 g%'%
B W, | nessee and Kontucky-..------—- L 21000
%syou Cocodrie and tributaries, Louisiana. . 280,000 330, 000
‘ache-Vermilion Basins, La____............. 250 0oo ]
Yaz00 Basin, Miss oY LATTTITI s s s 1,700, 000 1,700, 000
SardisLake. . eimrnnn
Arkabutla Lake. .. ... o o b o
rikabutla Lak 540, 000 1, 100, 000
Grenada Lake. ' 300 b e
Grenada Lake. ... 870,000 1,700,000
Upper auxiliary channels o oo .0
Uppar aue 3, 820, 000 7,000, 000
Tnb%tariestza \ 500,000 1,000, 000
xcept Ascalmore-Tippo and Opossum Bayous.....
big sﬁmim;eémfo and Opossum SBayousu-y- """"""""""" §rer 000 1,095 000
o 1 , 075,
Yamgxgacmtggz including Steele Bayou) 940, 000 1, 808, 000
ept Muddy Bayou control structure__
st Muddy Bayou control structure iy h 503 006 & %2, 080
reambank erosion control._........ 00 2o 000
est Tennessee HibUtaIies. . ... ... -~ 2,710,000 2 200000
g;:ss{;!eyasag%u, La g - 300 % 31' %gg'%
ra Rapides ishes, , ;
?drit;:!pvi}te _ﬁg_rbora,';wsg uf c?ntr.a l ,Amee"?f itanshes, N i}igg' 8?)3 : i%' ggg
ississippi River, East Bank, Natchez area, Mississippi____. ) .
Mississippi River, East Bank, Vicksburg-Yazoo area.pﬂﬁississiéﬁx__.___::: :%28' ?)gg i%gg'%
.. Subtotal, constructi i ’
3 wamteuance-_'._--.s.r.l{c_t??i",‘if’,‘ffl?l[_'g """""""""""""""""""""""" lig, gosg, goog lgg' 33%’%
Total. o coeennnn ¥ =
.................................................... 191, 220, 000 227,667,000

1 Planning.

St. Francis Basin.—The Committee allowance i
St . includes the follow-
llng 1Increases over the budget: $75,000 for the County Bridges (]))i%?h
Asi',k af)ilé,ls ~1§;§71518888I;; $3I%§,000 {orOSt. Francis below Mar ed Tree
; , or Riv itch; 4
Coilf;le}?ur.r 375,000 for | ervale Outlet Ditch; and $1,305,000 for
ississippi  River Levees.—The C i i
3532’,.00_0 for thI% Madrid Bend Levee. ommittee allowance includes
18sissippt River, Cairo, Ill. to Baton Rouge, La. (N).—The {
p}tl'owded are for study of the economic jus%l%ication( of)a dees-wiii
GP annel on the Mississippi River from Baton Rouge to Ohio River
Shairtlggl(ia,rLX;é%ltéon should bi(ai g&ven to the accommodation of mini-
-type intermoded carriers d
Aryansas,Bangi Mgrnl}lphis, Tennessee.rners ownstream from Osceola,
az00 Basin.—The Committee has provided $400,000 for initiati
of chns_t;}uctéon tqn the Bi}% Sand Creel?Levee extension. or initiation
ecial attention is to be given to the cleanout and
isisigscilsat;ed. mt_}éhﬁar%s, fEn(iid, Arkabutla and Grerfgggs g(l){l;lseniﬁ
sippi, within the funds reimbursed th
Fund amf included in this appropriatiog‘fe rough the Hmergency
Tensas Basin-Larto Lake to Jonesville area, Louisiana.—The Com-
%égg? recorrl‘nlllne?dsd$927,00((i) (fior the Larto Lake to Jonesville area
ana. The funds provi i i i s
the;vwork ; The funds provided in the bill are sufficient to complete
onconnah Creck, Tennessee and Mississippi.~—~The C i
calls on the Corps of Engineers to submit t g Noncgnna%mg;gi?
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Tennessee and Mississippi study to the appropriate Congressional
Committees so that it may be considered for project authorization.
The flood control and other benefits which could be derived from this
project are vitally important to the entire area.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

Appropriation, 1076, . e $582,073,000
Budget estimate, 1977 e 583,900,000
Recommended, 1977 . e 648,900,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976 ___ e, 66,827,000
Budget estimate, 1977 . e + 65,000,000

Cecil M. Harden Lake, Ind —The Committee is informed that at a
number of locations along the project fee boundary line the groject
seasonal or summer ?001 extends beyond the fee and easement bound-
aries on to privately-owned properties. The Corps is directed to
reexamine the fee boundary line established for this project and take
such action as appropriate to solve these problems.

Within the total increase allowed, following are specific projects in
the operation and maintenance category which have been increased:

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Budgst Allowance Increase
Alabama Coosa Rivers, Ala._.... R, $1,550,000  $i, 820, 000 --$27¢, G600
Black Warrior, Warrior and Tombigbee Rivers, Ala________ 4,700, 000 6,000,000 -1, 300,000
GIWW-Mobile District, Alabama, Florida and Mississippi. 1, 244, 000 2,044, 001 -4-800, 001
Millers Ferry lock and dam, Atabama_. 1, 360, 000 1,789, 000 -+-429, (00
Mobite Harbor, Ala.__.___.__..__.__ , 350, 000 3,708,000 1,358, 000
Walter ¥, George jock and dam, Alabam , 800, 000 2,000, 000 ~+200, 000
Osceola Harbor, Ark.__...___... 125, 000 165, 000 --40, 000
Humboldt Harbor and Bay, Calif. 670, 000 835, 000 165, 000
New Hogan Lake, Calif. ... ... . _.______ , 000 , 000 308, 000
San Francisco Bay-Delta Model structure, California... 340, 000 565, 000 +-225, 000
San Leandro Marina, Calif ____._ .. i 330, 000 -+330,
San Rataal Creak, Calif . .. e —————m oo 530, 600 -+-530, 600
Yuba River, Calif_..__..__.__.._ 50, (00 90, 00C --40, 000
Apalachicola, Chattahoochee and 2, 906, 000 3, 482, 000 +4-582,
Cross Florida Barge Canal, Fla.......__.__ 957, 000 1,367, 000 --410, 000
East Pass Channel, Fla_..__._. 149, 000 399, 000 -4-250, 000
Fernandina Harbor, Fla__.__.. 265, 000 505, 000 0,
IWW-Jacksonville to Miami, Fla. ... oooonnoinnsos 2,010,000 2, 820, 000 -+818, 600
Jacksonville Harbor, Fla__.__ ... .. ... .. ... .. 580, 000 1, 300, 000 —+720, 000
Jim Woodruff Jock and dam, Florida.. __.._.__. ... ..... 1, 800, 000 2, 405, 000 --605, 000
Calumet Harbor and River diked disposal, Hiinois. ... 000 148, 000 98,
Carlyle Lake, .. ... . .. .. ... 1, 445, 000 , 000, 000 -+585, 000
Chicago Harbor, diked disposal, Iinois... .. ... ... ... .. , 000 80,
Kaskaskia River navigatlon, Hiinois. 1,220, 000 1,260, 000 --40, 000
Chicage River diked disposal, Hlinois_ . .. o iiiaieaan , 000 90, 000
1, 550, 000 2,100, 000 -}-550, 006

Shelbyville Lake, Tll. ... .. ... e y . e
Ohio River open channel work, Nlinois, Pennsylvania, Indiana, Ohio,

West Virginia and Kentueky______ e memmmrnn . I e 2,107,000 3, 850, 000 +1, 783, 000
Mississippi River between Missouri River and Minneapolis, lliinois,

Minnesota, Wisconsin and fowa (environmental resources study_..._. 200, 000 1,127, 0600 4927, 000
Mississippi River between Chio and Missouri Rivers, W ..o as 5, 900, 00C 8,800,000 43, C0O0, 000
Cecil M. Harden Lake, Mansfield Lake, ind... 266, 000 318, 000 52, 000
Red Rock Dam-Lake Red Rock, lowa 875, 000 1,227,000 -+-352, 000
Buckhorn Lake, Ky.. 299, 000 339, 000 -+4-40, 400

2,187,000 3,857,000 1,660,000

Kentucky River, Ky__
Wolf Creek Dam-Lake Cumberland, K

Y,
Mississippi River, Baton Rouge to‘t!ha Gulf, Louisiana, 15,400,000 17,000,000  --1, 600, 000
Mississippi River, gulf outlet, Louisiana. ... ... _..._.. 3, 680, 000 5,680,000 42,000,000
Portland Harbor, Maine_ ... .. ... .. o - 5§93, 000 890, 000 -+297, 000
Cape Cod Canal, Mass.__. ... . .. iiiceeomii .. 3,320,000 3,575,000 ~}-255, 000
Newburgpun Harbor, Mass._ . .. ez 502, 000 4502, 000
Detroit River, diked disposal, Michigan_ _ 1,789, 000 4,000,000 2,211,000
Rouge River, diked dispesal, Michigan. , 2,000,000 -1, 100,000
Saginaw River, diked disposal, Michiga 5, 068, 000 6,10, 000 1,032,000
St. Mary's River, Mich._.___...__ 5, 415, 000 6, 000, 000 4585, 000
Duluth-Superior, diked disposal, Mi ) 1,000,000  -+1, 000,000
Black Rock Charnel and Tonawanda Harbor, diked disposal, New York . _ 175, 000 285, 000 110, 0600
Buffalo Harbor, diked disposal, New York .. ... .. . ovvn v 1, 615, 000 2, 000, 000 --385, 000
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Budget Allowance Increasa

New York Harbor, removal of drift, New York
Cleveland Harbor, diked disposal, Ohio.._.
Lorain Harbor, diked disposal, Ohio.. . _
Coos Bay, Oreg... __.....__..__

—--- 31,954,000  $2,085,000 131, 000
6,634,000 8 000,000 ﬁfssej 000

2,006,000 4,000,000 -2, 000,000

1,035,000 1,235,000 -£200

Channel to Port Bolivar, Yex____ .. )
g:}e;ar g:r&?!g aﬁndhg:lealg Lak?, }'ex,.. 0,000 }88'%8 +100’ G00
us Christi ship channel, Texas. . T e aa ) )
Dou%le Bayou, Tef ...... ?_i.ff?f::-.:: ......... 3'25? w s ggg' gg?) +g§'—%4§' ggg

Gulf IWW, Rockport portion, Texas. .
Gulf IWW, Toxae. 0o o Te as
Houston ship channel, Texas.
Little Bay, ulton portion, Texas_

Matagorda ship channel, Texas. .~
Sabine-Neches Waterway, Tex__ ..
Texas City Channel, Tex_.____ 700, 000 +700, 000

Norfolk Harbor, Va. .__ .. ! \
LA T ——————————— -1 L 1 S )

- 6,895,000 8,700,000 1,805,000
1,140,000 2, i% 600 -i-1, 400, 000

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES

Appropriation, 1976___________________
N B 190, 000
ecommended, 1977 _____________________ __TTTmmmmmmemee , X
omﬁarison: 3 T e 30, 000, 000
ppropriation, 1976 _ . _________ . ________________ —
Budget estimate, 1977___ " +‘11{1J: ggg’ ggg

This appropriation item is required to finance flood emergen. -
aration, Eood fighting and rescue operations, and repair otg ﬂo%%:lpgsg-
trol and Federal hurricane and shore protection works.

The Committee recommends a total of $30,000,000 for flood con-
trol and coastal emergencies which is $11,860,000 above the budget
"Yeotion 5 of the Flood C

ection o of the KFlood Control Act approved August 18, 1941

amended (33 USC 701 n), established th%g fund. Thigs ]egislt’},tion f)r?)i
vides the authority to utilize certain sums to meet emergency work by
transfer to the emergency fund subject to reimbursement and reads
In part, as follows: “Provided that pending the appropriation of said
sum, the Secre.taljy of the Army may allot, from existing flood-
control appropriations, such sums as may be necessary for the imme-
diate prosecution of the work herein authorized. Such appropriation
rt;?&(ﬁe”relmbursed from the appropriation herein authorized when
ot}{t 1s&clearly_t1t1.e inttnt of thisil legislation that funds diverted from

er appropriations to meet the urgent fl i
this fund are to be reimbursed. & 20d emergencies through

The Committee directs that in the future all transfers made from
projects in other Corps accounts to the Emergency Fund be reported
in advance to the appropriate congressional committees. The Com-
mittee expects to be kept fully advised of any such transfers and devia-
tion from this directive will not be tolerated.

GENERAL EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976_______ . ____.______
N ——— %43, 200, 000
ecommended, 1977 ___ .. _______________ o TTTTtttTTo . .
Comparisens 7T 47, 200, 600
Appropriation, 1976 . ___________________ -+3, 500, 000

Budget estimate, 1977________________ Tttt —200, 000
------ ]
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This appropriation finances the expenses of the Office, Chief of
Engineers, the division offices, the River and Harbor Board, and cer-
tain research and statistical functions of the Corps of Engineers.

The reduction of $200,000 is applied to travel, rent, communica-
tions and utilities and other services.

SPECIAL RECREATION USE FEES

Appropriation, 1976, . _ i $1, 200, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 .. e 3, 100, 000
Recommended, 1077 _ . e 2, 000, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976 . . e - 806, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 _ e -1, 100, 000

This appropriation will allow the Corps of Engineers to use rec-
reation fees collected for authorized recreation purposes, including fee
collection, recreation facility development and items essential to the
health and safety of the using public as authorized by law.

Testimony presented to the (E/ommittee did not justify the substan-
tial increase requested.

REVOLVING FUND

Limitation on capital—The Committee recommends a total limita~
tion of $285,000,000 for 1977 on the total capital of the revolving
fund, the same as the budget request.

In order to enable the Corps of Engineers to determine the feasi-
bility of & new sand bypassing and other experimental techniques in
shallow draft inlets, the Corps is directed to proceed immediatel
with the design and modification of the Currituck to provide a self-
loading capability. This modification, which is estimated to cost
$300,000, will be accomplished within available funds and without
exceeding the Corpus amount authorized by the Congress.

This action is not intended to impact on the private sector should
they further develop this dredging demonstration technique.

he Committee 1s advised that the Corps of Engineers popular
Bicentennial exhibit towboat the Sergeant Floyd has appeared in over
150 communities along the Inland and Intracoastal Waterways, and
by year’s end visitors to this exhibit are expected to total 1,000,000.

The Committee feels it is desirable to preserve this unique symbol
of the past and encourages the Chief of Engineers to give considera-
tion to making this vessel available to an interested riverside or
coastal community which would establish the vessel as a permanent
exhibit or museum in the national historical interest.

TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureavu or RECLAMATION

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Appropriation, 1976 __ e $20,892,000
Budget estimate, 1977 . e 21,030,000
Recommended, 1977 . o oo 24,487,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1076 e +3,595,000
Budget estimate, 1977__ . e 43,457,000

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

Budgetr Est. House Approved
FY 1977

FY 1877

Type of
Project

BUKEAU OF KLCLAMATION
GENERAL INVESTIGATLONS

ARIZONA
Boulder Canyon, Hoover Powerplant Modifications.

75,000

5

75,000

$

.« Feas,-p

CALIFORNIA

50,000
340,000
65, 000
330,000
300, 000
2,520,000

340,000

Appr,~I,M61,P

Calaveras County division,....

Central Valley:

65, 400
330, 000
300, 000

1,200,000

vesers Sp. Inv,
sesees Feas,-],M&I
sescae Sp. Inv,

craaen

asrvuntsns vy

Last Side division, ilid-Valley Canal......

Total Water tlanagement Study..
Energy Research and Development {Geothermal}

Delta Support StudieS.ivsesseivenennessn

Geothermal Resources InvestigationS.sccscesncas
Klanath, Butte Valley Division (see Oregon)
Lahontan Basin Total Water Management Study

{see Nevada)
Lake-Yolo Counties Studyesscass

37,000
37,000
30, 000
37,000
100, 000
105, 000
115,000
38,000
267,000
46, 000

37,000
37,000
30, 000
37,000
160, 000
105, 000
115,000

cverseansseoes Appro=l

metsmunon

oo Appr.-I,t61l

Weveresstrsrany

anan

Hendocine County Study.

Feas.
wes AppT -1
»ew Appr.-l

Hojave=Loachella, Reformulationiissesseasonennoeveonns

Napa County Studye....,

Ceresssesecsananantes

Sacramento River Urainage and Seepage Utilization.

San Jeaquin Valley Drainagece.....

Solano Lounty Water.,...

38,000
46, 000

Avreaserreenans
errevens

Susanville geothermal investigationS..eesssnsesss
Veatura County Water Managementai.eowwes

Suisun iarsh llanagement Study........

COLORADY

CRSP Power Peaking Capacity.....

102, 848
150,000
200,000
90, 0G0
58,000
73,830
285, 000
2,600,000

Feas,
cesrnseesrrcrreresnnses Feas.-l M&I

« Feag.-1,M&l
Water Resources Planning and Engineering Rescarcho....

« Feas,=p
crerees FBAS.-MEI,P

Laergy Research and Development (Pumped Storage)..e..s

cemeun
srvesmean
Perass

[XERERE D
camenbe
nesrean

.
.
.
.
»

carmras

Front Range Unit {Long’s Peak Division, P=SMBP)....... Feas.-l&1l

Upper Colorado Resourve Study..

Grand ilesa, Reformulation
Uncompahgre laprovement....

Doninguez Reservolre.eevcosnsnassconnanrrns

IDAHO

iinldoka, Minidoka Powerplant Kehabilitation &

75,000
205,000

75,000
205,000

eveee Feas,=p
ervvesssensvens Spe lov,

crenss

sresstcscaans

P

saveeae

Enlargement....
Southwest Idaho Water Management Study.

150, 600
204,000

150, 000
204,000

Upper Snake Kiver, Oakley Fan Division,

Beformulation.vsesssesvvensnssssnvuursvessenassase Feas.
Upper Snake River Water Hanagement Study..

Inv.

ceenaa Sp.

ceassn




BUKEAU OF KECLAMATION Type of Budget Est. House Approved

GLNERAL INVESTICATIONS Project ¥Y 1977 FY 1977
KANSAS
CHiKASKIAcsosonesnrsnsonoesonscansrbvasanssennannssnss Feas.=ti&1 101,000 101, 000
Kansas State Water Plan—-Phase Ll..vesesescenccacnsoes ApPT. 167,000 Lg;,ggﬁ
Solomon River Basin Water Hanagement Study (P-SMBP}... Sp. Inv. 53,000 »
MONTANA
Eastern Montana BaSinS.escessccssurcansnvessraravencns Appr. 17’2,233 %;.ggﬁ
Hardin Unit, Reformulations..cevessssscerssrvnsucnrase Feas. » N

Total Water Hanagement Study (P-SMBP)
(see South Dakota)

NEBRASKA
Croffon UNiC.vavancansssncssasssvasaonossaoacernosnssr :’:ppr.-l 0 ;a-(; 23,333
tiighland Unit (Flkhorn Division, P=SHBP)sesesenavesecs Feas.=I N N
NLVADA
Lahontan Basin Total Water Management Studyaseesesvecs Sp. Inv. 80,000 80,000
NEW MEXICO
Boulder Canyon, Hoover Powerplant Hodifications
(see Arizona) )
Elephant Butte Reservolr ~ Ft. Quitman....essevevecnes Sp. Inv. 168,000 igﬁ;ggg
GALLUPaurossvassonnssgrosnvronsanssssessatsusssccnenocs Feag,~M&1 129,000 50, o
Llano-Estacado Total Water Management Study.sesscovesen Sp. Inv. 100,000 :Og’ggo
Raton Water Supplyecescsscsasovsnscnsssnctsnsssannnens Appr.=M&l 50, 000 40, o0
TUCHRMCAL Lecvsurcvsasocansrsonsovineressrssorsnersnsncss Feas.—~1 40, 000 » 0

NURTH DAKOTA
APPLle CrepKesevesassssnsonetansararassareraresncninins Feas.-1,M61 260,000 260,000

Garrison Diversicn Unit, M&I Faciliries (PeSMBPY. cens Feas,-li&I 50, UOD 50, 000
Total Water Management Study (P-SHBP)
(see South bakota)

Versippi Alternative, Dickinson unit, Heart Division.. Feas.-il&l —— 30,000
OKLAHOHA

CACHE CTE@Kauussvoseassnrssssonrrsossossncesovsssssessee Feas.~H&l 44,000 44, 000

Criner HillSceavaveroraonrssessosscssearrsnosvnnsonnny Appro=M&1 4, 000 4,000

HeGEe CreeKicevssvarasrstsossesssrsssasnrsccsvasrnovsy Feas.~M&1 100,000 1006, 000

Oklahoma State Water PlaNcccesacssscacsvovresnnvvannane Appre. 120,000 120,000

SeWAIdaseocsrarontasvssrsronenancssosstsstnsvussccsnces Feas .~N&1 100, 000 150,000

29

OREGUN
Klamath, Butte Valley Division.s.eevesssovsevonsanaves Feag.~1 120,000 120, 000
Rogue River Basin, Grants Pass Divisioni.esveveswseex» Feas, 100, 000 100, GO0
Rogue River Basin, HMedford bilvision, Reformulation.... Feas. 50, 000 50,000
Umatilla Basifasesssessnsesnassssosacnsevvvssosvannese FRAG, =1 M&I 69, 000 69, 000
Walla Walla, Reformulation (see Washington)
Willamette River, Molalla DiviSiON.iscessssssenernnsss Feas,«I,N&1 55,000 58,000

SOUTH DAKOTA
Qahe Unit, M&I Water Facilities (James Division,

BeSMBE) vuavvvnnssannnrsosrunssissvossssccccsssnnnss FEas,-M&l 50,000 50,000
Total Water Hanagement Study, HMissouri River
Upstream of Gavins Point (P=8MBP)....crsecnnnsanss Spe Inv, 120,000 120, 000
TEXAS

Elephant Butte Reservoir - Ft. Quitman

{see New Mexico)
Ltake Meredith Salinity Bfud¥esiesseccaarcssvsacrsseans Appr, 60, 000 60, 000
LlanowEstacado Total Water Hanagement Study E

{sve New Hexico}

TEXAS BASINSecisceocsrcnornsonssnsvosssssnsnrsscscnessss FRAS.~I,M&T 114,000 114,000
UTAH
Central Utah, Ute Indian Unit.sesecsvacvssvesroreseass FEAS.—I, H&L, P 653,000 653, 060

CHSP Power Peaking Capacity (see Colorado)
Upper Colorads Rescurce Study (see Golorado)

WASHINGTON

Chief Joseph bam, Colville Indian Reservation and

AdSACEnt ATEaS..uvvecrracecensocvacassrovesnsrnees ApPT.=l &L 12,000 12,000
Columbia Basin, Crand Coulee Dam Third Powerplant

EXtensioB.iieereesrnncnn taveeeersanerasosciinonesn FEAS.,P 161,000 101,000
Walla Walla Reformulation.............. icessnenr. Feas,-M&I 126,000 120,000
Yakima, Yakima Indian Reservation......c.cccacoceos.... Feas. 75,000 75,000
Yakima, Bumping Lake Enlargemeat, Reformulation..,.... Feas,~I 25,000 25,000
Yakima Valley Water Management Stud¥.......ccicenenases Spo Inv. 210,000 210,000

WYOMING
CRSP Power Peaking Capacity (seas Celorado)
Minidoka, Minidoka Powerplant Rehabilitation and
fnlargement {see Idaho}
Muddy Ridge Area, Riverton unit.ivvivivosscencsscsese, Feas.-l — 40.000
North Platte River Hydroelectric Study {Oregen
Trail Div., P=SMBPF).ivesiuensvasasvnvsasaracaseens Appr.=F 50,000 50,000

€9




BUREAU OF RECLAMATION Type of Budget Est. House Approved
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS Project FY 1977 FY 1977
Seminoe Dam Modification (Kendrick Project) .ceenoeases Feas.-1,M&1,P 170,000 170,000
Sublette...seesses eraanaen vereans tecsesessnensenseane Feas.-I,M&1 186,000 186,000
Total Water Mangement Study (P=-SMBP)
(see South Dakota)
Upper Snake River, Oakley Fan Division, Reformulation
(see Idaho)
Upper Snake River Water Management Study (see Idaho)
VARIOUS STATES
Colorado River Water Quality Improvement Program...... Feas. 1,950,000 1,950,000
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act Studies............ 554,000 554,000
General Engineering and Research:
Atmospheric Water Resources Management Program.....- 4,650,000 6,400,000
General Planning StudiesS......c.cveeoveraonccenucnes 250,000 200,000
Special Investigations:
Environmental and Interagency Coordination
Activities.....ceveenees J T R R 1,508,000 1,508,000
Minor Work in Connection with Completed
Project InvestigationS....c.c.cecvnes cesaeeeraae 862,000 862,000
Investigations of Existing Projects...... . 128,000 128,000
Print Reports...... erenens eesesneananes 35,000 35,000
Projects Not Yet Identified...ccceoucccaccnrecnees 25,000 25,000
Total.......e veresseas feereraaans 9,962,000 11,662,000
GClassified Pay Raise (E.O0. 11883)...cccueroercnccenss . 506,000 506,000
Distributive Charges for Service Facilities,
Unliquidated Obligations, @LC....ceeroccranseoncrs -123,678 -123,678
General Reduction due to Slippage, Savings, and
Carryover Balances.......... sessenas heeiresencanns -400,000 -400,000
Total, General Investigations...... 21,030,000 24,487,000
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House Approved

sressasusrvres

Brantley projeCtecsceccccecsevcvcsasrnes

NLVADA
Pacific Northwest-Paclfic Soutwest Intertie
(see Arizona)
Southern Nevada Waler Projeclaviccscerscerevsveanseses

UKLAHOMA
Hountain Park proJeClecuessessssencsnaucaroacssansnnns
' ORECON
Rogue River Basin project, Merlin division...eeveesss.
Tualatin Projetle. sccescrsarossnvernrnrannsssnconcnss

TEXAS
Palmetto Bead Project.cesssrerrssrsvrvessrusosansnsnrs
Nueces RIVEr Projetfecessssesssesanroneneoscncrnaenses

WASHINGTON
Columbia Basin project:

Irrigation £acilities e uriecarssacesvsennnrurranvnne .

THIrd POWRIPlanbessesesessansncossaenssnsnsessnsanns
Total, Colunbia Basin Project..s...,

Walla Walla project, Touchet diviSion...evesescocesven
Yakima project, Kennewlck divisSion..cessessvsvsvnsanss

VARIOUS
Drainage and minor construction program:

All-American Canal System, California .s.eeeeesssones
Belle Fourche project, South Dakota..... [P
Boise project, Payette divigion, Idaho....eeseesseses
Boulder Canyon project, Arizona—Nevada...sceeeceesss
Cila project, ArizZ0Nacrsessavsnsssrarosssnnsanssvene
Kendrick project, WyomINGesvsovesesranoreocansenanans
Klamath project, Oregon=Californideessscessssssraras
Lower Rio Crande project, Mercedes division,

TEXBS s avsueuurssassnensananssacnsonsrenanrmonnnnse
Hiscellaneous engineering services, Coloradosesevss.
Parker-Davis project, Arizona~California—Nevada.....
Recreation facilities at existing reservoirs,

VAriOUS SLALES.  uvaccerrresrsrnnsrrnnnnsonsasnasn
Rogue River Basin project ~ Savage Raplds Dam

Fishway modifications, Ofegoliuesesvnonrvrsocrans
San Angelo Project, TeXaS.scavessocscosserosenvannonn
Solano project - Lake Berryessa recreational

facilities, Californideecessescanscscsossnnsoona

6, 500, 000

95000, 000

16,400, 000

16, 400, 000
44,900, 000

61, 300, 000

5,000

2, 80U, 600
1,500, 000
1, 000, 000
120,000
510,000
1,070,000

300, 000
10, 000
2,415,000
405,000

780,000
50,000

900, 000

200, 000 £, 200, 000

—— 6, 500, 000

300,000 -
— 9, 000, 000

- 18,400, 000

—— 4,500, 000

- 16,400, 000

——— 44, 900, 000

e 61, 300,000
300,000 e
— 3,000
— 2, 800, 000
- 1,500, 000
Ll 120,000
Bt 510,000
——— 1,070, 000
- 300,000
Lt 10,000
—- 2,415,000
—— 405,000
— 780, 000
—— 50,000

900, 000

Budget Est. Budget Est. Houifl ng;oved s doet
FY 1977
RECLAMATION FY 1977 Planning
CONSTiEEE?gNU.:ND REHABILITATION Construction Planning Construction
ARIZONA , . . 810,000 $ .
pacific Northwest-Pacific Southwest Intertievee-ces»ss $ 810,000 $ $
CALTFORNIA

Central Valley Project: . . 32,000,000 .
Sacramento River division.ceseseresccacarasareaaaers 32, 000, 000
San Luis unit: L 16,000,000 o
a:‘,estlancls distributfon and drainage systemM...ceess li.ggg,ggg - 4:050‘000 -

San Luls draifeseccesssssssssssarnaversvorcnconses » N = 472 000 -
All other San Luis unit facilitfeS.seevcssncenaves 5,472, 000 >
——— 25,522,000 ——
subrotal, San Luis unit.ccee.. 23,612,000 > »

Auburo~Folson Scuth wnit: 40,914, 000 . 40,914,000 .
:u:ut‘n Dsimtznga:a:iervoir................-...:::::::’ ,256:000 - ;g(;,g{)og :::
‘o lson ul eveesrarvasuersrEerRRt T 2 - ’

All other Auburn-Folsom South unit Facilities....... 325,000
S 1, Auburn-Folsom .
sub;fs:h,un:t................. 41,505,000 — 41,739,000
e 11,865,000 ———

Hiscellaneous Project ProgranS.c.esesvvevevscsseraonavs i;:;iglggg - 12 7950 000 -

San Felipe divisionacscseeeassesscsreovoraersnrnnacens -

—— 123,851,000 -—-
Total, Central Valley Project....... 121,592,000 N »

pacific Northwest-Pacific Southwest Intertie N
(see Arizona)

COLURADU . . 850, 000 .

lDolores pmject......,...............................: 39,000, 000 - 39, 000, 000 s

Fryingpan-Arkansas projecl.secesvsrrorvaoronsvennccce we 175, 000 ot .

$an Luis Valley project, Closed Basin dIvisioneccesvss

IDAMO . 5, 300, 000 —
Teton Basia project, Lower Teton division......cvevses 5.300»833 400,000 ooy 400, 000
Upper Smake Aiver project, salmon Falls division.e.....
NEW MEXICO 5. 600, 000 . 5, 600,000 -
»

300,000

——

300,000
25,000

SERRRE
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Budget Est. Budget Est. House Approved House Approved

BUREAU UF RECLAMATION FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977 FY 1977
CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION Construction Planning Construction Planning
Umatilla project, McKay Dam spillway modification... —— ——- 150, 000 -
Ventura River project ~ Casitas Reservoir open
space, California.csseessceshosacrnocsuccnncnass 1,200,000 — 1, 800,000 —
Washoe project, Nevada—~Californideesessccccrcccsncss 330, 000 —— + 330,000 —
TOtalecessssesnecnssnsevssansacsnncs 13,395,000 — 13, 145,000 —

Rehabilitation and betterment of existing projects:
Crooked River project, Ochoco Irrigation
District, Oregon..sscsssesessecancoscnsccncecncs 100, 000 — 100, 000 ——
Hyrum project, Utah. . —— —— 235,000 —

ecsecscne

Minidoka project, Burley Irrigation Dist., Idaho.... 500, 000 o~ 500,000 o
Newlands project, Nevada.eeseseescseovoscsconcossene 400,000 — 400, 000 —
Rio Gramnde project, El Paso County Improvement
District No. 1, TeXaSeissooasssssonacssvesscancs 1,000, 000 ——— 1,000, 000 ——
Rogue River Basin project, Medford and Rogue
River Valley Irrigation District, Oregone.c.ce.. 125,000 — 125,000 -
Salt River project, ArizoNaceccescecesssccoce . 1,000,000 — 1,000, 000 — (o]
Shoshone project, Garlaad division, Wyoningeeseesoas 550, 000 — 550,000 — [¢s]
Solano County Flood Control and Water Conservation
District, Californi@ciecscesccecssrccasoscccscrnces o —— 500, 000 —
Tucumcari project, New Mexico. . too, 000 e 100, 000 -
Uncompahgre project, Coloradoeececseceascscascsccnss 200, V00 o 200, 000 —
Yakima project, Snipes Mountain Irrigation
District, Washingtonaseessessecssccsesrsccncsses 200, 000 — 200, 000 ——
Totaleesssaceasossssonssnsanonasssnce 4,175,000 —— 4,910, 000 -
PICK-~SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM
COLORADO
NAarrows UNile.eceessesscesssvasssscscsssseassaansonsane 3,995, 000 — 3,995,000 —
MONTANA
Canyon Ferry unit (dust abatement)....eceseessscecccees 2, 300, 000 o 2,300,000 -
Lower Marias unit, Tiber Dam modifications.....c...... 4,500, 000 — 4,500,000 ———
NEBRASKA
North Loup division.cescsecscsecacssacessnaccorsconcne i, 000, 000 - 1, 000, 000
0’Neill uniticesacecaneee 1, 300, 000 — 1, 300, 000

NORTH DAKOTA
Dickinson Unitecseeeecececscnncanncanacnnns

Garrison diversion unit : — 000 102
e 23,500, 000 — 23,500 ’
’ » 000 —
oah SOUTH DAKOTA
ahe UNitecesevenovccennosceanasoances
Pollock-Herreid unit....................: RN 16000000 — 167600, 090 000
—— — ——— 100, 000
WYOMING -
Polecut Bench Unifeeeeesscecceeneenss
Riverton unit.ceeecsassass RN w00 — 000
ceteresstsenenssnssenanasans 3,000, 000 - 3, 000, 000 2000
VARIOUS
Transmission divisSioneseseeescieenoeneenaraane 16,620, 000
veccense N . - 16,620, 000 —
Drainage and minor construction program:
Bostwick division, Nebraska-KansSaS.....veeeeconssees 1,380
East Bench unit, Montana@.seceeveceessoeneseovann ’21 o - b oo -
Farwell unit, Nebraska@uieeeeeseeeoesesscenonsens . 730'000 - 30000 - 2
Frenchman-Cambridge division, Nebraska ...:: 22(5)’(())00 = 2291000 = *©
Owl Creek unit, Wyomingeesoeevsesceooons . 9 " %00 = 2o o0 =
Yellowtail unit, Montana=Wyoning....eeeeeeseeeeesses 1 168'8(())8 = 0. 00 =
s » — 1, 160, 000 -
Total, Drainage and minor
CONSLrUCLion PrograMeceessccscess 3,795,000 —- 3,795, 000
* ’ b
Total, Pick-Sloan Missouri basin
PTOBTAMe,vevaresasanonens
g 76,610, 000 — 76,619, 000 250, 000
Subtot i ’
ubtotal, Construction & Rehabilitation... 359, 682, 000 1,575,000 368,976, 000 1,650
’ ’ 000
Undi:tributed reduction based on anticipated ’ '
elaySeeiseestnneatonsnanee
R R -14, 240, 000 -—- ~19, 240, 000
Total, Construction & Rehabilitation 347,017,000
, »

351,386,000
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The Committee recommends the following decreases from the

budget: ) . 4
(1) Boulder Canyon Project, Nevada and Arizona (Drainage anc_ 0, g0

Minor Construetion) - - - —o-o-coommmmommo—smmmooo oo

ds are not authorized. . ]
(2;3‘égﬁegtﬁsfl€nii, California, Central Valley Project (Integration

i d ground water pumping) - - - - - —-o------ R
%ggg{ggntgof Interior Solicitor determined that major chaélc%e
in the plans for ground water integration facilities require addi-

i ization. . B
23?%:3&%%%@&1 reduction based on anticipated delays- .- - ----- 5, 000, 000

erst ] i ds that
;son Diversion Unit, N.D.—The Committee recommend
fugg:r;?fﬁlable for wildlife mitigation, after coordination Wltg t,hés
appropriate state agencies, shall be used for carrying out the update

ildli for the Garrison Diversion Unit. '
mﬁiﬁeﬁhﬁozg Project Programs, Central Valley Project.—The Com-

mittee allowance includes $115,000 for the Sly Park Dam and Reser-
voir, California.

—1, 800, 000

UPPER COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT
$41, 152, 000

Appropriation, 1976 - - cccococmmeemommmmmmmommo oS { 1o
Bungot estimabe, 1077 .- -eoccemnmommmemmooemo 61, 28 1 000
Recommended, 1977 - oo emommmmmemmm oo s
Comparison: 179, 000
¢ gppropriation, 1976 e eemeememmmm e mmm o= +_1§, S0, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . oooooeoamoooommo oo )

1 Reflects decrease of $4,800,000 contained in House Doc. 94—478. . )
The recommended appropriation is distributed to projects and activ-
ities under this heading as follows:

Budget Est. House Approved House Approved

Budget Est.

FY 1977
Planning

FY 1977
Construction

FY 1977
Planning

FY 1977

Construction

BUREAU OF RECLAMATIUN

UPPER COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT - BASIN FUND

COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT

COLORADO

Curccanti UNil.ceveeisveresncascenanansnnes

$ 3,280,000

$ 3,280,000

VARIOUS

Transmission DiviSioNeeseeesessecsnssoccescnocncnnssnns

13, 200, 000

13,200, 000

PARTICIPATING PROJECTS
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COLORADO

Animas-La Plata projecte.s...
Dallas Creek project...
Savery-Pot Hook project
West Divide project....

San Juan-Chama project.
San Miguel project.....

Fruitland Mesa project,

HEXICO

Animas-La Plata project (see Colorado)

NLEW
San Juan-Chama project (see Colorado)

UTAH

Central Utah project, Bonneville unit.eee.eceeecenoscos

860, 000
800,000

21, 100, 000
6,300, 000
860, 000

800, 000

20, 300, 000
6, 300, 000

Central Utah project, Jensen unit...eeeeees.
Central Utah project, Uintah unit.

Central Utah project, Upalco unit..
Lyman project (see Wyoming)

WYOHING

Lyman ProjeClececescessssocssssssssaasrseansccannoonnes

3, 600, 000

3,600,000

Savery-Pot Hook project (see Colorado)

VARIOUS

brainage and minor construction program:

Participating projects:

560, 000
140,000

560,000
140, 000

Central Utah project, Vernal unit, Utah...eeeeeee.
Lmery County project, Utdhesseeeesasvssacsscsovass




House Appruved
FY 1977
Planning |

2,570, 000
2, 374, 000

52,630, 000

4,131,000
59,331,000

FY 1977
-5, 050, 000
4,350,000
925, 000
3, 206, 000
56,761,000

House Approved
Construction

Planning
2,570,000
2,570,000

Budget Lst.
FY 1977

61,231,000

925, 000

3,206,000
4, 131,000

Budger Est.
FY 1977
Construction
-2, 350, 000
-1,650,000
34,530,000
58,661,000

Subtotalaesessnesvossscs

Total, Upper Colorado River
Storage Project...oacccnceaoccns

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

CPPER COLORADO RIVER STURAGE PROJECT - BASIN FUND

Totalesensesss
Figh and wildlife facilities....
Total.sse
Tetal,

Kecreational facilitiesS.seseevaone

delaySaeescssronnansss

1/ Includes reduction of $4,800,000 contained in House Doc. 94--478.

Und istributed reduction based on anticipated
Recreational and Fish and Wildlife facilitiess
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COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT
Appropriation, 1976

_________________________________________ $29, 205, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . e 73, 420, 000
Recommended, 1077 . . .o e 73, 420, 000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1976 ____ e 44, 215, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 :

Included in the estimate are the following:
Granite Reef Division

___________________________________ $60, 622, 000
Orme Division. - o e 1, 050, 000
Salt-Gila Division_ .. 2, 750, 000
Gila River Division .. 2, 100, 000
Tueson Division. ..o 20, 000
Transmission Facilities .o L 5, 398, 000
Miscellaneous items_ ..o 1, 480, 000
Total

_______________________________________________ 73, 420, 000

The Committee understands that a 6-mile segment of the Liberty-
Parker 230 Kv transmission line of the Central Arizona Project will
paraliel a proposed transmission line of the Arizona Public Service
Company. The Siting Committee of Arizona has suggested joint
construction of this segment of the transmission line because of
environmental considerations. Joint construction will also create a
cost savings to the Federal Government estimated at $200,000. The
Committee recommends that the Bureau of Reclamation participate

in the joint construction and that fiscal year 1977 funds be made
available for this purpose.

APPROPRIATION TO LIQUIDATE CONTRACT AUTHORITY
Appropriation, 1976

__________________________________________ $22, 440, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 e 20, 6500, 000
Recommended, 1977. . e e 20, 600, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976 ____ o -1, 840, 000
Budget estimate, 1977

This appropriat'on is required for the liquidation of contract

authority in connection with the Navajo project participating
agreement.

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS
Appropriation, 1976

_________________________________________ $19, 670, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . e 43, 120, 600
Recommended, 1977 . oo e 44, 700, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976 . . e -+ 25, 030, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . . o e +1, 580, 000

The funds provided are for the construction and operation and
maintenance of certain works directed toward the enhancement and
protection of the quality of water in the Colorado River for use in the
United States and Mexico.

Funds provided under this heading are distributed as shown in the
following table:




House Approved House Approved

Budget Est.
FY 1977
. Planning

Budget Est.
FY 1977

Construction

FY 1977

FY 1977
Construction

KUREAU OF RECLAIATION
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CUNTRUL PROJECTS

Planning

TITLE i1

COLORADY

Grand Valley Systems lmprouvement and Managenment

$

730, 000
550,600

$ 150,000

TS £ S
Paradox Valley unilevusvses

30,000
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20, 000

2,080,000

520,000

cmssverssresensersocs

Total.

TITLE

VARIOUS

Heasures below Imperial Dam......

42, 600, 000

42,600, 000

20, V00

- 44,680,000

520,000

42,600,000 . -

Total,

e

44,700,000

Total, Colorado River Basin

43,120,000

Salinity Control Projects......-
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
Appropriation, 1976

dom, 1976 . eiaan $132, 162, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . 143,000,000
Recommended, 1977 . . e 143,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976. . ____. o e +4-10,838,000
Budget estimate, 1977

This a.pfpropriation is required to finance the operation and main-
tenance of Bureau projects for irrigation, power, municipal, and in-
dustrial water supplies, and other benefits. In addition to the opera-
tion and maintenance of power generation transmission facilities and
the storage dams and reservoirs of completed projects, the Bureau

operates and maintains irrigation works until the water users are able
to undertake the responsibility,

LOAN PROGRAM
Appropriation, 1976

......................................... $22,665,000
Budget estimate 1977 10,773,000
Recommended, 1977 _ e 22,209,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1976_ . _ oL

—456, 000
Budget estimate 1977

___________________________________ 411,436,000

This appropriation provides for loans to non-Federal organizations
for construction and rehabilitation of distribution systems and for
loans and grants to construect small irrigation projects.

Funds provided under this heading are distributed as shown in the
following table:




A . Approved
F RECLAMATION Budget Est Hlouse
BuKEAY {I:).OAN PROGRAM FY 1977 FY 1977
Counstruction Construction
ARIZONA $ 500,000
Gila River Farms s
valley Center Water District, Supplemental.. 1, 500,000 1,500,000
CALIFORNIA
Buttonwillow Improvement Districe, Supplemental 1,500.?39 Z.ggg.ggg
Deluz Heights Municipal Water pistricte. s.e - 1‘000:000
Kanawha Water District, Phase Il...... vae — e
LaBranza Water District..cevacvacvnrrvvecannes - e o0
Pioneer Water Company, Supplemental.......coevevee - 20007000
Pond-Poso Improvement Distriet, Supplemental......c.. . 264500 0
pond-Poso Improvement District........ bareesararaearen ) 100,000 ) 1002000
Redwood Valley Water Districhec.iciarvencacrnvrreeares 1,500,000 4.000,000
San Luis Water District, Supplemental. . ,soociinarnenan N . ,
MONTANA
215
Buffale Rapids Irrigation Districh..cececcososacncns . 215,000 ,000
NEBRASKA
igation
e B B e 2,660,000 | 2,660,000
TEXAS
Cameron County Water Control and Impr. District No. 19 —_: },ggg,ggg
llidalgo County Water Improvement Dittictho.dS ....... M N
Hidalgo and Willacy Counties Water Control an
Improvement District No. l.iceecccvoonneens aenes 533,000 533,000
UTAH
Roy Water Conservancy Subdistriet, supplemental....... it 1,500,000
WASHINGTON
Wenatchee Heights Reclamation District. veavcnvnonrons ;Zg,%g é‘;g.ggg
Administratfon of 10an PrOgTam...esesvesveasosnarenrey N N
SubtOtAl.cecurervrarasranses ' 10,805,000 22,241,000
ted
s ORIV SOOI -32,000 ~32,000
10,773,000 22,209,000

7

. EMERGENCY FUND
Appropriation, 1976 _________ . __________________________.. $1, 000, 000
Budget estimate, 1977

_________________________________________ 1, 000, 000
Recommended, 1977 . . e 400, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976, ... . e - 600, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . . — 600, 000

The Emergency Fund is utilized to assure the continuous operation
of irrigation and power systems in the event of droughts, canal bank
failures, damage to transmission lines and other emergencies affecting
Bureau projects.

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976 ... e $21, 840, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . 22, 600, 000
Recommended, 1977 e 22, 600, 000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1976 ... +760, 000

Budget estimate, 1077

_ This appropriation finances the general administrative and technical
direction of the reclamation program as performed by the Department,
Denver regional and other offices in the seven regions.

Arasga PowER ADMINISTRATION

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

Appropriation, 1976__. . _ e $652, 000
Budget estimate, 1077 . 763, 000
Recommended, 1977 . e 749, 000
Comparison: :
Appropriation, 1976.__ . il -+ 97, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . . e —14, 000

This appropriation provides for the eonduct of investigations, sur-
veys and comprehensive studies for the development and utilization of
water and related resources to assure adequate and economical power
supplies to Alaska.

It is recommended that reductions be made as follows: —$5,000 for
travel and transportation of persons, —$2,000 for printing and
reproduction, —$5,000 for other services, and —$2,000 for supplies
and materials.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Appropriation, 1976, . e $1, 007, 500
Budget estimate, 1977 e L 1,184, 000
Recommended, 1977 . e 1, 141, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976 e -+133, 500
Budget estimate, 1977 e e e oo - 23, 000

This appropriation item covers the expenses of the Alaska Power
Administration in the operation and maintenance of the Eklutna
project and the Snettisham project. ‘

It is recommended that reductions be made as follows: —8$2,000 for
travel and transportation of persons, —$20,000 for other services, and
—8$1,000 for supplies and materials. :

BoxneviLre PoweR ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, 1976 . e e 0
Budget estimate, 1077 . e 0
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Public Law 93-454 creates the Bonneville Power Administration
Fund in order that the agency and its programs be financed from power
revenues and sale of bonds; direct appropriations are no longer re-
quired. FY 1976 was the first under which BPA operated without
&p%ropriations and this is to be continued in FY 1977.

he Committee is pleased with the evidence of BPA operating ina
businesslike manner and being concerned with keeping control of its
costs; the Committee holds BPA accountable for the financial integrity
of its operation.

The Committee recognizes that the Bonneville Power Administra-
tion transmission system covers a large land area. The area covers a
wide range of wind characteristics. In its participation with the
Energy ﬁeseamh and Development Administration and National
Aeronautics and Space Administration on an integrated wind genera-
tion research project, the Committee expects the Bonneville Power
Administration to fund its portion of the research costs consistent with
what other utilities would fund in such a joint effort.

SCUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Appropriation, 1976, e $1,000,000
Budget estimate, 1977 e 1,106,000
Recommended, 1977 . - e 1,076,000
Comgarison: :
ppropriation, 1976 e +76,000
Budget estimate, 1077 e —30, 000

The Southeastern Power Administration markets power generated
at the Corps of Engineers hydroelectric generating plants in a 10-state
area of the Southeast. Deliveries are made by means of transmission
facilities owned by others.

This appropriation is required for system operation and mainten-~
ance, wheeling charges, purchase of energy and general administration
in the Southeastern power marketing area.

The Committee recommends reductions totalini $30,000 because
the testimony did not adequately justify requested increases.

SouTHWESTERN POwER ADMINISTRATION

CONSTRUCTION
Appropriation, 1076, ... .. $680, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 _ e 960, 000
Recommended, 1977 oo 896, 000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 1976. - - 4218, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 e — 64, 000

The Southwestern Power Administration is responsible for market-
ing of power produced at Corps of Engineers hydroelectric generating
plants'in the Southwest. The construction ap ropriation is require

rimarily to continue minor modifications an additions to existin
acilities, and expansion and modernization of communications an
control systems.

The Committee recommends a reduction of $4,000 for transporta-

tion of things and $60,000 for equipment. Testimony received by the
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Committee does not adequately justify full requested increases in
these items.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Appropriation, 1976, __ ... ... __.__________
Breh eathmae. 1077 11T 35 220 009
Recommended, 1977 __ ... ... _lITTTITTTTTTTTTTTmT 7, 707, 000
Compsrison: o oooTmommmmmmmeen SR
ppropriation, 1976, __ . ...
By osthmmte 10777 YL L 000

This appropriation is required for system operation and maintenance
purchase of power and wheeling charges and general administration. ’

The Committee recommends reductions of $114,000 for travel and
transportation of persons and things, communications, supplies and
materials, equipment and other services.

TITLE IV—INDEPENDENT OFFICES
ArpravacHIAN REcioNAL CoMMIssion

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976..__. -
gudget esti:in%te, 1?;7--_---_ S $11: 883% 8(())8
ecommended, 1977 .. e
Comparison: T 1, 897,000
Appropriation, 1976, _ oo e -+ 27, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 . . .. o aean

The apgropriation for salaries and expenses provides for the full cost
of the Federal Cochairman and his immediate staff and the contribu-
tion by the Federal Government of 50 percent of the Administrative
expenses of the Appalachian Regional Commission. The requested
budget increase is primarily for wage increases.

ApparacuiaN Recionarl DeveropmEnT PROGRAMS

(PUNDS APPROPRIATED TO PRESIDENT)

Appropriation, 1976.. ... .. e 288, 200, O
Budget estimate, 1977 ________ Tl Tll $298’ 538’ ogg
Recommended, 1977 .. ... IITIIIIIIITIITIIUL 300, 500, 000
Comgarison: ’ ’
ppropriation, 1976. . ... e 12, 300, 00
Budget estimate, 1977_________ - - 71 TTTTTITTIIIIITTC ++ 2, 000, aeg
The budget program and proposed allowance follow:
Program 1976 1977 Allowance
Area developmient..... .- e
Ri;s:\zragieaﬁmggal development districts._ ... TT°7C N 5135:000:000 3193;%:% sw&?&:ggg
N Graft Ganter 7777 - 1A SO0 1 0
TOB e 288,700,006 298, 500,000 300, 500, 000

The Committee recommends a total of $300,500,000 for the Appa-
lachian Regional Development Program.

The budget increase of $500,000 for local development districts
has not been allowed by the Committee because testimony was unclear
as to the specific purpose of these funds.

The Committee has added $2,500,000 for completion of the craft
center in mid-Appalachia.
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DeLaware River Basin CoMMIssiON

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976 oo e $81, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 .o 82, ggg
Recommended, 1077 o cre e 83,
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1976 . e +2, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 o oo —om o

This appropriation provides for salaries and expenses of the U.S.
Commissioner and his staff in representing interests of the Federal
Government in the Delaware River Basin Commission.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE DELAWARE RIVER BABIN COMMISSION

iati 215, 000
Appropriation, 1876 .o oo e $215,
Budget estimate, 1977 e 192, ggg
éiecomn_xended, 1977 o e e e 198,

omparison:
Appropriation, 1976___ . oo s — 17, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 oo —osoomes

Funds provided under this heading represent the Federal sha.yé
(24 percent) of the cost of operating the Delaware River Basin

Commission as provided in the legislation establishing the Commis-
sion. The bulk of the costs are carried by the contributing states.

FepErarL Power COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

iati 000
Appropriation, 1976 - .. e $36, 560,
Budget, estimate, 1977 oo oooowmoemeecooos 41, 582, 000
Recommended, 1077 e 41, 2
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1976 .o
Budget estimate, 1977 o e oo —
The Federal Power Commission administers the several provisions
of the Federal Power Act and the Natural Gas Act and performs
other work related to both Federal and private electric power devel-
opment and associated natural resources. o

Although the requested budget represents a substantial increase over
the current vear funding level, the Committee allows the request
view of the energy crisis aéld re%%némendatlons made by the General
Accounting Office in regards to . '

Ina recgnt report, G%\.O found that FPC has a substantial backlog
of hydroelectric power license applications and, under current condi-
tions, this backlog is expected to increase. Testimony before the Com-
mittee by FPC officials indicated that the budget request was suffi-
cient to provide funding and staff to expedite and reduce the backlog
of hydroelectric applications. ] ) ,

Further, the Committee recognizes the importance of FPC’s role
in the regulation of hydroelectric power and interstate natural gas
and the impact this regulation may have on helping to relieve the
energy crisis.
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The proposed budget program is as follows:

Program Fiscal year 1876 Fiscal year 1977 Change
Hydroslectric regulation ... .. ... ... . iieeeeeannn $5, 536, 000 472,000 3
Electric power industry systems evaluation. - 3,750, 000 86,' 000 +$186: %
Elsctric power utilities regujation.. 4, 882, 000 5, 453, 000 566, 00C
Natural gas pipeline regulation. .. 11, 372, 000 13, 677, 000 -+2, 305, 000
Natural gas producers regulation_. 5, 081, 000 - 5, 613, 000 532, 000
Natural gas industry systems eval 388, 000 616, 000 +228, 000
Services to other agencies and pu . 2, 386, 000 2, 592, 000 -+-206, 000
Enerfy, utifization. L o ., 438, 000 —103, 000
Administration..... .. 2,619, 000 2, 953, 000 4334, 000

Total o 36, 560, 000 41, 582, 000 -5, 022, 000

InreErsTATE CoMmMmission oN THE Poromac River Basin

CONTRIBUTION TO INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER

BASIN
Appropriation, 1976. ... . e $52, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . e .,
Recommended, 1977 ___ e 52, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976____ . . e
Budget estimate, 1077 e +52, 600

The Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin was created
in 1949 by a compact among the four states in the basin, Maryland,
Virginia, Pennsylvania and West Virginia plus the District of Co-
lumbia and the Federal Government.

The Commission has the responsibility for Basin-wide water quality
planning program coordination and assistance.

NvucLear RecuraTory CoMmMmissioN

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976 . e 8217, 423, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 __ __ e 249, 430, 000
Recommended, 1977 .. . o e 244, 430, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976 . 27, 007, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 e -—§, 000, 000

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission is responsible for the review
and licensing involved with applications to construct and operate
nuclear power plants, the licensing of various non-civilian power
nuclear facilities, research in nuclear safety, the development of
standards, the inspection of operating nuclear plants, the development
of safeguards systems and various studies.

The Committee recommends a total of $244,430,000 for the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission. This is a reduction of $5,000,000 from the
budget estimate.

Section 205 of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 indicates that
the Energy Research and Development Administration should provide
research services and facilities to NRC for the purpose of conducting
NRC sponsored safety research.

The Committee is concerned about the dramatie increase in cost of
the Plenum Fill Experimental Facility. The original estimate for this
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facility was about $2,000,000, the current estimate is $27,400,000.
While this facility may be needed, the Committee feels that the Con-
gress should be given an opportunity to review the experiment. A total
of $2,300,000 has been provided in the Energy Research and Develop-
ment Administration’s appropriation to develop the detailed engineer-
ing and design and detailed cost estimates for this facility. The
Committee recommends a reduction of $1,500,000 for this program in
the budget of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Other reductions include $300,000 in Program Direction and
Administration and $3,200,000 for anticipated unobligated balances.
The funds included in the bill will provide for a total of 2,529 per-
masanent positions which is an increase of 240 positions over the current.
ear.
Y The Committee strongly supports all of the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission activities. The Commission has an important service to
perform to help alleviate the energy problem and to assure and reas-
sure the safety of nuclear power to the people, in the public interest.

SusquenHANNA River Basin CommMissioN

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 1976 ___ . e $81, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . . e 83, 0600
Recommended, 1977 . . e 83, 000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 1976 _ e -+2, 000

Budget estimate, 1977 .. e

This appropriation will provide for the costs of the U.S. Commis-
sioner and his staff in representing interests of the Federal Govern-
ment on the Susquehanna River Basin Commission.

CONTRIBUTION TO THE SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

Appropriation, 1876__ .. e $150, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 _ ___ e 150, G600
Recommended, 1977 . e 150, 000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 1976__ . e
Budget estimate, 1977

Funds provided under this heading represent the Federal share of
the cost of operating the Susquehanna River Basin Commission as
provided for in legislation establishing the Commission.

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND

Appropriation, 1976, .. . - $100, 025, 000
Budget estimate, 1077 e 121, 185, 000
Recommended, 1977 . e 120, 930, 000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 1976. .. _ . +20, 905, 000
Budget estimate, 1977 . e — 255, 000

The funds provided under this appropriation are distributed to the
projects and activities as follows:
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Budget
astimate Allowance Change
CAPITAL OUTLAY
Water resources development:
Mult:&;rpose facifities:
fumbta Dam and Reservoir. ... . eicieameaoo.. $17,000,000  $20,000,000 -3, 600, 000
Bear Creek water control system__ - 16,043,000 18, 049, 000 0
Tellico Dam and Reservir. .. ..ovoeoveeneneeoens - 9,700,000 9, 700, 000 [
Additions and improvements at multipurpose dams._..... - L002,000 1,002 0000 6
Navi a?lon fahcnl_iéies: Iterations at Decatur, Al 2,85
way bridge alterations at Decatur, Ala_.__..__... . , 455, 000 2,455,
Additions ang improvements at navigation facilities..___...... 386, 000 386, 3% 3
Flooté ootnhtrglh_facnitias; cresk 16
oul tcamaugs CreeKo o .o e, 50, 000 3, 650, 000
Other local flaod damage prevention projects__. N ’891,000 891, 000 g
Recreation facilities.. ... ... e m——— - 803, 000 803, 000 a
tnvestigations for future facilities...__....... 45, 000 45, 000 0
G resources develoy t: Lower Elk Towi 2, 700, 000 2,700,000 0
Land between the lakes_ _____...__ S 1,833, 000 1,833,000 0
Fertilizer development: Chemical facilities.. . - 12,724,000 12,724,000 0
General service activities: General facifities.____........_._..._._. 1,933, 000 1, 933, 060 [1]
Total capital outiay .. ..o 71,171,000 74,171,000 43,000, 000
EXPENSES
Water resources development:
Navigation operations. . ... 1,220, 000 1, 220, 000 i3
Flood control operations_......_._______.. .. . 1,082,000 1, 092, 000 ]
Regional water quality management.__.__._.._ 1, 104, 000 1,104,000 [
Recreation development_______ ... ____________ 1,087, 000 1,097,000 [
Fisheries and waterfow! resources development 757,000 757,000 [\
Preliminary surveys and engineering. ... . 200, 000 200, 000 [}
Multipurposs reservoir operations. . . 1,378,000 7,378, 000 [
Genearal resources development:
efncultural projects. . . 1,881,000 1,681, 000 0
aste heat utilization._........ o i 555, 000 300, 000 ~—255, 000
Forest resources development . _______________________.__ 1, 650, 000 1, 650, 000 0
Strip mine reclamation demonstrations. ____.__...______...__.____ , 200, 3,200, 600 ]
Minerals resousces projects__...... 257, 257, 000 0
Environmental quality projects . 3, 483, 000 0
Development of tribuatary areas 2,100, 2, 100, 000 0
Human r development 992, 000 992, 000 0
Regional economic studies......... 750, 000 750, ¢
Townlift community improvement. ____..._. 705, 000 705, 000 1]
interagancy health service demonstrations. .. 202, 000 202, 000 [
Multipurpose teservoir operations....._.... 169, 000 169, 000 0
Land between the lakes.... ... ... ... ... 2,983, 000 2,983, 000 1]
Fertilizer development:
Fertilizer research and development.. - 8,008,000 8, 008, 000 1]
Fertilizer introduction...... ... ..o 12,477,000 12,477,000 a
General service activities:
Valley mapping and remete sensing. ... ... ___ 534, 000 534, 000 0
Joint Bicentennial demonstration caravan 1285, 000 125, 000 0
Scientific and technical cooperation . _ ... ... _____.__... 20, 000 20, 000 [
Other exXpenses. ... .oeeeeevunnaaaann 275,000 275, 000 G
Tokal @XPONSH . oo oo oo e e e e 50,014,000 49,759,000 255,000
. Toltal program. ... .. eaee e 121,185,000 123,930,000 -2, 745, 000
Slippage and unobligated balance_ .. ... ... 0 3,000,000 -3, 000, 000
Total appropriations. ... e ——— 121, 185,000 120, 930,000 ~2585, 000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $120,930,000 in
Fiscal Year 1977 for the Tennessee Valley Authority, a decrease of
$255,000 from the budget estimate but an increase of $20,905,000
over the current year funding level.

Waste heat utilization is reduced by $255,000. The budget estimate
for Fiscal Year 1977 for this item is more than double the current year
funding, and testimony before the Committee did not adequately
explain the need for this increase. Even with the recommended reduc-
tion, however, funding for waste heat utilization will be increased
over the current level.
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ommittee further recommends a reduction of $3,000,000
fo;r }slﬁp[()jage and unobligated balances. The Committee notes that
TVA had a carry-over of $3,344,000 mn FY 1974 and a carry-over of
$6,882,000 from FY 1975 to FY 1976. The Committee feels that this
recommended reduction is reasonable and in line with unobligated

ces of previous years.

ba’ll?llxle Comlr)nittee isydeeply concerned about the large purchase of
equipment that TVA has made from abroad rather than from manu-
facturers in the United States. The Committee strongly urges the
TVA to review its purchasing procedures to make sure that every
effort is made to purchase equipment and other su plies from domestic
sources. To maintain a strong economy In the United States and to
assist in the fight against high unemployment, every effort must
be made to purchase domestic products.

WaTeErR REsourcEs CoOUNCIL

WATER RESOURCES PLANNING

Appropriations, 1976___ . eoomamooemeo e $1g,1§§,8gg
Budget estimate, 1977 . o oneeoomo oo 11’962 000
Recommended, 1977 e , ,
Comparison: 1 243.000
Appropriation, 1976__ .o ioeoooeeeoo- 12:500:000

Budget estimate, 1977___ oo
The proposed budget and the suggested allowance follow:

Budget
estim%te Allowance Change

$1,748, o%g s%, g%?) g%% ~$224,000
500, 0 ' 500,

Z 0 2,500,000 2,500,000

5,217,000 5,441,000 1224, 000

9,465,000 11,965,000 2, 500, 0CO

Administration and coordination
River basin commissions
Planning grants to States
Comprehensive planning. . . oo ceaoeiiaoooneos

i iati 65,000 in
The Committee recommends an appropriation of $11,965,
Fiscal Year 1977 for the Water R?sources O%Suncﬂ, an increase o
2.500,000 over the budget request of $9,465,000. ) ‘

’ ’I5t is recommended by the Committee that the budget be increased
$2,500,000 for Title III planning grants to states. The budget request
included no funds for this program ) .
mgl‘l}lle Committee recommends a reduction of $224,000 for administra-
t'on and coordination. Testimony before the Subcommittee did not

t an increase for this item. ) ) )
Su?\%ognciease of $224,000 is recommended for regional or river basin
planning for continuation of the Hudson Level B study. It is t}{)e
understanding of the Committee that previous administrative prob-
lems associated with this study have been resolved.

CHANGES IN APPLICATION oF EXIsTING Law

tives
Pursuant to clause 3, Rule XXI of the House of Representa ,
the following statements are submitted describing the effect of pro-
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visions in the accompanying bill which directly or indirectly change
the application of existing law.

1. The bill provides that certain appropriation items remain avail-
able until expended where the programs or projects are continuing in
nature under the provisions of authorizing legislation but for which
that legislation does not specifically authorize such extended avail-
ability. These items have been carried in previous appropriation bills.

2. The Committee has included limitations for official entertainment
or reception and representation expense for selected agencies in the bill.

3. The bill contains language for the Corps of Engineers under
Flood control, Mississippi River and Tributaries directing that not
less than $250,000 be available for bank stabilization measures.

4. Language is included for General Investigations of the Bureau
of Reclamation limiting the amount of the Federal Governments cost
of an investigation requested by State, municipal or other interests.

5. Language is included in Bureau of Reclamation, Construction
and Rehabilitation prohibiting the use of appropriations to initiate
construction of transmission facilities in certain circumstances. In
addition, the bill restricts the final point of discharge for the Inter-
ceptor drain for the San Luis Unit.

6. The bill, under the Upper Colorado River Storage Project, limits
funds available for certain facilities at Lake Powell.

7. Language is provided under the Upper Colorado River Storage
Project allowing Federal agencies to receive advances for construction
of recreational and fish and wildlife facilities.

8. Language is included to make available until expended funds
advanced from water users for operation and maintenance of reclama-
tion projects.

9. The bill restricts the liability of the Government on the Bureau
of Reclamation’s Loan Program.

10. Certain of the restrictions under the Administrative Provisions
for the Bureau of Reclamation might, in some circumstances, be
construed as changing the application of existing law.

11. Certain transfers are permitted under General Provisions—
Department of the Interior to meet unforeseen emergencies. These
provisions have been carried in previous appropriation bills.

12. Language is provided under the Appalachian Regional Develop-
ment programs limiting the amounts available for the Appalachian
Development Highway System.

13. Title V—General Provisions contains language, carried in pre-
vious appropriation acts, which place limitations on the use of funds
in the bill which might under some circumstances, be construed as
changing the application of existing law.

INFLATIONARY IMPACT STATEMENT

Pursuant to clause 2 (1) (4), Rule XI of the House of Representa-
tives, the Committee estimates that enactment of this bill would have
minimal overall inflationary impact on prices and costs in the operation
of the national economy. The total amount proposed for appropriation
in this bill is $9,551,209,000, an increase of 39, over the budget
estimate. This total is below the target recommended in the first con-
current budget resolution.
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Unemployment, while lowered from its recent highs, is still s severe
problem. A significant portion of the funds in this bill will be spent to
construct and maintain dams, water supply facilities, dikes, irrgation
facilities, navigation facilities and hydro-electric facilities, among
others. Increased funding for these projects will help to alleviate the
unemployment problem of the many skilled workers and craftsmen
employed in the construction industry where the unemployment rate
is 16%. Increased funding for public works projects will provide for an
expansion of productive jobs.

urther, the funds recommended in the bill for energy research,
development and demonstration programs will not only provide
meaningful employment opportunities but will also accelerate Amer-
ica’s goal of reaching a reasonable level of energy independence, thus
making our nation less vulnerable to the inflationary impact of the
constantly rising oil prices forced on America by the Organization of
Petroleum Exporting Countries. ,

Henee the expenditures proposed in this bill, clearly, will strengthen
the economy of this Nation.

Biry Comparep Wite ras ConcUrRENT RESOLUTION ON THE BupaeT

In accordance with Section 308(2)(1)(A) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-344), the following table provides com-

arisons between the new budget authority targets set forth in the

irst Concurrent Resolution on the Budget, as allocated by the
Committee on Appropriations under Section 302 of the Act, and the
budget authority contained in the accompanying bill,

New budget authority
Category Target Committee Bill Difference
National defonse. . ... .o oo oo §1, 918,291,000 $1, 508, 991, 000 ~$9, 300, 000
General science, space and technology. ... .. ... .. _ 481,000,000 482, 775, 000

. 11,775,000
Natural resources, environment and energy . --590, 361, 000
Community and regional development_.._. -2, 000, 000

General government_.._..__._ .. ... cooieoao..
Total. oo 10, 137,085,000 9,551,209, 000 585, 885, 000

T 7,436,907,000 6, 845, 545, 000
_ '300,397,000 302,357,000
500, 000 000

- , 500,000 .o

Five Year Ovutpay ProsecrioN

In accordance with section 308(a) (1) (B) of P.L. 93-344 there follows
the five year outlay projection associated with budget authority
provided 1n the bill.

Budget authority, $9,551,209,000.
Outlays:

O e $5, 743, 712, 000
1078 e 3, 507, 546, 000
1870, e ———————— 456, 924, 000
1080 . e ee - 68, 867, 000
198 e e = 32, 4060, 000

Financian Assistance 1o StaTk AND Locar GovERNMENTS

In accordance with Section 308 (a){1)(C) of P.L. 93-344, the
financial assistance to state and local governments provided in the bill
totals $306,769,000 in new budget (obligational) authority and
$23,869,000 in budget outlays.
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LivirarioNs AND LEGISLATIVE Provisions

The following limitations and legislative provisions not heretofore
carried in connection with any appropriation bill are recommended :
On page 3, in connection with Energy Research and Development
Administration, “Operating Expenses’ :
* %% not to exceed $738,000,000, * * *
- 03 page 18, in connection with Bonneville Power Administration
und:
* ¥ * facilities to provide system support to the Jver-
River areain 8outheast%daho v PP Loet Ricer-Salmon



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGE

{Becomes available automatically under earlier, or

i Co
“permanent” law without further, or a&lll‘l]]al action by the

Y—FEDERAL FUNDS

T (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 1976 AN"D THE BUDGET
ESTIMATES FOR 1977

THORIT
MANE W BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AU
- . ngress. Thus these amounts are not included in the accompanying

Budget estimate of new Increase (+lor
3 gﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ) ukdg(o‘alig:atiomﬂ) decrease ()
Agency and item authority, 1976 authority, 1977
(¢Y] 2) 3) “4)
1
00
i 0 $4, 548, 000 4 $48, 0
Corps of Engineers—Civil: Permanent appropriations. . ..oceocennono-- $4, 500, 00 y X
Department of the Interior: Reclamation: - .
3, 00 000 {oc e
Miscellaneous appropriations.. - —-oowm-mcmomeomoomosssmm oo TmmT , 500, " \ ) R
Colorado River Basin Project (contract PTL0 102 v 41 2 DR 19, , 000 oo
Federal Power Commission: Payments to States under Federal P(_)\ffef— 85, 000 oS I
e e
Total, permanent new budget: (obligational) authority, Federal 27, 085, 000 7, 633, 000 _ 19, 452, 000
£

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 1976 AND THE BUDGET
ESTIMATES FOR 1877

PERMANENT NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY—TRUST FUNDS

Becomes avallable sutomatically under earlier, or “permanent’” law without further, orb sizﬁx}nual action by the Congress. Thus these amounts are not included in the accompanying

New budget Budget estimate of new Increase (4) or
Agency and item (obligational) {obligational) decreass (—)
asuthority, 1976 authority, 1977 )
1 (2) 8) 1CY)
Corps of Engineers—Civil: Trust Funds....____ ... ___._. $22, 000, 600 $28, 000, 000 -+ $6, 000, 000
Department of the Interior:

Reclamation trust funds.. o 12, 285, 000 29, 000, 000 +16, 715, 000
Energy Research and Development Administration: Advance for co-

operative Work. . e 235, 000 235,000 |

Appalachian Regional Commission: Miscellaneous trustfund accounts.. . __ 3, 370, 000 3, 421, 000 -+ 51, 000

Water Resources Council: River Bagin Commissions. ..o 4, 552, 000 6, 692, 000 -2, 140, 000

Total permanent new budget (obligational) authority, trust funds__. 42, 442, 000 67, 348, 000 -+ 24, 906, 000

68



1976 AND BUDGET
AL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 19

TATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATION

COMPARATN%:TIMATES AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1877

. iations’ ndicated.]
[Note—All amounts are in 1the form of “‘appropriations’ unless otherwise i

Biil compared with—

t estimates New budget
New budget Budget esti {obligational) New budget Budget estimates
(oblit%ati%nal) (obli tiptna!) re;:lx:ngggged (leiistional) uofnz;?)wa&glégiat;
d item authority, authority, ) € * o :
B fiscal year 1576 fiscal year 1977 in bill ﬁs::ltyggi:i'g‘m fiseal year 1977
®) !
4) 5)
@) ®
1)
TITLE I~ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION s 768,000 ottt
e 000 $a,128,§32,ggg 31'222’233’2‘3‘3 $617:858:000 116,226,000
erating exXpensSe8..ircsecrorssrovarassosanas e 907,642, 000 1409, ' ' ' ' 116,226,000
g?ant and capital equipme?t....é.g.;&.............. : +000 N FAPIMIFeed 30 000 008 30 000" 900 X
Geothermal Resources Development Fund......evveveeven - s
. 5,633,283,000 1,576,626,00 + N
4,056,657,000 5,588,170,000 »
Total, TITLE I.icoveaievvensonnvsons N
TITLE 11 ~ DEPARTMENT OF DEiﬁNSE - CIVIL
Department of the Army .
o ons, pineers = Clvil . 66,836,000 64,255,000 70,110,000 lsg.i;g.ggg 150:7‘5:000
General investigatio:s,.......................:::::::. 1,208 648" 000 1,266,332,333 1,2;;.22;,333 66:Al?:000 50,743,000
Construction, general.....ccovernerccnvrevennan e 163’250’ 000 191 220" X X | 35,47.000
Flood control, Mississippi River ?nd tributaffﬁ?::*." 582,073:000 583,900,000 648,900‘339 66:233:828 »000,000
Operation and maintenance, genera “":::::f.......,... Y00 090 000 B 700,000 =
Revolving fund....................;.. e 70.490°900 18, 140,000 ) ,000 0,450,000 90,000
Flood control and ceastal emergencies........ e AAeraeed 470400 o0 a9 200, ’800 ooo _ Jaso0lam0
General expenseg.......%.é;..‘...............:::‘..... IR Oabon 3100 500 2 000,000 X
Special recreation use fees....... resvecrrran — ——
° 2,156,807,000 2,174,347,000 2,442,954,000 286,147,0 s

Total, TITLE Ilivenercovensnenennes

TITLE II1I-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Reclamation
General Investigations,...........
Construction and Rehabilitation,..
Upper Colorade River Storage Projec
Colorado River Basin project.....,.
Colorade River Bagin project {appropriation to

et rer ey
LR R R T R R
Eer et vensnnsnas

Frrermssaccrennesna

Emergency Fund.....‘..................................
General Administrative Expenses. ...

R R

To:al...............................

Alaska Power Administration
General Investigations................................
Operation and Haintenance...,.*.......................

Total.........,.....................

Southeastern Power Administration

Operation and mainteaance........f....................
Southwestern Power Administration

Construczion.....................

Operation and maintenance..,.,...

I R R T TN
LR R S

Total

M A I

Total, TITLE F 5§ S

secv e

TITLE IV~INDEPENDENT OFFICES (excluding ERDA)
Appalachian Region Conmission: Salaries and

R PeRERE s s et et tiiairaneinennnn,n,.
Appalachian regional development programs

Appropriated to the President). .,.,..

{funds

Teverinsseny

20,892,000

21,030,000

24,487,000 3,595,000 3,457,000
327,308,000 347,017,000 351,386,000 24,078,000 4,369,000
41,152,000 51,231,000 2/ 59,331,000 18,179,000 ~1,900,000
29,205,000 73,420,000 73,420,000 44,215,000 —
22,440,000) ( 20,600,000) ¢ 20,600, 000) { ~1,840,000) ( ——
19,670,000 43,120,000 44,700,000 25,030,000 1,580,000
132,162,000 143,000, 000 143,000,000 10,838,000 ———
22,665,000 10,773,000 22,209,000 ~4.56,000 11,436,000
1,000,000 1,000,000 400, 000 ~600, 000 -600, 000
21,840,000 22,600,000 22,600,000 760,000 —
615,894,000 723,191,000 741,533,000 125,639,000 18,342,000
652,000 763,000 749,000 97,000 ~14,000
1,007,500 1,164,000 1,141,000 133,500 ~23,000
1,659,500 1,927,000 1,890,000 230,500 ~37,000
1,000,000 1,106,000 1,076,000 76,000 ~30,000
680,000 960, 000 896, 000 216,000 ~64,000
6,080,000 7,821,000 7,707,000 1,627,000 ~114,000
6,760,000 8,781,000 8,603,000 1,843,000 -178,000
625,313,500 735,005,000 753,102,000 127,788,500 18,097,000
1,870,000 1,897,000 1,897,000 27,000 - - _—
288,200,000 298,500,000 300, 5006, 000 12,300,000 2,000,000
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR FISCAL YEAR 1976 AND BUDGET
ESTIMATES AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IR THE BILL FOR FISCAL YEAR 1977

[Note~—All amounts are in the form of “appropristions’ unless otherwise indicated.]

|

Budget estimates

Bill compared with—

New budget
New budget of new (obligational) i
Agency and item (obligational) {obligational) suthority New budget Budget estimates
suthority, suthority, recommended (obh%auonal) of new (obliga-
fiscal year 1976 fiscal year 1977 in bill authority, tional) authority,
fiscal year 1976 fiseat year 1977
(%%} 2) 3 (4} (Y (8)
Delaware River Basin Commission:
Salaries and expenseS......... ereresreaeranerenann 81,000 83,000 83,000 2,000 ——
Contribution to Dalaware River Basin Commission.... 215,000 198,000 198, 000 =-17,000 -
Totalesvereacconranrs Cresesesnranennn 296,000 281,000 281,000 -~15,000 ——
Federal Power Commission....evoiveveeevecancannsosnsnen 36,560,000 41,582,000 41,582,000 5,022,000 ———
Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin:
Contribution to Interstate Commission on the
Potomac River Basif.....cesuceassoncnencrsvanonsnss 52,000 ——— 52,000 —— 52,000
Nuclear Regulatory Commission: Salaries and
EXPeNSEE . usueverosrosessanoransssssssansosmonsssnse 217,423,000 249,430,000 244,430,000 27,007,000 -5,000,000
Susquehanna River Basin Commission:
Salaries and eXpenSeS..c.vevienvercsnsnsrsronssonna 81,000 83,000 83,000 2,000 ——
Contribution te Susquehanna River Basin
CommisSSion..covevvnnsans everseasnsntacasornnan 150,000 150,000 150, 000 —— ———
ToLal . eenencnnrcnreoceanonnsnnncnne 231,000 233,000 233,000 2,000 —
Tennessee Valley Authority: Payment to Tennessee
Valley Authority fund......... reerseersaerarnry 100,025,000 121,185,000 126,930,000 20,905,000 =~2535,000
Water Resources Council: Water resources planning..... 10,722,000 9,465,000 11,965,000 1,243,000 2,500,000
Total, TITLE IV..eerinrrsvinnnnanss 655,379,000 722,573,000 721,870,000 66,491,000 ~703,000

RECAPITULATION

Total, New budget (obligational) authority
Titles II, III, and IV (excluding ERDA)..

'E‘ocal', New budget {obligational) authority
Titles I, II, I11, and IV.

R R R N T Y

Memoranda:
Appropriations to liquidate
contract authorizationms,...,, ceen
reweesrans

Total appropriations, including appropriations
to liquidate contract author{zations,...,.,

1
1/ Includes amounts contained in Second Supplemental Appropriation B

2/ Inecludes reduction of $4,800,000 contained in Hoayse Doc.

3,437,499,500

7,494,156, 500

22,440,000

7,516,596,500

O

94~478

3,631,925,000

9,220,095,000

20,600, 000

9, 240,695,000

3,917,926,000

9,551,209,000

20,600,000

9,571,809, 000

ill, 1976 as passed House,

480,426,500

2,057,052,500

"‘!-1840;000

2,055,212,500

286,001,000

331,114,000

331,114,000
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H. R. 14236

Rinetp-fourth Congress of the WAnited 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

Making appropriations for public works for water and power development and
energy research, including the Corps of Engineers—Civil, the Bureau of Rec-
lamation, power agencies of the Department of the Interior, the Appalachian
regional development programs, the Federal Power Commission, the Tennes-
see Valley Authority, the Nueclear Regulatory Commission, the Energy
Research and Development Administration, and related independent agencies
and commissions for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977, and for other
purposes.

Be it enacted by the Scnatc and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the following
sums are appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977, for
public works for water and power development and energy research,
including the Corps of Engineers—Civil, the Bureau of Reclamation,
power agencies of the Department of the Interior, the Appalachian
regional development programs, the Federal Power Commission, the
Tennessee Valley Authority, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission, the
Energy Research and Development Administration, and related inde-
pendent agencies and commissions, and for other purposes, namely :

TITLE I—-ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
ADMINISTRATION

OPERATING EXPENSES

For necessary operating expenses of the Administration in carry-
ing out the purposes of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974 ; hire,
maintenance, and operation of aircraft; publication and dissemina-
tion of atomic and other energy information; purchase, repair, and
cleaning of uniforms; official entertainment expenses (not to exceed
$25,000) ; reimbursement of the General Services Administration for
security guard services; hire of passenger motor vehicles;
$4,147,563,000 and any moneys (except sums received from disposal
of property under the Atomic Energy Community Act of 1955 and
the Strategic and Critical Materials Stockpiling Act, as amended, and
fees received for tests or investigations under the Act of May 16, 1910,
as amended (42 U.S.C. 2301; 50 U.S.C. 98h: 30 U.S.C. 7)) received
by the Energy Research and Development Administration, notwith-
standing the provisions of section 3617 of the Revised Statutes (31
U.S.C. 484), to remain available until expended : Provided, That from
this appropriation transfers of sums may be made to other agencies
of the Government for the performance of the work for which this
appropriation is made, and in such cases the sums so transferred may
be merged with the appropriation to which transferred: Provided
further, That the amount appropriated in any other appropriation act
for “Operating expenses” for the Energy Research and Development
Administration for the fiscal year ending September 30, 1977, shall
be merged, without limitation, with this appropriation: Provided
further, That this appropriation shall be available only upon the
enactment into law of authorizing legislation.
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PranTt anxp CaprraL EQuipMENT

For expenses of the Administration, as authorized by law, in con-
nection with the purchase and construction of plant and the acquisition
of capital equipment and other expenses incidental thereto necessary
in carrying out the purposes of the Energy Reorganization Act of
1974, including the acquisition or condemnation of any real property
or any facility or for plant or facility acquisition, construction, or
expansion; purchase of not to exceed three hundred and thirty-eight
for replacement only, and hire of passenger motor vehicles; purchase
of not to exceed two, and hire of aircraft; $1,572,410,000, to remain
available until expended : Provided, That the amount appropriated in
any other appropriation Act for “Plant and capital equipment” for
the Energy Research and Development Administration for the fiscal
year ending September 30, 1977, shall be merged, without limitation,
with this appropriation: Provided further, That this appropriation
shall be available only upon the enactment into law of authorizing
legislation.

GeorHERMAL RESOURCES DEvELOPMENT FUND

For carrying out the Loan Guarantee and Interest Assistance Pro-
gram as authorized by the Geothermal Energy Research, Develop-
ment, and Demonstration Act of 1974, $30,000,000, to remain available
until expended : Provided, That the indebtedness guaranteed or com-
mitted to be guaranteed shall not exceed the aggregate of $200,000,000:
Provided further, That after September 2, 1984, no part of this or
any other appropriation for the purposes of the Loan Guarantee and
Interest Assistance Program shall be available for obligation.

GENERAL Provision

Sec. 101. Not to exceed 5 per centum of appropriations made avail-
able for the current fiscal year for “Operating expenses” and “Plant
and capital equipment” may be transferred between such appropria-
tions, but neither such appropriation, except as otherwise provided
herein, shall be increased by more than 5 per centum by any such
transfers, and any such transfers shall be reported promptly to the
Appropriations Committees of the House and Senate.

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Corrs oF ENGINEERS—CIVIL

The following appropriations shall be expended under the direction
of the Secretary of the Army and the supervision of the Chief of
Engineers for authorized civil functions of the Department of the
Army pertaining to rivers and harbors, flood control, beach erosion,
and related purposes.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

For expenses necessary for the collection and study of basic informa-
tion pertaining to river and harbor, flood control, shore protection,
and related projects, restudy of authorized projects, and when author-
ized by law, surveys and studies of projects prior to authorization
for construction, $71,920,000, to remain available until expended:
Provided, That $2,000,000 of this appropriation shall be transferred
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to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service for studies, investiga-
tions, and reports thereon as required by the Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 563-565), to provide that wildlife
conservation shall receive equal consideration and be coordinated
with other features of water-resource development programs of the
Department of the Army.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL

For the prosecution of river and harbor, flood control, shore pro-
tection, and related projects authorized by laws; and detailed studies,
and plans and specifications, of projects (including those for develop-
ment with participation or under consideration for participation by
States, local governments, or private groups) authorized or made
eligible for selection by law (but such studies shall not constitute a
commitment of the Government to construction) : $1,436,745,000, to
remain available until expended: Provided, That no part of this
appropriation shall be used for projects not authorized by law or
which are authorized by law limiting the amount to be appropriated
therefor, except as may be within the limits of the amount now or
hereafter authorized to be appropriated: Provided further, That
$2,000,000 of this appropriation shall be transferred to the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service for studies, investigations, and
reports thereon as required by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 563-565) to provide that wildlife conservation
shall receive equal consideration and be coordinated with other
features of water-resource development programs of the Department
of the Army.

FLOOD CONTROL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES

For expenses necessary for prosecuting work of flood control, and
rescue work, repair, restoration, or maintenance of flood control proj-
ects threatened or destroyed by flood, as authorized by law (33 U.S.C.
702a, 702g-1), $231,497,000, to remain available until expended:
Provided, That not less than $250,000 shall be available for bank
stabilization measures as determined by the Chief of Engineers to be
advisable for the control of bank erosion of streams in the Yazoo Basin,
including the foothill area, and where necessary such measures shall
complement similar works planned and constructed by the Soil Con-
servation Service and be limited to the areas of responsibility mutually
agreeable to the District engineer and the State Conservationist.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, GENERAL

For expenses necessary for the preservation, operation, maintenance,
and care of existing river and harbor, flood control, and related works,
including such sums as may be necessary for the maintenance of harbor
channels provided by a State, municipality or other public agency,
outside of harbor lines, and serving essential needs of general com-
merce and navigation; administration of laws pertaining to preserva-
tion of navigable waters; surveys and charting of northern and
northwestem%akes and connecting waters; clearing and straightening
channels; and removal of obstructions to navigation; $648,900,000, to
remain available until expended.

REVOLVING FUND

For the design and construction of hopper dredges, $6,600,000, to
remain available until expended.
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FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES

For expenses necessary for emergency flood control, hurricane, and
shore protection activitles, as authorized by section 5 of the Flood
Control Act, approved August 18, 1941, as amended, $22,140,000, to
remain available until expended.

GENERAL EXPENSES

For expenses necessary for general administration and related func-
tions in the Office of the Chief of Engineers and offices of the Division
Engineers ; activities of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Har-
bors and the Coastal Engineering Research Center; commercial
statistics ; and miscellaneous investigations ; $47,200,000.

SPECIAL RECREATION USE FEES

For construction, operation, and maintenance of outdoor recreation
facilities, including collection of special recreation use fees, to remain
available until expended, $2,000,000, to be derived from the special
account established by the Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965,
as amended (16 U.S.C. 4601) : Provided, That not more than 40 per
centum of the foregoing amount shall be available for the enhance-
ment of the fee collection system established by section 4 of such Act,
including the promotion and enforcement thereof.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Appropriations in this title shall be available for expenses of
attendance by military personnel at meetings in the manner authorized
by 5 U.S.C. 4110, uniforms, and allowances therefor, as authorized by
law (5 U.S.C. 5901-5902), and for printing, either during a recess or
session of Congress, of survey reports authorized by law, and such
survey reports as may be printed during a recess of Congress shall
be printed, with illustrations, as documents of the next succeeding
session of Congress; not to exceed $10,000 for official reception and
representation expenses; and during the current fiscal year the
revolving fund, Corps of Engineers, shall be available for purchase
(not to exceed one hundred and sixty-nine of which one hundred and
sixty-seven shall be for replacement only), and hire of passenger
motor vehicles: Provided, That the total capital of the revolving fund
shall not exceed $291,000,000.

TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureavu or ReECLAMATION

For carrying out the functions of the Bureau of Reclamation as
provided in the Federal reclamation laws (Act of June 17, 1902, 32
Stat. 388, and Acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto)
and other Acts applicable to that Bureau, as follows:

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

For engineering and economic investigations of proposed Federal
reclamation projects and studies of water conservation and develop-
ment plans and activities preliminary to the reconstruction, rehabili-
tation and betterment, financial adjustment, or extension of existing
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projects, to remain available until expended, $24,762,000: Provided,
That none of this appropriation shall be used for more than one-half
of the cost of an investigation requested by a State, municipality, or
other interest: Provided further, That $554,000 of this appropriation
shall be transferred to the United States Fish and Wildlife Service
for studies, investigations, and reports thereon as required by the Fish
and Wildlife Coordination Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 563-565) to provide
that wildlife conservation shall receive equal consideration and be
coordinated with other features of water-resource development
programs of the Bureau of Reclamation.

CONSTRUCTION AND REHABILITATION

For construction and rehabilitation of authorized reclamation proj-
ects or parts thereof (including power transmission facilities) and for
other related activities, as authorized by law, to remain available until
expended, $348,811,000, of which $214,000,000 shall be derived from the
reclamation fund: Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall
be used to initiate the construction of transmission facilities within
those areas covered by power wheeling service contracts which include
provision for service to Federal establishments and preferred cus-
tomers, except those transmission facilities for which construection
funds have been heretofore appropriated, those facilities which are
necessary to carry out the terms of such contracts or those facilities
for which the Secretary of the Interior finds the wheeling agency is
unable or unwilling to provide for the integration of Federal projects
or for service to a Federal establishment or preferred customer: Pro-
vided further, That the final point of discharge for the interceptor
drain for the San Luis Unit shall not be determined until development
by the Secretary of the Interior and the State of California of a plan,
which shall conform with the water quality standards of the State of
California as approved by the Administrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency, to minimize any detrimental effect of the San
Luis drainage waters.

For an additional amount for “Construction and rehabilitation”, to
become available immediately upon enactment of this Act, to remain
available until expended, $200,000,000 : Provided, That this additional
amount may be made available without reimbursement: Provided
further, That this appropriation is for the payment of claims for
damages to or loss of property, personal injury, or death proximately
resulting from the failure on June 5, 1976, of the Teton River Dam,
in accordance with such rules and regulations of the Secretary of the
Interior as may be necessary and proper for the purpose of adminis-
tering such claims and of determining the amounts to be allowed pur-
suant to this appropriation and the persons entitled to receive the
same: Provided further, That nothing herein shall be construed to
impose any liability on the United States or to allow for payment of
claims that are paid or payable from any other source, public or
private: Provided further, That of funds available to the Bureau of
Reclamation pursuant to Public Law 94-180 under this appropriation
title, not to exceed $300,000, to remain available until expended, may
be transferred without reimbursement, with the approval of the Sec-
retary of the Interior, to “Salaries and Expenses”, Office of the Secre-
tary, to provide for expenses related to investigations of the structure
failure, the expenditure of which funds shall not be subject to the
limitation on services as authorized by title 5, United States Code,
section 3109, as contained in section 104 of Public Law 94-165.
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TUPPER COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT

For the Upper Colorado River Storage Project, as authorized by
the Act of April 11, 1956, as amended (43 U.S.C. 620d), to remain
available until expended, $59,381,000, of which $55,200,000 shall be
available for the “Upper Colorado River Basin Fund” authorized by
section 5 of said Act of April 11, 1956, and $4,131,000 shall be avail-
able for construction of recreational and fish and wildlife facilities
authorized by section 8 thereof, and may be expended by bureaus of
the Department through or in cooperation with State or other Fed-
eral agencies, and advances to such Federal agencies are hereby
authorized : Provided, That no part of the funds herein approved
shall be available for construction or operation of facilities to prevent
waters of Lake Powell from entering any national monument.

COLORADO RIVER BASIN PROJECT

For advances to the Lower Colorado River Basin Development
Fund, as authorized by section 403 of the Act of September 30, 1968
(82 Stat. 894), for the construction, operation, and maintenance of
projects authorized by title ITT of said Act, to remain available until
expended, $94,020,000, of which $20,600,000 is for liquidation of con-
tract authority provided by section 303(b) of said Act.

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROJECTS

For construction, operation and maintenance of projects authorized
by the Act of June 24, 1974, Public Law 93-320, to remain available
until expended, $44,680,000.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

For operation and maintenance of reclamation projects or parts
thereof and other facilities, as authorized by law; and for a soil
and moisture conservation program on lands under the jurisdiction
of the Bureau of Reclamation, pursuant to law, $143,000,000, of which
$116,000,000 shall be derived from the reclamation fund and $5,172,000
shall be derived from the Colorado River Dam fund: Provided, That
funds advanced by water users for operation and maintenance of
reclamation projects or parts thereof shall be deposited to the credit
of this appropriation and may be expended for the same objects and
in the same manner as sums appropriated herein may be expended,
and such advances shall remain available until expended.

LOAN PROGRAM

For loans to irrigation districts and other public agencies for con-
struction of distribution systems on authorized Federal reclamation
projects, and for loans and grants to non-Federal agencies for con-
struction of projects, as authorized by the Act of July 4, 1955, as
amended (43 U.S.C. 421a-421d), and August 6, 1956, as amended
(43 U.S.C. 422a-422k), including expenses necessary for carrying
out the program, $27,495,000, to remain available until expended:
Provided, That any contract under the Act of July 4, 1955 (69 Stat.
244), as amended, not yet executed by the Secretary, which calls for
the making of loans beyond the fiscal year in which the contract is
entered into shall be made only on the same conditions as those pre-
scribed in section 12 of the Act of August 4,1939 (53 Stat. 1187, 1197).
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EMERGENCY FUND

For an additional amount for the “Emergency fund”, as authorized
by the Act of June 26, 1948 (42 U.S.C. 502), to remain available until
expended for the purposes specified in said Act, $1,000,000 to be
derived from the reclamation fund.

GENERAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of general administration and related func-
tions in the offices of the Commissioner of Reclamation and in the
regional offices of the Burean of Reclamation, $22,600,000, to be derived
from the reclamation fund and to be nonreimbursable pursuant to the
Act of April 19, 1945 (43 U.S.C. 377) : Provided, That no part of any
other appropriation in this Act shall be available for activities or funec-
tions budgeted for the current fiscal year as general administrative
expenses.

SPECTIAL FUNDS

Sums herein referred to as being derived from the Reclamation
fund, the Colorade River Dam fund, or the Colorado River develop-
ment fund, are appropriated from the special funds in the Treasury
created by the Act of June 17,1902 (43 U.S.C. 391), the Act of Decem-
ber 21, 1928 (43 U.S.C. 617a), and the Act of July 19, 1940 (43 U.S.C.
618a) respectively. Such sums shall be transferred, upon request of
the Secretary, to be merged with and expended under the heads herein
specified ; and the unexpended balances of sums transferred for expend-
iture under the heads “Operation and Maintenance” and “General
Administrative Expenses” shall revert and be credited to the special
fund from which derived.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS

Appropriations for the Bureau of Reclamation shall be available
for purchase of not to exceed forty-four passenger motor vehicles of
which twenty-one shall be for replacement only; purchase of one
aircraft for replacement only; payment of claims for damages to or
loss of property, personal injury, or death arising out of activities of
the Bureau of Reclamation; payment, except as otherwise provided
for, of compensation and expenses of persons on the rolls of the
Bureau of Reclamation appointed as authorized by law to represent
the United States in the negotiations and administration of interstate
compacts without reimbursement or return under the reclamation
laws; rewards for information or evidence concerning violations of
law involving property under the jurisdiction of the Bureau of Recla-
mation; performance of the functions specified under the head “Oper-
ation and Maintenance Administration”, Burean of Reclamation, in
the Interior Department Appropriation Act, 1945; preparation and
dissemination of useful information including recordings, photo-
graphs, and photographic prints; and studies of recreational uses of
reservoir areas, and investigation and recovery of archeological and
paleontological remains in such areas in the same manner as provided
for in the Act of August 21, 1935 (16 U.S.C. 461-467) : Provided,
That no part of any appropriation made herein shall be available
pursuant to the Act of April 19, 1945 (43 U.S.C. 877), for expenses
other than those incurred on behalf of specific reclamation projects
except “General Administrative Expenses” and amounts provided for
reconnaissance, basin surveys, and general engineering and research
under the head “General Investigations”.
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Sums appropriated herein which are expended in the performance
of reimbursable functions of the Bureau of Reclamation shall be
returnable to the extent and in the manner provided by law.

No part of any appropriation for the Bureau of Reclamation, con-
tained in this Act or in any prior Act, which represents amounts
earned under the terms of a contract but remaining unpaid, shall be
obligated for anv other purpose, regardless of when such amounts
ave to be paid: Provided, That the incurring of any obligation pro-
hibited by this paragraph shall be deemed a violation of section 3679
of the Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U.S.C. 665).

No funds appropriated to the Bureau of Reclamation for operation
and maintenance, except those derived from advances by water users,
shall be used for the particnlar benefits of lands (a) within the
boundaries of an irrigation district, (b} of any member of a water
users’ oreanization. or (¢} of any individual when such district,
organization, or individual is in arrears for more than twelve months
in the payment of charges due under a contract entered into with the
TTnited States pursnant to laws administered by the Bureau of

leclamation.

Not to exceed $225.000 may be expended from the appropriation
“Construction and Rehabilitation” for work by force account on any
one proiect or Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program unit and then only
when such work iz unsuitable for contract or no acceptable bid has
been received and, other than otherwise provided in this paragraph
or as may be necessary to meet local emergencies, not to exceed 12
per centum of the construction allotment for any project from the
appropriation “Construction and Rehabilitation” contained in this
Act, shall be available for construection work by force account:
Provided, That this paragraph shall not apply to work performed
under the Rehabilitation and Betterment Act of 1949 (63 Stat. 724).

Arasgs Powrer ADMINISTRATION
GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

For engineering and economic investigations to promote the devel-
opment and utilization of the water, power, and related resources of
Alaska, $749,000, to remain available until expended: Provided, That
$20,000 of this appropriation shall be transferred to the United States
Fish and Wildlife Service for studies, investigations, and reports
thereon, as required by the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act of
1958 (12 Stat. 563-565).

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

_ For necessary expenses of operation and maintenance of projects
in Alaska and of marketing electric power and energy, $1,141,000.

Boxxevitre Power Apministrarion Foxp

Expenditures from the Bonneville Power Administration Fund,
established pursuant to Public Law 93-454, are hereby specifically
approved for purchase of one aircraft for replacement only and con-
struction of the following major transmission facilities: facilities to
provlige ﬁystem support to the Lost River-Salmon River area in south-
east Idaho.



H. R. 14236—9

SouTHEASTERN POowER ADMINISTRATION
OPERATION AND MAINTENANGE

For necessary expenses of operation and maintenance of power
transmission facilities and of marketing electric power and energy
pursuant to the provisions of section 5 of the Flood Control Act of
1944 (16 U.S.C. 8258), as applied to the southeastern power area,
$1,076,000.

SoUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

CONSTRUCTION

For construction and acquisition of transmission lines, substations,
and appurtenant facilities, and for administrative expenses connected
therewith, in carrying out the provisions of section 5 of the Flood
Control Act of 1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the southwestern
power area, $896,000, to remain available until expended.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

For necessary expenses of operation and maintenance of power
transmission facilities and of marketing electric power and energy
pursuant to the provisions of section 5 of the Flood Control Aect of
1944 (16 U.S.C. 825s), as applied to the southwestern power area,
ineluding purchase of not to exceed three passenger motor vehicles for
replacement only, $7,707,000.

Genegrar Provisions, DeparTMENT oF TR INTERIOR

Src. 301. Appropriations in this title shall be available for expendi-
ture or transfer (within each bureau or office), with the approval of
the Secretary, for the emergency reconstruction, replacement, or repair
of aircraft, buildings, utilities, or other facilities or equipment dam-
aged or destroyed by fire, flood, storm, or other unavoidable causes:
Provided, That no funds shall be made available under this authority
until funds specifically made available to the Department of the
Interior for emergencies shall have been exhausted.

Sec. 802. The Secretary may authorize the expenditure or transfer
(within each bureau or office} of any appropriation in this title, in
addition to the amounts included in the budget programs of the several
agencies, for the suppression or emergency prevention of forest or
range fires on or threatening lands under jurisdiction of the Depart-
ment of the Interior.

Sec. 803, Appropriations in this title shall be available for opera-
tion of warechouses, garages, shops, and similar facilities, wherever
consolidation of activities will contribute to efficiency, or economy, and
said appropriations shall be reimbursed for services rendered to any
other activity in the same manner as authorized by the Act of June 30,
1932 (31 U.S.C. 686) : Provided, That reimbursements for costs of
supplies, materials, and equipment, and for services rendered may be
credited to the appropriation current at the time such reimbursements
are received.

Src. 304. No part of any funds made available by this Act to the
Southwestern Power Administration may be made available to any
other agency, bureau, or office for any purposes other than for services
rendered pursuant to law to the Southwestern Power Administration.
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TITLE IV—-INDEPENDENT OFFICES

Arraracaiany Recionarn Commission
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For necessary expenses of the Federal Cochairman and his alter-
nate on the Appalachian ional Commission and for payment of
the Federal share of the administrative expenses of the Commission,
including services as authorized by 5 U.8.C. 8109, and hire of passen-
ger motor vehicles, $1,897,000.

FuNps APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMS

For expenses necessary to carry out the programs authorized by the
Appalachian Regional Development Act of 1965, as amended, except
expenses authorized by section 105 of said Act, including services as
authorized by 5 U.S.C. 8109, and hire of passenger motor vehicles, to
remain available until expended, $308,000,000, of which $185,000,000
shall be available for the Appalachian Development Highway Sys-
tem, but no part of any appropriation in this Act shall be available
for expenses in connection with commitments for contracts or grants
for the Appalachian Development Highway System in excess of the
total amount herein and heretofore appropriated.

Deraware River Basin CoMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary to carry out the functions of the United
States member of the Delaware River Basin Commission, as author-
ized by law (75 Stat. 716),$83,000.

CONTRIBUTION TO DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

For payment of the United States share of the current expenses
of the Delaware River Basin Commission, as authorized by law (75
Stat. 706, T07), $198,000.

Fzrperar, Power CoMission
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary for the work of the Commission, as anthor-
ized by law, including hire of passenger motor vehicles, hire of
aircraft, services as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109, and not to exceed
$1,000 for official reception and representation expenses, $41,582,000.

IxrersTaTe ComMMissioN oN THE Poromac River Basiw

CONTRIBUTION TO INTERSTATE COMMISSION ON THE POTOMAC RIVER
BASIN

To enable the Seeretary of the Treasury to pay in advance to the
Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin the Federal con-
tribution toward the expenses of the Commission during the current
fiscal year in the administration of its business in the conservancy
district established pursuant to the Act of July 11, 1940 (54 Stat. 748),
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as amended by the Act of September 25, 1970 (Public Law 91-407),
$52,000.

Nucrrar Recuratory CoMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Tor necessary expenses of the Commission in carrying out the pur-
poses of the Energy Reorganization Act of 1974, including the
employment of aliens; services authorized by 5 U.S.C. 3109; publica-
tion and dissemination of atomic information; purchase, repair, and
cleaning of nniforms; official entertainment expenses (not to exceed
%10,000) ; reimbursement of the General Services Administration for
security guard services; hire of passenger motor vehicles and aireraft;
£944,480,000, to remain available until expended : Provided, That from
this appropriation, transfer of sums may be made to other agencies
of the Government for the performance of the work for which this
appropriation is made, and in such cases the sums so transferred may
be merged with the appropriation to which transferred: Provided
further, Moneys received by the Commission for the cooperative
nuclear safety research programs may be retained and used for sal-
aries and expenses associated with those programs, notwithstanding
the provisions of section 3617 of the Revised Statutes (31 U.S.C. 484),
and shall remain available until expended.

SvsqQurHanNA River Basrxy CoMMISSIoN

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

For expenses necessary to carry out the functions of the United
States member of the Susquehanna River Basin Commission, as
authorized by law (84 Stat. 1541), $83,000.

CONTRIBUTION TO SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMMISSION

For payment of the United States share of the current expenses of
the Susquehanna River Basin Commission, as authorized by law (84
Stat. 1530, 1581), $150,000.

TeENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

PAYMENT TO TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY ¥UND

For the purpose of carrying out the provisions of the Tennessee
Valley Authority Act of 1933, as amended (16 U.S.C., ch. 12A),
including hire, maintenance, and operation of aircraft, and hire of
passenger motor vehicles, $125,930,000, to remain available until
expended : Provided, That this appropriation and other funds avail-
able to the Tennessee Valley Authority shall be available for the pur-
chase of not to exceed three aircraft of which one is for replacement

only, and the purchase of not to exceed two hundred passenger motor
vehicles for replacement only.

Warer Resovrces Councin

WATER RESOURCES PLANNING

For expenses necessary in carrying out the provisions of the Water
Resources Planning Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 1962—1962d-3), as
amended, including services as authorized by 5 U.8.C. 8109 and 42
U.S.C. 1962a—4(5), and hire of passenger motor vehicles (42 U.S.C.
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1962a-4(6)), $12,665,000, to remain available until expended, includ-
ing $1,648.000 for expenses in administering the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962d
(b)), $3,248,000 for preparation of assessments and plans (42 U.8.C.
1962d(c) ), $2,269,000 for preparation of plans (33 U.S.C. 1289),
$2,500,000 for expenses of river basin commissions under title IT of
the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962d(a)), and $3.000,000 for grants to States
under title I11 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 1962¢(a) ).

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISION

Szc. 501. No part of any appropriation contained in this Act shall
remain available for obligation beyond the current fiscal year unless
expresslx so provided herein.

This Act may be cited as the “Public Works for Water and Power
Development and Energy Research Appropriation Act, 19777,

Speaker of the House of Representatives.

Vice President of the United States and
President of the Senate.





