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PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS FOR 1963

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 20, 1962

U.S. SENATE,
SvpcoMMITTEE OF THE COMMITIEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
Washington, D.C.
The subcommittee met at 5:35 p.m., pursuant to call, in room
F-37, the Capitol, Hon. Allen J. Kllender presiding.
Present: Senators Ellender, Hayden, Russell, Holland, Monroney,
MecNamara, Young, Mundt, Allott, and Cooper.

DepArRTMENT OF COMMERCE

AREA REDEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION

STATEMENT OF EDWARD GUDEMAN, UNDER SECRETARY OF COM-
MERCE; ACCOMPANIED BY WILLIAM L. BATT, JR., ADMINISTRA-
TOR, AREA REDEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION; WILLIAM H.
BOZMAN, ASSISTANT ADMINISTRATOR FOR ADMINISTRATION
AND FINANCE, ARA; HERBERT W. KLOTY, ASSISTANT SECRE-
TARY FOR ADMINISTRATION: LAWRENCE E. IMHOFF, DEPART-
MENTAL BUDGET OFFICER; AND JOSEPH TOFANI, CHIEF, PRO-
GRAM DIVISION, OFFICE OF CHIEF OF ENGINEERS (ON DETAIL
TO AREA REDEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION)

ACCELERATED PunLic Works PrROGRAM

Senator ErLenper. The committee will come to order.

The committee has been called to order to take up the program
that will come within the purview of the Public Works Acceleration
Act, Public Law 658, 87th Congress.

I will insert the justification in the record at this point.

Senator Ercenper. Now, will you give your name in the full for
the record, please.

Mr. Gupeman. My name is Edward Gudeman, and I am Under
Secretary of Commerce,

(The justification follows:)

FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT
PUBLIC WORKS ACCELERATION

For expenses necessary to enable the President to provide for earrving out
the purposes of the Public Works Acceleration Aet, including services as au-
thorized by section 15 of the Act of August 2, 146 (5 U.R.C, 55a), but at rates
for individuals not to exceed $75 per diem, $900,000,000, to remain available
until expended.

1
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BUDGET JUBTIFICATION

Legislative authority

Qongress has recently enacted Public Law RT-658, providing a program for the
aceeleration of public works. The purpose of the act is to assist certain com-
munities and areas which have substantial unemployment and underemployment
and which have not shared fully in recent economic gains, To aid these areas
there was authorized an appropriation of $900 million which is to be utilized
for the initiation or acceleration of public works projects in these areas.

Appropriation requirements

The full amount of the authorized $000 million is requested in fiseal yvear 1963
to carry out this program. The President will allocate funds to the warions
agencies which have a responsibility for the programs. The allocation proposed
for each agency is not known at this time, but will be determined after a re-
view is made by the Seeretary of Commerce, assisted by ARA. Requests are
going out to the agencies for their estimates as to program needs by State, area,
and type of project, and the results in terms of onsite employment that would
be anticipated. Recommendations as to initial allocations to get the program
underway will be presented to the President for his action upon the availability
of funds.

Preliminary estimates on a total program level without regard to individual
areas have been obtained from the agencies amounting to over $2 billion. We
estimate that there is available for selection for accomplishment in 1963 projects
totaling in value around $1.3 to $1.4 billion.

It is estimated that we have available a pool of projects aggregating $300
million that could be initiated within 3 months, from which selections can be
made, While we do not expect that all of these projects will be selected we have
a sufficient demand and need to assure that sufficient worthwhile and needed
projects can be selected so as to fully utilize the $900 million requested.

The accompanying table represents very preliminary estimates of project
needs by agency and major function and as between Federal projects and State
or local projects, and are only for those projects which could be initiated during
fiseal year 1963,

Hligible areas

Two kinds of areas are eligible for this aid under the aect, totaling currently
1,069 areas:

1. Areas which the Secretary of Labor designates each month as having been
areas of substantial unemployment for at least 9 of the preceding 12 months.
The criteria to be used are established as those in the Code of Federal Regula-
tions, title 29, section 6.3. There are currently eligible 93 areas, including 26
major and 67 smaller labor market areas,

2. Areas designated by the Secretary of Commerce as “redevelopment areas”
under sections 5(a) and 5(b) of the Area Redevelopment Act. There are cur-
rently eligible 150 urban areas under section 5(a) and 775 rural and small
labor market areas and 51 Indian reservations under section 5(b) of the Are:

Redevelopment Act.

Types of programs

Under the accelerated public works program, the President is anthorized to
initinte and accelerate three types of programs in the eligible areas,

1. Federal public works projects which have been authorized by Congress,
These include hospitals and health facilities, research facilities, other public
buildings, roads and trails on public lands, parkways, recreational facilities,
water resources projects, fish and wildlife facilities. Also ineclunded are con-
servation measures such as reforestation, range improvements, and erosion and
pest control.

2. Regular Federal grant-in-aid programs involving such public works as
hospitals, and health faecilities, waste treatment works, forest facilities. water-
ghed projects and airports.

3. Public works projects of State and local bodies for which other types of
Federal financial aid are now available. For example, section 5 of the act
authorizes the Administrator of the Housing and Home Finance Agency to
make a grant-in-aid of up to 50 percent of the construction cost of a project
or facility to local governmental bodies which are now eligible to receive loans
from HHFA under its program of public facilities loans. This provision makes
eligible such projects as waste facilities, sewage facilities, gas system, incin-
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erators, streets, bridges, municipal buildings, park facilities, and storm drains,
Schools and educational facilities, however. are specifically excluded by the
act. The Housing Act is also broadened by the removal of the present popu-
lation limits if the local agency first obtains a grant under the accelerated
public works program, thus permitting loeal agencies to receive from the Federal
Government both a loan and a grant for a particular project under these two
acts. In these cases, grants of up to 50 percent of the cost are permitted, and
where the State or local unit is unable to assume the additional financial obli-
gations involved, this may go as high as 75 percent. These grants may be made
notwithstanding any provision of other laws which restricts the grant to be
less than a fixed portion of the cost,
Oriteria for selection of projects
The President is required by the act to prescribe the rules, regulations, and
procedures assuring that adequate consideration is given to the relative needs of
eligible areas. In this connection he is to consider among other relevant
factors—
1. The severity of rates of unemployment ;
2. The duration of such unemployment ;
3. The income levels of families : and
4. The extent of underemployment.
The act also provides criteria which the projects selected shall meet, The
eriteria insure that the projects—
1. Can be initiated or accelerated within a reasonably short period of
time ;
2. Will meet an essential publie need :
3. Will have a substantial portion completed within 12 months of initia-
tion or acceleration ;
4. Will contribute significantly to the reduction of local unemployment ;
and
5. Are not inconsistent with loeally approved comprehensive plans for
the jurisdiction affected wherever such plans exist,

Restrictions on monetary amounts

The act contains restrictions on the amounts of money that can be recelved
by areas, At least $300 million of the $000 million authorized must be allo-
cated for projects in areas designated under section 5(h) of the Area Rede-
velopment Act. These are generally nonurban areas including Indian reser-
vations, very small areas of substantial employment, and rural areas of low
income., The act also provides that not more than 10 percent of the amount
allocated by the President shall be available for projects in any one State.
A final restriction provides that the planned State and loeal expenditures be
increased by an amount equal to the non-Federal funds required to be made
available for such public works projects.

Administration of the program

The President has delegated to the Secretary of Comnerce responsibility for
coordinating and expediting the program and the further delineation of eri-
feria, procedures, and guides for the other Federal agencies which will par-
ticipate in the program, as well as recommendations from the Secretary of
Commerce concerning the allocations of funds. The Secretary of Commerce
has in turn designated the Area Revelopment Administration to assist him in
the coordination of the program.

This program will operate basically through existing Federal agencies using
wherever possible established procedures. Direct Federal construction aetiv-
ities will be conducted by the agencies having basie authorization for such
work. In the case of existing Federal-anid programs, application will be made
by State and local governments to the Federal agencies normally administer-
ing such grants. For the new community facility grants authorized, applica-
tion will be made to the Housing and Home Finance Agency.

The Department of Commerce, utilizing the Area Redevelopment Adminis-
tration, will receive from the various Federal agencies program proposals as to
the scope of program and the request for allocations of funds under the act,
Guidance will be provided to Federal agencies to assure that projects included
in the program and as finally selected will achieve the basic purposes of the act
and that the program as implemented through the several agencies proceeds
in uniform manner. General information will be provided to Federal agencies,
States and localities concerning the operation and objectives of the act. The
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program proposals submitted by the agencies will be reviewed and snmmarized.
A program with an appropriate distribution with respect to areas and types of
projects will be presented to the President with recommendations for the allo-
cation of funds,

Frequent data will be obtained from the participating agencies on the number
and amount of project applications, approvals, and construction progress. These
reports will provide a basis for evalunting program progress, expediting slower
moving programs, and regular reporting on the progress and accomplishments
of the program,

Since the purpose of this legislation is to provide immediate nseful work for
the unemployed and underemployed in these communities (redevelopment areas
and areas of substantial labor surplus) and to help these communities, throngh
improvement of their facilities, to become more conducive to industrial develop-
ment and hetter places in which fo live and work, guides will be established :

1. To assure an equitable relationshin between the degree of economie distress
and the assistance provided areas nunder the act:

2, To aid in the selection of those projects that will provide long-term economie
benefits to the Nation, in addition to immediate useful work.

The receipt and processing of applications and the approvals of denials of
gpecific individual projeets within the eriteria and guidelines established will
be the responsibility of theose agencies which normally conduct the program of
Federal construction or of Federal loans or grants-in-aid. It is not the intention
of the Area Redevelopment Administration, or the Secrefary of Commerce, in
his role as eoordinator, to approve or deny individual projects.

Ldministrative provisions and expenscs

The appropriation language provides fthat the funds will remain available
until expended. While every effort will be made to allocate funds and approve
projects as rapidly as possible, some reserves must initially be retained to assure
the availability of funds for those areas with severe and substantial unem-
ployment, which may need some time for preparing and submitting project appli-
cations and arranging for the financing of the local share. This will assure
full econsideration for State and local projeets. A portion of this work will
possibly fall in the sueceeding fiseal year. Accordingly langnage to permif the
carryvover of unobligated balances to the sueceeding fiseal year is reanested,

Some minimum amount of this appropriation will be required for administering
the program. To the extent feasible, personnel already administering the exist-
ing programs to which additional aid is anthorized under this appropriation will
be used and are already funded under other appropriations. In some instances,
however, such as to where the program is new or where the inecrease in program is
relatively large. it will be necessary to provide some additional supervisory staff.
The number of such employees cannot at this time be acenrately estimated
gince it will vary considerably depending on the distribution of funds between
Federal projects and State and loeal projects and, in the ease of Federal proj-
ects, on whether the projects are carried ont by contract with private com-
panies, or by Federal force-acconnt employees. There will also be increases in
Federal employment where Federal projects are carried ont by force-account
workers hired in eligible areas—but the employment increase, of course, is the
purnose of the program.

The Director Bureau of the Budget stated in testimony on the Public Waorks
Acceleration Aet that “if we compmte the number of supervisory and adminis-
trative employees on force-account proiects on the same basis as if the work
were contracted ont, and assume a distribution of funds between Federal nroj-
ects and State and loeal projeets in the immediate program roughly eomparable
to the distribution provided in the hill for the standhy program, we estimate that
the total number of employvees required for supervisory and administrative
support of projects initiated under the immediate program wonld be in the
ranee of 500 to 800, and in the range of 2,000 to 3.000 under the standby nrogram.”

The range of 500 to 800 employvees wns hased on a program of 2600 million
compared to the 900 million program authorized. We are confident that the
program here proposed conld be earried ont with T00 to 1,200 emplovees—which
iz ronghly proportionate to the inerease in the program. Fvervthing possible
will be done to hold down the addition of administrative and supervisory em-
ployees to the minimuom required for rapid, but responsible and effective man-
agement of the programs assisted under this appropriation.

Langnage provisions to provide for payvment of consultants up to 875 per
diem is also requested. This language will give the cooperating agencies the
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ability to use the allocations to pay for consultants to the extent they are
needed to assist in the effectuation of the program. This will merely extend to
these funds, the same authority that most agencies have in their regular appro-
priations and programs.

Pretiminary estimates of program needs, Federal projects and State and local
projects, by agency and type of program
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GENERAL STATEMENT

Senator Errexper. Now, as T presume, the Commerce Department
is going to present to this committes the various projects that have
been selected by the Commerce Department.

Mr, Guoeman. We are not going to submit the detailed projects,
because we have not worked those out with the various agencies as yet
We are going to give a statement telling the types of projects.

BELECTION OF PROJECTS

Senator Errenper. Who is going to make the selection of those
projects?

Mr. Gopeman. Along with the various agencies and the Bureau of
the Budget we will within the next 30 days.

Senator Errenper. Are we to understand that you are going to sim-
ply present the type of projects that you are going to undertake?

Mr. Guoeman. Type of projects and the manner in which we will
handle them.

Senator Errexper. And the selection is going to be made by vou?

Mr. Guoeman. The actual selection will be made by the various
agencies involved. We know the type of projects that they will be in-
volved in, by agency, and have some typical projects. The program
will be gone over very carefully by the Bureau of the Budget and
ourselves,

Senator Ertenver. Speaking for myself, I would certainly like to
have before this committee the actual projects in which you are going
tospend this $900 million.

Mr. Guoeman. We are not prepared to give those today, since we
have not had long enough to work them out yet.

Senator Russerr. Well, have you had “that many requests made
for projects?

Mr. Guoeman. We requested typical projects and the types of proj-
ects from the various agencies.

Mr. Barr. The overall total.

Mr. Guoeman. The overall total, and all that information we have
and are prepared to give you today.

Senator Russerr. Well, do the requests have to originate with the
Federal agency ?

Mr. Guoeman. Noj they can originate with State and local gov-
ernments as well. 'We are having a meeting with State and local peo-
ple next Wednesday and Thursday to go over this whole program
with them so that they will have the background information from
which to submit projects to us and to the agencies involved.

Senator RusserL. Well, as far as I know, my State has not been
allocated anything.

Mr. Gupeman. There has been nothing distributed as of today. We
cannot distribute anything until we get the appropriation.

Senator Ertexper. Well, what you propose to do then, is simply to
tell this committee that you hope to get so many projects built with the
$900 million ?

Mr. Guorsan. Well, if T may put that a little differently, we know
that we can use the $900 million, because we have enough information
on types of projects from the various agencies involved to do that.
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If you will look at the budget justification which we gave you, we
have listed starting on page 8, the types of projects, by agency, that
we know are available for immediate initiation. As soon as we get
the appropriation we can move.

Senator Youna. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question at this point?

Senator ELLENDER. Surely.

Senator Younec. Is it proposed that Congress appropriate $900
million and the various agencies of Government afterward embark
upon any kind of programs they see fit without further action by the
Appropriations Committee or the Congress?

1\&1-. Gupeman. It is proposed that you appropriate $900 million,
and then, under the criteria established by the bill itself, the agencies
will use that money for the public works which fall under their agency.
The Department of Commerce will coordinate it, seeing that it is done
well, seeing that it is done economiecally, and seeing that it is done fast.

Senator Youna. This is a completely new departure from the pro-
cedures of Congress. I do not see how Congress could go along with
this kind of absurd proposal. We appropriate $900 million and know
nothing about the various projects that are going to be embarked
upon : is this what you are proposing ?

Mr. Gupemax. We are giving you here in the justification pamphlet
the type of projects. '

Senator Youna. The types, thatis all?

Mr. Guoeman. That is all we can give you at this time. We eannot
give you detailed projects at this time. We have shown the amount of
money that goes to each one of the agencies and departments—not
exact at all, but to show that the $900 million can be utilized and can
be efficiently utilized.

Senator Younac. I probably could vote for many of the projects
that you may propose, but certainly I am going to vote for an appropri-
ation in advance of any knowledge of what kind of projects are pro-
posed or where they are to be located, or the specific justification.

Senator Russerr. We have already done that. We did it in this
bill when we passed it a few weeks ago.

Mr. Gupeman. The bill is passed. It sets up $900 million.

Senator Russerr. Off the record.

(Discussion off the record.)

NONURBAN PROJECTS

Senator Russerr. On the record.

Well, not less than $300 million, then, must be expended on proj-
ects in areas designated by the Secretary of Commerce as redevelop-
ment areas.

Mr. GupesmaN. $300 million ; yes sir.

Senator Russern. Of the $900 million that is authorized?

Mr. Gupeman. $300 million of the $900 million is for projects in
nf}'l"lll]‘]l.‘l]l‘ ]'1][’:11 areas.

Senator Russerr. Do those projects have to be approved by the
Congress? T thought that you had discretion as of now.

Mr. Gupeman. We have discretion under this bill. You will ap-
propriate the money for us, and then we will coordinate the effort
within the Government for the expenditures of that money.
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Senator Russerr. Of course, some of the funds appropriated could
go for highways or things that are not necessarily productive of jobs
after they are completed ?

Mr. Gupemaxn. That is correct.

Mr. Barr. That is correct.

Senator RusserL. Who is going to spend that money ?

Mr. Gupemax. The statement that we have here amplifies, and if
you would like me to-

Senator Eruenper. Well, we will get to that in @ moment.

Senator Holland, did yon have any questions that you desired to
ask?

Senator Houraxnp, Yes.

ADMINISTRATION UNDER ARA

How much of this total of $900 million will be expended by the
Area Redevelopment Administration in the projects entrusted to it
under the Area Redevelopment Act ?

Mr. Guoeman. Not any, Senator. The Area Redevelopment Ad-
ministration has its own criteria and its own money, This will be
on new projects,

Senator Horraxp., Well, the Area Redevelopment Administration
is mentioned in the act. In what way, now, are they involved ?

Mr. Gupeman. The Area Redevelopment Administration will help
in the administration of this in the Department of Commerce.

Senator Horraxp. Do you have the act before you ?

Mr. Gupeman. Yes,

Senator HoLraxp. Suppose you put in the record now the way the
Area——

Senator Exuenper. T was going to get to that in order.

OAf the record.

( Discussion off the record.)

Senator ELLenper. Back on the record.

Mr. Gupeman. We cannot give you the actual projects today.

Senator Exzexoer. None at all?

Mr. Gubemaxn. Yes, sir: we can give you examples of the types of
projects.

Senator Errexper. That would be adequate. T mean, it would not
conform to what we think should be done.

Senator Russgrr. [Tnfort unately, we passed the bill, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Horraxp. Mr. Chairman, T think it might be profitable to
have the witness state to us exactly what is included in the bill with
reference to area redevelopment. My understanding was that por-
tions of the program would be handled in the areas covered by the
Area Redevelopment Act. Just how is that mentioned ?

Mr. Gupeman. That is correct.

Senator Horraxp. Will you please place into the record and read
into the record the reference to that?

Mr. Guoeman. Thave placed that in my statement. Tf I could read
the statement that you have there, T will pick it out of the statement.

Senator Horraxp. Does it answer the question T asked ?

Mr. Gupemaxw. No: it does not.

Senator HoLraxp. I wish you would answer it.
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AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR ASSISTANCE

Mr. Gupemax. Areas eligible for assistance include all areas desig-
nated as redevelopment areas under sections 5(a) and 5(b) of the
Area Redevelopment Act.

Section 5 (b) areas are areas of low income, underemployment, and
high unemployment of a rural and small urban character.

Senator HoLranp. All right, now, what portion of the program is
available for each of those areas?

Mr. Gupeman. For area 5(b), which are the rural areas, there is
$300 million set up in the act originally.

Senator HorLraxp. And that then 1s for areas, then, covered by the
Area Redevelopment Act ?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir.

Mr. Gupeman, That is for areas covered by the Area Redevelop-
ment. Act.

Senator Horuaxp, And is confined to those areas, and will be not
less than $300 million ?

Mr. Gupesan. Yes.

There is another criterion. Also eligible are those areas designated
by the Secretary of Labor as having been areas of substantial unem-
ployment for at least 9 of the preceding 12 months.

Senator Horranp., Well, now, is that included in the $300 million
or is that in some other portions of the total authorization?

Mr. Barr. That, Senator, will probably be almost entirely in the
other ]Imrt ions of the funds, because the so-called surplus areas desig-
nated by the Secretary of Labor are generally the largest cities.

I'f you could look on this map for a moment

Senator Horranp, Well, Mr. Batt, maybe you can answer the ques-
tion definitely.

What portion of this entire program of $900 million is to be ex-
pended exclusively in the areas covered by the area redevelopment
program which you administer ?

Mr, Barr. Certainly, sir, the large proportion of the rural $300
million will be. I would say offhand virtually all.

Mr. Gupemaxn. All of them.

Mr. Barr. The rural $300 million plus some proportion of the urban
£600 million.

The areas eligible for the act that Secretary Gudeman was referring
to are the red and pink areas that are now under the Area Redevelop-
ment Act, Senator Holland.

Senator Horraxp., Well, that does not do us any good.

Mr. Gupeman. Plus the blue areas.

Senator HoLraxp. When you say red and pink areas

Mr. Barr. These are the areas now under the Area Redevelopment
Act.

Senator Horraxp. Are those the areas where the $300 million will
be spent.?

Mr. Barr. That is where the $300 million will be spent, but also
some of the %600 million.

Senator HorLaxp. Well, let us confine ourselves to the $300 million,
if I may.

Mr, Barr. All right.
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Senator Houraxp. Now, am I correct in my understanding that
the entire $300 million—— '

Mr. Barr. Will be applied to the 5(b) areas under the act.

Senator Horrano. All right, now we made progress. Now, what
about the other $600 million ; how will that be divided ¢

Mr. Barr. That will be divided between the 5(a) areas under the
Redevelopment Act, plus the surplus labor areas designated by the
Secretary of Labor, “'fli(.‘h on thismap are in blue.

Senator HoLraxp. And they, as yet, have not come under the provi-
sions of the Area Redevelopment Act?

Mr. Barr. That is correct.

Mr. Guoeman. That is correct.

Senator Horranp, All right, if I understand it, then, the $600
million will be spent partly in your area redevelopment areas, but
largely in your urban area of the area redevelopment program plus
the new areas to be designated by the Secretary of Labor as unem-
ployment areas where serious unemployment for 9 months have oc-
curred ; is that correct ?

Mr. Barr. That is correct, Senator.

Mr. Gupesman. That is correct.

Senator HoLraxn. All right, have you got in you own budget any
distributions yet of that $600 million between the three places which
you have designated, the three general fields which you have desig-
nated as the places where that $600 million must be expended ?

Mr. Batr. No,sir.

Senator Horranp. Excuse me, Mr. Chairman. Maybe that has
clarified the matter a little bit.

Senator Evrenver. Well, proceed with your statement, Mr. Gude-
man. It might promote more questions.

Mr. Gupeman. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, we
appreciate the opportunity to appear before you in support of the
President’s request for $900 million to undertake the accelerated pub-
lic works program.

RESPONBIBILITY DEFINED

We regard the assignment of the Department of Commerce as the
President’s agent in coordinating this mmportant Federal undertak-
ing as a very real honor and a great responsibility. President Ken-
nedy has defined that responsibility in these words :

The funds will be invested in worthwhile and necessary projects designed
to make eligible communities better places in which to live and work.

The jobs created will be made available to the maximnm feasible extent fo the
unemployed within the eligible communities.

The program will be administered according to the highest standards of fm-
partiality, economy, and serupulous honesty,

The program will become operative as quickly as prudent management and
respect for the foregoing prineiples permit.

The Congress has my assurance that these principles will govern
the application of this law at every level of adminisf ration, and that
this important task will be entrusted only to men of high integrity
and demonstrated eapacity.

This new activity represents a logieal and necessary addition to the
Commerce Department’s efforts to Hn'nmnte economic growth and, in
particular, to assist those areas which have failed to share in the over-
all advances of the Nation.
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ROADS, BEWAGE FACILITIES, AND WATER SUPPLY

The Congress has declared that the act includes among its pur-
poses the improvement of the facilities in these hard-hit areas so that
they will be more conducive to industrial development. We have
learned by hard experience through the area redevelopment program
that the creation of long-term opportunities for investment and em-
ployment in hundreds of communities throughout the Nation is im-
peded by the absence of such minimal essentials as roads, sewage
treatment facilities, and water supply.

These areas have unemployment rates which are two, three, and
even four times higher than the national rate, which as you know,
this administration considers to be unsatisfactroy.

One of the effects of long-term economic distress in these areas is the
inability to finance vital capital improvements and we are hopeful that
we can make a subtantial contribution through this act to the revitali-
zation of the eligible areas.

Senator ErLenper. In the beginning of this paragraph you say that :

The Congress has declared that the act includes among its purposes the im-
provement of the faeilities in these hard-hit areas so that they will be more
conducive to industrial development.

Now, by the use of the word “facilities” there you mean roads?

Mr. Gupeman. Roads will fall under this.

Senator Enuexper. Water?

Mr. Gubesmax. Water, sewage facilities.

Senator Krrexper. Public facilities?

Mr. Gupemax. Public facilities; yes, sir.

PUBLIC WOERKS

Senator ErLexper. In no circumstance would you use any of this
money to provide for the establishment of private——

Mr. Gupeman. Of a private enterprise ¢

Senator ErLexper. Private enterprise.

Mr. Gupeman. No,sir. This isall public works.

Senator ErLexoer. All right, proceed.

Senator Russerr. Mr. Chairman, T am not going to be able to stay,
and I have one question I would like to ask.

Senator ELLeNpeR. Proceed.

MATCHING PROVISIONS

Senator Russern. As I recall, under the act, these public projects
are supposed to be matched by the States or local subdivisions of Zov-
ernment. it represents.

Mr. GupEman. Those that are State and local.

Senator Russerr. But those that are Federal are 100 percent
Federal?

Mr. GupEmax. That iscorrect.

Senator Russerr. In other words, if you build some kind of a re-
search facility for the Department of the Interior, that would be paid
for 100 percent ? '

Mr. Guoeman. That would be a Federal project: it would be 100-
percent covered.

Senator Russern. Yes.
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Now, how about your $300 million under the Area Redevelopment
Act: does that require any matching?

Mr. Barr. Well, sir, it depends on the type of project. The $300
million, as we see it, relates to the amount that we should spend in
those 5(b) areas for all types of projects—Federal, State, and local;
the lowest is $300 million.

Senator RusseLr. Well, you say “lowest.” You cannot allocate less
than 8300 million.

Mr. Gupeman. We cannot allocate less than $300 million.

Senator Russerr. There has got to be at least $300 million allocated
to those areas?

Mr. Barr. Yes.

Mr. Gupeamax. $300 million out of the $900 million.

Mr. Barr. That could come from direct Federal, it could come from
direct matching, like sewage-disposal plants; it could come from a
Federal, local, or State project. It ean come from any of those sources.

Senator Russenr. In other words, you do not construe this to mean
any $300 million of the $900 million ?

Mr, Barr. Oh,yes. T did not make myself clear.

Mr. Guoemax., The $900 million covers both State, loecal, and
Federal.

Senator Russern. T understand that. But there will be no Federal
proiects, will there, in this area redevelopment problem ?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir. There will be Federal projects, totally Federal
proiects in these areas.

You see, what in effect we are doing is getting all the public works
acencies of the Government to concentrate their efforts in these areas of
ereatest need.

FEDERAL PROJECTB IN RURAL AREAR

Senator Russerr. So there will be Federal, only Federal projects
in rural areas?

Mr. Barr. Oh, yes, sir: a lot of them.

Senafor Russerr. And there is no limitation on the type of projects?

Mr. Barr. No, sir.

Senator Russerr. That might be established in these rural areas?

Mr. Barr. Just so it is——

Mr. Gupramax. Except under the eriteria under the act.

Senator Russenn. I understand ; to meet the criteria of the bill.

Mr. Gupeman. That is correct.

Senator Russerr.. And that, T believe, is under subsection 3 of the
act?

Mr. Barr. There are a whole group of eriteria that have to be met.

Senator Russerr. But there is no requirement, then, of matching
on these public works projects in the area redevelopment, under the
Area Redevelopment Act?

Mr, Barr. Sir, there are the same requirements that there are under
the existing programs.

Iet me give vou a case in point.,

Mr. Gupeasran. Bill, T think that is a little confusing here. Could
I try tostraighten it out ?

Senator Russerr. Yes, sir. T want to understand it.

Mr. Gupemaxn. This Publiec Works Act provides no money for the
Area Redevelopment Administration.

Senator Russern. T understand that.
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Mr. Gupesmax. They have their own appropriation and spend their
own money. But this act includes public works projects in both rural
areas and urban areas. There is authorized $900 million, of which $300
million must be spent in the rural areas, but this can be both State
and local and Federal projects.

Senator Russerr. Well, under existing law, the Secretary of Com-
merce is designated, I believe, as the Area Redevelopment Admin-
istration——

Mr. Gupeman. Yes, sir.

Senator Russert. To handle this $100 million, was it not, that we
made available; or was it more than that?

Mr. Barr. It was authorized, sir.

Senator Russenn., Authorized $100 million.

WeH, is it contemplated that the same group will administer this
4300 million, or has an determination been made on that score?

Mr, Barr. Yes, sir. It has been determined that we will supervise
it, but that the ageneies that have always built sewage-disposal plants
will now build them.

The agencies that have built roads will now build them; the agen-
cies that have always built dams will now build dams.

Senator Russert. And that confuses me, because we do not have any
Federal agencies that have been building any sewage-disposal plants
or anything of that kind in my State. What do you mean by the
agencies; does that mean a local agency as well as a Federal agency?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir. 1t could be local, it could be State, it could be
lrl'iil'l‘:l!.

Every program has its own channel. Public roads, for example,
are built either by the community or they are built by the State or
they are built by the State with partially Federal money. Every-
Imtl,\‘ will go to the channel of the Federal Government that they have
gone to in the past, depending on the type of public works that they
are interested in.

Senator Coorer. Mr. Chairman, would the Senator yield a moment ?

Senator Russers. Yes,

Senator Errexper. Senator Cooper.

Senator Coorer. 1 hope you will excuse me, because I am sitting
for the first time as a member ex officio on this committee. DButl was
on the Public Works Committee when we considered this bill, and I
think T understand some of you problems.

[ think when you speak of the money which we spend in those
areas which are now under the Area Redevelopment Act, we are think-
ing of it just as an area now; that up to $300 million will be spent,
must be spent in those areas. It does not mean it will be spent for
the Area Redevelopment Agency.

Mr. Gupemax. That is correct.

Senator Coorer. But that the $300 million will be spent in those
areas which now have been designated as eligible for area redevelop-
ment. aid.

But now. once the area is established, the $300 million will be
spent, but it can be spent from any of these three sources—from the
regular Federal programs, where all the money is provided through
the Federal Government., and to the grant-in-aid program, and then
these special State or local programs.
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GENERAL AUTHORIZATION

Senator Russern. That has been authorized. Does that cover a
general authorization like the statutory authority of the Forest Serv-
ice to develop recreational areas?

Senator Coorer. Yes.

Mr. Gupeamaxn. That is correct: yes, sir.

Senator Russerr. Insofar as the Service could apply, and that
would come out of the $300 million.

Mr. Barr. If it wasin a rural area: yes, sir.

Senator Russerr. It would have to be, if it came out of the $300
million, would it not.?

Mr. Gupeman. Yes, sir.

Senator Russerr. But if it is in a county that has been designated
for assistance under the Area Redevelopment Act and happened to be
in a national forest, part of it, the Forest Service could build there
with the funds for roads and trails or facilities for amusement and
recreation?

Mr. Gupesmax. That is correct.

LIMITATION AS TO SIZE OF PROJECTS

Senator Russerr. Is there any limitation on the size of the pro-
ject that the Corps of Engineers might build under this, other than
the 10 percent to one State?

Mr. Barr. You have the 10 percent to one State, and you have also
got to complete most of it in a year, sir. So that will probably rule
out any great big dams. And you cannot build half a dam.

Senator Horranp. You mean we cannot make a commitment this
year and move the construction over into later years?

Mr. Gupeman. It must be started in a very short time and com-
pleted within 12 months of the passage of the act.

Senator Russerr. A substantial portion of which can be completed
under 12 months. Tt does not say all of it.

Mr. Barr. You are right. The question was asked of Congressman
Blatnik on the House floor, and his judgment was over half must be
completed in 12 months.

PROJECTS IN MONTANA

This will rule out the enormous ones. But here is one from Mon-
tana—$330,000 to include construction of forest fire protection im-
provements, access roads for fire control, lookout towers, fire hazard
prevention, disease control in forest stands. This is the kind of thing
that they could do under the act. '

CONSTRUCTION OF FEDERAL BUILDINGS

Senator RusserL. Now, you could not build a Federal building out
of both these funds?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir; we can.

Senator Russerr. A post office or any other necessary Federal
:jili](lilll,:}{ could be built, depending on the area in which the site was
ocated ?
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Mr. Barr. Right. If they built it in a rural area it would be
charged against the $300 million. If they built it in an urban area it
would be charged against the $600 million.

Senator Russeon. Thank you, Senator. I think I understand now.

Senator ELueNper. Proceed.

Mr, Guoemaxn. Therefore, while we intend to remain mindful of
the importance of the immediate and secondary employment which
these ]ll'tlji'i‘TH will generate in their construction, we are also \'i('\\'in_,u'
with enthusiasm the opportunity to make a needed investment in the
natural resources and community facilities which are necessary to
rebuild the economies of these areas, If these areas ean move forward
economically, the reemployment of many persons on unemployment
compensation or relief will mean that the expenditure of the funds
now requested will have been a wige public investment.

Because of the Area Redevelopment Administration’s familiarity
with the needs of these regions and because it has acquired important
and successful experience in coordinating the activities of many Fed-
eral agencies in a related program, the Secretary has designated its
Administrator, William L. Batt, Jr., to assist him in carrying out the
mandate of the President and the Congress.

LEGISLATIVE REQUIREMENTS

A brief review of the legislation may be in order at this time.

First, areas eligible for assistance include all areas designated as
redevelopment areas under sections 5 (a) and (b) of the Area Re-
development Act. (Section 5(a) areas are urban areas of high
unemployment; section 5(b) areas are areas of low income under-
employment and high unemployment of a rural or small urban
character.) Also eligible are those areas designated by the Secretary
of Labor as having been areas of substantial unemployment for at
least 9 of the preceding 12 months. (Substantial unemployment is
defined as above 6 percent.)

Second, Federal public works projects in elizible areas which have
been authorized by Congress can be initiated or accelerated.

Third, public works projects of States and local governments for
which Federal financial assistance is authorized in other legislation,
can be initiated and accelerated. In this connection, grants up to 50
percent of the cost of projects are authorized, and up to 75 percent if
the State or local government lacks economic or financial capacity
to assume the additional financial obligation.

Senator Eviexper. Now, before you go to the next paragraph, I
have a few questions that I would like to propound.

FIXED STANDARDS OF ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

Are there fixed standards for classification of areas under sections
5(a) and 5(b) for determination of the eligibility when conditions
are proved ?

Mr. Guoeman. Yes, sir.

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir: there are fixed standards. Those are published
in the Federal Register. I have them in front of me. If you wish, I
can make them part of the record for designating 5 (b) areas.

89609—62——2
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Criteria for designating 5(a) areas are spelled out under the Area
Redevelopment Ac¢t. They are designated on recommendations from
the Secretary of Labor, and those are on the basis of published data
that are published on what areas have substantial and chronic un-
employment.

Senator Errexper. Now, have you been presented with a list of
projects that will qualify?

Mr. Barr. No,sir. That material we do not now have.

The Senate, as you know, just completed action on this bill recently,
and the President signed it only a few days ago.

Senator Errexper. How soon could you obtain that material?

Mr. Barr. This is Mr. Bozman, sir, who is my assistant adminis-
trator.

DEVELOPMENT OF PROGRAM

Mr. Bozymax. We have asked each Federal agency to begin devel-
opment. of a program. We expect to issue to them specific instruc-
tions under which they will develop this program within a very few
days. It will take them approximately 2 weeks beyond that to or-
ganize their data and submit it in proper form. And it will take us
approximately 2 weeks beyond that to compile the data, analyze it,
review it, and develop a reasonably balanced program.

Senator Youne. Mr. Chairman.

Senator Ertexper. Senator Young.

RESEARCH LABORATORY IN NORTH DAKOTA

Senator Youna. I would like to ask a question along this line.
When this bill was considered by the Senate a few days ago, a friend
of mine in Bottineau County, which is adjacent to an Tndian reserva-
tion, said if this bill is approved, they will get a $400,000 research
laboratory. He was so advised by the regional office in Milwaukee.

Now, isthis a project that is being considered ?

Mr. Gupeman. Well, as yet, we cannot tell you what projects are
being considered, because, as Mr. Bozman said, we are going to get
that list.

Sut. I can tell you this, that the final determination of these projects
is, in the final analysis, made by the President through the Bureaun of
the Budget and the Department of Commerce, and we have given
no indication to any State or Federal agency or locality of any proj-
ects as yet, because we conld not possibly do it.

Senator Youna. I will probably find out in a couple of weeks that my
Senafe colleague will be announcing this project for world debate.

Mr. Guoemaxn, I can assure you it will not be announced in a couple
of weeks, because the work will not be done. And I can assure you,
sir, that this is being done exactly the way Mr. Bozman outlined.

ANNOUNCEMENT OF PROJECTS

Senator Errexper. Judging from what you just said, all the prepa-
rations you wonld o through, T do not presume you are going fo an-
nounce any of these projects until after the election, will you,
November 6,

Mr. Gupesman. Tam very hopeful that we can get these things done
as Mr. Bozman has said, in the next 3 to 4 weeks, because we want
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to move on this program. This is an immediate program, and
Congress wants it to be an immediate program.

Senator ELLENDER. Yes.

Mr. Gupeman. Therefore, we must move as rapidly as we can.

Senator Errexper. 1 understand that, but you said a while ago it
will take you 2 weeks to do this and 2 weeks to do that.

Mr. Gupesmaxn, That is correct.

Senator Eroexper. That is almost a month, and the election is just
a little over a month off.

Mr. GubemAN. I can assure you in our Secretary’s thinking, the
election or anything else has nothing to do with this program.

Senator ELLenper. So that fer those areas that have been classified,
the request for assistance under this program will be filled on a first
come, first served basis, or will there be any other consideration ?

Mr. Gupesax. 1t will be on a first come, first served basis.

Senator ErLenper. And, of course, qualified——

Mr. Gupeman. Well, under the criteria.

Senator Krrexper (continuing). Under the criteria that you lay
out.

Mr. Gupeaax. Oh, it must come under the criteria; yes,sir.

AREAS OF PROLONGED UNEMPLOYMEXT

Senator Ertenper. Now, is the finding by the Secretary of Labor
that an area has had above 6 percent unemployment for at least 9 of the
preceding 12 months the only requirement for eligibility under this
criteria?

Mr. Gupeaan. Yes, sir; under that eriteria.

Senator Eriexper, Arve these findings based entirely on published
unemployment figures?

Mr. GupeEMaxn, Yes, sir.

REQUIREMENTS OF LOCAL COOPERATION

Senator Ertexper. Now, with respect to the Senate Public Works
projects which have been authorized by Congress, is there any change
in the requirements of local cooperation with respect to any project
which may be initiated or accelerated under this classification ?

Mr. Gupesman. No, sir; no changes,

Senator Errexover. All right, proceed.

Any further questions?

Senator Horraxp, Off the record, because this relates to the map
and the eolors you have on it.

( Discussion off the record.)

Senator ELLexper. Proceed.

LIMITATION ON ALLOCATIONE TO EACH STATE

Mr. Gupemax. Fourth, limitations are placed so that no State will
receive more than 10 percent of the funds allocated, and that no less
than $300 million of the $900 million authorized will be allocated for
the nonurban small labor market areas, low income areas, and Indian
reservations designated upon section 5(b) of the Area Redevelopment

Act.
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Fifth, adequate consideration must be given to relative needs of
eligible areas, and certain criteria are established which the selected
projects must meet. These criteria assure that projects—

(@) Can be initiated or accelerated within a reasonably short
period of time;

(6) Will meet an essential public need ;

(¢) Will have a substantial portion completed within 12 months
after initiation

(d) Will contribute significantly to the reduction of local un-
employment ;

() Are not inconsistent with locally approved comprehensive
plans for the areas affected, where such plans exist.

Senator ELLenver. Now, can you be a little more specific than that ?

Mr. Barr. Yes.

Senator ELLexper. And give us maybe some examples.

Mr. Gupeman, Well, we say that projects must be initiated or ac-
celerated within a reasonably short period of time.

Now, we are interpreting this to mean that consideration will be
given initially to projects that can have onsite labor employed prior
to June 30, 1963,

Next, projects must have substantial portions completed within 12
months.  'We are interpreting this to mean that more than 50 pereent
of the project must have been accomplished 12 months after the first
onsite labor was employed.

Next, that the projects must meet an essential public need. The
projects must be needed for conservation or development or an essen-
tial resouree or be a real needed service to { he publie,

Next, projects must contribute significantly to the reduetion of
local unemployment. And we are going to see to it that a significant
proportion of project expenditures are made within the eligible areas
in which the project is located for labor in the area.

PREFERENCE FOR ON-BITE EMPLOYMENT

Insofar as practicable, we want to use local unemployed labor in
giving that preference for on-site employment.

Next, we are going to see to it that projects are not inconsistent with
locally approved comprehensive plans for the areas affected and that
the overall economic development programs and plans for land use
or for transportation or for other things are considered within the
purview of the project.

Next, as you know, local and State funds must be inereased by an
amount approximately equal to the non-Federal funds required.

Finally, no school or other educational facilities will he utilized.

Now, I gave you this in outline form from what we are going to
give as criteria to the agencies involved.

Senator ELLenpeg. Yes.

Now, can you be a little more specific as to the kind of projects that
You would consider ?

Mr. Guoemax. Yes. Mr. Batt has some of these we have worked
on already, and we also have some of these in a booklet that we have
here that we are going to nse with localities.

You might take two or three of these, Bill, to give us examples.
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EXAMPLES OF JOINT PROJECTS

Senator Errexper. Well, give us examples of a joint project, that
is, community and Federal, as well as purely Federal.

Mr. Gupeman. All right. :

Mr. Barr. Sir, we have a couple of projects here from the Corps of
Engineers which they think are good examples.

RECREATION AND SANITARY FACILITIES

One is the construction of additional recreation and sanitary facil-
ities in the Coyote Valley Dam, Lake Mendocino, in California. This
would come to an estimated cost of about $100,000.

It would employ on-site labor of about 40 man-years, about 90 per-
cent of which would be from the local labor surplus area.

Senator ELuexper. Now, that would betotally Federal?

Mr. Barr. That would be totally Federal.,

CONSTRUCTION OF BERMS ADJACENT TO LEVEES

The Corps also gives or sugeests one that they will bring to us
which would provide $1,461,000 to construct bers adjacent to the
landside slope of -the; Mississippi River levees to prevent seepage
which occurs during each hich water and to place gravel on levee
roads to provide access during high water, which would provide
employment in: Chico County, Ark.: Tensas, Cameron, and Madison
Parishes, La.; and the cities of Ferriday, La., and Greenville, Miss.,
of approximately 111 man-years on this project, alone.

Most of the projects we have——-

Senator Erienver. Now, do the projects that you have been talking
about come within the purview of the criteria that you have laid down ?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir; they do.

Mr. Gupesman. Yes, sir: that is correct.

PROJECTS PREVIOUSLY DENIED RBY CONGRESS

Senator Ervexper. Well, T presume that you would be a little
careful in your selection, because I am familiar with some projects
that have been asked for and denied by Congress.

Mr. Barr. Where there is a record that Congress has denied it,
we will not consider it.

Mr. Guoemax. No. And we will be very careful in following that.

Senator HoLrann, Do you mean that where Congress has denied

project, you will regard it as ineligible under this program ?

Mr. Gupeman. That is correct, sir, yes.

Senator Horraxp, Thank yon,

Senator ELtenper. Now, you have given totally Federal.

Mr. Barr. That is right,sir.  Here are some that are——

Senator Evrexper. Well, T will tell you what T wish you would do.

Mr. Barr. T have a couple, sir.

LIST OF PROJECTS REQUESTING CONSIDERATION

Senator Errexper. I wish you would do this before the hearings
are closed; that you put a hist of all projects that you have been
asked to consider. You have got them with you, have you not ¢
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Mr. Barr. We can give typical projects, sir, or we can puf this
list in, yes.

Senator ELLexper. You have got a list here?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir.

Senator Evtenper. For instance, you have got on page 8

Mr. Gupesman. Oh, yes,sir. T overlooked that.

Senator Evtexper. What I would like is for you to be as specific
as you can.

Mr. Gupeman. All right.

Senator Errexper. With projects making up the amounts that
you are asking for here or that would be used for this purpose.
" Mr. Gupeman. As we said before, we cannot be too specific at this
date, but we will do the best we can.

TOTAL ESTIMATES

Mr. Barr. One of the problems, sir, is that we have got estimates
here for $1,250 million.

Senator Ertexper. You mean for the $300 million or the $600
million or both ?

Mr. Barr. For both.

Senator Eruenper. That is what you have. All right.

And T would like,as I said, that you be most specific.

Mr. Gupeman. We will be as specific as we ean, sir,

Senator Errenper. And you do not have to have it ready for the
record today.

Mr. Gupeman. No, sir; we could not do that.

Senator ErLexper. But, at least by Tuesday of next week.

Mr. Gupeman. Yes.

I must say, as I said before, that I canont be too specific.

Senator Horraxp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question ?

Senator Enuexper. One minute, Senator.

Well, how early could you present that to us? Because I want to
have something, as chairman of this committee, to present not only to
the full committee but when it is presented in the Senate. Because
I presume that a lot of questions are going to be asked, and there
are quite a few Senators who take the position that they would not
be willing to give to anyone a blank for $900 million and let those
projects be selected as someone in the Department sees fit,

I would like to have as many of the projects outlined so that we can
make a decision.

Mr. Gupeman. Sir, T can only say this to you at this time, and
say it in all sincerity. 'We will do the best job we can.

We, first of all, cannot detail local projeets, local and State, because
we have not got a great many of those as yet.

Now, when it comes to the Federal, we have not analyzed and
gotten that far in the program. This is what we are going to do over
the next 2 weeks, getting this from the agencies, and then we
are going to push as fast as we can, on a logical basis, however, over
the next 2 weeks, so that we can move forward.

But if T were to sit here and say to you today that we can give yon
a detailed list, that would not be correct. So I do not want to tell you
that at this time,
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Senator Youna. Would the Senator yield ¢

Senator ELLexper. Senator Young.

Senator Youne. You just mentioned two of the projects you are
going todo., Arethere not more of these?

Mr. GupeEman. I think we can give a few more that are typical
projects which we ran into to set up our eriteria.

Mr. Barr. We can give you examples from each agency, sir, of the
type of projects.

Mr. Gupeatan. Of the typesof projects.

Senator Arvorr. Mr. Chairman.

Senator HoLranxp., Mr, Chairman.

Senator Errenper. What T would like you to do is not only give
one example or two examples, but give to the committee as many as
you can.

Mr. Gupeman. That we will do, sir.

Senator Extexper. In which you have had applications and which
you hope to consider.

Mr. Gupesan. All right, sir; that we can do. Very good. We can
do that.

Mr. Barr. The problem, sir, is that the program must be balanced
under the act to make sure that we do not put more than 10 percent
in any one State.

Senator Errexoer. I understand.

Mr. Gupeman. He is not asking for that at this time. He is asking
for the types.

Senator ErLexper. Senator Young.

Senator Youna. I justhavetwo or three questions.

WATERSHED PROTECTION AND FLOOD PREVENTION

Under *“Agriculture,” note the next to the last item, Soil Conserva-
tion Service, “Grants for watershed protection and flood prevention.”

Do you plan to go in and build a whole watershed project, or what
do you plan to do here?

Mr. Barr. No,sir; but there are

Mr. GupEman. It could not be done in that period of time.

Senator Younc. What do you plan to do then?

My, Barr. The Soil Conservation people tell us that work which
could be started promptly is in eligible areas in 43 States. Work on
erosion control and related water conservation work could be carried
on through soil and water conservation distriets.

Small watershed projects under Public Law 566 can be carried out
under the act.

Senator Youna, Will this require local financing as do the present
projects?

Mr. Barr. Everything would require matching under the present
law.

Senator Youxe. Just one more question and I will be through,

RESEARCH FACILITIES

Under “Agriculture, econstruction of research facilities, and repairs
and improvements of research facilities”; what kind of research
facilities will the bill cover?
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Mr. Barr. Well, the Agriculture Department tells us that they
could develop modern research laboratories and related facilities that
would improve the utilization, production, and management of agri-
cultural commodities and crops.

This is something, of course, that will be 100 percent Federal.

Senator Youne. Can you give us an example of such a project.?

RIVERSIDE, CALIF., PROJECT

Mr. Barr. A typical example would be the Soil and Water Con-
servation Research Laboratory proposed for construction in River-
side, Calif., the estimated cost of which is $450,000, which would pro-
vide approximately 32 man-years.

Senator Youna. How about the one in Mandan, N. Dak.?

Mr. Barr. They have not supplied us with that yet, sir.

Mr. Guoeman. They are tllill\.’ small ones. '.[‘fwy are essential,

Senator ELLenper. Senator Holland.

NATIONAL PARK ROADS AND TRAILS

Senator Horrano, Is it not true that in the field of forest trails
and national park roads and trails you have a very large backlog in
both of those agencies? I have handled the appropriations requests
each year, and each time they have told me—the chairman is nodding
his head—they had a vast number of them they wanted to build which
they could go ahead with, and that a large part of the labor required
would be loeal labor.

Mr. Gubesman. Yes, sir.

Senator Horranp. Are those not both fields in which you can find
a large group of activities by application to those agencies?

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir.

Senator Horranp. I do not happen to have any in the national
forests of my State because it happens to be in the pink areas. But
I can see West Virginia there, where I know that each year they
have wanted to build a great many more, Senator Ellender, than we
have been able to provide money for them.

And notice, too, there in the forest areas of Washington and
Oregon there is a very bad condition in the lumber industry, where
there must be many such trails ready for work if you can get right
at it. And that is something that can be done in a few months.

Mr. Gupeman. To give you an example, the Bureau of Public
Roads in construction of public Jands and forest highways, which
fall, of course, under Federal projects, are estimating that they can
provide $128 million out of the $900 million.

Senator Horranp. That is, so far as roads are concerned. That is,
the roads which are major roads. But now what about the trails
where they have had the biggest trouble?

Mr. Gupeman, $130 million.

Senator HoLraxn. Well, you have a lot of them already to gol

Mr. Gupeman. That is right.

Senator HoLranp. Of course, not all of them will be in these areas,
but I do not know what portions of them will be.

Mr. Gupeman. The estimate that we asked for is within the criteria
that was set up, so it would be in these areas.




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063 23

Senator Horraxp. 1 suggest that those two things would be for im-
mediate activity.

Mr. GupEMAN. Yes, we agree.

Senator Horranp. And would bring on a lot of employment.

Mr. Gupeman. We agree with you, sir.

Senator Horraxp. I wish they were in my State, but they are not.

1 want tosee it go where it will draw people.

Mr. Gupeman. That isright.

Senator Horraxp. And I mentioned West Virginia. I think they
need it almost as much as any State.

ESTIMATE OF AMOUNT TO BE OBLIGATED BY JANUARY 15

Senator Errexper. Could you make an estimate for the committee
as to the approximate amount of money you could obligate between
now and, let us say, January 15

Mr. Gupeman. I would like Mr. Bozman to do that. He has been
working on this and trying to get such an estimate. I would like him
to answer the question, if he can answer it.

Mr. Bozsan. We had made some estimates as to how fast some of
these projects can start. Now, you have to realize that these are rough
estimates based upon our experience with this type of program in the
past, not a project-by-project review.

And on that basis, we feel that we could start—I am not giving ex-
penditures; I am giving project starts—approximately $200 million
n projects 3 months after the funds were made available.

Senator Eruenper. Three months after?

Mr. Bozman. Yes. Isthatright!?

Mr. Gupeman. Those are the Federal projects.

Mr. Bozaman. These are direct Federal.

Mr. Gupemaxn. These are direct Federal that he was reading.

Mr. Bozsax. Now, in addition, there is approximately $95 million
worth that we feel could be done with State and local projects, making
a total of approximately $321 million.

Senator Errexper. That you could obligate between now and 3
months, you said?

Mr. Bozaan. Yes.

Senator Errenxper. So that suppose this committee would decide to
authorize you to proceed, say, with $350 million; would that be suf-
ficient to carry you over until January 15¢

Mr. Gupema~. No, sir; I do not think it would.

Senator ELLexper. Why not, if you cannot obligate more than $300
million ¢

FUNDS AVAILAEBLE FOR OBLIGATION

Mr. Gupeman. Well, between now and the end of the year, we can
obligate for starting of construction next year, particularly in the
Northern States as soon as the winter is over. And we cannot make
an obligation without knowing that it is backed up by an appropria-
tion authorization. So that we cannot go forward with this unless we
do it on a 3-month basis.

Senator ErLexper. But you could be working, though, on the plans
and in anticipation of Congress giving you this additional money in
January.
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Mr. Guoeaman. Well, we cannot really start with, particularly on
local projects, unless State and local—unless we know that we are
going to be authorized to go ahead ; plus the fact that this gets started
this way, and then moves up rapidly, which is exact ly what we wanted
to do.

Senator Errexper. Well, you do not expect to move rapidly until,
say 90 days after we give you the money, do you?

Mr. Gupeman. No: that is correet.  So—we will start. Everyone
can start it in 90 days, but actually onsite construction, and so forth,
it will be somewhere around that.

LOCAL PARTICIPATION PROBLEMS

Mr. Barr. Mr. Chairman, one of the problems is that all of the
State and local projects require substantial amounts of State and local
financial participation.

Senator Eruexper. I understand that.

Mr. Barr, They have to raise bond issues.

Senator ELLexper. Yes,

Mr. Barr. They have to go out and they have to get their legis-
latures together and appropriate money, and there is exceeding diffi-
culty in this, and it requires long-term planning,

We could, if it was just the Federal Government concerned. per-
haps, with some assurance that the committee would come through
with additional funds, do something on the direct Federal end, but
the Congress felt that a large proportion of these funds should be State
and loeal projects.

Senator Evuexper. Well, T feel confident that the Congress would
live up to this authorization of the projects turn out to be good and it
accomplishes the purposes for which the bill is enacted. The reason
why I am asking this question is that there may be some balking on
the part of some Senators, as well as Representatives, not to have
before us justifications as to many of these projects, particularly those
affected, including flood control and fairly large projects.

It has always been the custom of this committee, that is. on any
projects that this subcommittee has ever reported out, we have had
complete justification for them, the benefit-cost ratio and everything
else attached. And T realize that we cannot apply that same criteria
in a program of this kind, but at the same time it would seem to me
that 1t might be beneficial to you to work up these projeets in full
anticipation that, come January, the Congress will give you the
entire amount.

And it may be that, for the moment, there may be some move by
some Senators to limit it to a certain amount. And that is why T am
asking you what is the least amount you can live with, say up to
January 15 or Febrnary 1.

Mr. Guoesan. Well, Mr. Chairman. T wonld like to answer vou
this way. You and your committee will recommend what vou think
is best. T think that we can give you here—and T think most of it
we will work out—enongh background material to show that we are
going at this very logically, even though we cannot detail the entire
$900 million of expenditures or proposed expenditure,
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I think we can give it to you. We have been working hard on this,
and we have a great deal of information here which we will give to
you. We will give you samples of the type of projects.

Now. we know that we can move fast on this, because that is the
way this must be handled. And the agencies involved will move
quickly on it. We would like to have an appropriation made of the
entire amount so that we can go forward and move just as quickly
as possible in every direction—both in rural areas, which we consider
very important, and the urban areas.

Senator Errexper. Is it your opinion that you can obligate this
entire $900 million by February 1¢

Mr. Guoeman. No, sir.

Senator Errexner. Of course, you cannot, because you would do
a bad job of it if you tried it.

Mr. Gupeaan. We could not do that.

Senator Erresper. With an assurance from Congress that you
would get this other, would you be willing to go on and take, say, half
of it. $350 million, of the $900 million.

Mr. Gupeaan. Well, we would take as much as we can get ; yes, sir.

Senator Errexpeg. I am just suggesting it because—

Mr. Gupesian. We need just as much as we can get so that we can
move as rﬂ!“it as I'I(]f‘i.‘"‘ll)lt'.

Senator Coorer. Mr. Chairman,

Senator Evuenper. Senator Cooper.

Senator Coorer. I would like to ask just this question.

The reason you have provision in this bill that $300 million must
be spent in one area, that is, the 5(b) area—what do you call it?

Mr. Gupesman. We eall it the rural area,

Senator Coorer. Would you consider that until $300 million would
be appropriated you could not spend any money in the other type?

Mr. GuoemAax. No,sir; we would not.

Senator Coorer. You would not ?

Mr. Guoeaan. We interpret this as $300 million of the total $900
million authorized.

Senator Knexper. It is only a suggestion, you understand.

Mr. Gupemax. Yes, sir; and I am trying to give you the answer that
you will accept.

Senator Errexper. 1 do not know what the committee will head
mto.

Mr. Gupemax. 1 understand.

Senator Exrexper. When we present this to Congress, because many
Senators have onlytalked to me about this, and many of them desire
a full detail of some of these projects—who will contribute what, how
much ?

Mr. GupEman. Yes, sir.

Senator Enuexper. And I believe that——

Mr. Gupeman. Well, let us see what we can get for you.

SQenator Eruexper. In other words, if we can get justification, T do
not think we will have any difficulty putting the thing through. But
to simply say, “Here is so much money, and you go on and do it,” even
though you follow this eriteria, there may be some that feel: “Well,
we listened to a good statement made by Mr. Batt, and you intended to
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do it right, but you were not going to be the one to go out and actually
do the work.” Do you not see?

Mr. Gupemax. Yes, sir.

Senator ELLENDER. And supervise it.

Mr. Gupesax. T certainly intend to play a part in it. T assure you.

Senator Errexper. So I am just asking you that so we can have some
kind of guidance in the event that the question is raised.

Senator Arrorr. Mr. Chairman, would you yield ?

Senator HoLraxp. Mr. Chairman.

Senator ELLenper. Senator Allott,

RESPONSIRILITY OF FEDERAL AGENCIES INVOLVED

Senator Avrorr. I would like to say the statement on page 5 says
even more than that. Ttsays:

The receipt and application within the criteria and guidelines established will
be the responsibility of those agencies which normally conduct the program of
Federal construetion or of Federal loans or grants in aids, It is not the inten-
tion of the Aren Redevelopment Administration or the Secretary of Commerce
in his role as coordinator to approve or deny individual projects thereof.

So that when this is farmed out by them, T do not know quite how
they are going to coordinate it. But they are not going to have a
thing to say. It will be the people at. the Burean of Public Roads, the
Department, of Agriculture, the Department. of Interior, the Bureau
of Reclamation, the Department of Forestry, etc. It will be these
people who approve or disapprove these projects.

Mr. Guoemax. You mean the individual projects?

Senator ArLorr., Yes.

Mr. Guopeman. That is correet.
Senator Horr.axp. Mr. Chairman.
Senator Errexper. Senator Holland.

TIME LIMIT ON PROJECTS

Senator Horuaxp., One thing that disturbed me, if T understood
your statement a while ago, is the time limit. If I understood you
correctly, you said that the project must he completed, in the majority,
by 1 year from the time of the beginning to utilize the local force.

Mr. Gupeaan. That is right, sir.

Senator Horraxp. Then it is not 1 year from the passage of the act,
and it is not 1 year from the appropriation of the money, but it is 1
year from the time you begin the partieular project and actually begin
to employ labor in that area, is that right ?

Mr. Gupeman. Yes.

Senator Horraxp. That means that. assuming that it would take a
year to get this whole amount committed, that there will be another
year from the last commitments before a majority of the work must
»e done on those committed projects, is that correct ?

Mr. Gupeman. I would have to say a majority. I think it wonld
be a minority, becanse we are taking this part of our eriteria. the
50-percent completion.

Senator Horraxo. That is what I am talking about. As to those
projects that are let late in the year covered by the appropriation and
where the commitment is made late in the year, then the 50-percent
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completion goes up to a year from that time; meaning that those proj-
ects would go over into the third year from now. Is that right?

Mr. Guoeman. Well, there could be a portion that goes into the
third year.

Senator Horraxp. It will have to be.

Mr. Gupemax. That is right.
Senator HoLraxp. Or it would not meet the criteria you have stated
here.

Mr. Guoesman. That is right.

Senator Horraxp. I think we should let the picture be clearly made
in the record.

Mr. Gupeman. That is right.

Senator Horraxp. Off the record, Mr. Chairman.

(Discussion off the record.)

Senator HorLraxp, Put that on the record.

BEGINNING OF TIME LIMITATION

My question was: Then this time, this year limitation begins not
with the time of commitment, not with the time of letting the contract,
but with the time of acual beginning of work and the employment
of personnel.

Mr. Gupeman. Yes, Senator, that is correet. And the reason there-
for, is, particularly in Northern States, we may let the contract, but
have to wait until weather permits actual start of construction.

Senator Horraxp. Well, T do not criticize that in the slightest.

Mr. Guoesman. No, I know that, sir.

Senator Horraxp. I am just trying to find over what period of
time this operation will be. And apparently it will be a period of
about 3 years from this time.

Mr. Bozsax. 1If T could interrupt you, Senator, if we let projects
or work starts in June of 1963-

Senator HoLrannp. Yes.

Mr. Bozarax (continuing). We assume it would be the last of June;
it will be substantially completed in June of 1964.

Senator Hovranp. That is, the majority of it will be completed.

Mr. Bozmax. That is right.

Senator HoLraxp. And then the minority must be completed there-
after?

Mr. Bozman. That is right.

Senator Horraxn. So it might easily go up to June of 19657

Mr. Bozaaxn. Yes,sir; it could go that long.

Senator Horrano. I think that is clear.,

Mr. Gupeman. Should I continue?

Senator ELLexper. Proceed.

OFERATION OF PROGRAM

Mr. Gubemax. The accelerated public works program will operate
basically through existing Federal agencies, and insofar as possible
utilizing their established procedures.

The Department of Commerce, utilizing the ARA, will receive pro-
posals from the various Federal agencies concerning the scope of the
program which they propose to carry out and an estimate of the
funds needed to carry out the program.
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These proposals will be reviewed and summarized. A balanced
program with due consideration as to impact on eligible areas and
types of projects will be presented to the President with recommenda-
tions for the allocation of funds. Guidance will be provided to Fed-
eral agencies to assure that projects selected will achieve the purposes
of the act and that the program as implemented through the several
agencies proceeds in a consistent manner.,

SBELECTION OF BPECIFIC PROJECTS

Basie responsibility for selection and initiation of specific projects
will rest with the Federal ageneies normally responsible for each
type of project. Applicants for Federal grants will apply directly to
the administering agencies, primarily Housing and Home Finance
Agency and Health, Education, and Welfare.

The primary responsibility of the Commerce Department is to make
sure that the program moves rapidly forward, under a common set
of guidelines, and in accordance with the basic objectives of the legis-
lation.

TOTAL AREAS ELIGIELE FOR ASBISTANCE

At present there are 1,069 areas which are eligible for financial
assistance under the aceelerated public works program. These in-
clude 26 major and 67 smaller labor market areas designated by the
Secretary of Labor, as well as 976 areas designated under the Area
Redevelopment Act.

The ARA areas include 150 metropolitan areas designated under
section H(a), 776 rural and small labor market arveas and 51 Indian
reservations designated under section 5(b) of the Area Redevopmeni
Act,

NEED FOR APPROPRIATIONS

The appropriation request is for the full $900 million authorized
in the act. In preparing for the possible enactment of the Public
Works Acceleration Act, Federal agencies were canvassed by the Bu-
reau of the Budget as to the programs that could be put into effect un
der this leaislation.

On the basis of the information provided, a potential program of
some $2 billion has been developed. Therefore, a program which will
enable the agencies to select $900 million in worthwhile projects
which ean be initiated in the remainder of this fiscal year can be pre-
pared and present to the President.

SUMMARY OF PROJECTE

Senator Ercexper. Well now, according to that, you do have a
summary, then, of the projects you hope to undertake ?

Mr. Gupesman. We have, in general; ves. But not detailed down.
What we want to do 1s to be sure—

Senator Eriexper. How did you get the figure of $2 billion?
Were they not projects that you estimated costs and then added them
together?

Mr. Guoesax. Typesof projects.  And again-

Senator Evuexper. What is that?
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Mr. Gupesman, They were types of projects.

Do you want to answer that question? You worked on this.

Mr. Bozmax. Senator, if I could; no request was made either by
the Bureau of the Budget or the Department of Commerce for a list
of specific projects. Instead, we asked the Department to present
us with a program of the types of work that they could undertake.

Some of these agencies had information in the central office which
did include a list of detailed projects. Some of them went to the
field by telegram, others did not.

We did not ask for that detail to be submitted, because at that
time we had not established the project criteria, nor, as a matter of
fact, had the legislation actually been enacted. The information
collected was on a program basis, by types of work, but it was not a
detailed list of projects.

Mr. Gupeman. We will submit to you the types of projects eligible
for consideration under the Accelerated Public Works program.

Senator Errexper. That will be made a part of the record.

Mr. Gupeman. To back up what Mr. Bozman said.

(The information referred to follows:)

U.8. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, AREA DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTEATION
WasHiNagTON, D.C.

TyreEs oF ProJecrs ELIGIBLE ¥OR CONSIDERATION UNDER THE ACCELERATED PURLIC
WorKS PROGRAM

(This listing refers to direct Federal public works, except for the projects
specified as grants to State and loeal governments, )

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Research Service

Construction of research facilities, repairs, and improvements of research
facilities

Forest Service

Construction of roads and trails, research facilities, buildings, recreation facili-

5, and other facilities in national forests.
rs and improvements of buildings, roads, campgrounds, and other facilities
in national forests,

Timber stand improvements, reforestation, range revegetation, erosion control,
soil stabilization, and other nonconstruction measures,

Grants for coustruction of fire control headquarters, water retention basins,
firebreaks, lookout towers, roads and trails, radio and telephone systems, and
other structural improvements,

Grants for tree planting and seeding, forest fire control, and forest pest control
projects,

Saoil Conservation Service

Grants for watershed protection and flood prevention,

Cooperative State Heperiment Station Service

Grants for construction of research facilities.

Grants for repairs and improvements of research facilities,

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Corps of Enginecers
Flood control projects.
Waterway and harbor projects.
Recreation facilities,
Acceleration of existing projects.
Improvements and rehabilitation of existing projects.
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureauw of Public Roads

Forest highway construction.

Public lands highway construction.

Forest highway repairs and improvements.
Coast and Geodetic Survey

Construction of research and scientific facilities.
Weather Bureau

Construction of meteorological facilities.
Construction of housing at Weather Bureau stations.

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

Construction of buildings and facilities at experimental center.
Grants for airport projects.

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION

Construction of public buildings.
Alterations of publie buildings.

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Public Health Service

Grants for construction of hospitals (Hill-Burton program).
Grants for waste-trentment works,

Grants for research facilities,

Construction of sanitation facilities on Indian reservations.

HOUSING AND HOME FINANCE AGENCY
Community Facilities Administration

Grants for construction of public facilities, such as water and sewerage sys-
tems, streets, bridges, public buildings, sidewalks, drainage systems and recrea-
tion facilities; grants for repairs and improvements of publie facilities.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

Access roads, fire control stations and warehouses, recreational facilities, re-
forestation, and soil and moisture conservation projects.

Burcaw of Indian Affairs

Roads, housing for employees, office buildings, irrigation projects, soil and
moisture conservation projects, and reforestation.

Park Service
Roads and trails, buildings and facilities, and eampgronnds.
Fish and Wildlife SBervice

Construction and improvement of fish hatcheries, construction and improve-
ment of wildlife refuges, and soil and moisture conservation.

Bureau of Mines
Construction of research facilities, acid mine drainage projects, mine sealing,
control of mine fires, and reclaiming of surface mined areas,
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Border patrol stations.

Bureau of Prisons
Prison system construction,
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
Construetion of buildings and research facilities.
POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT
Bureau of Facilities
Construction of small post offices and repair, extension, and modernization of
Federal buildings.
TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
Construction of navigation, flood eontrol, chemical and general facilities; and
additions, improvements, and repairs of existing multiple-use facilities.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
7.8, Coast Guard

Construction of barracks, publie guarters, supply and storage buildings, piers,
wharfs, and roads.
VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION

Construetion of hospitals and repairs and improvements of hospitals,
PETALL ON CONTEMPLATED PROJECTS

Senator Youne. Can I ask a question ¢

Senator Errexper. You have here under Housing and Home Fi-
nance so much, Department of Agriculture so much, Department of
Commerce so much. And I wonder if you could be more speecific in
submitting this to the Senate?

Mr. Gupesmaxn, If we can get that information, we will,

Senator Errenver. How long will it require you to do that?

Mr. Guoeman. We can get you examples along the line we are talk-
ing abont by early next week.

Senator Erresper. We should have something for the record by
Saturday. Senator Holland, do you have any questions !

Senator Horranp., Housing and Home Finance would include the
community facilities, would it not

Mr. Gupemax. We can get you some examples tomorrow, if you
wish,

Senator ELuexper. You better get as many as you can.

Mr. Gupeman. All right.

Should 1 ]:]'m‘l’t’l”

Senator Kriexper. Yes.

Wait a minute. Senator, were you through?

Senator Honraxp. I was just asking him about this Housing and
Home Finance. I assume that that would come under the Community
Facilities Administration part of Housing and Home Finance, It
is not to build houses with ?

Mr. Barr. Oh, no.

Senator Hornaxn, It is all public facilities?

Mr. Gupemax. Oh, this is all publie facilities; yes, sir.

Senator Youna, May I ask a question?

Senator Krrexper. Senator Young.

EFFECT OF DELAY IN APPROPRIATING FUNDS

Senator Youxa. Since your plans are only tentative and you really
have not done much work on this program, you have no specific ideas
as to what you are going to do; you have no projects worked out;

|0600—62——3
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what harm would be done ¥f no appropriation were made until Con-
gress convenes in January? It is only a short while. What harm
would be done?

Mr. Gupeman. We expect to have obligations made, and we expect
to move forward on this very rapidly, as soon as we get our appropria-
tion within the next few days.

Senator Youne. Yet at the present time you cannot point out a
single project.

Mr. Gupemax. No; I said we can point out examples of projects.
We cannot give you a single detailed list.

Senator Youna., Still; you are asking for $900 million, and you
have not got a single project worked out.

BACKLOG OF PROJECTS

Mr. Gupesan. Because, as I tried to explain to you here, and Mr.
Bozman has tried to explain it, we know there is a backloe of the
types of projects, not in detail and not to point out each one by loca-
tion, of some $2 billion.

We worked that down and gave you a list here of $1,300 million so
that we know that we can cover $900 million. We wanted to be sure
that this money could be spent and spent logically and spent well and
spent rapidly and do the good that it is supposed to in economic
growth,

Senator Youne. We do not operate this way even in the most criti-
cal field of Government—national security. We do not appropriate
money for the military where there is no specific project, and they
-annot give us some details on it. We don’t even do this for the vital
Space Agency,

Mr. Guoeman. That is why we said we will do the best we ean in
giving you as much as we can on the detail. But I am trying to be
completely frank and open with you in saying we cannof give you
the whole detail because it is not worked out.

Senator Youna. At this time you are not ready for appropriations.

Mr. Gupeman, Yes, sir; we are. :

Senator Youne. Which project ?

Mr. Guoeman, I can tell you the projects.

Senator Youne. Give usa project, then.

Mr. Gupestan. We read three or four to you, Senator.

Senator Youxa. That only involved a million, $11% million.

Go ahead. Nothing further.

Senator ELLeNDER. Proceed.

Mr. Guoeman. The estimate of eligible projects is about equally
divided between Federal l)mjucis and grants to States and localities.
We have taken action to obtain more precise information on the mag-
nitude of the needs and potentialities for rapid initiation of projects
on an area-by-area basis. Responsible Federal agencies such as the
Corps of Engineers, Agriculture, Interior, Health, Education, and
Welfare and the Housing and Home Finance Agency, are now pre-
paring at our request detailed estimates by area, from which, after
analysis, we will be prepared to make initial recommendation to the
President of program levels and allocations by Agency. These de-
tailed programs should be ready to review prior to October 15,
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TYPES OF PROJECTS

You will be interested in some of the types of programs for which
we have received estimates of substantial financial needs:

(1) Local sewer and water systems, streets, roads, and public
buildings;

(2) Construction of hospitals under the Hill-Burton program

(3) Forest faeilities, including recreation facilities and fire
prevention work, and State grants;

(4) Forest nonconstruction conservation, including reforesta-
tion and pest and erosion control ;

() Small-sized flood control, channel improvement, and recre-
ation facility projects of the Corps of Engineers:

(6) Public land and forest highway construction and improve-
ments;

(7) Various road, irrigation, building, and reforestation proj-
ects on Indian reservations.

Other agencies have listed many more programs including con-
struction of smaller Federal buildings and facilities, research facilities.
repairs and improvements to Federal prisons, park roads, trails and
buildings, wildlife refuge; fish hatcheries and the like.

ROLE OF STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS

I would not. want to close before saying a few words about the role
of our other partners in the program, the State and local governments.
To the extent that it is not already known, information will be distrib-
uted to the State and local officials concerning the kinds of projects
which may be eligible under the act and to whom and where applica-
tions should be made.

We have called a conference of State, county, and municipal officials
0 we may discuss with them how, by our joint efforts, we can translate
the legislation into approved projects and into employment and com-
pleted public works for the improvement of their communities,

We are expecting that, on their part, these officials will assist by
promptly submitting their most needed and worthwhile projects for
consideration, and when projects are approved, will immediately
act to let contracts and to mitiate work on the projects.

We are confident that we will receive the wholehearted cooperation
of other Federal agencies, the States, the local governments, and the
business community in getting this most worthwhile and needed pro-
gram into high gear in record time.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator ELLenper. Off the record.

( Discussion off the record.)

Senator Errexper. All right, we will stand in recess until 4:30
tomorrow afternoon.

(Whereupon, at 7:15 p.m., Thursday, September 20, 1962, the sub-
committee was recessed, to reconvene at 4:30 p.m., Friday, September
21, 1962.)
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FRIDAY, SEPTEMBER 21, 1962

U. S. SENATE,
SuscoMMITTEE 0F THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
Washington, D.C.
The subcommittee met at 4:55 p.m., pursuant to recess, in room
F-37, the Capitol, Hon. Allen J. Ellender presiding.
Present: Senators Ellender, Hayden (chairman of the full com-
mittee), MecNamara, Young, Smith, Allott, and Cooper.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
ACCELERATED PUuBLIc WORKS PROGRAM

STATEMENT OF EDWARD GUDEMAN, UNDER SECRETARY OF
COMMERCE

ReQUEST FOR LIsT OF PROJECTS

Senator Erenper. The committee will please come to order.

Mr. Gudeman, before we recessed yesterday the Chair suggested
that you submit some detailed 1]1‘()j(‘(:fﬁ that you proposed to submit in

the future—that is, for consideration. Now, as I understand, these
details will be furnished for the record before it is printed, is that
correct ?

Mr. Gupeman. Yes.

Senator Ertexper. Will those come from various departments?

Mr. Guoeman. They will come from the different agencies involved.
‘We will put them all together and submit them tomorrow.

Senator Errexper. They will be more or less in detail as to costs?

Mr. Guoemax. Well, yes: not completely, sir.

Senator Ertenper, 1 understand.

Mr. Gupesmax. They will give you a good indication.

Senator ErLexper. Enough to give us a good indication

Mr. GupeMaN. Yes.

Senator Eruexper. Of the kind of project that you propose?

Mr. Gupemax. Yes,sir.

Senator Ernexoer. The approximate cost?

Mr. Gupeaan. Yes.

Senator Evrexper. And, if possible, where located, and of course,
as we stated yesterday, all of them must be in conformity with the
provisions contained in the act, the special law.

Mr. Gupeman. That isright.

Senator Eruenper. With that understanding, then we will proceed.

All right, Mr, Conway, will you proceed, sir ¢

35




36 PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

(The justification follows:)
THE SECRETARY OF (COMMERCE,
Washington, D.C., September 22, 1962,
Hon. ALLEN J, ELLENDER,
Subcommittee on Public Works, Committee on A ppropriations,
Washington, 1).C.

DeAR SENATOR ELrENpeR: This is in response to your request of September 20
that the Department submit whatever information we could obtain quickly cover-
ing the projects that could be initiated under the publi¢ works acceleration pro-
gram. We requested the principal agencies that will be involved in the program
to provide us with as much information as they have available concerning in-
dividual projects which they believe could go forward under the program. Be-
cause of time limitations, each agency has interpreted for itself the project
criteria set forth in the basic authorizing legislation. The attached lists must
be considered only as indicative of the types of projects that each agency now
believes could be initiated or accelerated. Not all of these projects can be
approved within the $900 million authorized by Congress. Nor have they been
reviewed in terms of the criteria of the act. In addition other projects not now
included on these lists will be presented as the agencies become more familiar
with the act and the eriteria for project selection.

A special problem exists with respect to projects requiring matching funds
from State and local governments, Naturally, we do not have information at
this time concerning the specific projects States and localities will present to us.
Our information is limited to those projects that have received plinning ad-
vances from the Federal Government or where a State or locality has, in the
recent past, communicated to the Federal Government its interest in a certain
project. Many States and communities are not yet even aware of this legisla-
tion, much less have they been able to prepare projeet requests that might
qualify under the act. With these limitations we are submitting to you lists of
possible public works. It should be clearly understood that these lists do not
represent an approved program nor can we make any commitment that any
individual project can be approved.

Sincerely,
Epwarp GUDEMAN,
Acting Secrotary of Commerce.

U.8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE PULI0 WORKS ACOELERATION PROJEOTS
S0OILL CONSERVATION BERVICE
Publie works (Public Law 46)

The work incorporated in the projects proposed hy Soil Conservation
Service could be widely dispersed throughout the designs areas and quickly
initiated since existing field staff would be readily available for organization and
direction of the work. At the same time, emphasis could be given to projects
in areas having more critical unemployment situations. The projects (author-
ized under Public Law 46, T4th Cong.) consist of soil and water conservation
measures that have a community or public value, and involve, for the most part,
jobs that individual landowners have not been able to do under existing con-
servation programs. Highest priority would be given to work providing the
greatest anticipated offsite benefits and requiring the largest amount of employ-
ment. Finaneial or other contributions would be encouraged, where available,
from landowners or public agencies. Appropriate agreements between the land-
owners and the soil conservation distriet would be required for carrying out
the work. These agreements would generally be in the nature of supplements
to the conservation plans signed by the landowners with the districts and wonld
contain adequate provision for maintenance of the improvements and use of the
areas after treatment. All of the work will be over and above all current activi-
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ties now being carried out under Public Law 46, A tentative estimate of the

projects that can be started promptly is given below,

State : Amount | State: Amount
AlNbAmA - e e 8750, 000 New Hampshire. . £75, 000
Arkansas._. . 600, 000 New Jersey - --———— 150, 000
California 75, 000 New Mexico ... 150, 000
Colorado. .- s 150, 000 NewYork oo . . 150, 000
Florida 150, 000 North Carolina 600, 000
Georgia 750, 000 Ohio 1, 125, 000
Hawalii__ : : 150, 000 Oklahoma__ 1, 125, 000
Idaho T, 000 Oregon. e 75, 000
unags. 750, 000 Pennsylvania 3, 000, 000
Indiana 750, 000 Sonth Caroling 450, 000
Towa 5, 000 Tennessee 900, 000
HANRAR . i 5, 000 900, 000
Kentucky 3. 000, 000 1 . 150, 000
Louisiana 600, 000 Vermont. - . 75, 000
MRS oo 300, 000 Virginia 300, 000
Maryland 750, 000 Washington. . 75, 000
Michigan 750, 000 West Virginia 3, 000, 000
Minnesota T50, 000 Wisconsin 450, 000
Mississippi.——- —~ 750, 000 Wyoming . ____ . 75, 000
Missouri 750, 000 PuertoRlco o _. 300, 000
Montana 75, 000
Nebraska 150, 000 Total 24,750, 000
Nevada oo 75, 000

SBTATE-FEDERAL COOPERATIVE FORESTRY PROJECTS

The attached project estimates cover such programs as forest fire control,
raising of forest trees, planting of forest trees, control of forest insects and
diseases, and work needed to put ont timber stands into better condition for
growth and quality. This work is to be done on county, municipal, and in some
instances private land, as well as State-owned land.

More specifically the type of work will be construction of headquaters build-
ings, fire lookout stations, and other buildings needed to carry on cooperative
forestry programs. There will be construction of communication systems, roads,
trails, and firebreaks; reduction of fire hazards such as logging slash, snag
felling, and cleanup along roads and other areas where hazards exist; control of
insects and diseases through removal of infected trees, and through controlled
application of chemicals; planting of forest tree seeds and the raising of
geedlings for field planting of denuded or sparsely stocked timber lands. Con-
gideration will be given to the improvement of timber stands through pruning,
thinning, sanitation, and other similar management practices to improve the
value of forest produets.

The projects listed are ones in which the cooperating States have offered
matehing funds, in the amounts indicated on the attached listing, as their
contribution,
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Btate-Federal pi“f)'(.‘(‘-! estimates, Forest Service, puh”t' works acceleration
J
program

[Based on State requests as of Sept. 18, 1962]

State Federal Total

$4321, 000 1 $321, 000 £642, 000
B - Rt e v . ek 3, 846, 000 3, 844, 000
Florida. LTS e s aitaa ey 2, (46, 000 12, BB, 000
Creorg B e - i . - 7 252, 000 1 252, 000 504, 000
Hawai " . SRS A = s o] 93, 000 193, 000 184, 000
Idaho. - S e DT == 150, 000 180, 000 360, 000
: 8, (00 98, 000 196, 000
(M0 L 37, 000 74, 000
3 (M) 1304, 000 612, 00D
144, DIN) 1144, 000 | 258, 000
a1, 000 P31, 000 | 62, 000
= e e e e e | 54, 000 5, 000 108, DOO
ssachusetts. : e - - sl 500, 000 500, 000 | . 000, D00
Minnesota._.. . cooeoen. - = 412, 000 412, 000 824, 000
Missouri... o= 2 A i 317,000 | 1 317,000 634, 000
Montana. A . | 330, 000 330, 000 660, 000
R L R e e S T A T T 2l 173. 000 1173, 000 346, 000
o L . - - - - - 19, 000 119, 000 :
New Jersey.. .. _ o = 3851, 000 381, 000 7
NewW YOork. - ceeeeeeceaeennnn - . I 47, 000 47, 000 04,
North Dakot S LSRN - e E T 25, 000 25, 000 50,
Ohlo.. I e - e ianitinaal 10, 000 10, 000 | 20,
N e s s s o s — - . | 220, 000 220, 000 40,
Eoerto Rien. o -l S : - | 72, 000 1)) 144,
South Dakota 5 . gt i g P e 28000 5,
T o |

g

KRS .- — - - - S 0, 000 1 60, D00 120,
Utah Fry 5 B BTN a1 | 107, 000 1107, 000 214,
Washington . ... ... = - S (s 13, 000 1613, 000 1. 226,

L, T MR G e W b s S s S| . 322, 000 | 11.:1-.'-.-,rumi 22, 44, 000

! These States asked for 25-75 matching. The Federal share has reduced to 50-50 matching pending
determination of guidelines on State eligibility for Federal financi n excess of 50 percent.

ACCELERATED PUBLIC WORES, FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION ESTIMATES

It is tentatively estimated that the Farmers Home Administration could
initiate projects in designated areas for rural community water systems and
related facilities by making loans combined with planning grants in a total of
$9,200,000. It is also estimated that $300,000 will be needed for plan r grants
to projects for which loang will not be processed during fiscal year 1963,

It is further estimated that this agency ecan make watershed loans in the
amonnt of $1.6 million to local organizations sponsoring Public Law 5066 water-
shed plans in designated counties.
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AGRICULTURE
SHED

DEPARTMENT OF

Estimate of public works
T

ALABAMA

WORKS APPROPRIATIONS,

-NATIONAL
ProGrAMS

1963

FOREST AND SMALL

ligible _J"r:.l' acceleration

Cost of

project

Project
FORESTRY

Alabama National Forest development 7, 000

Southern Station research dovelopment i, 000

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

Land leveling, pipes, valves, pumps, ete., for

irrigation research,

SMALL WATERSHED—FUBLIC LAW XNO. 506

Big Prairie Croek ‘. ... 164, 800

ALASKA

FORESTRY

Ohugach National Forest development 280, (00

South Tonguss National Forest development.. 71, 000

Narthern station research development 20, D0

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

modernization of
nt fon ireh

suburetic condi-

Envirotument control rooms,
greenhouses and heating
on crops production under

, 00
000
0, (00

to existin Inu Loy

isting hea

wl enviro nrn-slr chambers for exist-
n!ilru[ sl biology I-nl.-ll ALY
Hu s estimate:

basis of irformation

tive Stato }'tp T |'||-

|i|||. v of matehing fune
[ the State agricultural ex

8, 000 |

b(b)

Location

sShelby
Hale,
and

5(h) Cullman, Winston,
okee, Bibb, Greene,
Mauacon,

Autaugn,

a County.

L adsen.
I\' I!nmm.!l.u!.

Thorsby (Chilton).

CGireeensboro,

Anchorage.
Kodink, and
Prince of Wales,
und Lynn

h
Ketehiks A,
gell- Peter ~tnln‘ L
uit
Fairbanks.

Palmer (Judicial Divislon 3).

Palmer,
Do.
Do

Fairbanks.

Carrol

39

WATER-

Coosa,
Perry,
'Bullock

Cardova-Me-

Wran-
.|‘-}'

ARIZONA

SR00, 000

aves National Forest developmer

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

Greenhouse-headhouse for research on weed 75, 000

for 54, 000

bullding, insectory and '
fTecting

arch  on 1rn|1 1 of in
gts, and for
'{,-nl-umL rur research on control of forage |
and vegetable insects.

632, 0

See footnotes nt end of table, p. H.

5(h) Apache County
y) Mohava County.
) \]'u'l‘ » and Navajo Counties,

Flagstaff (Coconino).

Mesa (Maricopa).

Tempe (Maricopa).
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Estimate of public works « tigible for acceleration

ARTZONA—Continued

Cost of Locution
pro

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH-—continned

$15, 600 | Temple (Maricopa).

avelopment

00, 000

65, 000
Storage she

a60, 000
239, £00

Virs n aa 6(h) Trinity Coun
* National 1 at = F 500, 5(b) L i § ivou Count

101, 700
g (San Bernardino),

see footnotes at end of table, p. 50.
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Estimate of public works eligible for acceleration

CALIFORNIA—Continned

FProject

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH—continued

480, 000

150, 000

450, 000

FLORIDA

$528, 000

15.000 | 5(b innee County
106, 000 ) son and Calhoun Counties

Fort Lauderdale (Broward).

6, 400 | Miamli (Dade),

370, 000 Do,
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Estimate

GEORGIA

of public works eligible for acceleration

Projoct

FORESTRY

Georgia national forests development.........| $2, 023,000

Southeastern station research development....| 250, 000

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

Renovation of garage, storage building, win- 1, 700

dows, ete., used in research on pecans.
SMALL WATERSHED, PUBLIC LAW 560
Haynes Creck-Brushy Fork Creek ¢ 05, 000

IDAHO

FORESTRY

000
L GO0
< 000

000
3, 000

L]

Bitterroot National Forest development
Clearwnter Nati Forest development. ___.
Coesur d'Alene Nat Forest development... |
Kaniksu Natlonal Forest development

Nezperce Natlonal Forest development.

8t. Joo Natlonal Forest development. ..

068, 000
416, 000

Payette Nationnl Forest development
Intermountsin Station research development. .
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

rllities for veterinary inspection of imported 75. 000
livestock.

ILLINOIS

FORESTRY

Shawnee National Forest development... . $7, 830, 000

Central States Station research development .. 171, 000
5GO

SMALL WATERSHED, PUBLIC LAW

Shoal Creek # 275,000

|

Location

5(b) Union, Gordon, Banks, 3
Franklin, Oglethorpe, W D n,
Lumpkin, Rabun d Towns Counties.

&(b) Bands, Habersham, Rabun, Lump-
kin, Union, and White Counties.

Albany (Dougherty),

Grayson,

5(b) Idaho County,

5(b) Idaho and Clearwater Counties.

6(b) Kootenai County.

6(b) Bonner and Boundary Counties,

6(b) Idaho County.

6(b) Benewah, Olearwater, and Shoshone
Counties

5(b) Idaho County.

&(b) Bonner and Benewah Counties.

Eastport (Boundary),

{ airo, Hurrisbur
physhoro, and Pe
&(a) Herrin and Har

Metropolis, Mur-
ih (Ky.).

Hillshoro.

INDIANA

FORESTRY
Hoosfer National Forest dovelopment. .. ...  £505, 000

AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

eenhouse- dhot
affecting fruits.

Laboratory spacoe an 125, 000

for research on insects
SMALL

WATERSHED, PURLIC LAW 566

Busseron 7. 89, 600

5(b) Lawrence and Crawford Counties.,

Vincennes (Knox).

Sullivan,

IOWA

SMALL WATERSHED, PURBLIC LAW 360

Moulton ®____

e et §71,480

Moulton,

See footnotes at end of table, p. 50.
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Estimate of public works eligible for acceleralion

EENTUCKY

Project Cost of
praject

FORESTRY
land National Forest development §1, 507,000 | 5(a) Corbin, Morehead-Grayson, and
Richm
5( Lee, MeCreary, Menifee,
, Owsley, Powell, Pulnskl, and
‘onnties.
Central States Research Statlon development

SMALL WATERSHED, PUBLIC LAW 560

Oblon Creek ¥ . e nira gl o = - Clinton.
Donaldson Creek P T RIS 4 Princeton.
East Fork Clark )

Crab Orchard v

Beaver Creck * i e e '

West Fork Clarks River 2 ==F 270, 90 Mayfield
( vy Creek ¢ - i Leitehfl
East Fork Pond River?

LOUISIANA

FORESTRY

e velopmment . a2, 000 | 5 b A Webster, Natehi-

Kisatehie Natlonal Forest «
I Vernon

Bouthern Station research devel
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH
Baton e (East Baton Rouge).

Do
M I
. water control structures, ete., L.
waler conservation resear
ireh on wndd waler man- | L
for bayou country and
1 renovation of refrigeratior 25, New Orleans (Orlean:
340,.000) and renoy n of build
for ntiliz wrch and
velopment related to asgricultural products

SMALL WATERSH VILIC LAW GGG

Bayou Blus Oberlin.

MAINE

AGHRWULTULRA
Hesl §vY - insulatic | equip- Orono (Penobscot),
ment to be installe h studlies
soil and water conservat

MICHIGAN

FORESTRY

Hiswatha National

Lower Michigan Nationul

Ottawa MNattonnl resl development - . L 0, [,

Lake States 4(x),
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Estimate of public works eligible for acceleration
MINNESOTA

Project Cost of Location
I]r[\J (Lo 1

FORESTRY

Chippews National Forest development...... $1, 262,000 | 5(a) Grand Raplds-Bralnerd,

5(b) Beltrami County,

Buperior National Forest development. ._.__._ 8,736,000 | 5(a) Hibbine-Virginia.

5(b) Cook, Lake,and Koochlching Countles,

Lake States station research development 152, 000 fm;) Brainerd-Grand Raspids, Grand
taplds.

5(b) Lake County.

SMALL WATERSHED, FUBLIC LAW 566

North Branch T'wo Rivers ___ 108, 975 | Lancaster,
Zippel Creek ¥, oo oo o 185, 000 | Zippel.

MISSISSIPPI

FORESATRY

Mississippl National Forest development...... 2,010,000 | 5(b) Sharkey, Issaquena, Y alobusha, Chick-
asaw, Choctaw, Winston, Pontotoe,
Oktibbeha, Copiah, Lincoln, Amite,
Jeflerson, Franklin, Marshall, Benton,
Tippah, Lafayette, 8mith, Jasper, New-
ton, and Wilkinson Counties,
IV, Biloxi-Gullport and Laurel,
Southern station research development . 256,000 | IV. Gulfport.
5(b) Lafayette and Washington Counties.
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

Temporary laboratory—office building for 15,000 | Holly Springs (Marshall),
soil and water conser vation research,

Office-laboratory for | southern regional 50, 000 | Gulfport (Harrison),
plant pest control headquarters.

Cableways for stream flow measurement for 20,000 | Oxford (Lafayette).
soil andwater conservation research,

Greenhouse-headhouse, growth chambers, 202, 500 | Btoneville (Washington).
cottonseed drier bullding and renovation of
laboratories for research on cotton and con-
trol of weeds in cotton and rotation Crops

Laboratory for research on soil and wi 600, 000 | Da.
agement pra w8, inclu i
alluvial solls of the Mi ppi River flood
]I:!njn (Missourl, Arkansas, Mississippl, and
ou g

Laboratory for research on cotton ginning 300, 000 Do.

SMALL WATERSHED, FUBLIC LAW 568

Chiwapa Creek to_________ - 232, 500 | Pontotoe,
Grays Creek 17 ___ : 2,540 | Lamar,
Muddy Creek 1 ol 200,800 | Tiplersvillo.
West Hatchie Cre = St 137,000 | Ripley.

Buck Island Bavon - - Robinsonville,
Central Bogue Phalia * il | Grapeland,
Upper Bogue Phalia @___ e - 000 | Cleveland.
Little TallahatchieFlood Prevention Project %__ 50.000 | New Albany.
Yazoo Flood Prevention Project 3. ___ 340,000 | Grenada.

AGRICULURAL RESEARCI

Laboratory and office building.. _.__...._____ . 100,000 | State College,
Greenhouses__._........____ 00, 000 Do,
v and oflice buildin 300, 000 Do,
poultry departments,
Feed preparation and storage building._.__.__. §0). 000 Do,
Seed tec story s e - 00, 000 Da.
Removation of existing building. - 500, 000 Do,
Laboratory and office building . 500,000 | Btoneville
Greenhovses..........._.._._. . .. 80, 000 Do.
(These estimates have been prepared on the
basis of information available in the coopern-
tive State experiment station service. They
have not been verlfied either as to the amount
avaiflability of matching funds by the director
of the State agricultural experiment station.)

See footnotes at end of table, p. 50.
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Estimate of public works eligible for acceleration

MISBOURI

Cost of
project

Project

FORESTRY

Clark National Forest development. ... ... $1, 452, 000

Mark Twain National Forest development.... 096, 000

SMALL WATERSHED, FUBLIC LAW 568

Tabo Creek..oeeeene--- 238, 000

Location

6(a) Flat River.
5(b) O« Dent, Wright, Reynolds,
Wi s, Bhannon, Texas Counties.
Howell, Ozark, Shannon,
Oregon, Ripley, and Taney
Counties.

Higginsville.

MONTANA

FORESTRY

Beaverhead National Forest development $302, 000
Bitterroot National Forest development
Custer Natioj Forest development._ . .
Deerlodge National Forest development

L Ti7, 000
340, 000
2, 312, 00

Flathead National Forest development
Kaniksu National Forest development

Lolo Nutional Forest development
Intermountain Station research development. .-

2, 606,
190,
D4,
a1,

000
000
000
000

Butte,

Deerlodee County,
Ravilli County.
6(b) Carbon County.
6in) Butte.

5(b) Deerlodee County.
B(a) Kalispell

5(b) Banders County.
Dao.

Kallspell.

5(a)
6(h)

5(b)

5(a}

NEW JERSEY

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

Reconditioning greenhouse benches used in
research on control of weeds in horticaltural |
crop |

New Brunswick (Middlesex).

NEVADA

FORESTRY

Humboldt National Forest development
Tolyabe National Forest development.___ 1
Inyo National Forest development

172,000
U4, 000 |

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

Greenhouse-headhouse for res h on comtrol
of halogeton and other rar weeds.
Reconditioning lysimeter and water control
devices for sofl and water comservation re- |
search. |
1

&0 000

2, 000

NEW MEXICO

5(b) Lincoln County.
B{b) Mineral County.
Da,

Reno (Washoe).

Do,

FORESTRY
Cibola National Forest development

(illa National Forest development.......
Carson National Forest development...

Santa Fe National Forest development....... 6, 015, 000

Apache National Forest development .
Temporary storage bullding and incinerator for
. wnimal parasi |
bricated storage building, environmental
5, heating and air cooling headhouse
arch on control of salt cedars and other
phroetophytes.
New laboratory facilities for research on salt
cedar and other phreatophyte
Bloomfield Arroyo *. |
L}

K00, 000

960, 000 |

108, 270

6(b) Valencla, Catron,
doval, Socorro, and Torrar

G(b) Catron and Grant Countie

S(b} Collax, Mora, Rio Arriba, and Taos
Counties.

5(b) Mora, B: Miguel, Banta Fe, Rio
Arriba, and Sandoval Counties,

&(b) Catron County.

Albuquerque (Bernalillo).

MecKinley, San-
¢ counties,

| Los Lunas (Valencia).

Da.

Bloomfield.

See footnotes at end of table, p. 50.




PUBLIC WORKS

APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

Estimale of public works eligible for acceleration

Project

Southeastern Station Research development

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

growth chambors,
eobalt

housing for
and renovation of f
1 on flue eured tobace

of tobaeeo inscots

FORESTHY
Wiyne National Forest dovelopment

Central States Stution research deve

FORESTRY
iitn Natlonal Forest development

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS
Leader-Middle Clear Boggy Creek 10,
andy Creek 2.___ -
v Oreek 2
W S
ita flood prevention project =

TRY

|I|:u1l|t Nat
Paciil

Narthw

SMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS

Middle Fork of Hood River &

NORTH CAROLINA

Cost of

£3, 764, 000 Cherokee, )

Ave
ham Coun

Swain,

Yanecey,

Carteret, snd Ch
IV. Hendersonville.
287, 000 dddersonville
Chowan, Gates, O

Macon,

ham, il

254, 000 | Oxford (Granville),

OHIO

OKLAHOMA

$#04.000 | 65(b) MoeCurtain and Lo Flore counties,

4,000 | Cherokee (A

hickasha

nd Waseo Counties,

ihill Counties,

See footnotes at end of table, p. 5

Y,

Ison,




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963
Estimate of public works eligible for acceleration

PENNSYLVANIA

Froject

FORESTR
eheny National Forest « ¢ t 3. T2, ( St. Mary

st, MeKean, 1

Northeastern Station re Warren and Warren Cou

SMALL WATERSHED FIU
Lackawaxen River tributaries 10, 000

700
[LLL

AGRICVLTURE RESEARCH

f ies for ntilization 1 K 22, Philadelphia
m relinted to agric
aviation of laboratory,

Lo pilot plant wirn
660 and consty
r {$300,000

ERTO RIC(

FORESTRY

Inatitute of Tropleal Forestry reséarch devel- £847, 000 | 5(b) Luquillo
mnient

IWWULTHRAL RE

s Lo greanhouns i EOAT 1 10, (00
rops of eeonon
story for § RN . $100, 000 Do
to United y

0, 000 | Rio Medras,
75, O Do,
200, 000 o,

. (isg
plunt

1 ofllee hutlding - ¥a5. 000 | Gurabo.
1 mmber for y 000 Do,

30, 000 Do,
180,000 | Fortuna

30, 000 Do

¢ amonnt
1 ¢ funds by the 1i-
or « « Agriculturnl Experiment

tion.)

See footnotes at end of table, p. 50

SOG00




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Estimale of public works eligible for acceleration

SOUTH CAROLINA

Project Cost of Location
project

FORESTRY

Bouth Carolina national forests :l--vvl‘-.pmi-nt,‘ $008,000 | 5(b) Perkeley, Chester, and MeCormick
o

ounties,
Southeastern station research development. .. 219,000 | 5(b) keley, Colleton, Dorchester, and
| Willinmsburg Counties,

TENNESSEE
[ .

FORESTRY |

Cherokee National Forest development._______ $2, 083, 000 [ £ (n) Greenville

5(b) Johnson, Cocke, and Unicol Counties,
Southern station re *h development._ _ 249,000 | 5(b) Marion Count

Southeastern stution research development. . . 22, 000 ‘ 5(b) Cooke and Sevier Countins,

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH FACILITIES

Greenhouse-headhouse

S .
ity for research on burle ¥ sl 160,000 | Greenville (Greene).
Renovation of buildi 3

U.8, cotton field i i 25,000 | Knoxville (Knox).

BMALL WATE

1d Junction,
inesboro.
Bolivar,
§2, 600 Do,
4,000 | Celina,

TEXAS

FORESTRY

Texas national farests development | #,127,000 | 5(b) Angeling, _Houston,
pomery, Sabine, Ban stine, San
Jacinto, ielby, and Trinity Counties,
Bouthern station research development 78,000 | 6(b) Nacogdoches County,
AGRICULTURAL ARCH

for plant quarantine inspection for 40,000 | Laredo (Webh),
d treatment to prevent entry of
plant diseases and pests into United States.

BMALL WATERSHED PROJECTS
Upper Lake Fork Creek F.ma
1)

Auds Cre e
Langford Creek ¢

rY.
Paris

FORESTRY

Fishlake National Forest development - -l 3L 5(b) Beaver and Juab Countles
Manti-Lafal Natlonal Forest development.____ 3, ¥ 5(b) Carbon, Emaory, and SBanpete Coun-

Dixie National Forest development._..

i(b) Garfield County.
Uinta National Forest de elopment . . d

b) Jus f 1 1d Wasateh Counties,
17t 0. (Prove-Orem),

Wasateh National Forest development____ - ) Summit and Wasatch Counties.

Intermountain station res arch developmen ¥ . Provo.

| 6(h) Beaver and Sanpete Counties,

See footnotes at end of table, p. 50,




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Estimale of public works eligible for acceleration

VIRGINIA

Project Cost of Location
project

FORESTRY

Jeflerson National Forest development. . _...| $568,000 | 5(a) Big Stone Gap-Appalachis.
5(b) Carroll, Die n, Grayson, and
Seott Counties.
Southeastern station research development. .. 20,000 | 5 Cumberland and Fluvanns Counties,

WABHINGTON

|
FORESTRY

Okanogan National Forest development 3 I Okanogan County.
Snoqualmie National Forest development___. 2,4 ( 3) Yakima.,
Kittitas Co e
JefTerson and Clallam Countles.
Wenatchee National Forest development._.___| b atchee.
Kittitas County.
Colville National Forest development. . __. 1, G3S, (00 f ¢, Pend Oriella, and Stevens
es.
Kaniksu National Forest development 445,000 | ! Pend Orielle County.
Pacific Northwest Station research develop- 340,000 | 5(a) Wenatchee.
ment.
AGRICULTURAL RESEARCH

Fucilitles for veterinary inspection of imported 50,000 | Oroville (Okanogan).
livestock.

Greanhouse-headhouse, insectary, bioclimatic 174,000 | Yakima (Yakima).
cabinet, housing for cobalt irradiator, small
portable building for research on control of
insects of fruits and vegetablea.

VIRGIN ISLANDS

FORESTRY |

Laboratory and cold storage facility, updating %123, 600 | Kingshill (8t, Croix).

irrigation system, renovation of present |

headquarters building, new greenhouse-

bendhouse, storage [neilities, animal quaran- |

tine shed, and residences used for research on |

food and forage crops and animal produe-

tion, and for extension service to farm and

rural famili |

WISCONSIN

FORESTRY

Chequamegon National Forest development. .. $3,3%3,000 | 5(b) Ashland, Sawyer, Taylor, Bayfield,
and Price Counties

Nicolet National Forest development. ... ... 1,012,000 | 5(b) e, One , Forest, Vilas,
Florer Marinette, and Menominee
Coun 5

Lake States Statlon research development..... 282,000 | 5(a) LaCrosse, 5(b) Onelds and Forest
Counties,

AGRICULTURE RESEARCH

Moving, repairing, snd reinstalling runoff 60,000 | LoCrosse (LaCrosse).
plot equipment, watershed goging equip-
ment, weather stations, and related fucilities
for soil and water conservation resear

See footnotes at end of table, p. 50.




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Estimate of public works eligible far aceeleration
WEBST VIRGINIA

Location

FORESTRY
ab) Gr icholas, Pendleton, Poc
hontas, I' on, Randolph, Tucker, ¢
Wl
1, 630, 000 | &(h 8 shire, and  Pendl

Monongahela National Forest developmaent

Gieorge Wash
ment,

Northeastern Stat (NN}

SMALL WATERSHED FROJECTS

Constracti of welrs and stream zing 1 | Morgantown (Monong
tions o 1 andl installat
tron sofl 1 3 ipment i
for sofl and water con

Folk Creck

Salt Lick ¢ - -

PPotomac flood prevention pre

AGRICULTVRE RESEARCH FACILITIES

Addition to agricultural sefences buildine ! 50, (00

i genetics.. 1 (LI
(L1

alla
Station ice
ither as to the
fune I
cultural ex

tion.)

WYOMING

FORESTRY
£012,000 | 5(b) Lincoln Cou
128, (00 Do
74, 000 | 5(h) Bighorn County

J miles of stream channel Improvement,

viously report
les of ¢l

1d 4 mil
it.

trding struc

lmprove-

lwater retarding struerures, 5 s of channel im-

r retarding structures, stream channel Improvements, stabils

Huting reservoir,

retarding structures.




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Corps of Engineers prn_ju'f,\' available for allocation of funds under

Works Acceleration Act
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES

struction of acee boatlaunching ramps, 1o tables,
are necessary for the ]Inlll]l nnd safety of the visiting
al potentlal at Corps of Engineers projects

and ;‘:. o

L
( ulum! ia lock and dam, Alabama and Georgin
Demopolis lock and dam . .. =t -e
[ n lock and dam. — ey
F. fnur.r lock .rut ci m \].1}»;.“1:1:.111] (ieon
Warrior lock and dam
Arkansas:
Blakely Mountain Reservolr
ill 8hoals Reservolr, Ark. and Mo..
ors Ferry Reservolr.
1 Reservolr.

Cleorria:

Buford Dam..........

Clark Hill Reservoir, Ga.

Hartwell Reservoir, Oa. and 8.C ! B e

Jim Woodruil lock and dam, Georgia and Florida.._.
Idaho: Albeni Falls Reservoir
Ilinols:

Ohio River lock and dam 51

Ohio River lock and dam 5 ’

Uppear Mississippi River, |rrr\|] ’r.
Indiann:

Ohio River logk and dam 43

Ohilo River lock and dam 44

Ohio River
Kentucky

Buckhorn Reservolr.

Dewey Reservoir

Nolin | o e

Ohio Ri ok and dam 45

Ohio River lock 1dam 50.....

Rough River Reservoir

Creek Dam.
8¢, Mary's River
ssippl:
\rL 4I utla Reservolr
1 Reservoir.
Reservoir.. ...

‘r\nr-lltu-l\ulr -
; » Reservolr_.....
0| | P—
Now \-!i\'lll Conchag Reservoir
North C

u'h and dam 1, 2, and 3

Ohilo:
Berlin Reservolr._...
Gallipolis lock and ds
Tennessee
( enter Hill Reservoir...
itham lock and dom
iHn Hollow Reservolr
Texas:

rkana Reservoir
i
John H. Kerr Re u;\nn Va. and N.C

Philpott R
\'{ M lI_]s.[nrl (_ hie I'.]u'--\],'h Di |tu

Motale e

the Public

nd such other
zation of the

B0, 000
SO0, 000
235, 000

185, (00
AU, OO0
30, D00

750, (00
140, D00

, 019, 000

lIII 000
1, 886, 000
115, 000

9, 000
@, 000
05, 000

%, 000
0, 000
9 000

377,000
20, 000
§40), DON)

9, 000

450, (0
40, 000

36, 000
74, 000
54,000

300, 000
350, 000
2, 45, 000
740, D00
30, D00

10, 000
470, 000

7, 620, 000




52 PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

Corps of Engineers projects available for allocation of funds under the Public
Works Acceleration Act- Continued
CONSTRUCTION OF NEW AUTHORIZED PROJECQTS

Project and 8 Amount Deseription of work

£3,086, 000 | Dredging 40-foot channel and turning basin,

000 | East )
K Earth
000 | North

S00, 000

SO7, (0
100, DD

1 levees,
went of existing levee

207, 000 t'}.l"ml:.-l improvement,

000 Do,
‘ 000 o,
216, D00 O 1 protectior sisting of channel
GXCHAV
New Yorl 400, 000 | Flood | Ion for Unadilln, N.Y,
North ¢
g : Sn - £ and channel excavation.
an
Flood pr
Fl
¥ 2,600 nores of
» Port Angeles area,
200,000 | Flood 1 tion for town of Bayord
400, D00




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Corps of Engineers projects available for allocation of funds under the Public
Works Acceleration Act—Continued

EMALL NAVIGATION PROJECTS NOT REQUIRING SPECIFIC LEGISLATION
This program provides for construction of small, complete, econom Iy justified navigation projects
pursuant to sec. 107 of the River ¢ Harbor Act of 1060

Amount Deseription of work

aska:
Barrow Anel

W
K0

200, 000
200, 000
2, 60O

63, 000 e basin,
8 000

channel,
200, (00

hannel,

1d anchornge basin,

ments and re
he need for 1
other

Amonnt Drgse

cand dam______| $0, 000 tepair of facilities.

and Mo.._| 200, 600

Ark, und 30, 000

nt City Harbor. . Weatey 300, 000
ldt Harbor and Bt ¥ =2 B00, 000

rway, Del ) fve T70, 000 teconstrueti [ ois rea ilities and
Bay, Dol a 4 I { i ige systems,
160, D00
S, DO
ha

» Oconee, and Ocmulgee 135, DDD move spogs and obstructions,

150 000

70, 000

Mayou Manchae ... 25, 000
- 1 50 000
1 4.1‘.|!' 2! i 110 000 | Repad
River, Baton Rouge t 300, 000 X

7, Pontchatoul:

Bay Harbor...... 1.1|1‘r|-.|—r.1 tion at breakwaters.,
s River___.

Mary e B | 262, i Re : to structures
\Ilil'll -
Grand Marais Harbor._______
teservoirs of head s0f M i | 700, 000
River, Wi hish Dam
Two Rivers Har 13, 000

Missouri: Missouri River-Kansas O n\ “to | 900, 000 | M: e of existi bilization struc-
mouth., |

akwater,
l ron \|11J '!]Lu[T walls,




PUBLIC

Corpe of Engineers ava

projects

Works

IMPROVEMEN"

Project and State

Cold Spring Inlet p
I‘-lm e lii\' v, Phils l]l hia to se
sey, Delaware 1 Penn-

I an River
¥ -..\-I1|r|urllnl w ntur\u.
New Mexlco: Conehas Rese rvolr
New York
New York-New Jersoy Channel
Oleott Harbor
North Caroling:

John H, Kerr Rese rvolr...

Lock and dam No. X

Lock and dam No.

Ohlo:

Muskingum River Reservoirs:
Beach City Reservoir. .
Benecaville Re

Tom Jenkins He '

Vermilion Harbor. . __.__.

Orego

af ear River..
i. Cape Fear River..

oria small-hoat basin__
w fllamette and Yamhill Rivers

Tennesses:
Tennessee River:
% Bay lock and dam _
kwick lock and dam
Watts Bay lock and dam
Pexas: Galveston Harbor and Channel.
Washington: Wa WV connecting Port
Townsend and Oak Bay.
West Virginia: Kanawha River locks and
dams.
Floml contral,
utarie

Mississippi River and trib-

aya B . L
nel improvement
awer Arkansas Riy
Lower Red River, 1
Mississippl River levees, Loulsiana

Lonizin
Ark

Yazoo Basin, Missisippl main stem

Total ST g ol _—

WORKS APPROPRIATIONS,

ilable

Aceeleration

I' AND

Amount

000
, D00

(L1
(M)

L 000
3, 000
12, 000

i, 00
000
|, 000
D00

, (00
), (000

5, 000
), (W)
(0

e |
L 00

, 000

00, (00

| 18, 4141, 000

Jor

Acl-
REPAIRS

1963

allocation under the Publie

n_,l" fﬂ.-.'.lrf..-
Continued

Continued

Deseription of work

lon of jetties
abilitation of dredge dis-

posal areas,

ibilitation of bulkheads,
wmbilitation of jetties and bulkheads,
Hepalrs to reservolr structures and facllities,

Reconstruct dike
Repalrs to west pler.

Remove rock obstr
Riprap eroding riv
1)

Heeonstruction of eulverts In Browster
Il:]r.r I||1 roded shore Hrn at dam,
low dam,

leveo

Hepalrs to west pi

Repalr structures,
Construction of drift barrier
revetment.

and repalr of stone

Repalr project facilities.
Y,
Da

Rehabilitat

Repair e

fon o -fromt

ance jeity.

Erains.,

Install floating mooring bits, London locks

setback
zation works.

Construction of lovee

5 to bank-stal

-wash-proteetion
stubiliz

and  wave

1 of bank
k




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963 5H

Corps of Engineers projects available for allocation of funds under the Public
Works Acceleration Act—Continued

ACCELERATION OF CONSTRUGTION ON GOING PROJECTS

Project and State ‘ Amount ‘ Description of work

Alabamn: Millers Ferry lock and dam_._._|  $850, 000 | I{urltvr award lock-excavation contract; left-bank
dike.
Arkansas; Bull Shoals Reservoir e 60,000 | Rebuild existing nceess road to powerhouse
Delawnre: Inland Waterway—Delaware 2,000,000 | Accelerate project dredging.
River to Chesapeake Bay
Florida:
Miami Harbor e T 3, 340, 000 Do.
Port E zlades Harbor. . __. 2, 500, 000 Do.
Georgin: Sz h River below Augusta, 200,000 | Additional pile dikes and bank-revetment work.
Gia,, and South Caroling, |
Indiang: Cannelton log ad dam_____._ 750,000 | Award lock contract earlier in year.
Kentucky: Greenup loeks and dam, Ken- 000 | Bank remedinl work below dam abutment.
tucky and Ohio. Surface access road and parking area; fencing.
Louiginna:
Mississippl River gulf outlet 2 000 | Advanece completion of 4 dredging items.
Red River below Denison Dam S 000 | Advance completion of revetment work in 2 areas.
Minnesota: Duluth-Superior Harbor, 243, 000 nitistion of dredging Allouez Bay
Minn. and Wis. ¥
Missouri: Missouri River, Kansas City to 000 | Advance dike and revetment construction,
mouth.
Ohio:
Pike Island locks and dam, Ohlo and 4 000 | Aecelerate dam construction.
West Virginia.
Floodwall rehabilitation, Ohie and 220, 000 | Floodwall remedial work several localities to
West Virginia. meet new design eriteria
Dillon Reservoir.. .. . - i 000 | Re (dinl work downstre from right abut-
mont.
Pennsylvania: Curwensville Reservoir.... 000 | Aeeelerate eonstruction of highway and raflroad
relocations.
Virginia: Johm W. Flannagan Dam and 000 | Accelerste road reloestion and dam construction,
rvolr, |
Virginia: Cumberland, Md., and | 000 | Complete authorized protective works.
gloy, W

utaries:
Baton Rouge Harbor, Lo ... 000 | Dredging ba snnel,

Channel improvement, Arkansas, | 22, 000 | Accelerate bank billzation works and im-
Kentucky, Louis U, Mis: : provement dredging.
and M issouri, |

Lower Arkansas River, Ark. ... .. ... i Aceelernte construction of berms and placing

1 on levee romds.

Mississippi River levees, Arkansas, Ap ¢ construction of berms, foreshore pro-
Loulsiagna, Mississippl, and Mis- teetion, and placing of gravel on levee roads.
souri.

Old River, La iy . 000 | Riprap protection for scour,

Tensas Basin, La.__ ... i 000 | Advance of completion of channel improvement

on 1 reach,

White River Breakwater levee, 54,000 | Placing rel on levee roads.

Arkansas.

Yazoo Basin, Miss. . _______. 515,000 | Advance eompletion of 2 levee itoms.

Total.... T L e e e | 42, 878, 000

Girand total. __. . 0 9, 250, 500 |

1.8. DEPARTMENT oF CoMMERCE, BUREAU oF PusrLic Roaps
PUBLIC WORKE ACCELEEATION PROJECTS

The Bureau of Public Roads is responsible for construction of highways in
the national forests and on public lands. The cost of constructing or improving
these highways in eligible areas could be financed from the appropriation author-
ized by the Accelerated Public Works Act.

The work which could be accomplished includes grading, drainge, surfacing,
resurfacing, bridge construction, erosion control, and installation of gnardrails.

There is enclosed a partial list of projects by State which have been submitted
by the States for financing from the accelerated public works appropriation. It
should be noted that these projects have not been reviewed to determine if
they meet all of the requirements of the act, however, before an allocation
of funds is requested this review and determination will be made.
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66 PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY

Construction and improvement project proposals under the Public Works
Acceleration Act at the FAA National Aviation Facilities Eaperimental
Center, Atlantic City, N.J.

Project description :

Construction : Amount
Laboratory substation e 141, 000
WWATCHOTIHE B e et 1 e ot o o e e o s 152, 000
Operations building._______ N e 040, 000
Fire and crash station oo eee oo e > 311, 000
Fire pumphouse and reservoir___.____ s 148, (000
Central heating plant 646, 000
Aireraft parking apron and connecting taxiways_._____.____ 2,424 000
encIng. e z s 90, 000
Soil erosion control 263, 000
Construct waterline to the end of runw _ .« 17, (00
Gate house________________ gl 1 . -4 e T, 70, 000
Maintenance shops and offices i 760, 000
Automotive repair shop_.__ 340, 000
Antomotive garage_______________ s 140, (MK
Motorized equipment shed_______________ At 110, 000
Storage shedo____.____ e 00, 000
Flammable stores warehouse 280, 000
Cylinder gas bunker________ 40, (00
Site development (ASRTF)_____________ e 97, 000
Alr gun impact test facility ) 5, 000
ATCRBS facility_ . _____ X por N e 90, 000
Perimeter security fencing_________________ 107, (00

Improvements :

Runway 13-31 reinforcement (design)____ 50, 000
Runways, taxiways, and ramps_________ irig i 70, 000




PUBLIC

Federal aid o airporis projecis proposed under

Location and name rport

Ari
Airport

Bt. Johns Municipal

Callfornia: Los Angeles Inter-
national,

; : Barasotn, Sarasota-
denton

Bparta, Sparta Com-
Indiana:

Evansville.
rial

Michigan City Municipal

Diress Memo

Louisiana: Lake Charles Mu

Crystul Fulls, Iron County.

Port IHuron,
County.

8t, Clair

ippi: Tupelo Munielpal.
mri: Kunsas City Mid-
Continent International.
Neovada: Hawthorne, Mineral
County.
New York:
Jumestown Municipal

Opdensburg Munielpal.

Pennsylvania: Indis
Stewart.

Texns Marshall,
Counly.

na,

Harrison

Jimmy

WOREKS APPROPRIATIONS,

1063 67

the Public Works Acceleration Act,

Publie Law 87

Federal
fands

$10, 61

49, 463

00, 000

000

i, 81

1, 078, 665

Work deseription

drain for
1250 feet); light
y iIncluding beacon.
Construct taxiw J-36 and H-34, npproximately
feet, taxiway lighting approximately 1,150 feet,
Extend northwe outheast runway 1,000 feet esch end;
extend bigh intensity runway lHghts; construect parallel
taxiway to northwes runwi}
Surface T-hangar taxiway

Grade northeast

and
X2b norLhwe

sonthwest landing strip
southeast runway, 4,100

1,150

Approach clearing,

Acquire land for ronway extension W extend
northeast-southwest runws 1,000 60 feet)
onstruct portion of taxiway (secondary runway).

‘onstruct northes

feet) and appro: l!: clea

‘onstrucet northeast- ru-rrl.u--:ﬁ. Tunwn

100 feet) and lght extension;

West ap |-ri|'

runway {

feet); ?-l]'llll.'l'lull east-west runway, (75

strengthen n-\l:linF Bprom,
Pave taxiv und spron to hangy
Construct field mafnte 1wee building.

1-uu[]|\n t
L (40 3610
-.‘:(l,mn feet) and

Aequire land for runway 10-28 extension;
runway 10-28 (6,000X100 fe

pave and extend
nway 10-28

Leveling,
surfuce

apply “Keystone Mat"
treatment on northwe
Extend, widen, strengthen east-west runwy light cast-
west runway including relocation of existing lights;
cleg uring I1~1 demolition of bullding in clear zones; removal
Acquire land for runway development.,

rallel taxiway (4,000X40 feet

double bitnminons
southenst runway.

Acquire land for clear zones and runway exten
:.urrh'

slon; extend
uth runway 700 feet to 4,200 100 feet uuluanL
ligh extend parallel north-sonth tuxiw clear
upprosches to north-south runway and mark obstruction
tower; fence,




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFAR!
Pupric HEALTH SERVICE

Sewage treatment works projects in eligible @i eas, accelerated public works
praogram

ALABAMA | ALASKA
Cont

Clayton o $109, 000 | University of Alaska : :
Hofuala -~ . 256, 000 | Flaks School District...___ 0, 000
Centreville_. ! 1 35, 500 | Nenana . i 154, 000
Weaver e s S L 160, 000 | Fairbanks___________ - 500, 000
Butler 2021301 ¥akntet — o s 150, 000
EVOrEreen oot 73, 000 | Nome_ = a2 GOO, 000
Goodwater— - _.___ 190, 000 | Hamilton Acres. - - 254, 000
Hanceville_ . __ . == 120,000 | North Pole - .. __ 150, 000
Collinsville_ __________ — 100, 000 | Palmer e e SO0, 000
Fort Payne.. 109, 000 | Cordova. . O 380, 000
Attalla_____ o 736, 000 | Kenai_ —— e 119, 675
Gadsden____.___ = 5, 180, 000 | Seldovia e SR 125, 000
Gleneoe— - - o 05, 000 |
lerry - - 50, 000 otal e - 4,424, 675
Fayette 384, 800 = =
Warrior b i 115, (0K
Jefferson County_. 0900, 000 A

Birmingham_____ . 200, 000 SRR

e o

e R 1 PRI
Ardmore__ 70, 000

Notasulga._.__ - RS, (00

Tuskeegee_ ... : 300, 000
[ 25,01 b 140, 000 | Calico Roek___. s 145, (8T
Albertville___ 466, 000 | Clarksville

Arab e 376, 000 | Clinton_____

B i ol e e i 100 | Dermott

Bayou La Batre , 000 | Bradley L AT
Chickasaw___ VoSS , 000 | Ozark : e 166, 000
Citronelle 150, 000 | Flippin____. T e 54, 350
Motdlal - oo Lap ey L 200, 000 | Horatio- . ____ 10, 000
Prichard.. . ..___ 500, 000 | Huntsville e e e 186G, G060
Marion.__ 47, 970 | Hoxie LA . 261, 865
Phenix City_ - L 502, 000 | Melbourne = e Sa, 000
Wilsonville. ________ - 40, OO0 | Mountain View__________ 103, 000
York_. eSS 195, 000 | MeCrory
Sylacauga. s L 600, 000 | Mount Ida
Talladega . - 300, 000
Carbon Hill ..o ___C o K5, 000

T, H62

649, (00

Star City i b e i), (K

iy | RS e R TR R e 100, T27
Cordova_. S 240, 000 | +r p 5 3l
Jasper———________________ 109,000 ::_f" Helena. .. 'I'";'; o
Parrish . ___________ 50. 000 I11IIf'|...... — e =i
Baleyville. ., 412, 000 | Yelville o oo 19,000

Total . e 19. 412, 500 TOtAl e e 2, BB2. T3




PUBLIC
Sean

CALIFORNIA

King Salmon.
Camarillo__
Riverbank._ _ '
Needles. o oo
Oak View Sewer District_
BT [ R
NAN DICEOLS oo o e
Vista Sewer District_.___
Denair County Sewer Dis-
triet__
Coronado_ ___
Chula Vista
Modesto
Sanger. ... bl 118
Pinedale Sewer Distriet__
Hollister. . : :
San Buenaventura.
Caruthers Sewer District
Ceres.
Coalinga
Kingsburg
Mendota__ g
Keyes Community Sewer
District— - --
Tregs Pibos. . ...
Gy R
Eastern N.W. District___.
Btockton. - o
Stockton

Taotal

COLOBADOD
[daho Springs (eity)-
f;l'lll‘_l_'{'[ll\\']l |r'i[_\'| =
Trinidad (eity) -
Walsenburg (ecity)
San Lunis (sewer distriet) -

Total____

CONNECTICUT
Meriden__
Sevinour.
Danielson__
Middletown —
Ansonia__________

Total....

DELAWARE

Camden-Wyoming._
Clayton . e

Total ___

WORKS APPROPRIATIONS,

Progran-

, 063, B6S |

1,

Cost
K89, H00
T40, OO0
107, 240
G0, 000
740, 500

200, 000
427, 652
261, 000
S0, 000
2406, 800
206, 000
06, 520

24 800

125, 000
44, 100

, 119

:‘IT ‘1

045, 382

a0, 000
25, 000
100, 000
B0, 000
50, OO0
265, 000

L T00, 400

000, 000
482, 400
200, 000

,» OO0, (00

AN

S

SO, (M)
160, O0H)

S0, (0

1963

Continued

FLORIDA
\zﬂrpnriiihﬂﬁn
Vernon =3
Blountstown.

Cottondale
Grand Ridge

Total . ___

GEORGIA

Franklin_
Cedartown
Monroe_
Pembroke__ _
Winder
Cuthbert
1,;\”:[:‘
Cumming
Carrolliton_ _
Wrightsville
Reynolds

Total. -

Kailua Kona
Hilo

Total
IDAHO

West Bonner dis-

trict) . =
St. Maries (village)___
Plumimer ~
Worley (village).
Shoshone County

district) __

{ Ssewer

| SewWer

Potal

ILLINOIS

Chester 0 P
Jerseyville. ...
Maguon. .. ___.
De.Sotos e
Enfleld_______

Oneida. - __ J
Johnston City_ ...
Brookport____
Gillespie___

Ava
| Cairo .
| Decatur______
Valmeyer_
Earlville________
Bunker Hill
Joneshoro_.

Yates City

Mount Zion

69

treatment works projects in eligible areas, accelerated public works

Cost
S300, 000
150, OO
200, 000
UMD, )
L0, (MM

G50, 000

SO0,
a4,
342,
G2,
770,
300,
200,
150,
1. 000,
193,

15(0),

000
(M)

154
200
000
000
(M0
(M)
OfH)
000
M)

. o4

400

071

20, 000
250, 000
100, 000
o), DU

3, 000, 000
000

3, 430,

649, 580
1. 060, 000
46, 000
T, 000
41, 400
ha, 000
201, D)
69, 518
1KY, (KD
24, TH0
550, 000

. 066, 506G
44, 490
131

3, 500

I'H,'.. 00¢




70 PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Newage treatment works projects in eligible areas, accelerated public works
program—~Continued

ILLINOIS—continued KANSAS—continued

Cost Cost
Bethany oo $100, 000 [ MeCune. . _____ £50, 000
Lovington 110, 000 | Cherokee 50, (W)
Christopher_____ _. 124, 000 | Frontenac il 25, 000
Eldorado_ e . 230, 470 | Galena i i 80, 000
Prairie du I{m Iu T 200, 000 | Kansas Clty area :
Keyesport me i 4 Wl 150, 000 Central industrial inter-
Carlyle 400, (0 ceptor. .. 1, 5040, 000
West Frankfort___ 330, 000 Armourdale mlmu-]rlm_ 1, 500, 000
Olney . e s e 242, 000 Kansas City area . 250, 000
Lanark___ it 100, 000 | Wyandotte Township No.
Red Bud_____ = 60, 000 250, 000
Columbia._.____ 60, 000 'I’uml sewer district T-H
West Salem________ = 50, 000 | Shawnee Mission-Turkey
Pocahontas._._____ ... ; 70, 000 Creek 210, 000
e e = 100, 000 | Joint sewer district T-M_ 315, 000
Sherrard._ b 180, 000 | Joint sewer distriet T-Li._ 200, 000
\Iallw:v;llp_,_.__. e 180, 000 | Joint sewer distriet T-F__ 35, 000
—— | Mission Township 3. 650, 000
Total 7,309, 676 — .
Total , G583, 500

INDIANA
Bloomfield_ ____ ey 114, 000 KENTUCKY
Cannelton_.________. 270, 000
Clinton__ 100, 000 | Bowling Green.____ 317, 398
Corydon___ 284. 000 | Barlington
Orleans___ L 246, 000 | Fulton___
Sellersburg__________ 200, 840 | Hindman.._
§ o et BT I ] 50, 300 | Burkesville
\\nrlh.nmnn e i 153. 785 \Iutr;u' 450, 000
8 e e e 114, 660 4906, 500
Piishberos. .- — - - 100, 000 | C 7 . 445, 000
Knox__ i s | 153, 200 | £ s 260, 000
Linton____ i i 648, 000 l‘ro.utum-hurj.: L 760, 000
Loogootee_ = 397, 912 | Falmouth___ =L p 420, 000
Morgantown_____________ 130, 700 | Greenville. SSER 150, 000
New Pekin.____._______ T0 000! Crayeon . s o 200, 000
Nglem. 8 100,000 | Harlan_____________ 800, 000
Evansville_______ o 200, 000 | Harrodsburg - 140, 000
Michigan City-._-- : 3, 000, 000 | Hyden______ 170, 000
Muneie 200, 000 | Jeffersontown 500, 000
Terre Haute (1)____ 2, 000, 000 | Middletown___ 500, 000
Vincennes - 1, 280, 000 | Shelbyville_________ k. 650, 000
—_— | Somerset 830, 000
Total._____________ 10,821, 996 | Russellville_______ 600, 000
g L 213, 498
TOWA Williamsburg._ - . ___ 420, 535
P9 T O e 254, 065 | Forse Cave. . =£1, )

i
Uinetnaaty. = oo o 60, 000 |

Cave City. — 3 316, 000
Moulton. . - <0, 000 Olive HIIl.____ 200, 000
Moravia 70, 000

Mount Vernon y 1540, 000
i Manchester._______ ""(? 000
0000 Stalorgas Toea T W 250, 000
1 Ful L O I S 25, 000
MI{I("I’.\Ime_--. et 90, 000
Pineville___ b 600, 000
J Greenup = 200, 000
Parsons 35, 000 | Clay City 200, 000
Parsons__.__._ . : 175, 000 | Glasgow 160, 000
Oswego. - 150 75, 000 | Arlington_ § 5o, 600
Coffeeville.. .. ____ . 100, 000 | Sanitary ‘Imtru t \n 3 of
.\|:m:1 =" 100, 000 MeCrackin County 160, 500
T T 98, 500 | Morgantown ... _______ 146, 644

D24, 065
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Sewage treatment works projecta in eligible areas, accelerated public works
program—~QContinued

KENTUOKY—continued

Cost
£47, 500
130, 000
100, 000
128, 000
134, 000

Drakeshoro__

Clarkson -
Taylorsville._ -
Bloomfield_ . ___

Benham___

Wingo.————- 30, 000
A e iy reir s 25, 159
Sebree. . - 125, 000
Clay- 50, 000 |
Beattyville.. 068, .“»H()|
Liouisa 360, 000 |
Vanceburg____ 252, 000
Stanton_.._ 190, (06
Elkton. 308, 360
Booneville__ ; 122, H50
Lake City Sewer District_ 140, 000
Georgetown__________ 3606, 700
Worthington._._ . 105, 000

TotRl , 8353, 194

LOUIBIANA

Jefferson Parish Elast
Bank Sewer District No. |
170, 000 |
634, 000
TG, 000
180, 000

5 3 L
Helois. .- s A I S
Camp Planche. . ____
Airline Park. oo e oo
Country Club Homes, Bis-
sonet Plaza, Green Acres
LI ad IV i e 472, 000
Oth Ward South__ , 300, 000
Pontchartrain Gardens G623, (0
Pontehartrain Shores 820, 000
Lake Irive_ - ______ 37, 300 |
West Napoleon Avenue_ . 445, 000
Camp Plaunche industrial
Ares. P e
Helois plant improvement
(phase I) o __.
Camp Plauche:
Phase 11
Plant repairs. i
West Napoleon Avenue
plant:
Phase 1_
Phase 11 e
Phase T1I_____
Phase IV ______
Phase V____
Elmwood area_ ... _. -
Jefferson Parish Subdivi-
sion Sewer District No.
IT (Bucktown) -
Harahan oo .
18 v D N T
Hammond. . ______
Delcambre__. .
Pontchatonla
Lessville._______
Bunkie________
Lafayette___

044, 000

204, (DK

e 700, 000
== LOG, OO0
L 170, 000
add, 000
S48, (00
167, (00 |

, 120, 000
084, 208
120, 000
130, U0
222, 500
267, 000
370, 000
70, 000 |

. 240, 000

760, 000 |

1, 058, 000 |

LOUISIAN A—continued

Cost

$1, 080, 000
1, 014, 000
1, 736, 000
1, 2068, OO0
224, 000
80, 000

46, T00
100, 000

23 H80, 158

St. Bernard Parish Sewer
District NO. 2 e

| 17 P R e
Kenner_ .
Westwego__.__
Kinder et A
Youngsville_____

2 e) 2, ) LI ONL, N

Sanford_ .- ____ 250, 000
Kennebunkport .. 250, 000
Boothbay Harbor . 200, 000
Ogunguito_____ 800, 000
750, 000
, 1560, 000
450, 000
520, 000
800, 000
350, 000
DO, OO0
250, 000
250, 000

Brooklin

Thomaston

(5 1h O S
Bar Harbor
Dover-Foxcroft.
Wiscasset

Herwick -
South Berwick

Total , 120, 000

Cresaptown
Bowling Green

2204, 000
308, 200
GO0, D00
160, 000
260, 000
400, 000
110, 000

Boonshoro

Hancock.

Perryvi i

Cambridge. ..

Dorchester County Sani-
tary Commission_______

360, 000

2, 200

MASSACHUSETTS
Fall River
Attleboro . oo
Newburyport .-

939, 700
713,138
1, 000, 000

Total 838

MICHIGAN

Drainage Board, 8146 Mile
v b i . e R
Ishpeming Township (b) -
Girossge Ile Drainage Dis-
et (D) e s anaes
Stephenson_________
Boangor. s
Trenton S
Jackson. ...
[Tnion City

000
855

3. 300,

96,

1, 681, 000
92, 400
172, T87

1, 307, 960
990, 000
70, 767




PUBLIC

Noereage
MICHIGAN

Hart

Southes
Sar
trict

Dirain
Drain

Drainange
Dirain, el :

Wayne County Depart-
ment of Public Works
( Rockwood)

[Ttica

Zeeland

Yale

Sturgis S

Ishpeming__ ...

Capae ==

Sonth Haveno ..

Detroit 4

Harbor Springs. . __

Ottawa County Road Com-
mission e -

Riverview Sanitary Drain-
age District

Detroit_____

Muskegzon Heights_

Wiarren

Hounghton.

Hancoek_ i JI.

Portage Lake Sewage .
thority

t Oakland County

ry Drainage Dis-
(b)._ et
re Board, Red Run
(b). _—

Board, Martin

Total

MINNESOTA
Meadowlands._
Biwabik.

Hill City__
Floodwood__
Thomson
Moose Lake
Mahnomen
Big Falls
Hinckley___
Altkin =
Parkville
Mountain Iron
Cook

Askov Wi
Pequot Lakes___
Big Forks._

ROEall Sl o,

WORKS

program

continuned

Coxst

Rio, a0

D, 488, 414
367, 050

251, 000

APPROPRIATIONS,

1963

MIBSISSIPFI

Bentonia

Canton

Charleston..

Columbia

Madison___

Miagee .

Mathiston. ...
Mississippi State College
Mound Bayou__ . _____
Noxapater____

[
Olive Branch

107, (00
S43, 200
260, (K0
526, 000
643, 500 |
GO0, 000
213. 67D
¢ . 150
SUS, 000
37, 000

45, 000

. G450

11, 500
T09, 000
o, 000
547, 267 |

024, 211

Prentiss____
Summit. .

Total.
MISSOURI

Cape Girardeau._._._
Piedmont
Corder

Branson

Hayti

Cabool =
Willow Springs
Doniphan
Lutesville_
Washington___.
Flat River
Kearney

| Laawson

75, 000
8, (M)
50, 000
o1, 000
13, 500
40, 000
141, 000
a1, 800 |
150, 000 |

200, 008
l'»lr_lH'm|
40, 000 |
120, ()
50, (00
50, 000
80, 000

Tl[tlllll‘
1

1, 548, 300 |

Liberty
Gladstone
Raytown
Platt County
trict
Buchner T
Smithville I W
Kansas Qity, Mo.:
Turkey Creek F-M
W.8.T.P. ..
Sludge 1 : :
Blue River PS and TP
Interstate Highway 71
and PS i ;
Round Grove Creek
Interceptor and PS
12th and 15th Sts.
division strueture
Turkey Creek and
Sounthwest Blvd. PS
alternate S
Mill Creek interceptor
ITpper Shroal Creek
interceptor__._.____
Searcy Creek intercep-
tor and PS__
PS & FM_.

Sewer Dis-

terceptor_ ...

treatment works projects in eligible areas, accelerated public tworks
Continued

S50, 000
408, 396
155, 1440
D3, 800
20, (O
71, 400
K7, 000
230, 693
03, 000
15, DUH)
S, (R}
GO, 400
141, 6000

1, 623, §38

5a, GOY
TOKE, (M)
109, 500
270, 000
143, 392

S0, 000
KE3, 000
280, 000

G, AN

T, ()

. 407, 60K

3, 404, 470

147, 500
104, D00
S0, OO0
a1, G50
3, D00
967, 000
{88, (00
y o1 0, OO0
Gad, 000

, 117, 000

07, 000

g

223 000
, 382, 600

850, 000

G4, 000
218, 000

515, 000




PUBLIC W

Seicage treatment works

MISBOURT

Kansas City, Mo.—Continued
Northeast industrial
interceptor and
other interceptors
Sladge filtration and
incineration  build-
ing__

Total

MONTANA
Ronan
].ill]:_\' -
Thompson
Polson..
Buttee
Big Fork

Falls_...

Total
NERRASKA
Cedar Rapids
Albion.
Ravenna
Gothenburg
Burwell
Spaulding
St Panl
Fullerton
Genoa
Loup City_—-
Ord._-
Amherst
Anselmo
Comstock__
Merna___
Mason City .-
Farnum. ..
sSumner.....
Danunebrog

Belgrade_ -
Litchfield -
Arecadia
Fricson

Total

NEVADA

Clark County Sewer Dis-
trict. :
Bounlder Qity—.
Clark County
triet__
o
Do

Ty _

Sewer Dis-

LasVegas oo

B

continued

ORKES

ajects in ¢
prograin

Cost

25, 000, 000 |

2 84, 000

31, 017, 321 |

15, (0
lil‘tl'llll.
10, 000 |

103, 000 |

119, 000

217. 000

1,

1,474, luml

50, 000 |

), (ON)

90, (00

200, 000
O, (00
TO, 000

TOMD, (WD |

150, 000
1O, ()
100, D00
104, DO
400, DN |
o, 000 |
25, 00 |
50, 000
50, 000
30, (K
D (W)
50, 000 |
10, 000
15, ()
50, 000
50, OO0
a5, 000
20), 000

1, T15, O0¢

207, 615

14000, (M)

126, 953
135, 550
53, 000
117, 000

282, 200

APP

| Caldwell

ROPRIATIONS, 1963

ligible areas, waorks

Continned

accelerated public

N1 continned

VADA

Clark Sewer Dis Cost
irict
1o
Do
|B})
Henderson
Do .
Iho
Clark Connty
frict- —s
North Las Veg
Do
1o
iirl

Connty
2770, O
120, D00
$10, (KD
150, 000
N, M)
7. 800
S0

Sewer Dis-
L M)
o, OEN)
3, 000
3. 000

5, OO0

L0098

Total-.
NEW JERSEY

. 674

. a0

. 410

, 047

(KN

000

, 00O

L]

8. 500

. 050

LU

L fd )]

Livingston

| East Bruonswick

Perth Amboy

Woodbridge

National Park

Allentown_

Spottswood

Long Branch_.

Wildwood

Tnekertown

Lakehurst

Brigantine

Somers Point

Jersey City

Verona

Eatontown

Deptford township._

Conper  Village,
township...-

Gloneester.

SR, OO0
L 000

1 det ford

. OO0
223, 000

, 929, l.‘-!

Total

NEW MEXICO

166, llllll
101,
](‘
14,

240,

Wk,

Lunas
Central New
Ramiah
Reserve_
Espanola___
’I‘l‘il':‘:
Quemada

M

Seboye l.'l
Wagon \Inmul__
Belen... ...

B erni l]hli'

Lios -

:\il’\"i("' —

204
a4 000

a4
20,

(00
120
856
(M)
b T4
. SO
. LIM)
, 000

"Tarmington. .
Gallup
Chama._ ..
L.os Lunas__

SR

Total
|




74 PUBLIC

Sewage treaftment waorks

NEW YORK
Grand Island._. 1oty
Horseheads (town) =
Horseheads (village)
Elmira Heights
Elmira (town)
Kingston._
Chantauqua..
Dannemora._ -
Champlain
Winthrop-Stoe Hmhu

Total -

NORTH CAROLINA
Fdlenton
La Grange.
Clarkton st
Blowing Rock . ____
Plymounth. __.___
Spruce Pine
Whiteville
Creedmoor
Elizabethtown
West Jeflerson
Raeford e
Hamlet. >
Rockingham._.
Andrews
Murphy
Hot Springs.
Marshall
Spruce Pine_.
Bakersville
Colerain
Morehend City
Beaufort
Chadbourn
Favetteville No,
Fayvetteville No, &
Franklinton
Linconlton
toxhoro No.
Roxhoro No
Rockingham
Lumberton___
Rosehoro. _
Norlina
Warrenton
Sylvia
Elm City
Fairmont___

Total __

WORKS

oroiects in
program

Cost

S148, 780
D60,

2, 414,
434, 45

GG, 258
340, 000

133, 2

273, 000

Ii,n 040

461, 200 |

209, 400
180, 000
156, 000
152, 000
450, 000
180, 000
150, (K
200, 000
400, 000
100, 000
250, 000
550, 000
106}, (WK
50, 000
500, 000

. OO0, O0N)

200, 600
750, 000
2000, 000
20, OO0
750, 000
Ta0, 000
750, 000
200, 00N

T50, 000 |

200, (N
300, 000
300, 000

S0, OO0

135, 000
160, 000

APPROPRIATIONS,

eligibl

1963

areas,
Continued

OHID

Ashtabula County
Distriet No. 2

jatavia

Beallsville

Belpre._.

( .r](i\wll

If'-n:ll Grove.._.

Columbiana____

Crooksville

Danville—_ ... ___

tast Palestine

Fairfield__

| Kingston_ ]

Lorain ( mmt\' Sewer Dis-

| triet No. 30

Loveland_ . ..._

Lucas County 8
trict No.

Mahoning County- Bnard«
man Sewer Distriet____

Mahoning County-New
Middletown Sewer Dis-
triet No. 20 o .

Mahoning County- \\ mt
Austintown Sewer Dis-
o e e

Mason.... ...

\hdnihpml

Monroe__

North Illli"(‘\l][(‘

Pomeroy. .. _.

Quaker City__

South Point__

Sylvania

Whitehouse__

Wonddsfield

Sewer

§ Be) - ) R

OKELAHOMA
Shawnee___
Vian
Wister
MeAlester.
Idabel
\'l!l--im'ff-o

Pryor-.._
Muldrow._.
Warner
Paden

Delaware

= | Fort Gihson

accelerated public

» 941, 850

works

, 00
057

29, 000
510

B, 528

000
000

L, LR

0, 000

376, 000
G609, D60
423, 800
400, 800
141, 500
311, 160

10, OO0
150, 000
340, 000
421, 500
140, 000

300, 00
134, 000
35, 100

. D00, 000

357, 000
868, 076

70, 000
144, 500
50O, 000
250, 000
150, 000

6], 500
175, 000

75, 000




—

PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963 io

Sewage trealment works projects in eligible areas, accelerated public works
program—Continued

0K LAHOMA-—continued PENNSYLVANIA—continued

Cost Cost
WA e Tl $35, 000 | Kane $600, 000
Hayworth 37, 000 | Eldred Borough 350, (M)
Okemah 80, 000 | East Smethport_._. 00, 000
— | Lewis Run Borough 250, 000
Total- e , 280, 076 | Smethport To0, 000
—————— | Condersport 742, 875
Shinglehouse_.________ 150, 000
OREGON Mansfield. e e 350, 000
160, 000 | Lockbaven area e L
587, 000 | Woodward Township_.._ 80, 000
365, 000 | Castenea Township G0, 000
8 K39 (84 | Punxsatawney 626, 820
Do 475. 900 | Tionesta. .. ___._ 110, 000
Do W S a6, 000 | West Meade Township.___ 640, 211
St. Helens “_-;: 846 | Cambridge Springs_._____ 150, 000
Tigard___ 122 940 | Sadsbury Township 1.1!{!1_!, 000
Wood Village 25, 000 .I‘Illlb"“—ll.h' 1.—"'" 000
Sdmbill o o 65, 360 | Meadeville____ - 500, 000
Gaston 08, 400 | Yernon Township. . __ 200, 000
Lake Oswego 5ss, 800 | Sheflield Township... -1?2. ::::

d Pl ! 07 - GY,

Roxtisnd = 1;1_'_' "_"f_} | Clarion Borough 52, 000

Tots - =40 (" O Oty -arel. o o o
Kol —=s-_ 1 49,630 | vdtonte Borongh 200, 000

Youngsville ___ ___ _____ 150, 000
PENNSYLVANIA Rouseville L 121, 000

- Dravosburg.._ 516, 500
Alexandria 639, 000 “;”:(;:;].: s :‘]\:': |::|u1

Mount Union...___ 225,000 | gonitary  Authority

Orbisonia__.____ e 83, 000 | llmlu;-sm-- " 2, 300, 000
Millerstown ]T(.I’ 310 l Hempfield Townshi 1, 058, 045
Duncannen. .. 515, 000 | Belle Vernon - 1,070, 000
::‘:(:;.l:;::lrg_m. e 131, 000 Rockwood . 300, 000
Cumberland Township__ 100, 000 {l-':,I]'II(',:I”‘: St nnd ) Do 2p S N0
(,'.*-rl_\}:lnur;: AYed.. ... ship ___:___________..____ 1, 000, 000
Fairfield Borough________ 105, 000 | rpeiford Borough. " 900, 000
l‘l'-'dll""l Township_______ 240, 000 | Douglas Township. ‘!T"-‘ 000
Kast  Providence Town- Philadelphia—._._.______ 4,553,000

b AR e 100, 000 | 1.ower Bucks County Joint )

I-I_:.'lld[u:m Bprough i 125, 000 Municipal Aut hority__. 107. 000
West  Providence Town- Bristol Township.__ o Yo 1,750, 000
Tinicum Township. .- 860, 000
Marcus Hook Borough____ 300, 000

75, 000
saxton_____ AT 200, 000
-\\_it\"{':\]‘ﬂ -—-- - ‘-;«:’u ‘t::: South Coatesville 135, 625
NeWry e 45, e K
Claysburg 75, 000 o ‘ﬂ
Williamsbuorg________ 500, 000 Total
Snyder Township.._ 33, 000
Orppioi - WENCRIE ; 401, 000
) o e i it 627, 000
Port Royal. 100, 000
MecVeytown .. __ 128, 007
Derry Township_._.___ 560, 000 | Avenida Buenos Aires____ 41, 600
Union Township____ _____ 75, 000 | Barranquitas.___ 126, 000
Tunkhannock 305, 300 | Fajardo._________ 206, 000
Nescopack....... 800, 000 | Punta Las Marias____ 5. 700
Bagles-Mere_____________ 96, 000 | San Lorenzo 153, 000
South Williamsport____ 610, 000 | Salinas 85, 100
Hughesville______ 150, 000 e
Montgomery Borough 300, 000 1. 105, 400
Old Lycoming Township__ 150, 000 | e,

31, 879, 693

PUERTO RICO®
SOeoRL_sL b i a3, 000
A E T 120, 000
Vieques - P 1433, 000

L All these projects have recelved a 30-percent grant under Public Law 660 funds. While

they will nundoubtedly be completed without additions Pada ey Ve A e
their completion. ; dditional Federal aid such aid would hasten




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Sewage treatment works .';J'u',"r cls in eligible arcas, aceeleroted public works
program—~_Continued
RHODE ISLAND VIRGINIA
Coat Tosl
Woonsocket : ¥1, 750, 000 | Low Moor. b 000
Providence . e e aaa S50, 000 | Mallow-Altamont 130
Blackston Valley Sewer Nettleton addition. ’ , 533
Authority 00, 000 | Appalachia... : 244, (00
- Big Stone Gap. : T35, 000
Total w0 e 2, GO0, 000 | Cleveland_________ (00
e — | Clintwood - -~ = 220, 000
Coeburn__. O b, TOO
Iast Stone Gap. 34, 000
Gate City e d 125, 310
ey e : 9N, EHO
Honaker i =" e (KN)
Independence ~ 000

BOUTH CAHROLINA

Alken ALY
St Stephen. .. ] 86, 864 |
Goose Creek. . , D00
Nt George._ . = o, 040
lh.kll.illr\']'”t‘.. - Norton - - ___. Lk - (W)
Hanahan Public Sewer Pennington Gap | 216

Piateiet. o o0, Scottsville I = y 800
Orangeburg = S 276, 220 | wWeber Cits ot 9HO, 380
Conway . 330, 066 | Wise R ot i‘\i*.l 200
Laris =TT A, (00
Kingstree__ 200, D00 |

Total__ : 5, 000, 659

Total | WASHINGTON
Anacortes_. o b (00
TEX NESSEE Bellingham. __________ (M0
Lafayette = 475,000 Blaine_ ________ L 3 (00
Cookville_ _. i 223, 330 | Ferndale WAL 450
Gainesboro.. 000 | waco________ ) 50, 000
Hillsdale-Powell  Utility Lynden________ . 140
District e L TT8, 000 | Raymond.... g (00
Cleveland 5 . . L 000 | Sea View Sewer District (0
Celina. oot 50, 000 | Skagit Sewer District . D60
Tennessee Ridge = , 000 | South Bend_____ =i 000
Mon e 2 311, 000 | Toledo___. SRt — 000
ik 500 | Vancouver__ =< 500
3 13, 500 | Washo PR 3 000
Centerville 205, 000 | Chelan_____ o, e 000
Tazewell 2983 00 | Millwood . _ . 000
Erin : 400, 000 | Medieal Lake._ ... ! 244, 80O
Kuoxville City__ . 000 | Deer Park_ . S , T00
Summerville sl ; JED0 BOORSNE. o 23, 880
Oliver Springs L 206, 700 | Yakima
South Pittsbnrgh — 250, 000 | Union Gap___
Livingstone v 590, 000 | Roslyn_ N
Alexandrin 70, 000 | Spokane. il S50, 000
Jellico T 50, 000 | Do _ i = 000
MeEwen - 50, 000 | 1o : — 000
Jamestown 150, 000 | Do_.. 50, 000
Do_____. 25, 000
Total. . 459, B Do ( . 25, K00
— Cusick.__._. Sl al o A 5, 000
| Bast Winatchie________ 250, 000
Trinity . 0, (00 . .
: . , 000 | ot T o) 0530
dville = 3 2. 100 —
De Kalb_ . __ % 56, 200 WEST VIRGINTA
Nash — AT , 400 | Bethlehem.
Daisetta_ : 75, 700 | Beckley__ 600 000
Detroit.__ . . a7, 000 | Glenville - :u\Imm
Pecan Gap_____ 33, 850 | Matewan_ ____ - 150, 000
Blossom Prairie_____ 39, 500 | Fayetteville_________ ___ 63, 000
leckville : - g2 QU0 Belle. . . =4 150, 000
S Mannington___ ____ 301, 000
Total.____ - 079, Davis__ =S ST 150, D00
| Kingwood_____________ 301, 000

600, 000




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963 ‘i

Sewage treatment works projects in eligible areas, acéd lerated public works
program—~Continued

WEST VIRGINIA—continued [ WEST VIRGINTA—continued

Cost Cost
Barbonrsvilie ; $243, 000 | East Bank £124, 000
Chapmanville . 134, 000 | Harrisville.. - = 111, 300
Ronceverte 115 175, 000 | Chesapeake..— - . = 315, 000
Petersbarg_ .- - 242, 000 | Fairview Sere 190, (00
Ridgeley I 200, 000 | Moorefield.. . 111, 000
Hlliunﬂ‘nu (LX) 4 256, 000 | Logan T 1o W 309, O)
Grafton._. 140, 000 | Whitesville. 3 68, GO0
Athens : 73,000 | Williamson.... 100, 000
Triadelphia__ . LRl L 150, 000 | Marmed = 343, 000
Sutton : - 150, 000 | Mason . I 1 06, 000
Gassaway : 140, 000 | New Haven A 166, 000
Rainelle__ . 134, 000 | Milton - B 104, 000
East Rainelie 184, 000 | Pledmont______ 2l 116, 000
Grant Town = 08, 000 | Salem X! 521, 500
Star Ci i = 114, 000 | Rowlesburg. .. ks 262, GO0
\\"-.-.lu\-n:r__ 3 i - 252, 000 | Parsons P ; 213, 000
Red Sulphur 250, 000 | Smithers .. : BO0
Pea Ridge . S00, 000 | Montgomery._ 4 b33, 200
Midway £ 400, 000 | Charleston . ), 000
Lilly Grove 400, 000 | Cameron 000
Green Valley 100, 000 | St. Marys— . 000
Rhodell 250, 000 | Union 3 500
Martinshburg . o L000, 000 | &q 2 . |
Webster Springs - = 140, 000 Total - : 2 oo, 000
Poea ’ i 200, 000 ———
Belmont G0, 000 WISCONSIN
Henderson o e 134, 000 | Minong PAY . I 26. 312
Winfield____. 150, 000 | Ashland- oo oo 30, 000
West Hamlin 150, (00 | Glidden Lt e, 000
Wayne = 134, 000 | Cable 4 90, 000
War - 287, 000 | Grantsburg_ . === : 12, 000
Uceana.____ - =, (K Superior —— # 000
Danville. 50, 000 | Crandon i S0, 000
Keystone. .- . - i | 255, 000 GO _ L3S o0, 000
Northfork W . = , 000 | Hurley ! e . 200, 000
Kimball bay 000 | Wansaukee 50, 000
Alderson - . 34, 000 | Btevens Point i 20, 000
Lewisburg . . 24, 00 | Birchwood—-——--- Lespeta 50, 000
Keyser._- - 98, 000 | Rib Lake._._. = = i
Thomus_. iy - 50, 000 | Butternut
Bridgeport. 412, 000 | Mellen e =g
Nutter Fort._ : 268, 000 | Village of YriOr. o
Farmington______________ 22 000 | Barle River—_____
Berkeley Springs ’ 31, 000 |
IDelbarton_.___ , 000 Total ________
Marlinton___. . ] 46, 000
West Union.___ el 000
Morgantown 4 ORT. 000 | WYOMING
Clarksburg._ - - S 6 ,Ulul] Basin (village) —ceaee—- 15,
Fairmont_ . _______ 000 | Cokeville (village)___ 2 10, 000
Charles Town 300, 000 | Cowley (village) —ceea-. 21, 000
Ranson_ 200, 000 | Kemmerer (village) .. 147, 000
Shepherdstown R s 200, 000 | Diamondville (village) 65, 000
Cedar Grove_ =E = 170, 000 : %
Ceredo______ s 87, 500 Total__ SO L 199, 000

NoTE.—The above list identifies communities located in eligible areas recently
reported as planning sewage treatment works construction projects which osten-
sibly could be initiated or aceelerated under the accelerated public works pro-
grams. It does not establish eligibility and is not a list of communities that will
receive Acceleration Act assistance.




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

DEPARTMENT oF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Pusric HEALTH SERVICE
HILL-BURTON PROGRAM

Estimates of funds which could be used for health facillty construction under the
Public Works Acceleration Act and pursuant to the provisions of the Hill-
Burton program which is administered by the Public Health Service.

The attached estimates are based on reports received from Hill-Burton State
agencies in January 1962, showing projects which conld be approved in fiscal
year 1963 if there were no limitations on Federal funds. Specific health facility
projects—by name and location—which meet the requirements of the Public
Works Acceleration Act are now being compiled by the State agencies responsible
for administering the Hill-Burton program.

A tremendous backlog of hospital and other health facility projects exists.
For example, State agencies responsible for administering the Hill-Burton pro-
gram participated in a study conducted by the Public Health Service 2 years ago,
and reported that it would take $3.6 billion to modernize health facilities
throughout the country. In addition, a large deficit of nursing home and hospital
beds, as well as ambulatory care facilities, exists. Those communities which
cannot receive Hill-Burton assistance by reason of their low priority will ex-
pedite architectural drawing and the raising of local funds as soon as the avail-
ability of funds under and requirements of the public works aceeleration program
become known,

Estimates of hospitals and related medical facility prajects which could be constructed
in areas eleigible for aid under the public works acceleration bill 1

Hill Burton projects in eligible

Estimated cost (thous:
Estimated e e
number of |
projects Total cost

Federal

Total s

Alabamui.

Connectieut ..
laware : LS s AR <A %)
et of Columl 0 T | IS, = : (%)
I

a..

Hawali

Idaho. __.

Hlinois

Indiana

lowsa

Kentucky. ... ... . ... DN Lo s ! ; 7,006

Lonisiana. .. A ol S - 2, 8 , 370
« 400
203
. G0
s 112
2,4

261
s
528
817
1pshire — - o { ) ()

New Jersey. ... e e T e S : E b , 357

New Mexico :

New York..




PUBLIC WOREKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Estimates of }rra.ﬁ:_;jr'fm'x and related medical factlily projects which could be construcled
in areas eligible for aid under the public works acceleration bill '—Continued

Hill Burton projeets in eligible areas

T e
projects Total cost

North Dakots
Ohilo
Oklahoma. .

vania

hington
t Virginia

m
Puerto Rico
Virgin Islands

Estimates are based on reports re +d from Hil ns s in Junuary 1062, showing projects
ould be approved in fi ar 1063 if th Ve » limits 15 on Federal funds.
mition not availabl

Estimates incl 3 sored by voluntary nonprofit organizations, 1If it Is determined
nonprofit 5] - ) fer the public works aceel yn hill, the above

RUGOY
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44, 000
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y Home Finance AGceExcy, Commt "ACILITIER ADMINISTRATION

eleralel nubilc or pro
planned or ] weas of planning

the Housing Act of 1954, as amended

g1

Arens are thos




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

AccELEraTED PusrLic Works PrRoarAM
.I’,r-\f'mgj of _u."u,.l" cls in reserve or in plan a.-.-'n.r.l under advance planning program in
eligible areas

INote.—(1 gram status as of Aug. 31, 1062 (1 areas as of Bept. 8, 2: and (3) exclude
eduecat al facilities ]

ALABAMA

STATE BUMMARY

designation

Grand total

Arab
Athens.. _____
Birmingham _......

ALASKA
STATE BTUMMARY

Area designation nmber Estimuted
total cost

TTT13 7| §14, 384, 408

ele ot Bt I s S o IO L |20 i ot el 13 l-l.th-!.-I;J.-i

g- Type of project
nation

$1, D00, D00
-”. ‘. ()
&, 000, 000

) Ll o e er
Kaotchikan. ... . ; 5t er.
Kodiak . .. e — whiia A 1 | Bewer._.
SRS 3 T =i & Water..
Nome. g e i S AR B ---do
Seward e A o s - = 375, 444

Ly R NN S & 160, 000




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 19063 83

Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued
ARIZONA

STATE SUMMARY

Area designation Number Estimated

708, 027

Sstimated
total cost

1f
103, X0
70, 000
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Listing of it planning under advance planning program
ble areas—Cq nued
CALIFORNIA

SUMMARY

Girand total

County

(& -
station

| -
Water rias L

Spwer

Tea Ap—— -] & (KN
Port Hueneme. . = ‘entura et Y Streets. .

COLORADO

STATE SUMMARY

County

Pueblo




8o

PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 19067

Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program

in eligible arcas—Continued

CONNECT

Aren desipnation

Cirand total

Estin
County total ¢

£30, 0040, 000
2, 840

ML

000




bl h] PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under adeance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

GEORGIA

SUTMMARY

Number

5b
&b
5h
b

HAWAIL

SUMMARY

Area

f
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program

in eligible areas—Continued
ILLINOIS

BTATE BUMMARY

Area designation Lstimated

total cost

Girand total.

nation

Bewer...

Fulton

Clinton. .

Hamilton »

260, D00
M, OO0
3, (W00
, 000

280
Monroe. . ..

P, [ M=
Knox. ...
Marshall. ...
Clinton..___.

INDIANA
BTATE SUMMARY

Number Lstimated
total cost

34, 166, 000

&, 1066, D00




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

in reserce or

i in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

KANSAS

STATE SUMMARY

UMMARY

ype of project




PUBLIC WOREKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963 S9

Listing of ity in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible arcas—Continued

LOUISIANA

STATE SUMM




PUBLIC WORKS

APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

ing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

MAINE

STATE SUMMARY

Number

Grand total. ... ...

Type of projeot

000
1, 060, 500
5 ; S : GO0, 000
Limestomn - -« &b £ S g 535, 600
Do il s s : e 5h - e = 1530, 650
Lishot M = | e et Y S Sod
Mar mSrpr—e——— |} | )

1, 068, 9

MARYLAND

STATE SUMMARY

Number

County

Boonshoro, .
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

MASBACHUSETTS

Grand total

WAL ...
Brockton.......
Chicopoe
Fall River. ..
Hadlo¥., ou .-
Holvoke
Ludlow. ...
Do__.
Milford. .
Do
Salem..
South F

Girand total.

.., TR
Howell ...

Norton Township

Oak Park
Pentwater
1Y

STATE SUMMARY

designation

County desig-
natlon

Hampden.
Plymouth
Bristol......
Hampshire
Hampden

do.....
WS
Worcestar
o do....
Fasex. . .--.-
Hampshire..
NS ) M
o [ B
{orfolk s
Plymouth. ... __._.

MICHIGAN

STATE SUMMARY

Oakland

Number

Storm drains
Library
Polie

Sewer

Btorm ¢

See footnotes at end of table,
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planning program
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Listing of projects in reserve or in f-,.f-'a.'g.-"urj wunder advance I,-.-'x“rf,l.l'g,'r; program
in eligible areas—Continned

County

Water

Courthouse

MONTANA

STATE SUMMARY

County

Silver Bow
Flathend

NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUMMARY

County

B, 800
085, 850
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

NEW JERSEY

BTATE SUMMARY

leslenation

Girand total .

Estimat
County Typo rojec total cos

Atlantic C ll}
Butler.

Do...
Chatham Towns I||[-
Denville i g
Dover
» I

frunswic
on Township. ...
abeth. ...
Englishtown : -
) County bullding
Greenbrook Township_._..| 8 y TS 8 Bewer. .
Administration buile ilm.
Hospital,. . ____ -
. | Roads..._.. 3
Jersey City . ST | TS . -1 8 | M wring terninal e
o s L faf Sl TR Acdministration building
wnside 5 3 7
enwaold < .
Int’u Fulls Township._.__.
Little Bilver. .. =
Long Beach Township.
Long Branch.... .
Medford Towns h'p
Mon telair
Mount Holly Burlington_. .
Neteong. ... Sre Morris._ .
New Providence . __. Union. ..

R

\]HIJI-’Iil | building
| Btorm draing

SOwer

Storm drains

o0 O 00 U0 R U0 00 U0 En T

Atlantic_.
Ueean. ..
Ay

Scoteh Pl

South Brun
ship

Spotswood

Totown

I niomn ity

[ e b co build
Bordentown (Stato
Stanhope
Florham Park.
Jover...
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
tn eligible areas—Continued

NEW MEXICO

BTATE BUMMARY

Area designation

Estimated
County | - total cost

| ’
Central 4 Grant......_. Bt £241, 052
MceKinley.....caee.....| 5l o eI | 1, 000, 000
|

NEW YORK

STATE BUMMARY

Area designation | Number | Estimated
total cost

Aol Estimnated
County desig- Type of project total cost
nation

Dutchess
B T
St. Lawrence

Cilov
Heuvelton
Ho
Ta
N
™ = e Sehenectady

awandas caeses | N DDA

gh C1

Tupper Lak ).
Do

Nestport

Jamestown

Norfolk.

80609 —82——17
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program

in eligible areas—Continued
NOHTH CAROLINA

BTATE SUMMARY

County

Mren
Mitchel

OHIO

BYATE BUMMARY

Area designation

Cirnnd total

County

Aberdeen. ... seawness] ETOWI s o wien =5 Sewer
Avon nere rain. . - do

Number

Courthouse. ...

Water

Hewer,

Storm drains.

Sewer,
Bridge..
Sewer

do.

Znnesville..

(i

Estimate
total oos

tstimate

total cos!

425
L 000
000
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

OKLAHOMA

BTATE SUMMARY
Ares designation Number Estimated
total cost

$600, 000

Grand total B0, 000

Estimated
Type of project total cost

Wilbarton.......... .| Latimer eeme| 8D Water... £690, 000

OREGON
HTATE SUMMAKY

Number Estimated

| total cost

Estimated
Lounty Ty of project total cost

Josephine

Linecoln
p

af, 6s0
170, 000
144, 000
S497, 800
Waseo G18, 000
Lingoln 5 Bewer A50, 000
Coos 3 Dock A0, GO0

Y i
Lincoln
Coos

North Bend
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Listing of projecis in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

Athens-Sayre. .
Belle Vernon

Bradford Township...
Bristol Township. __

Tow r:~t|'g| 2
nire
Duncannon.
Erie
Do

Hallstead
Harborereek
Hem pfield Tos
Karthans
Latrobe
Liverpool. .
Lower Yoder
K

Maoon ln wnsh ]r
Nanty-(

Pittsburgh__.

Tunkhannoct
Washineton Tov
Waterford

\l't---i Chest

West F

\\ 1||

\I‘J]..n- Township

B |[ur]|l- hanns.
Erie .
Mercer.

Clearfield -
Westmoreland

ownship.

I‘.-u;\.n--'hl[.-.

PENNBYLVANIA

BTATE

Area designation

County

Allegheny
do
do
do
do....
Bradford .
Favette
lair

Cre nl ford. .
Montgomery
All '

MMARY

| nation

Number

Type of project

Bullding alterations _____

Bridge
Viaduet _.
Fair ground & \|,|mu.un
Bridee .
Bewer N
L ER
_.do

imming pool

| Sewer

do
do_._.
do..
Auditorium e
de~elopment
Harbor facilities

Estimated
total cost

$172, 608, 611
f, 054, 680
33, K08, 848

211, 557, 139

Estimated
total cost

000

. (IS0
5, 000

W
g, 526
5, (00
, 000
, 000

500

(4]
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advcance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued
PENNSYLVANIA

Continued

Estimated
“ype of project total cost

Alexandria.
Con

New Castle
Snyder

Chippews Township..

| : v Y S : g }, 00K
Deer Lake. .. ...--. = 1 el o Dredging 100, 000

PUERTO RICO

SBUMMARY

Rat
total

$1. (058 538

Girand tot

| { Estimated
City total cost

|
P30 ] e e -~ : . 5k .| f- —— 8377, 538
BanJuan.C .. - g S e 681, 000

RHODE ISLAND

BTATE SUMMARY

Area designation Number Estimated
total cost

County

Cranston
Do .
East Pre
Narragan
Woonsot

Providence
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program

in eligible areas—Continued
SOUTH CAROLINA

STATE SUMMARY

Area deslgnation Number Estimated

total cost

"85, 250, 106

total 3. 260, 106

Estimated
County desiy Type of project total cost
nation

- e Alken.. - f Sewer
L - e O s e
Hanahan_ .. L = Berkeley.

xXi 1.5 e $1, 500, D00
rm drains 3 1, 000, 000
CWer e 750, 106

TENNESSEE

ETATE BUMMARY

nation Number Estimnted
total cost

County d - I'ype of project
nation

1 T Houston. ....... g Sewer

Jellieo_ . i s n e | JLARTRIOONE S 25 i | 5 Roads
Lafayette. ..eeeeeeenee-...| Mncon Rewor

La Follet e Campbell 3 do.
Monte e = Putnim CrER R .o
Morristown...... e Hamblen. . ; il do
Plkaville... ... . : Bledsoe. ... ’

Boeedville.... ... ... Haneock. . ..

-.do . =S 251, 05

-.do : ), 2815
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued

TEXAS

BTATE BUMMARY

Area deslgnation Number | Estimated
total cost

| 68,720,014

. Estimated
City County p total cost
|

A bbieville | TefMorson...........
Beckville. s mrerasnese ] L IRVOIS iy an

Do.. I SR
Groves ... | Jefforson

Port Arthur.....
Do,
Do.....
Da.

Port Nech

Hower, -

Storm drains__

Streets '
Water___ - 475, 000
Dam.._...... .1 Bt, 653, 000
Water......... - 72,482

Do, -1

Sabine River...............| OTange..—...........
Avery...... | Red River_. ... .....

AmEmnmENRnRERERETST

UTAH
HTATE BUMMARY

Area deslgnation Estimated
total cost
$1,042, 332
4,001,871

4, 044, 203

Aren Estimated
desiz- | total cost
| nation

25 1 R S A
Lehl..
Orem. do. , Dt
Payson. = ' = e z 643, 100
Price River. [ i - 782, 832
Spanish Fork. ... ceeeeae.. £ g | 5 : - 581, 600
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sl 3 - i . s 4 o . -
Lis tng of projects in rezerve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible arcas—Continued

MUN ]

SUMMARY

Cirand total

WABHINGTON

ATE SUMMARY

Number

Hospltal
do.....

Hydroeleotric. . _

Bridg -

M cipal building

Blreets

Alrport

Sewor

Brid
¥

Yakimsa

Anncortes
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Listing of projects in reserve or in planning under advance planning program
in eligible areas—Continued
WEST VIRGINIA
BTATE SUMMARY

1
lenation Number

Girand total (17)

artial repayment. ? Estimnated total co ewhers
I“:i'\“l\‘ﬁ.‘-"i‘ oF THE INTERIOR
Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
EUMMARY

[ dollars]

stantial
Burean Bee. B(b) unemploy-
ment

Burean

mmation

Grand total. oo e oo i L 727 2 a1, 000
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WORKS

APPROPRIATIONS,

1963

Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration

State and area |

Category: See. 5(a) |

Alaska: Anchorage. ..

California;
Modesto........_._.

Ukiah

Montana: Butte_____

Category: Bec. 5(b)

Alaska:
Fairbanks. . ____

Kenai-Cook Inlet-
Nome-Palmer-Was-
stlla-Talkeetna.

Valdez-Chitina-Whit-
tler.

Yukon Koyukuk
Arizona: Mohave_.

Californin; Lassen

Act—Continued

BUREAU

OF LAND MANAGEMENT

[In thousands of dollars]

Type of project

Fencing.

Brush control and wi’dlll;.
Road construction .

Forest developn

Brush control

Detention dam
Building const
Recreation fac

do
“Recreation’ facilities_
—do
-do
L ._dn
-do
--Alo
-...do
.o
_.do
--do..
T LEw
Building constry
Recreation facili
-.do
.do
_do

“Building construe thon_____
Road construction _ .

N0 ..

-do.

Recreation facilities_ . __
Pipeline

Fencing

Water de Ve ]n]l:m nt

stay cutting.
Cattle guard installation
Brush eontrol

Road construction. _

Y j
~H0s-
do....
N

.o

‘Bml'llnu mnu!ru: tion
~do.
o,

| Red Mountain___

Lower Muddy

Y nrd \llrhrim: and ft‘l'l{i[l,.

| Emerg

Name of project

= —

Anchorage fire station and
yard,

Glrwood .

Baver Le

Eklutna

Creek,
Bannock ditch..
Ditlon warehous
Ennis_. _.

Fairbanks fire station
Northway

rbanks-Manle v Hot Spring
agle

Noem-Katzebue

Lake Louise

Finger Lake______

Mud Lake-Big La
Anchorage-Eureka.
Talkeetna AT
Lake Lounise e
Glennallen -
Gakona-Fairbanks
Tok-Ciakona L
Glonnallen-Valde
Serpentine Hot ."‘Ilr’IIIR
Pasxson Lake

Mankomen 1

Galena Fi

Chloride-T ipton.... -
Black Rock Mountain.___
Music Mountain
Kingman Yards___ ok
Hualpal Mountain.___

Hualpal Mountain.
Kingman. .
Observation Peak. .
Painter Flat_. .
Fox Mountain
Mixie F
ney .nntn;n

Ii irrel Sprines. _ .

nville offics.__
Susanville warehouss. . .
Mudeline fire station
Spring Hill guard station._ .

er-Cedar
Buard station
Fox Mountain repeater sta-
tion.
Eagle Lake. ...
Past Camp and Painter Flat.
West Valley Reservoir.

Mountain

Cost




PUBLIC
Projects available for allocation of funds under Public

BUREAU

Btate and aren

Osategory: Bec. 5(b)—Con.

QCallfornia: Lassen—Con.

Biskivou.__.
Trinity

Colorado
Alamosa.. ...

Conelos

Huerfuno

Idaho:
Benewah

Honner
Boundary
Clearwater

1disho

Kootenal
Shoshone

Montana: Carbon.

Nevada:
Lineoln.

Mineral....

-| Beeding

WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Works

Act—Continued

OF LAND MANAGEMBENT-—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Type of project Name of project

| Water development. ... ... .
Post cutting B iy ; |
Water dov u»I:u-uum £
Water u:l!lrn' - -
Timber stand 1||.|,::un 'I'Iu nt_.
Fencing. . : -

| Road construe tion._

Willow Creek

...do

Washoe. ...
-.do

Mount Domse. _
Brock Gulch
Douglas Cit
== : | Junction C
Timber stand improveme ot it

Forest site improvement
|

I{u.uj construction. - ing access. . .......

Detention dams
Cheek dams
Chaining and seeding
Plowing and seeding

| Brush cont rol

Feneing
Water deve 1n|-|iwnt
Detention dams. ..

| Paso urea_
do
do
. do
1etion Greaser Creek
Spring development.
Fence e
Detention dams
Check dams
\\ alls.. ..
Chaining and wwi]nu
Reereation facilitles

Romd construetion
Recreation facilities
ii“
e pruning
ree thinning
I'ree pruning
| Recreation (scilities
Tree pruning
Roud construetion
| Recreation Mmeilities
T'ree pruning 3 . e
| Road eonstruction Truck trails.
.| Silver Tip..
20 locations..
Weatherman draw.___

Reservoir i
Drop structure.

Road construction. ...

Building construetion_ . Callente lookout.
Caliente fire building
Caliente warehouse ___

| Caliente vehicle storage
Meadow Valley Wi
White River Dave
Lake Valle
Mount Wils
6 sites

.| 148 mi

| Patterson Wash.

l...-.do.. a

| Beneh-Crolin.

| Milt Well.
Mount Corey. ...
Lucky Boy
China Camp.
Cottanwood_.

.| Walker Lake

| Highway

. do. ¥
Recreation facilities
= T g
r|n

We !I drilling.
Fence

Detenti

Gully plug
Holding
Seeding
Repeater station
Recreation facil

| Mount WHson. ..aereresames

105

Acceleration
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Aet—Continued

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT-—Continued

[In thousands of dollurs]

Btate and area Type of project Name of projoct

Category: Bee. 5(b)—Con.|

New Mexico
Catron Wells e cemeeeeene| & IDCAtioONs
Reforestati ~ P -0 = i
Cirant. Mesquite er ti wee-=---| Varlous project=
Rodent control........... SIS RO L )
Frosion control ; ; Gran
MeKinley s I e .
Rio Arriba... tecre ol ---| Rio Grande Gorge
00—
15 Lio Arriba
ush eontrol ¢ ST
Sandoval s toad construe A gnnacio Chayez

do.

San Juan

T tion
Brush eor
800010 e ee.... Feroo.

Valencia
Oregon

Clatsop .

Columbia...

\in scotlon B_ .

BO00 posts
100 miles. .
I'r Y

2 construction
t eutting e
| Roud and building maintenance_ _




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963 107

Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

LAND MANAGEMENT—Contlnoued

[In thousands of dollars]

BUREAU OF

Btate and area

5(b)

Utabh—Continoed
Emery

Sec,

Cytegory:

Garfield

Jusb

Sanpete. ... ..

Okn-
Oreille,

Washinglon: Ferry,
nogan, Pend
and Stevens,

W voming

Big Horn

Lincoln.._....

Total. ...

Caterory: Bubstantial
Unemployment

California:
Eureka
10

Pueblo..

F!
Color: |<1u

Oregon:
Klamath Falls

North
Bay.

Bend-Coos

-Con, |
|

Type of project

Recreation construction
Rezervoir construction
Past cutting
Bullding construction
Road construction
Recreation construction
do
fl!u
ite improvement
tand improvement

Post cutting

.L-;-rm_r maintenanee
Juilding construction

Post eutting

il seeding

Pruning and thinning..

Road construction
Recreation constructi
Detention dam..
Heforestation
s improvemen
nd improve
il construetion
- I.II

It|r|.<l||u: construc nnn

JAla

W nter -lt“n"nl ment

Forest ins
Road ms

1 eontrol...
intgnance. .

Timber st 1 improvement
Road construction

do.
- [

-.do
o
Recreation faellities
[ e
do.
a0 esa
do. =
Bite |11|||ru\- uu 111
d prod
Iru pruning
Stream clearan e
Road construction
o SRS
S0 ve
o
~.do..
Recreatlon facilities
-.do...

Name of project

‘anyon lands truck tralls.

an Rafael. .

| Cunyon rim -
| Panorama Houte

Butte..
cliff. ..

A ilante Canyon
Calf Creek Relishing se
Bawmill. ..

MeMillan. .

16 miles

10 gprings
Escalunte

| 140 miles.

25 miles

Big Horn
Five S8prings

| Smith
| Bweetwater
| Kemmer

Pine Creek_.._..
locations. ..

| Pine Cre

Maorene Gul oh
k

Keno A
Keno O .
Gerber Re -..rum i

ind B

| Parker

| North Fork Coquille Ridge. .

Topsy
Chase Mountain.
Coscade Trail

Middle Creek
North Fork Coquille River

Purnt Mountain Spur
Coos Bay 8pit
Burnt Mountain C.
Pack Creek

Bear Creek
Cherry Creek

abin_
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
let—Continued

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT-—Contlnued

[In thousands of dollars)

State and area Type of project Namo of projoot

Category: Substantial
Unemployment—Con,

Oregon—Continued
North  Bend - Coos | Recreation facilities cnevemsa-ness| C00S Bay Spit
Bay-—Continued :

Stream clea i
Roseburg. . .. : Road construction . Cow Creek “C"_.. £
-do_. Boulder-12 mile-Union ©
Day Creek e
| Canton Creek..
| East Fork Roch Creek

_-do._ E
Alemeda

do -
rereation facilities, .
do 5 = .a nv
o, " = Lone - =
do.... s —~—r" | Wolf Creek Trall ...
..o e e s RN Susan Creek Falls
Planting and seeding. -
Site improvement __
Beed production.
Thinning and pruming
Stream clearance.
Snag felling is i
Utah: Provo-Orem.......| Post cutting. . = . 00 posts....
Rodent eontrol -
Pruck trafls : - -
Building construction : Ronneville offiee

a ) ISR S5

INDIAN AFFAIRS

Category: Bec. 5(a)

Callfornis: Round Valley.| A—Road construction and Im- | Reservation roads..
provement
Washington: Quinault. = B

Total
Category:

Oklahoma: Five Civi- |
lized Tribes,
Nevada: Walker River

Washington:
Mekah i
Spokane. .

Total, Washington. e

Aluska |
Bristol Bay....___.__.| A—Repair and maintenance of |
bulldings and otilities,
A—Major alterations to buildings
and utilities.
Norton SBound. . .. A—Repair and malntenance of
buildin nd atilities,
A—Major alterations to buildings |
and utilities,
Cook Inlet............| A—Repair and maintenance of
bulldings and utilities.
A~—Major alterations to buildings
and utilities
Southeast.............| A Repair and malntenance of
buildings and utilities,
A—Major alterations to bulldings
and utilities. |
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Projecty available

Btate and area

Category: Sec. 5(b) ('ul:.!

Oklshoma: Five Civilized |
tribes, |
|

for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued
INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued
[In thousands of doliars]

Type of project

A—Repair and maintenance of |
buildings and ntilities. |

A—Major alterations to huildings
und utilities.

Total, Oklahoma. ... |..

Total.

Arlzona:
R e st iiamie
Whiteriver
Parker...
Keams Canyc i
Window Rnck i
el
Susecaton
San Carlos
Valentine .
Colorado: Ignneio. . ...
Florida: Hollywood . _
Idaho:

Lapwal
Kansas: Horton_.
Mississippl: Philadelphia
Montann:

Brownlng

Dixon

Harlem__.

Poplar

Crow Awm

Nebraska: Win t.'h-lj!l’l-‘ X b

Nevads: Stewart. ..
New Mexico:
Dulee
Mescalero .
Albnguerque. ...
Zunl.. S
North C lran
North Da

Blecourt....
Oklahoma:

Muskogee

Pawhuska.

Concho. ...

Anadarko.

Pawnes

Shawneo
Oregon:

Warm Springs_._

South Dakota:
le Butte

Fort Duchesne
Washington:
Coulee Dam
Toppenish._ .
Wyoming: Fort W -u-!nkts\

Total.....

Arizona:
Colorado River.

Fort Apache___

Oila River............
Hopi. . .

Hopi._.__.

Navajo
Navajo...

A—Colorado River._..
A—Fort Apache
A—Fort Yums. ..
Hopl. ...
\1

A— f'imn .

A—>S8an Car
A—Truxton Conon
A—Consolidated Ute
A—Seminole

A—Fort Hall.
A—Northern Idaho.
A—Potawatoml. ..
A—Choctaw.

| A—Blackfeet. .o
| A—Flathead. ..
A—Fort Belknap
A—Fort Peck...
A—Crow_...
A—W irun-lmrn
A—Nevada Ageney........

A—Jiearilla. ”
A—Mescalero. ...

| A—United Pueblos.
A—Zuni

| A—Cherokee

A—Fort Berthold..
A—Standing Roek. .
A—Turtle Mountain____....
A—Five Tribes. cceeeenres
.| A—Osnge_ . _ .
| A—Cheyenne .:\r:.m:'slm
A—Kilows
Pawnee. .. . -
—8hy \Mlm____.__.___A___‘__l

A—Warm Springs__. ...
| A—Umatills_ .o reneaaa
A—Cheyenne River
A—Plerre. - oo oo
A—FPine Ridge.
A—Rosebud. .

-—Bisseton. -
A—Ulintah and Oursy........

A-Colville
A—Yakima... ..
A—Wind River.

..| A—Road construction and

provement,
P
do.. ... — sl owpis W0 = e
A—Alrstrip construction and im- | Alrstrip.
provement,
A—Road construction and im- | Reservation roads. . ...
provement.
o

provement,

{
| A—Airstrip construction and im- l
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration

State and area

ry: Secs. (b)—Con;
1— Continued

Papago
Salt River..___
San Cuarloa

I"otal

Idaho:
Coeur d'Alene,

Fort Hall.
Nez Perce_ ..

Total. ..
Minnesoty
Minne 1
M ississiy

Northern
Choctaw

Montana

Winne
Nevada: Py

New Mexico:
savajo. ... ..
M

Heardlin

United Pueblos

Zuni

Taotal .
North Cuarollng;

Cherokes,

North Dakoti:
Fort Berthold
Fort Totten
Btanding Rook
Turtle Mountain

Total e
Oregon; Warm Springs

South Dakota:
Cheyenne River..
Crow

Brule
Pine Pidge...
I

Utah:
Navajo.

Uintah and Ouray.___|.__.
DO s

Total.....

Croek-Lower

Actl—Continued

INDIAN AFFAIRS

[In thousands of dollars]

ind  m-

constrictlon and Ime-

Road construction and i
avement
o

do
“Tdo
do
do
o

do

construction und  im-

Alrstrip construction and fm-
proverment
construction
ement

and im- | |

Road construction and  fm-

|
provement |

do

Houd nstruction and  tm-
provement.

do_.
do

do

Hoad construction
provement.
.do

Alrstrip construction and im-

und  im-

provement,

He

RHe:

PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

Continued

Name of project

Reservation Roads_ |

do
do.

Reservation roads

servation roads.

Alrstrip

srvution roads

“Roservation roads

do
do.

sservation ronds

servation roads.

.\!'T.H!H['.
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued

|In thou=ands of dollars]

Type of project Nume of project

Con,
ashingtorn
Colville..o oo oo .| A—Road construction and m Reservation ro
provement.
341 v AN — L e do.....

Reservation romd
nns,
: Wind River.__|....

4, 008

Colorado River......._... 1,132

Balt River e T 172

San Carlos projeet._._ . 404

. - Pine Piver. o oo 104

Idaho: Fort Hall =5 T P e Te e - J O N s R s LS ]
Montans; |

Crow Ageney...... - i oL s A—Crow. ... L - L 111

Browning LS SR S R Blackfvet- .. ... 104

Fort Belknap - 27

. e Lk R Pl e el Fort Peck RS 1584

Nevada: ¢ ' e ot . L / Duck Valley... 120
New Mexico: |

Albuguerque e o N X Middle Rio Grande Puob-

los,
Do.... e e et an . Miscellaneous Pueblos
Shiprock... J 1

Wa rton: Wapato. .

Wyoming: Fort Washakie

Total...

Forestry
Arizona:
Fort Apache Hes- | A—Fire-hazard reduction
ervation.
A—Timber-stand improvement
A—Horse and [oot trail con-
struction.

A—Timber stand Improvement

San Carlos.... .. .--do. -

Total.....

M innesnta:
Northern Minne- | A—Relorestation..
sotn  Heserva
tion area,
Horse and foot trail construe-

wr stand improvement. ... ..

A—Refores il i
Timber stand improvement.

Montana:
kfeet......._.| I—Timber stand improvement. _

Flathead . __ A—Fire harard reduction. _______.|

A—Horse and foot trail construe-
tion,

A—Timber stand improvement. . .

Northern Chey- fo.... i

enne,
Rocky Boys. .

Total... ...
New Mexico: Mesca-
lero.

Oregon: Warm
sSprings.

80609—62——8
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Worlks Acceleration
{et—Continued

INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued

[Tn thousands of dollars)
Btate and area Type of project Name of project

Category: See. 5(b)—Con,

Forestry—Continued
Washington;
Calvilla. s etion

foot trail con-
r stand improvement

Yakima A ¢ hazard reduction
Timber stand Improvement .

: North A—Poforestation . -
Tisconsin | A—Timber stand improvement.

Grand total._.__._.

Arizonn;
Fort Apache....._....| A—Repalr and maintenance of
buildings and utilities,
A—Mujor alterations to baildings
and utilities
Glla River.......... A—Repair and maintenanee of |..
bufldings and utilities. |
Major alterations of buildings
nd utilities
Hopd e a ] maintenance of
and utilities. |
A—Major altorat 5 to buildings
and utilities,
Papago_..____. cee-| A—=Repalr and maintenance of
hu ngs and atilities,
A—Major alterations to buildings |
and utilities,
Navajo......... A—Repair and maintenance of
buildi nd utilities. |
A—Major alterations to buildings
d utilities |
SHan Carlos : A—Repair and maintenance of |
buildings nnd utilities,
1 terations to bulldings
s
Bult River.. — and  maintensnee  of
and utilities
rations to buildings.|

Pima. ... ~F I maintenance of

Total

Colorado
Consolidated Ute. y tepafr and maintenance of
ings and utilities,
A—Maljor rations to bulldings |
and utilitie

Total

Florida:
Seminole 3 | lepi and maintenance of

A—Major altern to buildings
and wtilitie




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063 113

Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleralion
Act—Continued
INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

State and area Type of project Name of project

Category: Bec. 5(b)—Con, |

Idaho:
Fort Hall - --| A—Repair and mal tenance of
and uti
A \'l ajor alterstions to buildings |
and utilities
Nex Perce. ... --| A—R und maintensnee of |_.
buildings and utilities,
A—Major alterations to buildings
and utilities,

Total

Minnesota:
Northorn .\I:nn-.-sfu:n._| A—Repair and maintenance of |
buildings and atilities
A—Major alterations to bulldings |
and atilities,

Total........

Mississippi:
ChoctaW...e.veeeeeee.| A—Repair and maintenance of
buildings and utilities,
A—Major alterations to buildings
and utilities.

Total

Montana:
Blackfeet. ... .........| A—Repalr and maintenance of
bufldings and utilities,
A—Major alterations to bulldings
and utilith
Crow. ceanseneasess| A—Repair and maintenance of
buildings and utilities.
A—Mujor alterations to baildings
and utilities.
Flathead. ... veee| A—Repair and maintenance of
bulldings and utilities,
A—Major alterntions to buildings|. ...
and utilities.
Fort Belknap.........| A—Repalr and muaintepance of}
buildings and utilities.
A—Major alterations to bulldings |
and utilities,
Fort Poek. ... _....| / Reps and maintenance of ! =
s and ntilities.
r alterntions to bulldings
and utilities, |
Northern Cheyenne A—Repalr and maintonance of |-
buildings and utilities, |
A—Major alterations to buildings
and utilities,
Rocky Boys.... | A—Repair and maintenance of |
buildings and utilities.
Major alterations to buildings | _.._.__..._____.___.
and utilities. |

Total...

Nebraska:
Omaha-Winnebago...| A—Repalr and maintenance of
buildings and utilities.
A—Major alterutions to buildings
and utilities.

Total

rvada:
Pyramid Lake........| A—Repalr and maintenace of
bulldings and utilities,
| A—Major alterations to buildings |.
and utilities,
Nevada Ageney (Car- | A—Repair and maintenance to
son City). hm!slmga and utilities,
~Muajor alterations to buildings |
<m<| utilities.

i, ST R
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued

{In thousands o fdollars)

State and area Type of project Nams of project

Category: Sec, 5

New Mexleo:
Acoma... 4 i ind malntenanes  of
and utilities.
terntions to bulldings

loleta "HE. Lo and maintenance of
und ntilities
erations to buildings
ities,
Laguna. ; .| A=} and maintenance of
nd utilities
tions to buildings

Jemez.. T a8 Lo maintenanee of
nid urikitde
A—N\ alterstions to bulldings
und atilities,
and maintenance of
nnd utilities
/ nlteratlons to b
and mtilition
Mescalero. ... ... A — e pamir ntenance of
nd uti .
jor alterations to buildings
and utilities,
Remah, .. Lo nnd maintenanee of
and utilities

=anto Domingo
3 buildings

Zunj Gk it 5 roand maintenance of
nd utilities

erutions to buflding:

Navajo
ilities
8 to buildings

l'otal. .

North Dakota
Fort Berthold........| A—Repair matntennnes
and arilities
alterntions to budldings
and utilities,
Fort Totten. ... A—Repalr and maln
buils

Standing Rock. ... il mainte
and atilit
alterations to bulldings
i utilities
Turtle Mountain. . A—Repair and maintenanes of
buildin
A—Major a i to bulldings
und utd

Total.

North Carolina:
Cherokee. ... | A—Repair and maintensnce of
buildings utilities
A—Major alteratic to buildings
and utilities,




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 19063

Prajects avaslable for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued
INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued
[1n thousands of dollars]

State and area I'ype of project Name of project

Cotegory: &

Oregon:
Warm Springs

Umatilla_. .. ... | A— r aintenance of

Tolal.

South Dakota:
Cheyenne River.

Crow Creek

Pine Ridge

lons to build

Yokima. ...

Grand total______. S Y ST T

19 62
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continned

| In thousands of dollars]

Btate and area Type of project Name of project

Category; See. §(by—Con.
¥

Arizona:
Colorado River Employee quarters
Fort Apache | ~do.... el
Municipal center -
Giila River... E quarters.
A -
HoD) . e aiaaau]| B (UATLErs. ..
Navajo S | MR I s
—~Witer systems
Administration bollding
Papago. ... Employee quarters - |
Ban Coarlos.. .o .c.... Water and sewnse systems. ... .|.____ " i e
Employee quurters e i ey 490
Balt River. .......c...|.c...do T | 80

Total sl o = st S kT = L e el 17, 580
Minnesota: Northern —Employee quarters. .. ..oooeovoloeo.. - i e 160
Minnesota | |

Montana |
Blockfeet. ..ceveeeen- Employee quarters......_......|. .. b i e e aaiiad 214
| Flrostatlon . _____ Sy = e St e 0
-Administrative bullding e B s e i gt 200
—Munlcipal center. ... ... _. S . S i 150
0] o) Fym A T { Emplovee quarters = 1 Rl - 260
Flathead... . ........| I—Admlinistrative bullding B REEE. ST =1 200
| Municipal center. .. __. - i el i 150
Fort Belknap...... | I—Employee qunrters_.__. . e e R e 30
Fort Peck - | dn b el = el = W 160
Administrative building e {EE 8 e 200
Northern Cheyenne. . Employes quarters M0

Total. .. = Sy . 1 22M

Nebraska: Winnebago. = .I-.Im;al'.a. ﬂ;‘--]ilnrh'-.r:i- . - s P - 160
Nevada: Pyramid Lake. | Municlpal center.. .. ........ . L8 g b e el 150
Administrative huilding e ; S R | 200

Employee quarters < e . 160
Navajo = e do... : i b E el o e s s fi, D00
Administrative bullding i IS —— . . ——s] 200
Ramah v Water svetem . = 3] s i =y I s = 50
2 SRS R e g PRl e 50

Employee quarters_. ahaa e e e B s 400

Total ..

10, 060

North Caroling: Eastern | Employee quarters. _......_. T T S era ) 120

Cherokee. I —Water and sewer systems Ll Lo - = 260

Total.... i)

North Dakota:

Fort Berthold -===| I—Employeo quarters..._.__..... ’ s —y o 1, 380

Fort Totten | Water and sewer systems . i P e 120

Employee quarters_......._. et o 200

Standing Rock.... S 1. B s o g Wl i -t e i 1,40

; Municipal center.__.._. =3} 5 250

Turtle Moontain, ____ -Emplovee quarters 1, 000
Total. .. .

Oregon: Warm Springs. Employee quarters_.__._.

South Dakota:
Chay o River......|.....do
Creek-Lower

Pins Ridge. ......_..|._...do -
Administrative

Rosebnd ... ... Employee quarte

o s N W 7 e

Grand total ... _.




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Projects available for allocation of funds under Pulilic Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

INDIAN AFFAIRS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

State and area Type of project Name of project

Category: Substantial
unemployment

California: Hoopa........| A—Road construction and im- | Reservation rosds
provement

Florida: Blg Cypress -«| A—Airstrip construction and im- | Alrstrip
provement
Road construction and im- | Reservation roads._ ... .
provement,

Total
Okluhoma: §
gL ——

Arizona: Colorado River..| A—Repalr and mainténance of
bulldings and utilities
A—Major alterations to buildings |
| and utilities

okl e

Crand total....

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Category:

Kentucky cass=ea=| Roads and tralls . Abraham
Hist X
Counly)
Buildings and utilities kv v e ima e O e
Roads and trafls_ _____ : | C |1-rl1ru|| (iap N £
Historical Park (Bell
County).
| Buildings und utilities e |
Maryland . ... .. ... Roads and tralls_ .. SRR [/ atmn National Battlefield
and Cemetery (Wash-
ington County).
Buildings and utilities . i do e ki
Roads and trafls ... __. . & 0. Canal Nutional Mon-
ument (Allegany, Washing-
ton, Frederick, and Mont-
gomery Counties).
Buildings and utiligies. ... ... -|+=<--d0..
Roads and trails. . -| Harpers Ferry National Mor
| ument (W 'Num,luu Coun-
| iy).
LT AR SO TR, s cenmae=ee| Glacler National Park (Gla.
eler and Flathead).
Buildings and utilitles . ... _{.._..do_.___. -
Mauassachusetts. ... .| Roads and trails._. Minute Man National Hifs-
torical Park (Middlesex
County)
Bufldings and utilities do |
Roads and trails Balem Muaritime National His- |_.
torical Site (Essex County).
Buildings and utilities do
Ohio.. . Roads and trails Mound © I.E\ Giroup N stional
Monument (Ross County).
Buildings and utilitics do iy
Pennsylvania. .-:.| Roads and tralls i Fort Necessity 1
Bulldings and utilities Battlefield Site
Connty).
Buildings and utilities A do
Tennessee . - Roads and trails Cumberland Gap National
Historical Park (Claiborne
County)
Buildings and utilities i do
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration

Act—Continued

NATIONAL IPARK SERVICE—Continued

Name of project

onal Historical
San Juan)
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE—Continued

|In thousands of dollurs)

Type of projec N of project

Maine .... Roads and trails e - Acadin National Park (Han-
« Knox Counties).
and utilities
Michigan._.... L Lo und trail

Ruil and ntilities
New Mexico . Hoads and br

Buildings and utilities %
National Monu-
al and Santa |
|
sl Mon
and |

M [\.|||
o = e
Morro National Monu

I*l. Idings anc - (
tonds and tradls 2 fort U National Monu-
f -.\:I ra County)
Bu
i CGHla CHIT uuu 111 ngs Nuatic nal
Monument (Catron
County

Ciran Qu National Monu-
ment (' T »and Socorro
Lountes)

do s s
.| Navajo Reservoir (San Juan
Clounty).

North Carolina

Minnesota

Buildings and utilities : - weatl T
Mississippl. . cccveceescaas| Roadsand tralls. .ccooaeo~ooaoio | Natehez T
("Tishomir , 12
'-1]||| », Pontotoe,
/ Waohster,
a, Lag

Vicksburg '\l[lnss\l \'[||'I\]'j
Park (Warren County).
jullding ilities. ... 1 do | 4 JU
North Carolina. ..........| Roads: ils ‘ape Hatteras National Sea-
s ation Area (Dare
Hyde Counties
Buildings and utilities AT | 568
Roads and trafls. ........._.....| Great Smoky Mountains Na- | 1,000
tional ] ar wood and
Swain
Buildings and utilities. . ...____. ..o £ = 84d
Oklahoma. -« ceecacerinaaa] RO - | R att Nati nal Park (Murray o1

Buildings and utilities_ ... - e e i e 320
6. (R—— 0 1, Tl g YTy | R S - H National Me-
| (o ounty),
Bulldings and utilities A . b e
Roads and trails i ot n Cave National Monu- |
(Josephine County).
Buildings and utilities t -
Tennesses. .- i - Roads and trails : SR ills Parkway (Blount,
ier, and Cocke Counties). |
Buile and utilities = .do |
| Hoad 1 trails ceneenan| Oreat Smoky \i-:m:rmh Na-
| tional Park (Cocke, Blount,
and Sevier O nll!!!lL‘ )
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PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS,

1963

Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration

Btate and area

Aect—Continued

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE—Continued

[In thousands of dallars]

Type of project

Category: See, 5(h)
Indian—Con,

Tennessee—Con,

Utah.....

Virginia. .

Washington. .. _

Wyoming ..o oo,

Virgin Islands. . ... _...

Total, 5(b).

Category: SBubstantial un-
employment

Caltfornin

Florida

Loulsiana

Mississipy

Buildings and utilitles. .. .......

Roads and trails

Bulldings and utilities
Hoads and tralls

Bulldings and utilities
Roads and trails

Buildings and utilities
Roads and trails.

Buildings and utilities. .
Roads and trails. ... ..

Buildings and utilities
Roads and trails

Bulldings and utilities
Roads nnd trafls

Bulldings and utilities
Roads and trails.

Buildings and utilities
Roads and tralls

Bufldings and utilities
Roads and trails

Buildings and utilities

| Roads and trails

Buildings and utilities
Hoads and tralls

Buildings and utilities
Roads and trails

Buildings and utilitles
Roads and trails

Buildings and ufilities.
Roads and trails

Bulldings ¢
Roads and tra!lq

Bufldings and utilities__
Roads and trails_ ...

Buildings and wtilities_. ...

--| Natchez

.| Bequoia

Jeirndo.

Name of project

Great Bmoky Mountains Na-
tional Park (Cocke, Blount,
and Sovier Countles).

Trace Parkway

(Davidson, W !11I-\|n40n |

v li!.kwnn. owis, |

Lawrence, and Way 111\

Countles).

| do.. - e
| Shiloh Nutional Military Park
(Hardin County). |
do. v i <l
Bryes Canyvon National P
(Kane and Garfleld Coun-
I.'it‘- .

| H.Illt- Iiilﬂ.n Inrk\nu\ “(Albe-
i marle, Augusta, Nelson, |
Rru-kllridrv, Amherst, Bad-
ford, Botetourt, Re
[r'\nk!m Floyd, P
Carroll, and Grs nwml oun-
ties).
| da
i Coulee Dam National Recre-
ation Area (Ferry, Cirant,
Okanogan, and Stevens
Countles)
= R R e e e e
Iymple National Park (Clal-
lam, Grays, Jefferson, and
Masgon Counties).
do A S A
Fontenelle Reservolr Rec
tion Area (Lincoln Count
-.-do AT
Buck Island Reef
Island).
lenee.do L e WL
| Christinnstod Nationnl His-
torical Site (St. Croix
Island).
do. 1 e e _____I
IV irein Tsiands Natlonal Park |
(8t. Thomas and 8t. John |
Islands),

“(Buck

| Cabrillo National Monument
(8an Diego County). |
o

—--| Death Valley National Mona- |

ment (83an Bernardino Coun- [
l) ).

ment rH.twr-m:- rmd Ban
Bernardinoe (nmll)}

..do = AT

ei o m)nll
National Park (Fresno and
Tulsre Counties),

Park
'\-innnx» and Colller

fonal Historl-
(':il Park (8t. Bernard Par-
| ish).
Ackis Battleground » {ational
Monument (Lee County),




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRI

Projects avaiiable
Act—Continued

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE:

ATIONS,

1963

for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration

—Continoed

[In thousands of dollars]

State and area Type of project

Oategory® Substantial un-|
employment—Con.

s
|
]
|

Missiskippl—Continued | Roads anid-trails

Bulldings and utilities. .
Ronds and trails.

Buildings and utilities
New Jersoy Roads and trails.
Bulldings and utilities_ ___
Roads and trafls.

Buildings and utilities.
Oregon Roads and trails.
Bufldings and utilities.

Pennsylvanin. Roads and trafls. .. ._._... R

Buildings and utilities. . .
Roads and trails

Pennsylvanin

Buildings and utilities
Roads and trails

Bufldings and utilities

Tennessee | Roads and tralls

Bulldings and utilities

West Virginia Roads and traila

DT

GEOLOGICAL BURV

: Sec. 5(a)

Other conservation measures (test
drilling by commercial wall
drillers in depressed areas).

| All other construction (construc-
tlon and rehabilitation of shel-
ters, cableway, access tralls and

Do.

|l |ll‘1l'])\‘.’l'il'i]

Nume of project

Brices Cross -Roads- Natlonal
Battlefield Site (Lee Coun-
1y)

..... do..
’I upelo “National Battle
| Site (Lee County),
ge .

Edison Laborstory Nationsl
\!riummu-nl (Essex County).

do._ :

“Morristown National Histori-
€ ;(1l Park (Marris Coanty). |

0 P S S N A |

Crater Luke National Park

(Klamath County).
| IIrlpvvu'I Village National
Historical Site (Berks Coun-

ational Military |
Addams Co

-lh-ll \-hun,
Park (
do
toriesl Park f]lt!illl‘]lhil'l
(‘mlnl)'i
d

Chatta-

nmuu Natlonal Military

I'uirk (Hamilton County).

ao

Huuwr‘- ! nl.lnlml

Monu monr, (Jefferson
County).

i 00

EY

Giround-water exploration.

Facllities for water resources
data collection.

other facllities for gathering data |

on quantity and of
watler).
Other conservation measures (top-

ographic mapping operations).

quality

Do...

Total_...

Category: Sec., 5(b)

Hawall (Hawall County).| Research facilitles (trench and lay
underground power cable, re-
pair observatory bullding, and

Flold surveys.....ccecerecnea-

Hawailan Voleano Observa- |

tory.

construct two residences for em- |

ployees and their families).
| Other conservation measires (test
drilling” by
drillers in depressed areas).
| All other construction (construc-
tion and rehabilitation of shel-
ters, cableway, scoess tralls, and
other facilities for gathering
data on quantity and quality of
water).
Other conservation
(topographic
tions).

MNationwide

Do...

Do. MessUras

mapping opera-

’l‘uls}.__..-._.._....‘

Ground-water axploration

commercial well |

Facllitles for water resources
data collection.
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Prajects available for allocation of funds under Pullic Works Acceleration
Aet—Continued
GEOLOGICAL SURVEY—Continued
State and area U'ype of p Nume of project
Category: See, 5(b) Indlan
Natlonwido. .oeeeoe-... wervation o ures (test iround-water exploration. . .

R construe- | Faellitl W WateT resources
olion

for ga r
y und quality of

(tope-

Nutlonwide = 1 . G Ground-waler exploration

Do -~ I L 1 ‘acilitles for ' FESOUrees

ition  measures

mapping o

Total

1 nler - -
Ant  respnrch center.....

Morgan- - 2 : Morgantown research center

Pennsylvania:
8 Minp-fire contro - Bouth B¢

hamokin o . Coal Kt

Mt Carme
Pott - Lehighton LT . . . 8t and
Uni t . ---d0 . == Houth Uni
Tt "
Pittshurgh
Do

Kentucky: Mlddlesbare-
Harlan
Pennsylvania: 8t. Marys
Kentu 3 l'ennessee, S Tl on pilot
ginia: Cumber- 1
N,
vania: Southwest _ ( 2 water drainage

Ohin: Northeast
West Virginin: N
provide
nd Lo remove
Pennsyly Anthrocite ¢h on
mining 1 ; deterr

and costs of extin

Total




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Projects available jor allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued
BUREAU OF MINES—Continued

{In thous s of dollars]

Type of projec Name of project

Category: Sec. 5(b)

Utah
Emery County.......| Mine-fire control......-. Enst Quitchupah
B - .--40
arbon C do....
West Virgin Reclamation pilot project
County,

Total. ..

Mine-fire control -----| Navajo wine fire
d g - cenrenens| OWl Creek Nos,
Uie Mountain. .

BUREAU OF COMMERCIAI

Category: See. 5(n)

Vessal construelic

| Building construction

Category: Bec.
Alaska:

Olsen Bay (Prince | Repalrs and Improvements. ...
Sound

Karluk Lake..
Ketchikan

Maine; Boothbay bor.| Water supply

Repalrs and improvements
13

Rehabilitation of bulldings Hams

Building construction (4
noes,




PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 19
Projects uvailable for allocation of funds under Public Waorks Aeceleration

BUREAU OF COMMERCIAL FISHERIES

State and nrea

Category:
amployment—Con
Mississippi
port
Ohilo
Taoledo 1

Blloxi-Gulf-

Do

Total

! Or any other eligible county from which the

BUREAU OF BPORT

Category

Mlinols: Willinmson, Jack-
son, and Unjon Coun-
ties,

Kentucky
Lyon €
Muryland:
Clowr r|l\
M chusetts
( .un!\
New Jersoy
County

Trigg and

ntjes,
Dorehester

Essex

Atlantio

Crawford
County

Michigan
County.

choolerndt

M Innesota
County

Kansus: Crawford County

North Carolina; R
mond County

Ohlo: Guernsey County

n County

Yakima County
inia Gireen-
I;| ler County

Tota

1, 8. Sla)

Category: Sec. 5(h)

Alabamn:
ty.

Madison Coun-

Substantial un- |

FISHERIE

Act—Continned

[1n thousands of dollars)
¥ |

Type of project |

fessel repadr.

Tmpre

AND WILDLIFE,

I-—Water Impoundment facilities
Iind rehabilitation and timber
stand improvement, ros Is,
tr buildings, and reereation
development,

da__.

do
do.

'-\ ater impoundment ficllities
5 Iro
ition, roads
25, and recreation

.\\ |r-r.m ipoundment faeflitios,

[ stlon devel-
opment,
I —Waler impoundment facilities,
soil and moist conservation,
i tation 1l timber

1l lmprovement,

, and recre

8, pipolines, ¢

pipelinges
roads,
equipment

A—Land,

s, tanks,
pond,

ponds,
o and ¢
,-u! replaceny

pipel

dences, m<l equipr

Water

impr
buaildin

BRANCH OF

Crab Orel

seney

63

Continoed

Nume of project

Repairs to exploratory vessel
Gearge M. Bowers.

Improvements and repairs to
exploratory vessel Kaho,
ements and repairs to
p 17

vessel A

low bid may be recejved,

WILDLIFE

ard Natlonal Wild-
life Refuge

Kentuek v Wood
nl Wikdlife Refy
Bleekwater Natie
fuge
r River Nationa] Wild-
+ Refuge.,
itine Nutional
Kofuge.

] Wildnir

Wildlife

Erie Natlonal Wildlife Refug

Nautional Wildlife

ational

Wildlife
Natlonal Fish

Kinney Ake
Fish Huatchery,

M National

Benecaville Natlonal Fish

Hatchery

Entint National Fish Hatch

Natlonal Fish

screen project

springs Na.

tional Fish Hatchery

Nutional  Wildlife

HEFUGESR



Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works
Continued

Cate

Alas

PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS,

BUREAU OF

State and arca

pgory: See,

ka

Aleutian Island,

Arks

Cal
[0

Color

Ce
LE LT
C

Iy

Me

Kansuy

Kentucky:

Mauaine

Kenal....

Kodiak..........

AISH

L& nlu nden Clounty

Desha-Phillips Coun-
ties.

ifornia: Siskiyou

ULy

do: Ala
unty,
irgla
mnty.

maoss

Culhoun -
weer Counties
Rice County

Lafayette

County.

Ma

rviand

County.

Mis

§ lel. IIil'Ill
Countles

Washington County

souri: W

MelIntosh

Jersuy -

Fulton Coun-

Washington

wne County

SPORT

I

I

A

Act

FISHERIES AND
REFUGES

WILDLIFE,
Continued

1963

BRANCH OF

[In thousands of dollars]

Type of project

Buildings and lnnd rehabilita-
bufldings,
., and recrea-
Jopunent,
sreational development ¢
buildings

Water impoundment facilities,
soll and mo

baail
apment.
Water impoundmer .
fUre Consery: atic on,
abilitation and timber
lr|||il'\l\l‘l ent,
buil

stand
ails,

et faedlities,
conservation,
|I‘|||r itlon, rowds, trails,
g, uud recreation devel-
opment

o

Water impoundment facilitios,

impoundment {

ol
u ree: rn .l|ral|

W :l|l| Lo 1I|.4 "ll.' n
k)l' and molstu

[ pment
Laboratory

P imponndment (s

and recreation

witer im pound-
I uur facd st.u N

Watler Impouns 1t facili

ties; soll and mois Y COMSCrVe
tlon: land rehnbdlitation

and recrne

Name of project

Aleution [slands

Kenal National Moose Range

Kodink
Refuge

Natjonal

Wapanoces Nationnl
Refuge,

Wildlife

Hiver Natlonal Wildlife

Klam-
Ref-

und Lower

Mon‘e Vi
life Refuge

Blackbeard Island
Wildlife Hefuge

National Wild-

Nutional

in Natlonal Wikl

llllltuu\ stiona! Wildlife Rel-
uge

Notional  Wildlife

Heelfoot
Refuge.

Southern Wildlife Research
sStation
Moosehorn National Wildlis

Refuge.

Chincot @ National Wild-

life Refu

Glen Martin National Wild-

life Refuge

National

o Natlonal Wildlife

Natlonal Wil
i-.<.|-,._--

Wildlife

Wildlife

125

Acoceleration

WILDLIFE

Sanders National Bi Range

Nevada: Lineoln County | Desert Game Hunge
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BUREAU OF SPORT

State and area

Oklahoma: Johnstor
Muarshall Counti

Olarendon and Berke-
ley Counties,

Jasper County.

Hum-
Decatur

Benton
1 and
Counties,

Utah: Jusb County. .

Washington
Stevens County. . W

odl

Pacifie County

Wisconsin
Junean Cor

PUBLIC

FISHE

WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration

Act

i1 AND
REFUGES

Continued

WILDLIFE,
Continued

BRANCH OF

y 1
Ar

Name of projeet

Mattamuskeet and
quarter National
Hefuges,

Swan

Wildlife

nnd
eition

Tishomingo National Wildlife

eluge,
rehabilita '
bl imges;

Pacific  Northwest Wildlife
Research Statlon,

Carolina
Refuge.

Bandhllls Natlonal

Natlonal Wildlife Ref- |

Notional Wildlife

Nutional Wildlife

s Natlonal Wild

iter and Orellle

tefuge.

Natlonal

pment

Natlonal  Wildlife

1wl Wildlife

ory

Natlonal Fish Hateh-

"ish Hatch-

Norfolk Natlo
ory.

Groers Ferry Dam
Flish Hatchery.

Natlonal

BxXporimental

WILDLIFE
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Works Acceleration
Act—Continued

BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES

AND WILDLIFE, BRANCH OF

REFUGES—{ontinued

[In thousands of dollars]

State and area

Category: Sec. 5(b)—Con.

Maine: Hancock County.

Michigan:
Antrim County
Chippewa County.__.

New Mexico: Guadalupe
County .

Oklashoma:
County

Johnston

Pennsylvania:
Clinton County

Warren County

=outh Carolina
Chesterfleld County
Orangeburg County

Tennesses ¥y County

Fefferson County

Oknnogan County

West Virpinia
County

Randolph

Total see, 5(b)

Coteg

Arizona: Apache County.

New  Mexico
County.

Oterno
Oregon: Warm  Springs
Indinn Reservation.

Total, see. 5(b), In-
dian. .

Category: Substantial
unemployment

New York
County

Genesee

North Carolina:
tuck County.

Curri-

Oregon: Klamath County .|

Mississippi: Lee County.. |

A000D

1—Pands, well,

02——9

Type of project

Pipelines, buildings, road,
landseaping, and equipment,

Racewnys, pipelines, intake
structure, buildings, road, land-
scaping, fencing, and equipment,

Racew
ity lines, rrrul‘- and equipment,

Land, ponds, pipelines, resi-
dence, road, control structures,
and equipment,

Land, Imnfh. bulldings, plpe-
lix al repairs, curbing and
dr vs, and equipment.

sand pipelines, ponds,
buildings, landseaping, and
equipment
Land, racewnys, pipelines, re-
taining structure, and spring
Intake,

Hacewnys, plpelines, bulldings,

landseaping and equipment

r ponds, pipelines
wid equipment
&, ontlet structures, eateh
und p ||-1hr|-
Raorways,
Ings, drive
ing, utilities, s

, build-

Raceways, ponds,
line, well, roads,
and equipment

dam, plpe-
landseaping,

» Waler
pipelines,

Racewnys

pipelines,  and
building.

dam, roads, and re-
n s, ponds,
lines, runldlru' roads,
ing, and »-m!]nm nt.
, pipelines, in-

pipe-
land-

Whater impoundment [acilities,
land rehabilitation and timber
stand improvement, roads,
tralls, buildings, and reereation
development

do.

o -
pipelines, build-
i IUI{I\ and drives, and
sqm;un\fnl

repair, bulldings, ullLu Hiawatha

..| Kiamath

WILDLIFE

Nutme of project

Cralg Brook National Fish

Hatchery.

Jordan River Natlonal Fish
Huatehery,

Forest
Fish Hatchery.
SBanta Rosa National Fish

Hatehery

National

Tishomingo National Fish

Hatchery.

Lamar Natlonsl Fish Hateh-
ery.

Lamar (Tylersville unit) Na-
tional Fish Hatchery
Forest National
I Hatchery,

geburg County National
| _ Fish Hatehery.

Dale Hollow Dam National
Fish Hatehery

Quileene Natlonal Fish

Hatchery

National Fish

Bowden National Fish Hateh-

ory

Williams Creek N
Hatchery

Mescalero National
Hutchery

Warm Springs National Fish |
Hat

OCak Orchard National Wild-
life Refuge,

Mackay Island
Wildlife Refuge.

Forest
Wildlife Rofuge.

Tupelo National Fish Hateh-
ery,

Natlonal

{ational Fish |

Fish

Nutional |

1691

154

195

25, 902
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Projects available for allocation of funds under Public Warks Acceleration
Let—Continued

BUREAU OF SPORT FISHERIES AND WILDLIFE, BRANCH OF WILDLIFE

REFUGES—Continued

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION—CONSTRUCTION BY FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

s road Lo Jond Flaming Gorge Unit, CREP.
| Fish Hatehery

Drainage of irrigated land. .. Klnmuath
Lram and eanal constructio Emoery County
]l unit, MRB.

Montana 1 division, MRB

vll unit, MRB
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DEPARTMERT oF JUSTICE, BUREAT oF I'R1S0XS
the projects being considered for financing under the Public Works
feceleration Act

Amount
12, SIM), (NM)
S, SO0, 000
, 00, 000
L, o0, OO
225, (00
M5, 000
To0, (D)
TOO, OO0
SO0, 000
1, 105, 000
T 8, HO0,000

Berkeley Connties,

Eastern Close Custody Institution, Fayette Connty, Py
Western Women's Institution, Stanislaus County, Calif
Midwestern Youth Imstitution, St. Francois County, Mo . T
Northeastern Youth Institution, Fall River, Mass (]
Maximum Security Institution, Marion, 11 1
1l Reformatory for Women, Alderson, W. Va
1l Correctional Institution, Sandstone, Miun
Chillicothe Reformatory, Chillicothe, Ohio
Ashland Youth Institotion, Ashland, Ky
Allenwood Camp, Lewishurg, Pa :
National Training School, Morgantown, W. Va
Southenstern Youth Institution, Dorchester or
S0 500, 000

Western Close Custody Institution, siskiyou County, Calif__ 2, 500, 000

Total 69, 995, 000

TREASURY DeragrMENT, 1.8, CoasT GUARD

Public works acecleration projects
Dieseription

A. Public works construction ; Amount
1. Building construction-residential, multifamily (11102) ()
Construet public gquarters to provide adequate housing for
mwilitary members and dependents at following locations
(1) Fort Buchanan, Puerto Rieo, 120 units
(2) Annette Island, Alaska, 24 units

(3) Cape Disappointment, Wash,, 6 units

3)
+) Willapa Bay, Wash., 5 units
(3) Neah Bay., Wash., 7 uuits

Building constronction-residential, nonlionsekeeping  (11200) :
ta) Construoct two barracks buildings at Receiving Center,
Cape May, N.J., to replace deteriorated buildings

Building constraction-nonresidentinl, warehouses (12800) : (a)
Constrocet suapply, issue, and storage building at base, Termi-
nal Island, Calif

Resonrees—aconservation and development, erosion control strue-
tures (15600) @ (a) Erosion control at receiving center, Cape
May, N.J

All other construction, wharves (19202) :

(a) Replace wharf, base, Terminal Island, Calif

(B) Construct pier, wharf, and bulkhead at lifeboat station,
lath, Minn -

() Construet bulkhead and boat slip and dredge at moor-
ings, Toledo, Ohio S %

(d) Constract oot seawall at base, San Juan, Puerto
Rico

(e¢) Provide covered wmooring sand piers at lifeboat station,
Yaquina Bay, Lincoln County, Wash

Subtotal

Total construction
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TreAsURY DepARTMENT, U.S. CoasT Guarp—Continued

Public works aoceleration projects—Continued

Deseription
B. Repairs and improvements :
1. Public buildings—nonresidential, transportation (22700): (a)
Reroof hangar building at air detachment, Annette Island,
: T L ———

Amount

Alaska._ _

2. Publie buildings—nonresidential, all other (22900): (a) Re-
habilitate heating system at air station, Traverse City, Mich. 10
3. Highways, other (23900): (a) Rebuild and resurface roads,
parking, and buoy area, base, Ketchikan, Alaska____________ 12
4, Utilities, all other (24900) :
(a) Modernize electrical distribution system, base, Miami,
B i s = S e e
(B) Rehabilitate electrical distribution system, air station,
San Diego, Calif__

Subtotal

5. All other, wharves (29202) :
(¢) Repair concrete wharf piling, base, Terminal Island,
et i AT R R DTN, IRl
(») Renew fender piles and small boat moorings, north
wharf, base, Ketchikan, Alaska st
(e) Paving and soil stabilization in bulkhead area, base,
Bulfalo, N.Y

Subtotal
G. All other, navigation aids (29204) : (a) Convert power from d.c.

to e enrrent and erosion protection, light station, Ship John
Shoal, Bridgeton, N.J_.___.

Total repairs and improvements

Grand total
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TennNessEE VALLEY AUTHORITY
Accelerated public works program in Alabama

[Millions of dollars]

Deseription Location Funds
required

I. Accelerntions of enrrent work:
A. Navigation projects: New Guntersville navigs- | Guntersville Dam (Marshall
tion lock, County).!
B, Publicuse facilities: Guntersville Dam visitor |.....do. ...
fncilities,
11. New work:
A. Research and development facilities
1. Additions and improvements to TVA | Muscle Shoals (Colbert County) 2
fertilizer and munitions research and |
development f ities,
Hepairs and rej ments to TVA fer- -tlo.®
tilizer and munitions research  and
development facilities
B. General T pase facilities
Medieal and general service center ||
2, Principal sceess highway. _ . . :Muscle Shoals (Colbert County) ..
Timber stand improvement on TVA |
reservation,

Total, Alabamn

1. Aeeelerations of current works:
Nane,
I1. New work:
A. Navigation projects:
Hiwassee River dredging
B. Flood control |||u|H ta:
1, Bristol, Tenn.-Va
2. Red Bank-White Onk. . =
E R R R T o N, Sevier County
€. Goeneral purpose [acilit ios:
Property maintenanee bullding. .. ... | Plekwick Dam (Hardin County)
2 Re l.,llnm ate pumping station. __.__ .| Benton County
D. Public-use facilities
1. Rehabilitate Chickamauga Dam boat Hamilton County
harbaor, |
2. Additlon visitor-use area at Plekwick | Hardin County
Dam.

Total, Tennesses.

1 Labor recruiting area Ineludes following additional eligible areas: Blount, Cherokee, Cullman, Dekalb,
Etownh, Jackson, Limestone, and Winston in Alabamn: Grundy and Maricn in Tennessee.

! Reeruiting area ineludes following eligible arens: Cullman, Limestone, Marlon, and Winston Counties,
In Alabamn; Hardin, MeNairy, and Wayne Counties in Tennessee; 'I'imnh County in Mississippi.

Hovsing anxp Home Finance AGENcy

STATEMENT OF JACK T. CONWAY, DEPUTY HOUSING AND HOME
FINANCE ADMINISTRATOR ; ACCOMPANIED BY MILTON P. SEMER,
GENERAL COUNSEL; SIDNEY H. WOOLNER, COMMUNITY FACILI-
TIES COMMISSIONER; AND JOHN M. FRANTZ, AGENCY BUDGET
OFFICER

GENERAL STATEMENT

Senator Evvexper. Mr. Conway, will you identify yourself for the
record?

Mr. Conway. I am Jack Conway, the Deputy Administrator of the
Housing and Home Finance Administration, and I have with me
Sidney Woolner, the Commissioner of the Community Facilities
Administration.
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[ appreciate the opportunity to an war before this committee to
Pl .Oppori ) tppear ;
explamn those portions of the Public Works Acceleration Act per

tinent to programs administered by the Housing and Home Finance
Agency. You have heard {

A [rom other witnesses the eeneral proy IS10ns
of the act and the overall plans for i

ts administration. _"1-‘1"r1'1]51|'_f|‘\'.
my remarks will be confined to those portions of the act which amend

programs currently administered by HHEFA.

As the committee knows. the Community Facilities Administration

-‘n!llTU"f*. I'}|:l }'I]]rlg" 'f-;l"-'..il'l\ |'r:lr1 [II'H;_-I:HII ;nilf!nn'i/_uwi 'I_,' Filfw || r:[.
the Housing Amendments of 1955. Under that program, loans may
be made up to the full cost of projects, and for periods ag long
10 vears. Most kinds of local governmental jurisdict

e
ions and most
kinds of public works projects are elieible for

sieh ]rl.'!l;n ”ux'.n»\i-;‘_
both the law and our administrative

wrlations have required haf
these loans be soundly secured and assured of repayment—in other
words, be sound loans from the point of view

of a ]ll'lll[l'.‘li investor.
Many communities, quite apart from any

"“.‘!'--i']l'l'.‘”;'-!I'. :]JI f_‘!l‘ ||1'l'll‘

financial feasibility, and obvi

have been unable to meet these tests of _
f!ll.‘é]'\ this 15 mos ]i[-.u'i_\ to be true in those communities sifferine
We ||:i‘.-- lrl'l'l'l ."-'.ll:-"-:l|'|i|l\' -'lllnln-H.-l]
to reject a number of applications for projects in sucl areas. and
many others have been discouraged from filing beeause i lear
that they could not meet our finaneial requirements.

frurn SevVere economie tl"\l]"'--‘-’_

Was «

FIFTY-PERCENT GRANTS

Public Law S7-658 amends the public freilify
in'I'!Hﬂ ol pereent grants to [-l‘ni ets 1 elieible ares and, as you
have 'll'?tl'l]. these orrants iy ] 1
where the State and loeal TOVer
nomic and financia
oblieations required.

loan program to

a8 75 percent

the eco

Ul of the additional finaneial
atlability of such orants will

n\
eliminate anv doubt g ) » financial feasibil

FERAN f orent any
* regular pro-
&oran. “.]II’ © I|:'|'.'._\ lrr J!n-u- "I'.-:'|--'i- "||| ilil'l' (0] f- =:| 'g|..-|-|| ".il1_|

projects which might he doubtful or inelioible e

loans in addition to the erants. we do not anticipate that this will
represent any great net 5|-.--r'u:--'- m the -i,-g.|--||-f for i‘l'l]l'l'.'ll |H:=I|-_
‘u\'l' |Fl']i|_‘\l‘ |||.1|'. W |',t‘!".' aone "|'l];l 0or monre ot oSt I‘fl [il.' lJI"lail'l'f -|-
finnneed from an immedinte orant. f
well within the borrowing capacity of the applieant in the private
market.

Prior to the enactment of Publie Taw
were |i|||Er!..J fo communities of

excent that this limit w

he remning ‘should ordinarily be

658, public facility loans

of 50,000 or under,
se of areas desig-
nated as |"-|]|-.|‘Frr5l||;--':| Hr'ens ot ]| “-'l|=-‘.'|-]U]=|m'1-|’ Act.
Section 5 of the Publie Works Aeceleration Aet amends the public
facility loan program to remove the population limitation in connee
Iin[. -\'ir|‘| frJ'-.1--.'-.|71n_-|--- Py ‘0]

Yy |
1 i'u[:-! |r 110
erated

1ect mnifiated or aceel-
ocation made r'll\' the

ration Aet.

as a result of a egrant-in-aid from an
President. unde; the Public Works Aceal
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EriGinitity oF TRANSPORTATION DPROJECTS

Senator Eruesper. Now, right at that point, Mr. Conway. You
refer later in your statement toa K650 million revolvine fund for that
progratn. \1\ ||F|i]!'|“-«F:|IH]:|'II:_" 15 that 850 million of that amount 1s set
aside \|u'i'lfi":1]l‘\' for loans for urban transportation systems.

Mr. Conway. Yes,sir. That iscorrect.

:"‘“l']]:l!lil' ]'li.I.I,\I!!.l.‘. \Yn[l[i] L hose ]”"‘i""" ;liﬂn he whl_"”n]v l'ul' orants
under this new program?

Mr. Coxway. No, Mr. Chairman. These new grants can only go
to projects which are eligible under elause (1) of subseetion 202(a) of
the public facility loans law. The loans for transportation facilities
are authorized in clause (2) of that subsection, so they could not come
ili Hlll[!"l‘lin- 1esw I'Jl'rn-_fl':llu.

Senator Envexsorr. Very well.  Youmay proceed.

Mr. Conway. The enrrent program of advances for public works
planning administered by HHFA was principally designed to main-
tain at all times a current and adequate reserve of planned publie
works the construetion of which conld rapidly be commenced, par
ticularly when the national or loeal economic situation make such
action desirable,

APPLICATIONS APPROVED T"TNDER EXISTING LAWS

Senator Eruexper. Mr. Conway, have vou many applications on
hand that you have approved under existing laws?

Mr. Conway. Oh, yes.

Senator Eruexper. Have yvou any in the mill now?

.\II‘, CoNwAY. \-l"-. we have a ini!-l'['l!n‘ of |r|'lril-cl- m the |4|i|=|]il'
facility loan program.

We also h.‘l\'l' i _~l|]=r-|:ll![i.'|] shelf of Irm|~]:-ll‘ works |r]'=||-|>n'!a which have
been covered by our advance planning programs. These arve planned
projects, not necessarily in the regular enrrent budget of the com-
munity. Theyareon theshelf for future action.

Senator EnLexper. Is it your plan to selec projects that have already
been submitted and because of the fuct that the loeal community was
in such a poor financial condition that they couldn’t mateh or put up
the money necessary to obtain money from the Government !

Mr. Conway. Yes. Projects which have been planned and are
waiting to be acted on, but the local community is unable to finance,
of course, will ]Ii‘.‘\!i"riu’:l up. I

Senator Errexper. I understand that. but since they have been
planned and submitted and might be able to put up the 25 percent or
up to 40 percent or up to 50 percent, if in these other conditions
that is, of the bill—I presume that you would give those preference?

Mr. Conway. They would be right out front: that is rieht, sir.

RESERVE OF PLANNED PUBLIC WORKS

Over the years, the program has generated a reserve of planned pub
lic works includinge approximately 1,200 projects with an estimated
total [ll‘lr_it'l'l cost in excess of $2 billion,

Of this amount, more than $630 million involves projects located
in areas which currently would be eligible under the accelerated pub-
lic works program. In addition, planning is underway in these same
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areas—that is, areas currently eligible for assistance—involving proj-
ects with estimated construction costs totaling some $450 million. Thus
nearly $1.1 billion of needed public works projects have already been
planned or are now in some stage of current planning in these areas to
which the act seeks to extend assistance.

LIST OF PROJECTS

Senator EvLexper. Now, Mr. Conway, have you for the record a
list of projects that we read a minute ago?

Mr. Conway. Yes, sir. I have for the record a list of projects
which have been planned—completed, as far as the planning is con-
cerned—or are currently in process of being plmm('(ll. under our ad-
vance planning program, in the areas which are eligible under this act,
and I have them here for you. They are broken down, Senator, by
city, county, and State, the area of designation under this bill—either
3(b), 5(a), or essential surplus unemployment—the type of project,
and the estimated total cost. Thisis by State.

Senator Ertenper. All right. Now, does that list include any
projects which you have heretofore considered but turned down be-
cause of inability of the community to meet its share of the obligation ?

Mr. Coxway. This list could very well include a number of projects
which have been planned under our advance planning program, where
the community was unable to go forward because of their inability to
raise the full amount.

Senator Ercexper. I presume that would be your intention, to
keep on processing these applications as far as you can under the
existing law that. you have heretofore been working under?

Mr. Conway. That is right, sir.

Senator Evtenper. And your idea would be to select such projects
that may fit the law, the new law which we have?

Mr. Conway. That is correct. Our current public facilities loan
program would continue for the country as a whole, and under the
amended act only the designated areas——

Senator ErLexper. I am sure many communities that have hereto-
fore filed may desire some grants, although they are capable of paying
their share, and I hope that you adhere to the law which heretofore
you worked under if the community is capable of raising its share,
because I do not believe that the proper coverage will be overly
burdensome.

Mr. Conway. That is correct. Any community will have to show
an increase in its total expenditures, so this will not be a substitute
of our funds for theirs in those projects.

PROVISION REGARDING 75 PERCENT GRANTS

Senator Coorer. I am familiar with the provision that if unusual
need isshown, that a grant of 75 percent wonld be made.

Is it intended that the Community Facilities Administration will
look to it and see whether or not a particular city has financial capaec-
ity in the sense that it can issue bonds if necessary or has bunt'iing

rapacity under the n['}prnfn-iaw statute, before this additional 25 per-

cent would be made available ?
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Mr. Conway. It would be my feeling that it would be the exception
and not the general rule to go above 50 percent. The law requires
that certain things be taken into consideration if the community is
unable to meet its share. I think that the problem of development
of standards for applying this difference between the 50 percent and
the 75 percent would apply to all programs across the board, not just
ONI's,

We would work in conjunction with the Commerce Department and
the other agencies to work out a common set of standards so that we
are all operating off the same seript. This would be the only sensi-
ble way we figure that we could administer this 50 to 75 percent.
Those standards would, of course, be worked out in the light of the
!l';_“ih‘];ll]nll.

Senator Ervexper. Off the record.

( Discussion off the record.)

Senator Evrrexper. With no objection, I would ask that this list
be placed in the record at this point.

(The list referred to appears on p. 81.)

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT PROJECTS

Senator Youne. Later on, if the Interior Department appears, or if
they do not appear, will we have a similar list?

Senator Ervesper. I assume you will give us all you can, Mr,
Gudeman.

Mr. GupemaN. We are giving you everything we can from all
ageneies, including this very list that you have here, too.

Senator Errexper. In other words, it will be in the form of some
kind of justification. T realize that it is a big job to compare these
plans, to justify them, but it will be to your advantage to present to
the committee as much information as possible, and also the list of as
many projects as yvou can.

Mr. Gupesman., Well, the list of projects that we will present to-
morrow will be more money than the $900 million that the bill
provides.

Senator Frrexper. I suspected that.,

Mr. Conway. I would like

Senator Exnexper. Now, I wonder if it would be too much of a job
to indicate under what provision of this bill would the various projects
come, because as I understand, $300 million will be used in one way and
$600 million in the other.

Mr. GupEman. Yes.

Senator EvLeNper. And it would be of great assistance to us if yon
could, as much as possible——

Mr. Gupeman. We will try to divide it up by rural and 5(a) and
5(b).

Senator Errexper. Fine. You may proceed, sir.

ADVANCE PLANNING PROGRAM

Mr. Conway. I would like to point out, Senator, that these figures
relate solely to projects planned or being planned under the advance
planning program administered by HHFA. However, in 1960, the
Census Bureau, on behalf of the Housing and Home Finance Agency,
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ber
plete the pl
cOnSLrnet .|--:

hese included ome 583 thousand project estimated to ecost 81 mil

lion or less, P sots of this €ize can be ini i|‘.-‘|,-i:u|'----||‘|alm|-|=

within
a reasonably short period of time, and cenerally are a type which
utilizes a substantia]l amount of on-site locs

Of Course, n oreat I]v;'.' n:f il:i.z] \s-']llhn' <|!' ]'|:.I||'.I'Ii ]al]]-]i.- \‘cn!"!.‘v Il.-
in areas which would not be covered by the accelerated public works
program. However, in these national totals we know that there must
be many hundreds of projects planned without Federal assistance
which are in eligible areas and which could be put under construetion
with a minimum of delay with the assistance provided under the Pub-
lic Works Acceleration Act,

Naturally, the initiative in connection with all of these projects rests
with the local community itself—not with the Federal (rovernment.

For that reason, it is impossible for us to give you any specific esti-
mates of the numbers and kinds of projects which we may be called
upon to assist, or to be very definite abont how rapidly such a program
can move forward.

However, taking into account the tremendous need for local public
works and the great volume of projects already in some stage of specific
planning, we have no doubt that approvable applications will be pre-
sented to us within a matter of months at least equal to and probably
in excess of the amount that the President may see fit to allocate for
State and local public works from the funds made available by
Congress,

Senator Ereexver. In other words, My, Conway, what vou seem to
be telling us is this: That you have no way of knowing which of these
communities will come in and apply to you or when, but as a matter
of simple commonsense or business sense a grea many are bound to
come in, because they can get employment in the area and at the same
time get some facility which they need for, in effect. half price. s
that right?

Mr. Conway. That -I"-l',\-‘li'”‘\' right, Mr. Chairman.

REPAY MENT OF 1 ANNING ADVANCES

Ordinarily, advances made under section 702 of the Housing Act of
1954—which 1s the advance planning section—for advance planning of
loeal public works are required to be repaid at the time construction of
the ]:r'uljl'rr 1S i|r|=|s-|-:;||-\.‘n.

FORGIVENESS OF REPAYMENT OF ADVANCESR

In recognition of the contribution which the reserve of planned pub
lic works can make to achieving the objectives of the Public Works
Acceleration Act, and as a further incentive to local areas to take ad-
vantage of the assistance made available by it, section 6 amends the
advance planning program to provide for forgiveness of repayment of
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Fort e he ¢ ] v rleaned over nany vears of adnnister
ing grant and loan programs for State and local publie works will
enable the Housing . v _to perform effectively the functions as

T
signed (o it under the Public Works Aceeleration Aot.

Over 4,000 Lanham Act projects were built during World War I1.
involving about $360 million in loans, erants, and direct Federal con-
struction.  Over 100 defense communitv facilities projects under Pub
lie Law 139, involving about $20 million in loans and grants, were
built during the Korean emergency.

LENTHMNG PROGEAMS

In addition the Community Facilities Administration, which would
administer this section of the law. currently administers the follow-
ill‘_’]l‘iliiitl:_"[JI'lr"_"I'.'tlur-:

(1) The public facility loan program, which has a borrowing
authority of $650 million and which would be the principal ve-
hicle for assistance under this new aet :

(2) The college housing loan prograni, with a present bor-
rowing authority of over $2 billion ; and

(3) The senior citizens housine loan program, with an au-
thorization of $125 million.

IMPACTED AREA BOHOOL CONBTRUCTION PROGIRAM

The Community Facilities Administration, under delesation from
the Administrator. also supervises, on behalf of the Department. of

”"Il[f-‘l. I“,nhl--.-:.":rn:r. and “"'H':irt'. I'l'l'l:1i|l :l«]"i':-!a nf the |l|1}ltll'!l'll area
school construetion program under Public Law 815 involving almost
5,000 schools and approximately $1 billion in Federal funds. and
handles, on behalf of the Area Redevelopment Administration, ap-
[r]i-‘::[ir]ih for loan and rrant asgistance for Illllliif' facilities under the
Area ]\‘l'til'\{'](ll'rllil'lﬂ Act.

The administration of these programs has given the agency broad
experience in dealing with local sovernment agroups tvpical of the kinds
1:|‘:|]llr|i|’:1|1r- which will be eligible under this new prograni,

This has included providing direct technical assistance to smaller
communities not skilled in the development and financing of public
works [il‘u_il~c'!r~_
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I am confident that we have the experience and the organization to
make a fast and effective start in earrying out this program, and that
as rapidly as the local communities themselves are prepared to move
we will be prepared to work with them.

Let me assure this committee that funds allocated to this agency will
be used to achieve the purposes of the act and that the criteria outlined
by the President will be rigidly followed.

Mr. Sidney Woolner, Community Facilities Commissioner, is here
to assist in answering any questions in regard to the existing CFA
programs or the administration of the agency’s role under the amend-
ments provided by this act,

Thank you,

' STATUS OF REPAYMENTS UNDER LOAN PROGRAM

Senator Errexoer. Well, up to the present time, how has the pro
gram worked insofar as repayment is concerned ?

Mr. Conway. Under the public facilities loan program, it is a
100-percent loan program and it has had a remarkable success. 1
think we have had 8 or 9 defaults out of a tremendous amount of
loans made. It has been a successful program.

Mr. Woorxer. Out of approximately $188 million presently sub
mitted for the public facilities, we have had eight or nine defaults.
That is all.

Senator Errexver. Can you point out any of the projects in the
list handed to us wherein you have refused to make the loan?

Mr. WooLyer. I cannot specifically answer to that-

Senator Exvexper. I am interested now to make it certain that a
community that can furnish its share of cost under the present law
that is not the law we are talkine about now

Mr. Coxway. Under the present public facilities law?

Senator Eruexper (continuing). Be forced to do that, you under-
stand. T believe I express the views of this committee that we want
to try to make this special act that we are considering work in ac-
cord with the guidelines that are incorporated in that. Now, I can
well see that the pressure and the demand that is going to be made
on you from communities that may be able to put up the whole
amount- >

Mr. Conway. Yes.

Senator Eriexper. And they will argue that since you gave this
community a 50-percent grant, why don’t you give it to us, and T do
not believe we should do that.

Those communities are able to proceed under the existing law, they
should continue to doso. We are looking forward—in fact, I am look-
ing forward to see that you are going to carry that ont in exactly that
way.

Mr. Coxway. We have had a great deal of experience, Senator, in
working with the smaller communities. We have had, most of the
time that the PFL program has been in effect, we have had popula-
tion limits on the size of communities in which loans could be made.
Many of these communities have experienced great difficulty in either
handling the financing of the projects or engineering, and we have had
a great deal of experience in this area.
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I am sure there are many projects that are specifically listed here
that fall in the category you are talking about, where communities
have planned either a water system or a sewage system or a library or
any public facility of this kind and have been unable to proceed because
of lack of ability to raise the financing,

Mr. Woolner, do you have some specific communities that were
turned down because they were unable to proceed ?

Mr. WoorNer. Yes; I can cite certain specifics. Senator, I do not
know whether you will find them on that list, beeause that is a list of
advances for planning.

I am reading from the list of projects that were submitted to us for
a public facility loan and which were disapproved because the com-
munity did not have the ability to finance,

Senator Eruexper. When you say ability-

Mr. WoorLNer. They did not have the financial ability.

Senator Errenoer. To float bonds, you mean?

Mr. WoorxEer. Yes.

Senator Errenper. As to projects of that kind, if the application is
still there and they can qualify under the act, why——

Mr. WooLner. They would be well qualified, presumably,

WATER AND SBEWER PROJECTS

Senator Errexper. Now, I notice in thumbing through the list you
gave us, I notice that the majority of this work, the applications have
ITl'l'“ I.lll" sewelrs :i“'{ waléer,

Mr. Woorner, Water and sewers, yes.

Senator Kovexver. Now, I notice a few here to build a eourthouse.

My, Conway. Yes: courthouses, docks, streets.

Senator Ervexper, Irrigation?

Mr. Conway. Yes: irrigation, incinerators. We have almost any
kind of public facility—ecommunity centers.

We have assisted communities in all of these types. Schools and
edueational facilities we have not.

HOSPITALS

Senator Errexper. How about hospitals?

Mr. Conway. Some hospitals, yes. We have financed advance plan-
ning, but not the—we would finance the advance planning and they
get the construction financing from HEW and private funds, and
pay us back.

Senator Eriexper. For the ;:l.-mniu:‘nnl_\‘f

Mr. Coxway. Forthe planning only, yes,

Mr. WoorLxer, Senator, an analysis of the inquiries that are com-
ing in now on this new program has been made, and about two-thirds
of them relate to water and sewer. A little short of 20 percent of
them relate to buildings such as conrthouses, jails, and structures of
that kind, and the rest of them run from airport improvements,
incinerators, bridges, through the whole gamut.

Senator Eruenper, Any questions?

Senator Coorer, May I ask a few questions?

Senator FKrrexper. Yes, sir,

Senator Coorer. It occurs to me——
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Senator Ernnexper. Senator Cooper. we are 1 to have you here,
because as I understand., you are on the Public Works Committee and
Vou ia:!ii ~:a!||1-:3-]1:=_' to do \-.i:|| the enactment. of u'i!i- |:'.:a| :!i||| we are
Il)l'n}llf to have you.

SO VO may ErJ'lu'1':'\| and ask suech (uestions as you desire.

:"‘;l'l-li.'|l'-' { '-IH': i, It occeurred to me that the ]ti{l".\ ( 'ﬂ:llil'll!‘:‘-_\' Fa
cilities offers a means of getting the program underway and pret

)
W |i}i.‘1|\ -|:.-l!'|}r|lll'lf. and also iu--‘;:lw lill‘_\ Ve & fFreal many !’_"I_‘il"'!-

which have been reviewed and studied by them and you have actual
data on them. Now, I think, as I understand it. it is this:

UInder the present program, if von wanted to assist the community

il'| wiater ]JI'IIiI-"f*. L Wer F'Illi""-'-. i‘-'i’ll'!'.lllrln and ~.'-'i|1'!' |”"i""!'~
it isall loans; is it not. ?

Mr. Conway. Underthe present program; yes, sir,

Senator Cooren. |',\f‘l'gri thiat you malke advances for |1r.||'|l'.ir|:_-'.
and that isto be !'vil:sinf when construetion starts.

Mr. Conway. That is right.

Senator Coorer. As I understand this program. vou would be
enabled to advance 50 percent as a grant. That would make some
projects which heretofore have been turned down because of lack
fll’i]}l‘lli!‘\. of the community to furnish its sharve of the funds. it would
now make it eheible?

Mr. Coxway. That is richt.

Senator Coorrr. Then in certain cases, where the city cannot even
provide 50 percent, vou can extend the grant up to 75 percent ¢

Mr, Conway. That is correct.,

Senator Coorer. Buf as T understand it from what the ehairman
said, we expecl you to be sure that the city makes available all that
it can ]--;r:u[l}' do under ihe terms of this bill, Isn’t that correct, Mr.
('ll:tii'hl:m?

Senator Erresoer. Yes: indeed. am very hopeful that that will
be done.

FEREOJECTS WITH PLANNING COMPLETED

Senator Coorer. You do have a number of projects now, laree num-
ber of projects, where studies have bee vand advance planning
}I.‘l~ ]ir‘I'I! ulnrn'{

\lr Conw AY. \\-u‘ ||.'I'\'.> I'Ir||--i||l‘!':.‘|;_|l' --\"-t-]"i-r-' 3 l!lrli I ]';'_lill : Dyver
a billion dollars’ worth, in these areas that ave elio:

Senator Youna., Mav I ask a question, Mr. Chai

Senator Enrexper. Yes, sir.

:‘;I""E[ilf‘ \..;] NG, f'- w o VOl |E||"‘i':'
On their present bondine e it
Mr. Woorxer. On their bon r eapacity, their ability to issue gen-

ability of a citv to pay ?

eral bonds, either general oblieation bonds or their ability to finance a
facility, if it is a revenne producer, from ressonable user charges.

Senator Youna. In many cases, you have a city, for example, which
might overspend itself on many projects. spend money foolishly and
have exhausted their ability to tax any further may be eligible, where-
as another city, where the officials have been prudent and saved their
money, it would not be helpful.
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PUEPOSE OF ACT

Mr. Conway. One of the thi INgs that is almost a direct correlation,
Senator, es |u:ul||\ in larger cities with financial dif au'nll_\ and hich
unemployment—the purpose of this act is to put Inlri le back to work
on needed publie works projects, Many of these cities that had -iirii-
ﬂ‘li]!_\' I'l'i'ir\i-l'illi" from the effects of, S0y, the 1958 recession, as well :
that of 1960-61, have experienced exceptionally heavy welfare Inuiﬂ
and on this Lm:l of thing, the eity m: 1y be unab le to spe nd the kind of
tax revenues that they might ordmar ily on street repairs and resurfac-
ing, building police stations, fire stations, and n-|..m||1|rr\ facilities.
All of these things would be e ligible under the Accelerated Act, not
just water systems. Yon have to look at the w 'ulll picture in the eity,
and not perhaps only some single project.

Senator Youne., Let me ask this question, then. ."‘.ili_'["l“ll:!“' H l'i!_\'
had exhausted 1ts taxing authority and needed a project, say an air-
port. and they had no unemployment problem, because they had
exhausted their ability to levy further taxes, would they be unable
1or i

Mr, Coxway. Not if they had no serious unemployment problem ;
no. They have to qualify and be in one of these designated areas be-
fore they would even come up for consideration. That is in the act.

Senator Avrorr. There are two thines T would like to mnguire into.

PROJECTS PREVIOUSLY DENIE 1Y CONGRESS

First of all, I would like to be sure that any new project which has
been before the Congress or any agency of the Government and has
been turned down as unfeasible is not to be ineluded in this program
1s that rieht ¢

Mr. Conway. Mr. Gudeman stated that vesterday astoall the direct

Federal programs. None of our projects would be likely to have been
before the Ongress, ||.'a':m—-'l!:v_\ are State and ]H-‘.'.|
Senator Avvorr, 1 heard that, It does not hurt to repeat it be-

cause sometimes 1t 18 lost somewhere alon g the wav.

Mr. Conway. I think any :|rir|:=1!:.-=|;|ru! would have to have his
head examined if he took a project that had been specifically turned
lhi\\l‘!l\ the Congress and tried to do somethine with it. i

nator Anrorr. Well, now. if mieht not have been turned down
by Congress, it might have been turned down by the ureau of Ree-
lamation or Public Roads Administration or some other agency.

ABILITY OF CITY TO PAY

Now, the second thing deals with the question of a eity's ability to
pay. If a ecity is not up to its bond limit and its bond limit would
melude the abilitv to contribute its 50 percent, vet the people refuse
to vote such a bond issue, would you include them in the 100-percent
grant or Th-percent grant category if the in-ir[\]'- refused to vote
such bond issne?

Mr. Conway. I would think that that would certainly have to be
i.llivl: into consideration and the eriterion which Senator (mrl)(l
mentioned would llil\']lﬂlrl.\' come Into play—that is, does the city
have the ability.
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Senator Arrorr. Well, it has the ability. I know of lots of com-
munities in this country that have the ability to build schools, but
they turn them down, they won’t vote the bond issues.

On the other hand, there are many other communities, and I am
proud of my own little community, that have bonded themselves to
the hilt and have paid them out in order to provide adequate and
good schools for their children.

So if the will of the community is that they are not going to con-
tribute by refusing to vote a bond issue, then what I want to be sure
of is that these people are not going to be placed in a higher grant
category if such a thing is true.

Mr. WooLxer. We could not make a grant under those circum-
stances, Senator, because the community could not legally match
the Federal funds.

In other words, we would not permit them to attempt to do some-
thing they cannot do legally. They have to have a legal basis, if the
bond election is turned down by the local people, they would have to
have some other proper legal way.

Senator ArLorr. Aren’t some of these 100-percent grants?

Mr. Conway. Noj; we are talking about our regular program, which
is a 100-percent loan program. We are not able to make any grants
at present for

Senator Arrorr. You are talking about your present law.

Mr. CoNway. The new law provides the grants, and we have the
criteria of the law to govern our activities.

Senator Avrorr. All right.

Well, I want to repeat, of course, at least for myself and T think
what probably is the attitude of most of the committee. As the chair-
man just mentioned a while ago, we expect the cities to do their
part and that if there is an unwillingness on their part to do it, we
do not want the law to then be bent backward to accommodate the
community which fails to do its part.

SHARING PROJECTS

Mr. Conway. That is implicit in the law, Senator, that the com-
munity has to do its part. All of the projects that our agency will be
mvolved in will be sharing projects where the local communities will
have to come up with their contribution to the projects.

PROJECTS IN COLORADO

Senator Arvorr. I see in Colorado you have as ARA areas the
counties of Pueblo, Las Animas, Conejos, Costilla, and perhaps
Alamosa.

Mr. Gupoesmax. That isin there.

Senator Arrorr. Pueblo is the only HHFA project listed. Whai
type of project would be available for these other communities?

Mr. Conway. Pueblo is the only project in Colorado that has had
advance planning funds from our Agency. There are numerous other
public works activities that could be eligible—street resurfacines.
commumity facilities of various kinds that have not been covered by
advance planning work from our Agency. Just the fact that there
is one listed here 1s not a limit iTl_:," factor.
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Senator Aurorr. This just happens to be one that is in advance
planning ?

Mr. Conway. Yes: happens to be one that we have advanced the
funds to plan. All of that 1s in that one category.

Senator Avvorr. Bent County is not in 1]11[ so you are not inter-
ested in their water plan, down there.

[t isnot in the red.

Mr. Conway. It would come in under our regular program.

Senator Eruexper. I notice that many States have been doing more
of this than others—getting advance planning.

Mr. Conway., This is entirely up to them, of course.

Senator Krupnper. I understand that, and 1 am so much surprised
that a large number of communities in my own State have been active
in trying to get the planning done. But it is just by chance. I am
glad it is that way.

Mr. Conway. It hasnothing to do with this.

Senator Eruenper. I think it is because my eolleague and I were
the ones that had the law enacted to furnish money for sewerage and
things like that.

Probably that is why it happened, so I will put it on that basis,
anyway.

Mr. Conway. What happens, once the State begins to participate,
the value of it becomes clear to other communities and it becomes an
extremely effective way of planning their normal public works
activities.

Senator Ervesper. Any further questions ?

Senator McNamara. May 1 inquire—I am just in the same ex

officio category as Senator Cooper, an ex officio member of the com-
mittee.

Senator Errenper. Proceed to ask any questions you want. We are
glad to have you.

BCHOOL PROJECTS

Senator MeNamara, I just wanted to ask Mr. Conway if there are
any schools included in the list you have submitted for the record.

Mr. Conway. No;: we have taken all schools out of the list we have
submitted, because schools are ineligible under this act, either directly
or indirectly, although under our regular program, it is possible
for—

Senator Youxa. Would Indian schools be out, too ?

Mr. Coxway. It is the same basic legal restriction. They would have
to come under the Interior, Bureau of Indian Affairs.

Senator Youne. But they are eligible under the program?

Mr. Conway. They would be eligible under another part of the
program, yes.

Senator McNasara. That answers my question.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CONDITIONS IN 1833

Senator Havpen. I would make a comment on the vast difference
between conditions now and 1933. Senator Russell and T were the
only two present Members of the Senate at that time and the Bureau
will confirm that when the public works program was anthorized, it

{OG0H—G2——10
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v.\}ll-rl'l‘r| that the ]I'i.'llll'-il'_':' that had been done would be worthwhile
and prolong it, but that is the way Congress passed it, under that
assumption.

[t turned out there was no adequate planning except in a very few
mstances and if it was a substantial project, it had to be delayed until
plans were worked out. On the other hand. it was stressed that
the Public Works Administration was established under Harry Hop-
kins. Before he got through, the Public Works Administration spent
more money than was expended under what was anticipated by Con-
gress as a regular program. There was lots of eriticism. of course :
they ealled it boondoggling and things of that kind. that there wias
iml‘ :|-|m||r:|'|- congideration, ”“'." just. took T]_IIIH_'_’:.- up the besi Ilil'_\'
could to give somebody a job.

The administration was very poor. 1 was very fortunate in my
State insisting that an engineer be placed at the head of this thing
and any work that was done, like public roads for the State came
under the St highway department,

[t wound up that we got the best projects in the United States.
and any one of them, the private industry would want to take them
over, they were such good loans, But in most instances, there was
tremendous criticism the way the projects were carried on.

Mr. Conway. Ouradvance planning program has been Very suceess-
ful, Mr Chairman, and has kept a eurrent shelf of publi¢ works plan-
ning available for just this kind of situation.

Senator Eriexper. Any further questions?

(No r'I'H1IIII'|-l'_'

sSenator Eveenper. If not, we thank vou very much,

All right, Mr. Donahnue.

DeparraesnT or Lanor
STATEMENT OF CHARLES DONAHUE, SOLICITOR
PREPARED STATEMENT
Mr. Donanue. T have a statement here, Mr. Chairman. which is

the statement of Willard Wirtz, the Acting Secretary of Labor.

My name is Charles Donahue. I am Solicitor of Labor. T am

:|[|!H-;]r'i.'|'_" f"r[‘ |‘IE!PI. \II ‘I‘llil;!'illlll’.. to I'_\lli'l'---~' [!-:m \'l']'l\ i!-'l'[r reoret
that he eould not be here. His other duties have detained him, but his
absence, he wishes me to l']rl!l!'_.‘lﬂ:.}/_l" should not be ]|}rJ|1"_"||l to detract
in any way from the importance which he personally and the Depart-
ment of Labor '|r|~1'||1|r"1~=|.:|H_\' attaches to this program and the need
to support it with adequate funds in accordance with the
the administration.

request of
I will not, Mr. Chairman, with your permission, of course. read
his statement for him but will instead submit it for the record.
(The statement of W. Willard Wirtz, Acting Secretary of Labor,
]'ulluu'r-':_]

STATEMENT 0F W. WILLARD WIRTZ, ACTING SECRETARY OF LABOR

I appreciate the opportunity to appear before this committee in support of the
request for $H00 million to assist in financing construetion of public works as

provided by the recently passed “Public Works Acceleration Act.”  As you know,
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this act provides for Federal finnncial assistance in intiating and accelerating
certain public works projects n eligible economically distressed arens of the
United States,

This is a program which the Congress has already endorsed Barely 10 days
20 the Senate approved the House-passed bill authorizing $900 million f
immedinte action to take care of serions unemplovment o« itions existing

from place to place throughout the land.

Last Friday the President signed this bill into law and at the same time
delegated responsibilities thereunder to varions agencies of Government.

This, of course, was not the entire program requested by the President. Our
ultimate goal was to have standby authority for use when times became bad
in the future. Burt this is 2 very satisfactory first step giving us an opportunity
to show in a concrete way what n be done by earnest effort under a speedup
publie works |

Need for taking this step was very ably demonstrated before House aund
Senate Public Works Committees and in debates on the floor of both Houses.
But it is also the duty imposed upon this committee by the rules of the Senate
and by the orderly nature of the legislative process, to consider and pass upon
for a second time the amnounts of money which are needed right now and during
the months ahead for quicl nd effective rellef of nnemployment. For this
reason, it is fitting for me to appear before and present briefly to yon some of the
hard core reasons why the full amount authorized by the Con
be appropriated by the Congress at the earliest practi
ndjournment.

I want to say at the

ess should now
e time before

outset that this is only one of many steps which we are
tnking with every sense of nrgency to alleviate sometimes desperate
of unemployment afllicting these nnfortunate at ¢ in our national
[ need not remind the committee that we have been nsing irees given us by
Congress nnder the Area Redevelopment Aet to help these £ a8 much as we
can. We are just getting started under the more recently enacted Manpower
Development and Training Act to retrain people for available jobs as another
practical move toward getting these people back to work., This however. |
a longer rang rogram just beginning to get underway., In the mean ' we
need other measures and Congress has been wise enough to provide us with
one of these In this most recent enanctment for which we are considering appro-
priations today. It will help at the time and in the places where such netion
s !ikl Iy to provide maximum benefit for the money spent as swiftly as possible,

A look at the employment r-|- ture both eurrently and over the last 5
shows that, althongh we can be gratified af

conditions
community.

recent improvement in r]w ley
employment and i:l]lr'luilili.\I||r'!|l. there is also still mueh about which to
eoncerned.  Certainly, the total of 69.8 million people at work in August, up
1.2 million from a year ago, i indicative of an ¢ xpanding economy However,
although unemployment declined by GOO.000 over the past Year to 3.9 million in
Aungust, and the seasonally adjusted unemployiment rate dropped over the y
from 6.8 to 5.8 percent, unemployment is still too high, and too persistent, for us
be complacent abont our economic achievements
An analysis of the unemployment totals discloses several .uim: ns of
high unemployment which are not likely to disappear by themselves, Of the 3.
million unemployed in August, over 900 thousand weres long-term nnemployed
out of work 15 weeks or more. While this number w
million a ve

seriously

ag down from over 1.4
g0, long-term nnemployment still re presents one gquarter of the
nmnemployment [nr il. The very long-term unemployed, those without work for
over half a year totaled almost 000,000, or about 15
last month in contrast with SH0.000 or
i yearago

percent of unemployment
about one-guater of the total noemployed
nificanee is the fact that the precentage of long-term unemploved has
ing since 1957, the lnst yvear during which mployment wasg
rhm 51 percent (except for 1 month when it was 4.9). In July 19 ounly 16
percent of the unemployed had been out of work for 15 weeks or more, and but
9 percent for periods of more than 6 months.
f.ilit'.:-l’rl'!li nrn~r|;|uiu_\'|m-nr is :]'I\\':l,\'_\' canse for

special concern. But one of
its most disturbing

characteristics is that it tends to be concentrated in certain

National data do not reflect the full deeree of se verity of th
lems facing areas which the act js de
granted assistance include:

* economic prob-
gned to assist. Areas which wonld be

(1) redevelopment areas in need of many types
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of aid, including accelerated construction activity because of long-term depressed
conditions, and (2) areas designated by the Department of Labor as having
relatively continuous substantial unemployment—those areas having unemploy-
ment of 6 percent or more for at least 9 of the previous 12 months with little
expectation of improvement. Altogether there are 1.069 areas which are eligible
for assistance under the provisions o fthe act. Of these, 976 places are designated
as redevelopment areas under the Area Redevelopment Act, and there are 93
net additions from the total of 115 places listed by the Labor Department as
areas of relatively continuons substantial unemployment.

Although the Public Works Acceleration Act does not provide for programs
that are nationwide in scope, it will be furnishing assistance to distressed areas
which account for a significant proportion of the Nation's total unemployment,
The areas which would be eligible for assistance under this act possess about
one-third of the Nation’s labor foree, but contribute one-half of its nnemployment.

As Under Secretary Gudeman has said the fact that the law ealls for projects
capable of being started or speeded up within a short time and largely completed
within 1 year is partienlarly important. Thus, in areas of prolonged unemploy-
ment this legislation can bring prompt employment for at least a part of the labor
force which hitherto had been unable to find jobs, The possibility of prompt
approval of public works projects could be a significant factor in helping to
stem a deteriorating situation in some areas.

The full impact of this act on unemployment would not stem from the amount
of Federal assistance alone, nor would it be limited to the initinl effects of the
construction projects. The direct employment generated by these projects, on
and off site, in the construction and other industries involved in the production
and transportation of building materials, could well exceed 200,000 jobs, Of
this about 125,000 jobs could be associated with Federal funds. In addition,
however, there will be employment generated thronghout the economy as 4 whole
as wages and other income arising from these projects are spent. This conld
result in more than double the direct incrcase in jobs.

Over and beyond the employment effects of the expenditures on projects
supported by this aet, are the intangible but nonetheless significant effects on
the people of the assisted communities. Every community has a tremendous
investment in existing homes, in municipal service facilities of all kinds, in
buildings housing many business enterprises, and above all in ite workforee.
When an area becomes economically distressed for any reason, this stock of
accumulated skills and capital cannot fulfill its potential and deteriorates for
want of use. We face here, not the enormous task of developing undeveloped
areas, but a situation where, with relatively modest, but timely assistanee from
the Federal Government, a process of area deterioration may be halted or
reversed,

In the past, the effectiveness of public works programs as a means of com
bating economic decline was often impaired because construction projects started
too slowly and their completion took too long. The present act is specifically
designed to avoid those pitfalls, for the funds to be allocated can be made avail-
able only to projects which can be initiated or accelerated within reasonubly
short tiwe, and only if a substaniial portion of the work can he completed within
12 months following initiation or acceleration, Moreover, these projects must
meet an essential public need, so that we can expect lasting henefits from the
program beyond the immediate gains of helping in the reduction of joblessness
in precisely the places where workers enrrenlty have the least chance for getting
jlj]l.‘(.

This program does not hold out the promise of solving national unemployment
problems. Its aims are relatively modest. However, it ean be of vital impor-
tance to areas which have not shared the Nation's recent economic improvement
by making possible renewal or expansion of essential public works in these
places, thus permitting themn to resume their industrial development and expan-
gion in jol opportunities,

There is an urgent need for this program. It contributes a new dimension in
the time required to affect the initiation and completion of vital public works
and I enrnestly ask for your approval of the full amount of the anthorization.

GENERAL STATEMENT

Mr. Doxauve. 1 would like to say a few brief words, and then
perhaps introduce to you, which I shall do now, Dr. Seymour Wolf-
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bein, who is accompanying me and who is available to answer any
questions at all which any of you may have concerning unemploy-
ment in the various arveas of the country.

AREA OF SUBSTANTIAL UNEMPLOYMENT

[ think a basic premise of this bill is that the Senate has found when
it. pussed that and there may be viewed in the chart on the wall here
substantial persistent, continuing areas of quite severe unemployment
which it is the purpose of this bill to alleviate.

FPERCENTAGE OF UNEMPLOYMENT

[ know that times are better in the country as a whole. They are
still not good. We have some 5.8 percent unemployment at the present
time, but that evidence of times cetting a little bit better is not borne
out in those areas where times do nof appear to change in response to
the prosperity which has been met with in other parts of the country,

And of course, as the comimttee knows, it is these areas to which this
|\-!|| i-:u|t|!'r--m].

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will introduce Mr. Wolfbein at this time.
who can answer questions which youmay have.

STATEMENT OF SEYMOUR L. WOLFBEIN, DIRECTOR, MANPOWER,
AUTOMATION AND TRAINING, U.S. DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, AND
WILLIAM L. BATT, JR., ADMINISTRATOR, AREA REDEVELOP-
MENT ADMINISTRATION

ABOR DEPARTMENT FUNCTIONS UNDER ACT

Senator Ercexper. What part do vou play in the administration ?

Mr. Doxanve. 1 should add that Mr. Wolfbein is Director of Man
power, Automation and Training in the Department of Labor and his
functions will be ascertaining and informing the administering ageney,
the Department of Commerce, which are the areas which you see on
this chart up here and which are defined in the statute.

Senator Kruexper, In other words, Labor Department’s funetions.
as 1 understand, will be simply to inform the agencies that would have
direction in these works, where there is unemployment.

Mr. Doxauve. That 1s correct, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Kivexper. When was this map before us now prepared ?
In other words, have there been any changes here lately ?

Myr. Barr. This is dated September 7.

Senator ELLeNpER. So you Li't’]'l abreast of it right along.

Mr. Barr. Yes, sir,

Senator ELiexper. 1 do not mean to say now in the reduction of
your total labor force or unemployment, you got 5.8, as you just said.
But have areas improved in doing away with unemployment ?

EMPLOYMENT IMPROVEMENT IN SBOME AREAS

Mr. Worrsrix. There has been some improvement. in areas, but in
the last 60 days, Senator, there has not been any reduction in the
number of areas for which there has been a substantial increase in
employment.
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Market Labor Trends, and we foll this closely. That is a brief
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; . ‘ROSPERITY 1IN DAKOTA
senator YouNa, Mr. Chairman, 1
at that map, that North Dakota must
];Il' \::Iim, |1

except on the Indian reservations.

annot ||l'][} but observe, looking
be the most prosperous State in
the only one that has no nnemployment problem
Senator Exvenper. Yours is a farming community. They are busy
there, and prosperous.

Senator Youna, When yon go broke as a farmer, you go looking for
somebody else’s job.

Senator MeNasara. Mr. Chairman, has the statement by the Act
ing Secretary of Labor been made a part of the record?

Senator ELueNper. Yes, it has. Have you anything to add?

Mr. Woursein, No: that is the story.

Senator KELLENDER. Any questions?

IMPORTANCE OF SMALL PROJECTS

Senator Coorer. Of course, expenditure of whatever money is ap

propriated will stimulate the economy to some extent. But in these

projects, part of this money, of course, goes for material and it would
have to go to some skilled labor, otherwise you could not run a good
project, with supervision.

That will reach people who, in the main, I think, are employed now.
Isn’t it correct that if you are going to get down to the people that
are out of jobs, you have to have a number of small projects?

Mr. WorreeiN, That is right.

Senator Coorrr. And spread it in areas where the people are un-
employed.

Mr. Worrprin. I think that is right, Senator, and that certainly
would be in line with the aims of the act, which is to have the 1mpact
in the geography as depicted on the map.

Senator KLuenper. Any further questions?

r,\'n r'\'~|lr|!l=l‘.i

Senator Bpeexper. If not, we thank yon very much.
All right, Mr. Staats.
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STATEMENT OF ELMER B. STAATS, DEPUTY DIRECTOR. ACCOM-
PANIED BY WILLIAM F. McCANDLESS, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR.
BUDGET REVIEW ; WILLIAM PFLEGER, JR., ASSISTANT DIVISION
CHIEF, COMMERCE AND FINANCE DIVISION, AND E. FENTON
SHEPARD, ASSISTANT DIVISION CHIEF, RESOURCES AND CIVIL
WORKS DIVISION

GENERAL

Senator Eroesper. Mr. Staat
record ?

Mr. Sraars. 1 am Elmer I3, St
Budeet.,

I have a short statement I would like to read.

Senator ErLenper. Proceed.

Mr. Sraars. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, T am
happy to testify in support of the President’s requesi for the ap
I)I'ulli'i.‘iliull of the funds necessary (o carry oil ihe Public Works
Acceleration Aet.

The authority to accelerate and initiate appropriately timed capi-
tal improvements to strengthen our defense against recession was
one of several measures for a stronger economy which the President
recommended in his economic message to the Congress last January
as well as in the state of the Union and budget messages.

While the standby authority which the administration requested
was not enacted, the President is pleased that the program for im-
mediate acceleration of certain public works, which he recommended
later, has now become law., The cooperation of the committee in
scheduling this hearing as promptly as possible is appreciated great ly.

Under Secretary Gudeman has discussed the procedures for carry
mg on the program and the need for the $900 million appropriation
which the President has requested. 1 propose to diseuss two mat-
ters: the role of the Bureau of the Budget in the public works accelera-
tion program and the budgetary effect of the program.,

JUSTIFICATION FOR APPROPRIATION REQUEST

Our first concern was that the need for the 2900 million appropria-
tion request be adequately justified. It was apparent that require-
ment by the Bureau for a justification supported by a firm list of
specific projects totaling $900 million was not feasible: and 1 think
the committee has gone into that mutter very carefully here in these
hearings,

Before such a list of projects could he provided, each Federal
agency concerned and the States and loealities would need to develop
projects and a balanced program selected from them.

The time required by such a process would have meant that no re
quest for funds could have been placed before the Congress until
next January, and no employment created in these needy areas until
still later. This would have been inconsistent with the very purpose
of the act.




150 PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1063

Therefore, in order to have available the best possible basis for
judging the appropriation request, the Burean, in anticipation of the
ennctment of the authorizing law, requested the Federal depart-
ments and agencies administering direct. Federal and federally aided
public works programs to furnish information on the backlog of
needed projects or segments of work which could be initiated or ac-
celerated in the areas eligible for assistance under the act.

Our analysis of the agency reports convinced us that the entive
$900 million authorized can be effectively used and that this amount
should be appropriated now to assure that the program will achieve
its maximum economic benefit as quickly as possible.

The question may be raised as to why the President has requested
an appropriation of $900 million, when last March he recommended
anthorization for $600 million immediate capital improvements pro
opam. In this connection, the following points should be noted:

(1) Since last March, the administration has reassessed the need
for funds for an immediate public works acceleration program. The
unemployment situation has not improved as much as we had ex
pected or hoped, and it is even more urgent now that the many area
which have not shared fully in the recovery from the 1960-61 reces-
sion be given assistance.

(2) The Congress, in reaching its decision on the Public Works
Acceleration Act, has also reviewed the requirements for this program
and has acreed on the need for $000 million anthorization,

(3) As enacted, the provisions for the immediate acceleration pro-
gram have less flexibility than the President’s original proposal,

The President. therefore, believes that the full $900 million should

be appropriated.

ROLE OF RBUTREAU OF THE BUDGET

The Burean of the Budeet will exercise its nsual role in advising the
President regarding the allocation of funds under the act and in the
control of the funds.

For example, we shall be concerned as to the extent to which addi-
fional administrative and supervisory personnel will be needed to
carry on the acceleration program. We would expect the agencies to
rely on existing personnel financed under regular budget funds to
the fullest extent feasible in earrying out their share of the accelera-
tion program.

We would anticipate that the funds under the acceleration program
would be used primarily for initiation of new projects or segments of
work rather than aceceleration of work on going projects.  Any proj-
ects or segments of work initiated under the act will be fully financed
from the funds appropriated., Thus it will not be necessary to pro
vide additional funds in the 1964 budget for their completion.

FUNDS AVAILABRLE UNTII EXPENDED

The Public Works Acceleration Act contains no stipulation with
respect to the period of time for which the funds appropriated shall
be available. Consistent with normal practice on public works pro-
grams, the President has recommended that the appropriation lan-
guage provide that the funds be available until expended.
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There is another point which I wish to emphasize with respect to
the relation between the public works acceleration program and the
regular public works activities of Federal agencies.

These agencies will continue to carry on their regular work financed
from 1963 appropriations or prior-year funds, including any proj-
ects or segments of work which are located in areas eligible for assist-
ance under the Public Works Acceleration Aet.

NO DIVERSION OF REGULAR BUDGET FUNDS

In his recent Executive order, the President has taken steps to assure
that Federal agencies will not divert to any other areas regular budget
funds which have been appropriated for or allocated to projects in
eligible areas. Thus, funds made available to eligible areas under
the Public Works Acceleration Act will be in addition to and not
in lieu of funds from other sources.

Senator Eruenper. Mr. Staats, will you tell the committee if this
money is appropriated, that is, the full sum, does the law provide that
it shall remain for use until expended ?

Mr. Staars. The basie law does not contain a provision of this kind.

Senator Errtexper. Well, suppose we do put in the $900 million.
Then won’t we be met with some diffienlty there if we are unable to
expend it within a year?

Mr. Staats. It is our view, of course, and 1 believe Mr. Gudeman
emphasized this yesterday, that $900 million can be obligated within
the fiscal year. The provision here that has been recommended has
been normal in all public works programs for a good many years.

We feel that it is desirable on public works programs to have the
money available until we expend 1t with a view to making it possible
for the contractors on those jobs to know what the funds available
will be. This is & normal provision included here,

Senator ErLexper. Well now, the bill, as T understand, provides
that any project must be completed within the year, or almost com-
pleted, over half. We had that out yesterday.

Mr. Staars. After it is initiated, yes, sir.

Senator ELtenper. Yes; after it is initiated. Would you interpret
that to mean that the money can be obligated and expended even
though the year has passed?

Mr. Staars. Well, of course, as we have entered into firm contracts,
I think that there is certainly a commitment on the part of the Govern-
ment to carry that out.

PROVISION ON AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS

Senator ExreNper. Ican well understand that if the authorizing law
provided that the money should be available until you spend it, but
you do not have such a provision in the law.

Mr. Staars. That seems to be an oversight in the law. T think there
is some legislative history to the effect that such a provision is not
required. This is a point which is not entirely clear and one on which
we obviously defer to the committee’s judgment. I do have a memo-
randum which T will be glad to furnish to the committee, prepared by
our own counsel, to the effect that this would not be subject to a point
of order in the event that that is included by the committee.
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Senator Ercexper. T wish yvou would put it into the record at this
llf'i[".. im the event Thn- Em-IJ-.r -.|'|u.'|]l] }u’ lII:lIIt'.
Mr. Staars. All right

{ The memorandum referred to follows:*)
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PRIATING LESS THAN AMOUNT REQUESTED

Senator KLLexper. Now. \r"l"l"i'l\ when we heard Mr. Gudeman
and others, it was stated 1I' it by Febru: ary 1, we may not be able to
have under ob lw:‘l-m as many as $300 million. That was the sum
and substance of the testimon y i

Mr. Gupesax. Yes, sir,

Senator Ervexver. What would be the objection in dividing this
amount up and not appropriating the whole amount ..! $900 million,
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just give you, say, $300 or $400 million of it and then come January
we could appropriate the rest of it ¢ )

Mr. Staars. This is a question, Mr, Chairman, that we also raised
and went into very carefully with the agencies at the time they made
their request to us. I think it 18 our view that unless the full amount
is made available, it is going to be very difficult, particularly on the
grants to the State and local communities for them to arrange |}llt'll'
financing.  Without assured funds, I think it is going to be very diffi-
cult for the State and local governments to raise their share of the
funds.

There will be bond issues involved in many cases, and in other cases
there will have to be levies arranged, there will have to be convening
of State legislatures in many instances.

Senator Erexver. All of which will be time consuming.

ONE-TIME ACT

Mr, Staars. It will be time consuming, and it was our understand-
ing, looking at the legislative history of this act, that it was the intent
of the Congress that this would be a one-time act. It was designed
to take care of the immediate problem, and the idea was to et as many
people on the job as possible until such time as the administrative
program and the general economy improved, to pick up the responsi
bilities.

Senator Encexper. T can well understand that, and T do not believe
there will be any difficulty in getting this committee to give you the
whole amount. But my fear is, and that is the fear of quite a few of
the Senators, that in the past, this committee has always had before
it not only authorized projects but projects that were justified—that
i5, we looked into them to see that they came within the purview of
the law and we had more or less the say in that selection. As you
xnow, the Budget Bureau submits to Public Works a list of projects
for rivers and harbors and for flood control and for other works, and
usually the committee—in fact, ever since I have been chairman, we
have added to them and subtracted some from them. But in this
case it is a little different in that there is no preparation of some of
the projects that may be submitted.

Now, the Housing and Home Finance Agency did submit a lisi
and made a good showing as to the projects that have been planned
and that are ready to go.

But in other fields, such has not been the case. Now, Mr. Gudeman
has promised to give us some information tomorrow amnd I am very
hopeful that that information would be in such a—that it would be
such that we can make selections of our own if necessary, or make
suggestions as to what projects should be proceeded with,

That is the way this committee has always acted and we would not
have any trouble whatever, in my opinion, carrying that through.

I speak, I believe, not only for the Senate but for the House.

Now, unfortunately, the House has not had hearings on this and
[ doubt that they will. They may, before they pass upon it. But

this amount would be carried in onr regular public works bill, which

has always been enacted by the House, and we are adding this to the

House bill. T do not know whether Mr. Cannon will hold hearngs

or not, and that is why I desired to make these hearings as full as we
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could so that the House could have the advantage of what information
we could obtain.

And I express the hope again that you put into this record as many
projects as will qualify that cost, location, and so forth, so that we
can at least have some kind of review of not only the kind of project
that you propose to initiate, but actually the one that you will actually
choose from.

Mr. Staars. Mr. Chairman, I appreciate full well that we are faced
here with a rather unusual situation.

I assure you that it is not the practice of the Burean of the Budget
to ordinarily send up budget items that we have not gone into in great
detail and the agencies have justified fully.

So we face somewhat the same problem that the committee faces
here. Itisour view, however, that the intent of the Congress in getting
]}lll)lil' works started quickly would be thwarted if we insisted on tak-
g the time in the executive branch to review these projects in detail
before they are submitted to the Congress. So we had the same prob-
lem in that respect that you have—in going into these in detail——

Senator Errexoer. Now, what is your basis for suggesting that this
committee appropriate $900 million ?

In other words, you are here recommending it and T presume that
you have access to information that made you come to that conclusion,
that $900 million would be needed. Have yon that information avail
able so that you can submit it to the committee?

Mr. Staars. I would like to make this comment on your question.
It is a very good and appropriate question. We have not, obviously.
had access to what the States and local governments may submit, you
see. Under this program, I think it would be only honest and fair
to say that none of us have that information,

That will have to be obtained from the States or the communities.
The list which the Housing Ageney has submitted here today will give
us a good indication of what they may receive under their program.
We have had some detailed information from the Federal agencies
on their programs.

BUDGET PROCEDURE

This has been reviewed in some detail in the Bureau of the Budeet.,
not in all cases on a project-by-project justification, but in terms of
people who know these programs very well. These programs added
up to a total initially of about $2.8 billion. These we sereened down
to around $2.2 billion. On the basis of that, we were confident that
$900 million of worthy projects that could meet the criteria and nnder
the act could be supported, and justified.

Senator Errexper. Well, now, did these projects include river and
harbor developments?

Mr. Sraars. It included Federal construction programs—rivers and
harbors, reclamation, agriculture, veterans, general services, all of the
Federal construction programs.

Senator Errexper, That could 1y completed within a year or nearly
a year?

Mr. Sraars. Which in our best judgment could meet all of the
criteria, including the ones which you have mentioned.

Senator ErLexper. But no list has been submitted to you. You
simply got that information from——
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Mr. Staars. In some cases, we had lists and I think some of the
material Mr. Gudeman will submit here tomorrow we have had access
to and have reviewed.

Senator Errexper. That is what 1 was leading to; that either you
or whoever furnished that information let us have it for incorpora-
tion in this record so we can make a judgment on it.also.

Mr. Staars. That is right.

Senator Youne. Mr. Chairman, this is entirely different. testimony
than we had yesterday. In the repeated questions I asked the wit-
nesses they did not have any projects ready to submit. The testimony
is directly opposite.

SPECIFIC PROJECTS

Mr. Staars. I donot believe it is different, Senator. In many cases,
we have specific projects.

In the case of the Corps of Engineers. for example, or Reclamation,
those that ave authorized on a specific basis, we have many hundreds
of millions of dollars of backlog justifications and quite a bit in the
Agriculture Department which we have never been able to fund within
the budget limitations.

Senator Youne. But Tasked for specific projects vesterday and they
said they did not have any.

I would like to have my questions and their answers placed in the
record at this point.

Senator Erenoer. Without objection, that will be done.

(The lustinmn_\‘ referred to follows ;)

Senntor Youne. Mr. Chairman, may 1 ask a question at this point?

Senator ELLENDER, Surely,

Nenator Youna. Is it proposed that Congress appropriate $000 million and
the various agencies of Government then afterward embark upon any kind of
programs they see fit without further action by the Appropriations Committes
or Congress?

Mr. GupEMAN. It is proposed that you appropriate £000 million. and then, under
the eriteria established by the bill itself, the agencies will use that money for
the public works which fall under their agency. The Department of Commerce
will coordinate it, secing that it is done well, seeing that it is done economically,
and seeing that it is done fast.

Senator Youna. This is a completely new departure from the procedure by
Congress. T do not see how Congress could go along with this kind of absurd
proposal.  'We appropriate $900 million and know nothing about the various
projects are that going to be embarked upon : is this what yon are proposing?

Mr. Gupesmax, We are giving you here in the justification pamphlet the type
of projects.

Senator Youxe. The types, that isall?

Mr. GupEMAN. This is all we ean give you at this time. We ecannot give you
detailed projects at this time. We have shown the amount of money that goes
to each one of the agencies and departments—not exaet at all, but to show that
the 3900 million can be utilized and can be efficiently utilized.

HOUSE ACTION ON PUBLIC WORKS RILL

Senator Youne. Has this budget been presented to the House Ap-
propriations Committee?

Mr. Staars. No: it has just been enacted. The House has already
completed action on the public works appropriation bill.

Senator YouNG. On the supplemental appropriations bill ¢

Mr. Staars. No: since this bill has been pending in the Senate. Tn
the usual course of our procedure, we submitted it to the Senate.
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Senator Youne. We are getting in the same trouble all over again.
Several months ago, we were accused of spending several million dol-
lars without the House—

Mr. Staars. I am informed that this procedure is agreeable to the
House.

Senator Youne. I know. It has always been agreeable in the past.
But when you add up this vast amount of money of Senate appropri-
ations in excess ol the House, it gives us a bad name, a bad record,

Senator EreNper. Senator Young, T am glad to say in this case
that Mr. Cannon has suggested that we hold these hearings. He sug-
gested that to the chairman of the committee and that we put into the
bill for this $900 million or as much as we think can be justified and
the House will take note of it.

Senator Youna., This has been done many times in the past, but
when you add up all the Senate appropriations and the House appro-
priations, we get a bad name.

Senator ErLexper. Yon may proceed, Mr. Staats.

DIRECT FEDERAL PROJECTS

Mr. Sraars. At the beginning of this acceleration program, it is
likely that direct Federal projects and programs ean be undertaken
more quickly than State and loeal work.

Federal agencies should be able to start many projects or segments
of work shortly after appropriations are made available. We antici-
pate that a significant amount of Federal work can be started before
the end of this clendar year, and an even larger amount by the end of
March 1963. Winter weather may delay the initiation of work in
some areas, but by the end of fiscal year 1963 most of the funds for
Federal projects should be obligated,

FUNDS AVAILABLE ON GEOGRAPHIC BASIS

It is important that a large share of the appropriation be made
available on a wide geographic basis for State and local projects, based
on the eriteria H!i]>|1|:|wd in the aet.

Preliminary reports from the Federal agencies which will be work-
ing with the State and local bodies indicate that a substantial amount
of Federal funds can be allocated for these programs in the first 6
months of operation.

As you can well understand, it is not possible at this time to make a
reliable estimate of the fiscal year 1963 expenditures under the accel
eration program.

There are many variables involved, such as the speed with which
State and local agencies can complete financing and get work under-
way, the range in the percentage of the Federal grant for State and
local projects, and the distribution of funds among construction
In'tljl-:-!_-., ilrlp!'r:\'t'}lil‘hlr-. |'i'|s.'|il‘.-'. :HHI ““]I‘-'I‘I'\'i”i\'l' measures,

ESTIMATED EXPENDITURES

Based on our preliminary analysis, Federal expenditures for the
acceleration program in fiscal year 1963, and I emphasize that these
are expenditure figures rather than obligation figures, could range
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from $250 to $400 million. If the $400 million expenditure is achi-
eved in 1963, it is likely that the remaining expenditures will oceur in
fiscal vear 1964, If 1963 expenditures amount to 5250 million, some
of the remaining expenditures will carry over into fiseal year 1965,

These expenditure estimates, of course, do not indicate the total
effect of the program, since they are exclusive of the amounts to be
spent by State and loeal governments from their own funds.

In summary, Mr. Chairman, we believe that if the $900 million is
made available now, arrangements underway will permit i';||1i.l‘ flex-
ible, and efficient, execution of the public works acceleration prograu,

That completes my statement, Mr, Chairman.

Senator Krresper. Arethere any questions?

ADDITION AL EMPLOYEES REQUIRED
Senator McNasmara. Mr. Chairman, on page 3 of your statement,
Mr. Staats, you say—
We expect the agencies to rely on existing personnel financed under resular

budget funds to the fullest extent feasible in carrying out their share of the
acceleration program.

One of the questions that is probably going to be asked of the com-
mittee is. How many new employees will this take? If we do not
have some sort of an estimate, and I don’t expect to tie you down to it,
the statement is apt to be made that this will require several thousand
more Federal employees.

Do you have any outside figure or an estimate of how many addi-
tional Government employees will be required if this program is

passed ¢

Mr. Sraars. We made an estimate on the original $600 million pro-
gram, At that time, based on that estimate, our best jlll|f_"|11t'||1. and
this is based on judgment of individuals who work with the staff, is
that it would run from 500 to 800 new supervisory and administra-
tive employees. This number was computed for force account projects
on the same basis as if the work were contracted out and rough ap-
proximations on the distribution between Federal and State and local
projects. I think that it is possible that on the $900 million program,
particularly if it were all made available in the early future, we could
assume upward of a thousand, ronghly a thonsand additional em-
])]ll‘\.'l'l‘..‘-.

Senator MeNamara. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Epuexoer. Any further questions?

Lf not, we thank you very much.
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LETTER FROM BENATOR BYRD

Senator Byrd from West Virginia has addressed a letter to me dated
September 17, in which he approves this program in its ent irety, and 1
ask that it be placed in the record at this point.

(The letter referred to follows:)

U.8. SENATE,
COMMITTEE OX APPROPRIATIONS,
September 17, 1962,
Hon, Arrex J. ELLENDER,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Works,
Nenate Appropriations Committee,
.8, Senate, Washington, D.C,

Deag Sexator BLiesper: 1 am requesting that early and favorable considera-
tion be given to appropriations to implement the President's emergency public
works program. This program will be of immeasurable benefit to West Virginia.
as well as to the more than 1,069 other economically distressed areas in the Nation.

Although the number of persons unemployed in the United States has de
ereased by 1 million within the last year, approximately 5.8 percent of our labor
force continues to be unemployed. Of the 1,069 economically distressed areas
in the Nation, 976 have persistent and substantial unemployment,

In these 976 areas, the average unemployment rate is about 39 percent higher
than in the rest of the country, and an average of 1 out of every 12 members
of the labor force is unemployed. The percentage of nnemployment in West
Virginia's chironically depressed areas is considerably higher. I cannot, there-
fore, overly stress the importance of this legislation to the people of my State,
and to those areas plagued by similar unemployment and underemployment.

Yon may be assured that, as a member of the Senate Apprepriations Conmittee,
1 shall give my vigorous support to the appropriation of the full amount
authorized by the Congress for this accelerated public works program, 1 hope
that your subcommittee will find it possible to approve the NeCessAry moneys
in order to implement the recently passed authorization bill.

With best wishes, I am.

Sinecerely yours,
Rorert C, Byrp, U.8. Senator.

DESCRIFIION OF VARIOUS AREAS

Senator Errexper. We have before us a map indicating the areas
that are eligible. Since we canont put the map in the record, we have
a description of these various aveas, and I think it would be advisable
to put that in the record at this point.

Lf there is no objection, it is so ordered.

(The information referred to follows:)




ACCELERATED FUBLIC WORKS PROGRAM

ELIGIBLE AREAS

(Redevelopment areas and areas of
relatively continuous substantial
unemployment eligible as of this
date for participation in the
Accelsrated Public Works Program)

September 8, 1962

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
AREA REDEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION
Office of Planning and Research

Washington 25, D, C.
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SECTION 5(a) REDEVELOPMEN

tate and jArea

Alabamas
Gadsden

Jasper

Alaska

Anchorage | - District No. 10

Arkansas

\,anaen

Stanislaus

Mendoeino

Connecticut
Ansonia Towns in New Haven County
Ansonia
Derby
Oxford
Seymour

Town in Hartford County
Bristol

Town in Litchfield County
Plymouth

Danielson Towns in Windham County
Brooklyn
Canterbury
Eastford
Killingly
Plainfield
Pomfret
Putnam

terling
Thompson
Woodstock

Georgia
arrollton

Cedartown-Rockmart
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heruise N

Alexand
Ma

Harrisburg

Herrin-Mur
West Fran

I
p
4

hysborec
o

art

Williamson
Litehfield 4/ Bond
Christian

Macoupin
Montgomery

TR
MaLt

Mount Vern
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Danville

abethtown 10/

Hazard 5/

Hopkinsville

Madisonville 5/

Middlesboro-Harlan 5/

Morehead-Grayscn 8

Faducah 5/

1963

?rga Definition 2/
Counties Unless Otherwise Noted)

Clay
Knox
Laurel
Whitley

Boyle
Garrard
Lincoln
Mercer

Grayson
Hardin
Larue
Meade

Breathitt
Letcher
Perry

Caldwell
Christian
Todd
Trigg

Hopkins
Muhlenberg
Webster

Bell
Harlan
Leslie

Carter
Elliott
Gresnup
Rowan

Ballard
Graves
McCracken
Marshall
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Lgps Othervise

Tangipah

Kennebunk
Kennebunkport
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Escanaba 5/

Clair

Gra Traverse
Kalkaska
Leelanau
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Duluth-Superior
County,
Douglas County, Wiscon

Hibbing-Virginias St. Louis
except

Missouri 3
Flat River 3/

ois
Ste. Genevieve
Washington

Washington Franklin

Montana
Butte 8ilver Bow

Kalispell 4/ Flathead
Lincoln

New Jersey
Atlantic Cit Atlanti

Cumberland
Ocean

Monmouth

Paterson-FPassaic

LS




PUBLIC WORKS

New Yor)

Amaterdam
Auburn
Gloversville

Jamestown-Dunkirk

Ogdensburg-Massena-

Malone

Oneonta
Platteburgh
Schenectady 7/

Watertown

Caro
Fayetteville 4/

Henderson-Oxford

Kinston
Lumberton

Rockingham-Hamlet

APPROPRIATIONS,

1963

Montgomery
Cayuga
Fulton
Chautaugua
Franklin

St. Lawrence
Otsego
Clinton
Schenectady

Jefferson

Cumberland
Franklin
Granville
Vance
Lenocir
Robeson

Richmond

Wilson

Athens
Hocking
Vinton




PUBLIC WORKS

State and Area

Ohic (conttd)

Batavia-Georgetown-
West Uniocn 4/

Cambridge

Kent-Ravenna

th-
othe 4/

orvamou
Chillie

Oklahoma

McAleater
Muskogee

DOkmulgee-Henryetta

Pennsvlvania

Altoona
Berwick-Bloomsburg
Butler

Clearfield-DuBois

APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

Area Definition E/

(Counties Unless Otherwise

Adams
Brown
Clermont

Guernsey
Noble

Portage

Jackson
Fike
Ross
Scioto

FPittsburg
Muskogee

Okmulges

Blair

Columbia gxcept Borough of
Centralia and Township of
Conyngham

Butler

Borougha of Philipaburg and
South Philipsburg
Township in Centre County
Rush
Clearfield
Boroughs of Brockway
Falls Creek
Reynoldsville
Sykeaville
swnships in Jefferson County
Snyder
Washington
Winslow
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State and Area Area Definition 2/
(Counties Unless Otherwise Noted)

Pennsylvania (contt?d)

Erie irie

Indiana Indiana

Johnstown Cambria
Somerset

anning-Ford City Armstrong

own Juniata
Mifflin

Meadville Crawford
gxcept City of Titusville and
Townships of
Athens
Bloomfield
0il Creek
Rome
Sparta
Steuben
Troy and
Boroughs of Centerville
Hydetown
Spartansburg
Townville

Lawrence

Allegheny
Beaver
Washington
Westmoreland

Pottsville~
Lehighton 9/ Carbon
Sehuylkill

St. Marys 5/ Cameron
Elk




PUBLIC

State and Area

Pennsylvania (contt'd)

Sayre-Athens-
Towanda

Sceranton
Sharon-Farrell

Sunbury-Shamokin-
Mt. Carmel

Uniontown-
Connellsville

Wilkes-Barre- -
Hazleton

Puerto Rico (Commonwealth

of)
Aguadilla

Arecibo 4/

Caguas 4/ 5/

Carclina

WORKS

APPROPRIATIONS,

L

Area Defin

1tdo
= A
(Counties Unle

n =/
8s Otherwise Noted)

1963

¢

Bradford
Lackawanna

Mercer

Borough of Centralia

Township in Columbia County

Conyngham
Montour
Northumberland
Snyder
Union

Fayette

Luzerne

Municiplos of:

Aguada
Aguadilla

Areclibo
Camuy
Hatillo

Aguas Buenas

Caguas
Cidra
Gurabo
Juncos
San Lorenszo

Carolina
Loiza
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State and Area

Mayaguez layagues

Guaynabo
San Juan
Cuanica

anilla
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</

Unless Otherwise Noted)

Raleigh
Mercer

Kanawha

dge

4
80

Doddr
Harri
Tayl

Marion
Cabell
Wayne
Boyd, Kentu
Lavrence, O}

ne

(redefined area includes
of Boone County)

ogan

Lincoln (Harts Creek Di
town Monongalia

aw Martinsy ] Tyler
Wetzel

Monroe,
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State and Ares Area Definition 2/

(Counties Unless Otherwise Noted)

West Virginia (cont'd)
Parkersburg Pleasants
Ritchie
Wirt
Wood

Point FPleasant~-
Gallipolis 4/ Jackson
Mason
Putnam
Gallia, Ohio
Meigs, Ohio

Ronceverte - White
Sulphur Springs Greenbrier
Monroe

Welch McDowell

Wheeling Marshall
Ohio
Belmont County, Ohilo

Wisconsin
La Crosse La Crosse

1/ The Criteria are:

1. Unemployment is currently 6% or more of the work
force, discounting seasonal or temporary factors,
and has averaged at least 6% for the periods
below, and

The annual average rate of unemployment has been
at least:

a) 50% above the nationsl average for 3 of the
preceding 4 calendar years, or

b) 75% above the national average for 2 of the
preceding 3 calendar years, or

¢) 100% above the national average for 1 of the
preceding 2 calendar years,

Section 5(a) areas are designated on the basis of
data provided by the Department of Labor.
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and

Name

B~
— -

:‘\.-
I
}.'\‘-J

1)

)
(
)
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and County Name

state and County

Alaska (cont'd)

lependence (3)
Izard (3)
; Johnson (5)
Canal-Icy Straits Lafayetts
. Dist. No. 6 (5 Lee (1)
Lincoln

Searcy
Sharp

—

Nad =
Lo
—

sburg

3 (5)

Arizona
Apache
Mohave
Navajo

American Samoa (

American Samoa

Arkansas
Ashley (
Baxter (
Chicot (
Cleburne
Conway (5) Florida
Crittenden ( 2 Calhoun (
Desha (1)(2) Franklin
Drew (6) Holmes (
Franklin (5) Jackson

1
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State and County Name

Florida (cont'd)

Jefferson (1)(2)
Lafayette (1)
Liberty (6)
Pasco (5)
Suwannee (3)
Walton (6)
Washington (3)

Ceorgia

Benning)

Franklin
Glascock
Gordon (5)
Habersham (3)°

Hancock (1)(2) (&)
Hart (6)

Heard (1)
Henry (2)
Jefferson
Jenkins (
Johnson (
Laurens |

st
—~———
PR P~
e e Mot il

A

Lincoln
Lumpkin

State and County N

Georgis (cont'd)
McIntosh (
Merivether
Montgomery
Oglethorpe
Pulaski (2)
Rabun (1)
Randolph (1)(2)
Schley (1)
Scraven (1
Stewart (1
Sumter (2)
Talbot (1)

2)
1)(5)
Washington (1)(2)
Wayne (3)

Webster (1)(2)
Wheeler (5)
White (1)
Wilkes (1)(
Worth (1)(2

- —
P T e

2)

)

Guam (Territory of)
Guam (6)

Hawaidi
Hawaii (6)

Idaho
Benewah (5)
Bonner (5)
Boundary (%)
Clearwvater (5)
Idaho (5)
Kootenai (5)
Shoshone

Avery-Clarkia CCD (5)
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Marshall

Livingstaorn
Logan (3)
Lyon (5)

Lawren
Martin (5)
M

o

Pendlet:
well

P1

= W

—

e |33 e, MY S
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¥
LI
n
L
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State and County Name State and County Name

Missi

Franklin
Hancock (5)
ips of Holmes
T Myer, Spalding) Humphreys
saunkee (5) Issaquena
eana (5) Jneher
onagon (3) Jef

Laurendp
Leake (1)
Leflore (2
(5
(1
(5)
rahall
ﬂean ba
Newton (

(3

1
Noxubee (
Okt ‘rheha
(1

5)

Panola

Fﬁnnlnp::”
2 A\
Pine (3)(
Roseau (5
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Schoharie

Montansa
Carbon

Deer
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and County MName

.'1"-1)
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State and County Name g nty Name

(conttd)
vis (3)
bradillas
(5)

Allendale
Bamburg (
Barnwell
Beaufort
Berkeley
Calhocun (

Chester

Colleto 1) (5 Putnam (6)
Darlingto 3) Rhea (5)

Hampto
Jasper
Kershaw
Lancaster
Lae (1)(2)
Marlboro (1)
McCormick (2
Orangeburg (
Williamsburg

South Dakot
e eSS yT—
Shar

Cocke (5)

Cumberland
Decatur (1)
DeKalb (1)
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Langlade

Lincoln (3)

Marinette

Menomine
Preston (% Oneidsa
Randolph

Summers
Tucker
Upshur
Webster
Wyoming

Wisconsgin
Ashland
Bayfield
Burnett
Doar (5

The political subdivisio of the State of Alaska have
not j be fo ¥y determined. Election Districts
are used cu tly subdivisions of the State.

ana are parishes in Puerto
Rico are municipios. Subdivisions o 0 in
West Virginia = Me sterial Districts and in Idaho
are Census Coun

-

NOolTes:

#1 Jefferson, except boroughs of
Reynoldsville, and Sykesville, Townships of Snyder,
Washington, and Winslow (i.e. that portion outside of
Clearfield-DuBois Area)

Brockway, Falls Creek,
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REDEVELOPMENT AREAS
ON AREAS

»1 Bay Area
rton Sound Area

k Inlet Area
Southeast Area

Colorado River uma (Aris.

arts of Riverside and
an Bernardino,(Calif.)

Fort Apache Apache
Gila
Navajo

Gila River Pinal
Maricopa

Hopi Navajo
Coconino

Navajo Apache
Coconino
Navajo (Aris.)
McKinley (New Mexico)
San Juan (New Mexico)
San Juan (Utah)

Papag Maricopa
Pima
Final

S8an Carlos Gila
Graham

Pinal

8alt River Maricopa

There are no Indian Reservations as such in Alaska.

Includes all of Southeast Alaska south of Yakutat Bay, except the
incorporated cities of Junesu and Sitka.
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eyenne

nnebag
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Standing Rock
Sioux

eyenne River

Creek-Lower

rule

589809 0—62——13
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Area Definitiocn
(Counties Unless Otherwi

folk
rth Canaan
Sali ury

Sharon

aven County

Coventiry

ington

3 in Windham County
cord
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ston-Auburn
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Corrs oF KENGINEERS

STATEMENTS OF MAJ. GEN. R. G. MacDONNELL, DIRECTOR OF CIVIL
WORKS, OFFICE, CHIEF OF ENGINEERS; LT. COL. JOSEPH F.
GARBACZ, ASSITANT DIRECTOR OF CIVIL WORKS FOR NORTH-
WESTERN DIVISIONS; COL. ROBERT W. FRITZ, ASSISTANT
DIRECTOR OF CIVIL WORKS FOR SOUTHWESTERN DIVISIONS;
COL. ROBERT C, MARSHALL, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF CIVIL
WORKS FOR EASTERN DIVISIONS; ANGUS H. MacRAE, ASSISTANT
DIRECTOR OF CIVIL WORKS FOR MISSISSIPPI VALLEY; COL.
LEONARD J. GOODSELL, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF CIVIL WORKS
FOR MIDDLEWESTERN DIVISIONS

Prosecrs INCLUDED IN OMNIBUS BILL

Senator ELLenper. Now, will you call the engineers in #

Mr. Bousquer. Yes, sir; they are coming in.

Senator ErLenper. As most of you know, quite a few public wit-
nesses testified before the subcommittee as to certain projects included
in the omnibus bill.

I am told that there is a possibility that the omnibus bill would be
enacted sometime next week. If it is, the projects that have been
recommended by the House and included in the omnibus bill, as well
as projects that we may desire to recommend, likewise are included in
the omnibus bill.

In anticipation of the omnibus bill being enacted, under date of Sep-
tember 4, 1 wrote a letter to the President suggesting that he submit
to the Budget Bureau projects which in his opinion would be desir-
able. I ask that that letter be incorporated in Jhe record at this point.

(The letter referred to follows:)

U.8. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
Neptember 4, 1962,
The Honorable Joux F. KEN NEDY,
The President,
The White House, Washington, D.C.

My Dear Mg. Presment: During the hearings on the public works appropria-
tions bill last May, many of the witnesses testified in support of projects favor-
ably recommended by the Corps of Engineers and expected to be incorporated in
an omnibus bill on which hearings were expected at an early date. At that time,
I stated that as soon as the omnibus bill had been enacted into law, I would sug-
gest to you the desirability of submitting a supplemental estimate to the Con-
gress covering the more urgent items authorized in that bill.

In this connection, I had in mind particularly projects which might provide
employment to chronie labor-depressed areas, not only by the labor opportunities
afforded by the project itself, but by the stimulus those projects would have in
developing the resources of the particular area. An example of this type of
project can be found in the recommended improvement of the Kaskaskia River
Basin in Illinois. That project, having a total estimated cost of £61,145,000 and
a benefit-to-cost ratio of 2.7 to 1, is located in southern Illinois, in an area of
chronic unemployment. This project is justified on the basis that it would open
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up the rich Illinois coalfields, throngh which the Kaskaskia River runs, to econ-
omical eommercial exploitation. Coal reserves in this vicinity are estimated to
be in the neighborhood of £ billlon tons. Subsequent to the release of the ree-
ommendations of the Corps of Engineers for the development of the Kaskaskia
River, plans for construction of five industrial plants along the proposed Kas-
kaskia River project in Illinois were announced. Construction of these plants
at an estimated cost of $200 million is contingent upon the development of navi-
gation on the Kaskaskia., It is evident that long after the temporary measures
which may be taken now to stimulate employment have fulfilled their purpose,
these industrial plants will be providing jobs and income and adding to the
economic well-being of southern Illinois,

This is but a single example. 1 am sure that a careful examination of the
projects eligible for inclusion in an omnibus bill will show that there are many
worthy projects which will stimulate the economy of an area or are located in
areas designated as having chronie nnemployment.

In view of the delay in initiating an omnibus bill and the possibility of an
adjournment of Congress by the end of this month, the thought occurred to me
that you may desire to have the Bureaun of the Budget conslder thls matter now,
with a view to submitting a supplemental estimate to the Congress as soon as an
omnibus bill has been reported by a committee for those projects which you
consider to be of an urgent nature.

Sincerely yours,
ALLEN J. ELLENDER,
Chairman, Subcommittee on Public Workas.

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE

Senator Eruenoer. ‘We will also put in the record the supplemental
budget, together with a letter from the Bureau of the Budget, and
the list of projects contained in this budget estimate.

(The information referred to follows:)

Tae Wurre Housg,
Washington, September 21, 1962
ThHE PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Sik: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration of the Con-
gress an amendment to the budget for the fiscal year 1963 involving an inerease
in the amount of $3 million for the Corps of Engineers, Civil, Department of
the Army.

The details of this amendment, the necessity therefor, and the reason for itg
submiszion at this time are set forth in the attached letter from the Director
of the Bureau of the Budget, with whose comments and observations thereon I
coneur,

Respectfully yours,
Jouxn F. KENNEDY.

Estimate No. 48, 87th Congress, 2d session.
ExecUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
Bureav oF THE BubGEeT,
Washington, D.C., Beptember 20, 1962,
THE PRESIDENT,
The White House.

Smk: I have the honor to submit herewith for your consideration an amend-
ment to the budget for the fiscal year 1963 involving an increase in the amount
of §3 million for the Corps of Engineers, Civil, Department of the Army. De-
tails of the proposed amendment are as follows :

DerarTMENT oF Derexse, Crvin

Department of the Army, Corps of Engineer, Civil

Budget Orleinal Revised
appendix Heading | estimate as estimate
page i amended

337 | Construction, general $777, 645,000 | £7R0, 645, 000 3, 000, D00
| |

80609 0O—62——14
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The increase will provide for initiation of advance engineering and design
in 1963 on approximately 30 water resources projects expected to be authorized
in the River and Harbor and Flood Control Acts of 1962. A request for addi
tional funds for this purpose was anticipated in the 1963 budget. While the
authorizing legislation Is not yet enacted, submission of the amendment now will
enable the Congress to give it timely consideration. This amendment is in
addition to the amendments transmitted to the Congress on April 2, 1962, (H.
Doe, No. 379), and on July 16, 1962 ( H. Doe. No. 477).

I recommend that the foregoing amendment to the budget for the fiscal yvear
1963 be transmitted to the Congress,

Respectfully yours,
(Signed) Davip E, BeLi,
Director of the Bureau of the Budget.

Conrs oF ENGINEERS

Supplemental appropriation request, fiscal year 1963 (advance engineering and
Pr Pprog ' ; ] {
aesign)

Total
Project and State estimated Allocation
Federal cost

Alnskn: Bradley Lake A 3 | £47. 100, 000 £100, DOO
Arizonn: Gila Ri ind tributaries, downstream from Painted Rock | 1R, 400, 000 100, 000
Californin

Alnm

da Creek : ] tend] | IO 100, D00
Dry Creek Reservoir and channe] improvement . y LOd0, OO}
Hidden Reserv 3 L0 75,000
Connectl | ¥ L <L , O 100, 000
Florida e i 1 . ! 7, 916, 000 80, 00
Georgin: West Polnt Dam £ MR | 53,000,000 100, 000
Tdaho: Rirle Dam b, 7,061, 000 75,000
Iinots: |
Calumet Tlarbor and River ’ . - : 13, 650, 000 110, 000
K askask la p e : et 61, 145, 000 100, 000
Mount C 1 1, 450, 000

Dodge City S
Loulsiana: New Orleans to Venie
Marylund: Bloomington Reservoir.
whusetts: Wareham-Mnarion
Michigan: River Rouge 2 e - £
Missouri: Hannibal S = iy . 400, 00 50, 000
Nebraska: Little Papillion Cry 2,259, | 50, D00
N Jersoy: Tocks Island Res oir, NJ, N.Y,,and Pa.....__. r 130, 000, 000 | : 000
New Mexioo: Las Cruces - 5 o 4, 530, 000 000
v { Tocks Island Reservoir, N.J., N.Y. and Pa. (See Neoew Jersey) i : . A A
olina: New IHope Reservoir A 25, 203, I 000

Kaw Reservoir.. S et R, v | 75, 000
Ekintook Reservoir 2 iz =it 3,0 000
Oregon: Columbia & Lower W mette Rivers, Wash. and Oreg. (40 feet and |
35 feet channel projects) | 20, 0 000
000
Pennsgylvania:
Belttville Hese - S ; ] 14, 500, 000 ), 000
Tocks Island T roir, N.J., N.Y. and Pa. (See New Jersey).
Union City Reservoir i &
Texas:
Fort Worth Floodway (Clear Fork)
Port Arthur (hurrfeane protection)
Vines and Little Vinee Bayou
Virginia: Norfolk 3
Washington: Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers, Oreg. anc
{Bee Oregon) 4 = s " . g . -
West Virglnia: Buckhannon. .. e i g 200, 000

8, 930, 000

Total._.... o : + 4 = SR 748, 528, 000 3, 000, 000

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION REQUEST

Senator ELLenper. In answer to that letter, I understand that the
Corps of Engineers has requested supplemental appropriations.
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I have in my hand a list of the projects that were submitted for
consideration, and quite a few of the projects have been justified
before the committee.

There are a few that have not been justified. General, that is the
reason for my having the clerk to have you present, so that you can
run down the list of projects that have been submitted by the Budget
Bureau and those that have not been justified.

You may proceed to doso, sir.

As I understand, the first one is in Arizona. It is included in the
omnibus bill and we would like to hear justification on that project.

It is the Gila River and tributaries, downstream from Painted Rock.

General MacponneLL., Thank you, sir.

The testifying officer, Mr. Chairman, will be Colonel Fritz.

Senator ELrexper. Colonel F ritz, you may proceed, sir. Give your
name in full for the record, please.

GiLAe RivErR AND TRIBUTARIES, DowNSTREAM FroM PAINTED RoCK, ARIz,

Colonel Frrrz. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, this
report concerns the need for additional improvements for flood control
on the Gila River in Arizona.

The Gila River rises in southwestern New Mexico and flows gen-
erally westward about 650 miles and enters the Colorado River about
3 miles upstream from Yuma, Ariz. It drains an area of about 58,200
square miles.

The area under consideration lies below Painted Rock Dam, which
was constructed by the Corps of Engineers and completed in 1959,
The basin below the dam covers about 7,300 square miles. Agriculture
makes up the principal activity and few people live along the river.

Asa consequence of extensive irrigation and drainage improvements
together with the flood protection afforded by the upstream lmpnuml
ment, the flood plain has developed into a highly productive agricul-
tural area and is now subject to damage by floods on the channel, which
has a reduced capacity caused by silt deposits and desert growth.

Seven major floods have occurred since 1916. Under conditions
prevailing at the time the project was authorized, controlled flow
past Painted Rock Dam would have resulted in minimum damage.
However, under present conditions of development below the dam,
controlled releases from the dam to passthe upstream flood of record,
together with flows diverted to the Gila River by structures down-
stream from the dam, would cause damage to crops and irrigation
works estimated at over $2.6 million.

The Chief of Engineers recommends construction of compacted,
earthfill revetted levees along a 50-mile reach of the Gila River from
Texas Hill to Gila Siphon, together with channel improvements to
protect against a design flood having a frequency of about once in 100
years.

The estimated total cost of this project is $19,100,000, of which
$700,000 is non-Federal,

Senator ErLexper. What is the benefit-cost ratio?

Colonel Frirz. The benefit-cost ratio of this project is 3.9 to 1.

Hm?}.-ltm* EvLexper, 3.9 to 1. How much is the request for fiscal
19631
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Colonel Frrrz. $100,000.

Senator ELLenper. And that is for planning?

Colonel Frrrz. That is to initiate planning. :
Senator Ereexper. Is there anything else? Are there any questions?
(No response.)

('The justification follows:)

CoNsTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN—LoOCAL PROTECTION
ProJsecrs ( Froop CONTROL)

GILA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES DOWNSTREAM FROM PAINTED ROCK RESERVOIR, ARIZ,
( Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and description.—The improvement is located in southwestern Ari-
zona along the Gila River between Painted Rock Reservoir and the mouth near
Yuma. The proposed work consists of levee and channel improvements between
Texas Hill (60 miles below Painted Rock Reservoir) and Gila Siphon (8 miles
upstream from the mouth).

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) .. ____ e mee $18, 400, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost_ . .. e T e T

Cash contribution i AR L SR LTI 2= SR e e 0

Other costs__ e K, AT O o . 700, 000
Total estimated project cost.____ . ___ R 1 IRIO0 00D
Preconstruction planning estimate e Tl 675, 000
Appropriations to date___________ - W A ' 145, 000
Supplemental request, fiseal year 1963__ ML T L el s\ L 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963__ 430, 000

! Prenuthorization study costs only,

Justification—Construction of the proposed improvements would provide pro-
tection to about 69,000 acres of land and improvements adjacent to the Gila
River. In the overflow area from Texas Hill to Ligurata Wash are residences,
small commercial and industrial properties and roads, highways and utility lines.
The total value of this property is estimated at $47 million. In addition to
these types of properties, there are also located in the overflow area from Ligu-
rata. Wash to Gila Siphon, large pumping plants and main irrigation canals.
Uninterrupted operation of these facilities is vital to the economy of the Well-
ton-Mohawk division and Mesa unit of the Burean of Reclamation’s Gila project.
The value of property in this latter overflow area is estimated at 226 million.
Based on present improvements, the average annual damage from future floods
is estimated at $2,622,000, The proposed project will be coordinated with the
flood control improvements authorized for construction by the Bureau of Rec-
lamation downstream from Gila Siphon and the protection works already con-
structed by the Burean of Reclamation along tributaries of the Gila River.
The benefit-to-cost ratio is 3.9 to 1 ( 100-year economic life).

ANSONIA-DERBY, CONN.

Senator Eriexper. The next project is Ansonia-Derby. Please
describe this project. )

_Colonel Marsnavr. This is a flood protection project for both the
eity of Ansonia and town of Derby, which are located adjacent to each
other at a point on the Naugatuck River about 12 miles upstream from
where the river enters Long Island Sound. As you may know. sir,
the Naugatuck has a past history of disastrous and costly floods. The
Ansonia-Derby areas are highly developed industrial, commereial, and
residential areas. A repetition of the flood of August 1955 would
cause damages estimated at about $14 million at present-day price lev-
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als. The project would comprise a system of levees, stoplog structures,
pumping plants, and other necessary drainage facilities. The chan-
nel of the Naugatuck would also be improved. The estimated Federal
cost is $5,640,000. The project has a benefit-to-cost ratio of 1.7 to 1.

Senator Errexper. What would be the cost to local interests?

Colonel Marsuarr, The estimated non-Federal cost amounts to
$380,000, sir, of which $80,000 would be in the form of a cash contribu-
tion because of certain added work desired by the local interests in
the River Street area of Ansonia.

Senator Ervexper. The request is for $100,000 to initiate planning
Is that correct ?

Colonel MarsuarnL, Yes, sir.

Senator ErLexver. Won't completion of the authorized reservoirs
in the Upper Naugatuck Basin eliminate flooding at these localities?

Colonel Marsuarr. No, sir. The $14 million figure I just quoted is
the estimated amount of damages that would be suffered even if all of
the authorized reservoirs were completed. This project is a supple-
mentary project needed in connection with flood control by reservoirs.

(The justification follows:)

CoNSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESION—LOCAL I"ROTECTION
(Froon CoONTROL)

ANSONIA-DERBY, CONN.
{Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and description—Local flood protection project consisting of levees,
floodwalls, and appurtenant works at Ansonin and Derby, Conn., on the Nauga-
tuck River near its confluence with the Housatonic River.

Financial data

fstimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) oo o ___ e E5, 640, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost. - ... oz 380, 000

Cash contributions____ S Alicans i e St R R 80, 000

Other costs. .. WL — b R e 300, (KD
Total estimated project cost Ls = , 020, (00
Preconstruction planning estimate______________. - —I 470, 000
Appropriations to date_______ i, Vi -7y 120, 000
Supplemental request, nu u! year l‘Hn.{ R T TN 100, 000
Balance to complete pred -onstruction ||1mmillg after fiscal year i'li-.{ 250, 000

i Preauthorization study costs only.

Justification—A recurrence of the flood of August 1955 would produce major
flood damage in the highly industrialized and urbanized area along the Nauga-
tuck River in Ansonia and Derby. The area wonld suffer residual damages of
about £14 million even after construction of all authorized and recommended
reservoir projects in the Naugatuck River Basin. This loss would be prevented
by the Ansonia-Derby loeal protection project. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.7
to 1 based on a 100-year project life.

WesT PorntT DAM, GA.

Senator EnLexper. The next project is in Georgia, West Point Dam.

Is anybody here to submit that ?

General Macoox~eLL. Colonel Marshall.

Colonel Magsuarr, Colonel Marshall, sir.

Sir, this is a dam on the middle portion of the Chattahoochie River,
which forms the boundary line between Alabama and Georgia.
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The purpose of the project is a multipurpose dam to reduce flood
damages and partially to satisfy increasing demands for electrical
lm“'(‘l'.

The Cnief of Engineers has recommended a plan which provides for
the construction of such a dam for hydroelectric power, flood control,
navigation, and recreation. The powerplant will have an installed
capacity of 70,000 kilowatts.

‘he total estimated cost is $52,900,000. The annual charges are
$2,671,000. The annual benefits are $3.524.000, producing a benefit-
cost ratio of 1.3 to 1.

This report was submitted to the interested Federal agencies and to
the States of Georgia and Alabama, all of whom have commented
favorably on the proposed project.

Senator Evrexper. What will be the local contribution? Do you
have that ?

Colonel MirsiarL. There is no local contribution, sir,

Senator Evexper. All right; what is the amount asked for?

PLANNING FUNDS

Colonel MarsuavLL. In the supplemental budget request the amount
18 $100,000.,

Senator ELLexper. That is to initiate planning?

Colonel Marsnavr. To initiate planning.

Senator Avrrorr. I would like to know how much is allocated to
power.

Colonel MarsravLL, The benefits, sir, out of the total of——

Senator Avvorr. Out of the cost.

Colonel Marsnarr. I do not have specifically broken down the costs
allocated to power. With your permission I will supply that infor-
mation for the record.

(The information requested follows:)

A preliminary estimate of the portion of first cost of the West Point Dam
project allocated to hydroelectric power generation amounts to over £30,300,000.

TOTAL BENEFITS

Senator Arrorr. What are your total benefits

Colonel MarsuarL. Total benefits are $3,524,000, and the power
benefits are $2,085,000 of that amount. Both figures are annual
benefits.

Senator ALrorr. What are your flood-control benefits?

Colonel Marsnavrr. The flood-control benefits are $481,000,

Senator Arrorr. What is your recreation ?

Colonel MarsuaLL. $640,000 in general recreation and $268,000 in
fish and wildlife benefits.

Senator Arrorr. What percentage does that make your total of
your recreation and fish and wildlife of the total benefits?

Colonel MarstaLL. Recreation would be approximately 16 percent
and fish and wildlife would be 6 to 7 percent.

Senator Arrorr. Thank you.

Senator ELLexper. And the rest would be——

Colonel MarsuaLL. There is an additional $50,000 for navigation.

Senator AvLorr. Just $50.0007
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Colonel MarsHaLL. Yes,sir.

Senator Avvorr. Thank you.

Senator ErLLexper. The rest would be power?

Colonel MagrsmaLL. $2 million roughly of power out of $3,500,000,
Senator ELLenper. Off the record.

( Discussion off the record.)

CONBTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DEsSIGN—MULTIPLE
PUurrOSE, INCLUDING POWER

WEST POINT DAM, GA. (INITIATION OF PLANNING)

Awthorization.—Pending.

Location and desoription.—The dam would be located on the Chattahoochee
River at mile 201.4, 2.8 miles north of West Point, Ga., in Troup County, Ga.,
and Chambers County, Ala. The project will primarily be for flood control,
power, and recreation.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) - oo 853, 000, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :
Cash contributions__ - . ¥ - S 0
DR, SOBbE - . e A R e e b 0

Total estimated project cost_ . ___ r i 53, 000, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate. - . 819, 000
Appropriations to date_____________________ I s i e ' 69, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 __ 650, 000

i Preauthorization studies costs only.

Justification.—The areas in the vicinity of West Point, Ga., and below are sub-
Ject to frequent flooding. The West Point Dam would provide partial protec-
tion for about 1,170 acres containing 329 retail stores, warehouses, service estab-
lishments, dwellings, publie high schools, and textile mills in the urban centers
of West I"oint, Ga., and Lavett, Langdale, and Riverview, Ala. It would also
provide partial protection for about 68,000 acres of rural lands and would pre-
vent some damages to improvements at Columbus, Ga., and Phenix City, Ala.
The average annual flood damages that wounld be prevented are estimated at
$436,300. Power benefits amount to 82,085,000 and other benefits are attributa-
ble to navigation, fish and wildlife conservation, and recreation. The total
average annual benefits are estimated to be £3,524,000 and the benefit-to-cost ratio
is 1.3 to 1 based on a 100-year project life.

Ririe Dawm, Ipaso

Senator ELLeNper. The next is Ririe Dam in Idaho.

General MacpoNNELL. Colonel Garbacz will testify on these.

Senator Evtexper. All right, Colonel. You may proceed, sir.

Colonel Gageacz. The Ririe Dam and Reservoir are located on
Willow Creek in Idaho. Willow Creek enters the relatively flat
Snake River Plain about 10 miles above Idaho Falls. Flooding gen-
erally occurs in the Idaho Falls area with considerable damage in
the spring due to melting snowpack.

During the flood of February 1962, the damage along Willow Creek
and Sand Creek was estimated to be $3,185,000. Local interests
desire flood control within this area,

« The Chief of Engineers recommends the construction by the Corps
of Engineers of a dam and reservoir with a storage apacity of about
135,000 acre-feet on Willow Creek for flood control, irrigation, and
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municipal water supply and recreation, and some channel improve-
ments along lower Willow Creek.

Operation and maintenance will be by the Bureau of Reclama-
L10n.

Prior to construction local interests must agree to reimburse the
United States for costs allocated to water supply in accordance with
the Water Supply Act of 1958, as amended. Such costs are pres-
ently estimated at $700,000 for construction and $4,000 annually for
operation, maintenance, and replacements. They also have to obtain
the water rights needed for storage and use of the water; hold and
save the United States free from damages for water rights claims
resulting from construction and operation of the project; and make
arrangements with the Secretary uIl the Interior for repayment, under
the provisions of reclamation law, of the construction cost and annual
operation, maintenance, and replacement costs allocated to irrigation,
which are presently estimated at $960,000 and $5.000, respectively.

The total estimated first cost of construction is $7,061,000. The
benefit-cost ratio is 1.9 to 1.

Senator ELLenper. Are there any questions?

(No response. )

Senator Eruexper. 1f not, we thank you very much.

(The justification follows:)
CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DEsioN, Froop CoNTROL

RESERVOIR

RIRIE DAM AND RESERVOIR, IDAHO

(Imitiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and deseription.—The Ririe Dam site is located on Willow Creek in
eastern Idaho, The project will provide storage for flood protection, irrigation,
water supply, and recreation.

Nummarized financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) ; - ' 87, 061, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost -
Cash contributions.

l("
Other costs

e A T 0
Total estimated project cost - e e 7, 061, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate 2 o et Sy 484, 000
Appropriations to date SRR * 34, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 = . A K 75, 000
inlance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year

1963 L e Ml 375, 000

' Costs alloeable to water supply and irrigation are relmbursable, Amount not yet
determined

* Preauthorization study costs only.

Juatification—The project will provide flood protection for the city of Idaho
Falls and the towns of Iona and Ammon and the surrounding farmlands. The
reservoir, while operated primarily for flood control, will store water that will
be used by local interests for various other Purposes.
tion will require about 16 percent of the storage
for the city of Idaho Falls about 5 percent.
velopment these two uses are important beyond their proportinate share of the

Of these purposes, irriga-
capacity and water supply
From a standpoint of regional de-

storage utilization. In addition, the project has a high recreation potential,
The benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 1.9 to 1 ( 100-year life).
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CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, ILL, AND IND.

Senator ErLenper. The next project is Calumet Harbor and River,
I1l. and Ind.

Colonel Goopserr. Mr. Chairman, the Calumet Harbor and River
is located near the southern end of Lake Michigan about 1214 miles
south of Chicago Harbor, The project being considered provides for
deepening the C'alumet River from the Elgin. Joliet & Eastern Rail-
road bridge to Lake Calumet plus an extension of the channel in Lake
Calumet about 3,000 feet. The channel will be deepened to 27 feet
which is comparable to depths in the Great Lakes connecting chan-
nels and the St. Lawrence Seaway.

The Calumet River serves a major industrial section within the city
of Chicago and its metropolitan area. Located along the Calume*
River and Lake Calumet are major steel plants, grain elevators, and
other industries which utilize water transportation. The tonnage has
averaged about 23 million tons annually for the last 10 years. The
commodities consist mostly of iron ore, limestone, coal, and grain.

The existing depths in the Calumet River and Lake Calumet are
not adequate to accommodate vessels loaded to maximum depths per-
mitted by the Great Lakes channels and the St. Lawrence Seaway.

The total estimated Federal cost of this project is $13,950,000. The
average annual benefits are $2,393,000 and the average annual charges
are $1,085,000. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 2.2 to 1.

The $110,000 requested for fiseal year 1963 will be used to initiate
and complete the preconstruction planning.

(The justification follows:)

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND Des1IoN—CHANNELS AND
Harpors (NAVIGATION)

CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, ILL., AND IND.

(Initiation of planning)

Authorization: Pending.

Location and description: Calumet Harbor and River project is located in
northern Illinois (Cook County), near the southern end of Lake Michigan, 1214
miles south of Chicago Harbor, and Is known as South Chicago Harbor, being
within the southerly part of the city of Chicago, except for a part of the break-
waters and anchorage area which are in Indiana.

The project provides for deepening, to depths comparable to the Great Lakes
connecting channels and the St. Lawrence Seaway, the Calumet River from the
Elgin, Joliet & Bastern Railroad bridge upstream to turning basin No. 5, also
Lake Calumet within presently authorized limits, plus extending the channel
in Lake Calumet 3,000 feet north.

Financial data

£13, 950, 000

12, 430, 000
Cash contributions 0

Other costs________ it e 12, 430, 000
Total estimated project cost , 000
Preconstruction planning estimate , 000
Appropriations to date = 50, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963_____ e L , (00
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1063 0

! Preauthorization studles costs only.
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Justification : The Calumet River serves a major industrial section within the
city of Chicago and its metropolitan area. Several major steel plants, grain ele-
vators, and a number of other industries utilizing water transportation services
are situated along the Calumet River and Lake Calumet areas. Waterborne ton-
nage receipts and shipments at Calumet Harbor and River and Lake Calumet for
the last 10 years averaged 23 million tons annually of which 46 percent was iron
ore; 12 percent, limestone ; 25 percent, coal ;: 8 percent, grain ; and 9 percent, mis-
cellaneous commodities., During the next 50 years, average annual tonnages of
iron ore, limestone, and coal receipts landward of the Elgin, Joliet & Eastern
Railroad bridge are estimated at 4,752,000, 2,023,000, and 2,243,000, respectively.
Grain and oversea general cargo traffic are estimated at 2,460,000 and 2 million
tons, respectively. The existing project depths are not adequate to allow vessels
calling at this harbor to be loaded to the maximum drafts permitted by the Great
Lakes connecting channels and St. Lawrence Seaway projects. The proposed im-
provements wounld permit navigation by larger vessels with full loads in the trans-
portation of iron ore, limestone, coal, grain, and oversea general cargo. The
benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 2.2 to 1 (based on 50-year life).

INDIAN CRrREER, lOowWA

Senator Encexper. The next one is in ITowa, Indian Creek.

General MacponneLL. That also is Colonel Garbacz.

Senator Ertenper. All right, Colonel Garbacz.

Colonel Garpacz. The Indian Creek flood control project is adjacent
to the city of Council Bluffs, Iowa. Indian Creek rises just north of
Council Bluffs and travels directly through the heart of Couneil
Bluffs. A considerable amount, of flood damage occurs practically
every year.

The only Federal improvement for flood control in the basin has been
constructed partially in the city itself downstream from where this
project is planned. Local interests desire that floodwaters be either
diverted from the city or controlled by some detention reservoir.

This plan is part of a joint venture by the Corps of Engineers, as
well as the Soil Clonservation Service.

The reservoir recommended by the Corps of Engineers would be
north of the city limits and would be an earth-filled structure 70 feet
high, 1,090 feet. long, creating a reservoir of 8,600 acre-feet.

The companion part of the Soil Conservation Service project would
be up in the headwaters just north of the proposed dam.

Local interests will be required to provide the usual A-B-C require-
ments of cooperation and n addition they will have to enter into a
contract for reimbursement of the entire cost of operation and mainte-
nance of the Corps of Engineers project, which is estimated currently
at $3,000 annually. They will also have to install an erosion control
project in cooperation with SCS in advance or concurrently with
the corps’ reservoir.

The current estimated cost is $2.680,000 of which $1.350.000 is
Federal. The benefit-cost ratio is 1.2 to 1

Senator ELLenper. All right.

Senator ArLorr. You have a cost of your storage reservoir of about
a dollar and a half an acre-foot.

Colonel Gareacz. The Corps of Engineers reservoir would be rela-
tively small. Tt isa bit over 8,000 acre-feet.

Senator Arrorr. Oh, I thought yousaid 800.

Colonel Garsacz. No, sir; 8,000.

Senator ArLorr. That puts your cost way up.
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Colonel Garsacz. A little over 8,000 acre-feet. Tt is really a type
of detention reservoir. It is designed to catch the water before it
hits the city.

Senator Erexper. As I understand it, the amount requested for
this project for Dodge City and Indian Creek is $50,000 for each.

Colonel GarBacz. For Indian Creek. Yes, sir. We request for the
1963 supplemental $50,000 to initiate the preconstruction planning.

(The justification follows:)

CONBTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVA NCE ENGINEERING AND DESION—LOCAL PROTECTION
Prosecrs (Froop CoxTroL)

INDIAN CREEK DAM, IOWA

(Initiation of planning)

:1ufhori:af{nn_—-l’{-nding,

Location and Description.—Indian Creek originates about 4 miles north of
Council Bluffs, Iowa, and flows in a southerly direction through the city to its
confluence with the Missouri. The proposed improvement provides for con-
struction of a dam and reservoir near the north city limits, In addition, up-
stream erosion control by means of land treatment and st ructural measures is
contemplated by the Soil Conservation Service.

Summarized Anancial data

Istimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers)
Estimated non-Federal cost:

Cash contribution

CHIBE COBE. oo o e
Total estimated project cost_____
Preconstruction planning estimat . 100, 000
Appropriations to date L S S 4 15, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963____ s 50, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963__ 35, 000

* Preauthorization studles cost only.

Justification.—The largest flood of record occurred in June 1942, and inundated
about 148 city blocks in Council Bluffs including the main commercial area and
over 700 homes. It is estimated that in event of occurrence of the design flood,
3,310 homes and 770 commercial and industrial establishments would be flooded
with a resultant damage of $17,300,000. The dam and reservoir proposed for
flood control would completely control all runoff above its location. However,
relatively high peak discharges would still occur from runoff below the pro-
posed dam. These would result from infrequent flood occurrences and would
have relatively low volumes, With the major portion of the volume being car-
ried by the Indian Creek channel flood depths and damages would be greatly
reduced. Over a long-term period, average annual flood damages would be re-
duced by about 88 percent. In addition to this high reduction in damage, the
dam and reservoir would eliminate the catastrophic nature of floods in this area
and reduce to a minimum the possibility of loss of life. The benefit-cost ratio is
1.2 to 1 (based on 50-year life).

Dovee CiTy, KANS.

Senator Errexper. The next project is Dodge City, Kans.

Colonel Frrtz. Mr. Chairman, this report concerns measures for
the prevention of flood damages in Dodge City, Kans.

Dodge City, with a population of about 13,500, is located on both
banks of the Arkansas River in southwest Kansas. Intense storm
runoff in the basin below John Martin Dam presents a serious threat
to the city. Flooding occurs when stream flow in the Arkansas River

exceeds the present channel capacity of 7,000 cubic feet per second.
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The flood of record, M: ay 1951, had a discharge of nearly 20,000 cubic
feet per second, causing damage of about $800,000 to residences, com-
mercial establishments, industrial plants, Ir.lllhlﬁlall'l(](lll f.ulhtlm
and suburban properties covering 1,150 acres.

There is no Federal flood umlrul project at I)ndgv City. Protec-
tive levees constructed by the city are inadequate against !mljm' floods.

The Chief of Engineers recommends .-nmtnuhun of about 7 miles
of levees and floodwalls, with appurtenant bank protection, together
with 1.75 miles of channel enlargement on the Arkansas River; re-
placement of an existing railroad bridge; interior drainage facilities
consisting of ditches, outlet structures, a storm sewer and ponding
areas; and construction of a pumping plant to replace the existing
sewage treatment plant outlet.

The estimated total cost of this project is $2,530,000, of which $330,-
000 is non-Federal. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 2.3 to 1.

To initiate planning for this project $50,000 is requested for fiscal
year 1963,

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my statement on this project.

(The justification follows:)

CoNBTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN—LOCAL
ProtecTiON ProJsecrs ( FLoop CoNTROL)

PODGE CITY, KANS.

( Initiation of planning)
Authorization.—I'ending.
Location and description.—The project consists of levees and channel improve-
ment for loeal flood protection at and near Dodge City which is located on the
Arkansas River in the southwestern section of Kansas,

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost_ i e e e, D U DO
Estimated non-Federal cost..... o -l - ,, s 330, 000

Cash contributions. ... __ - s 0

Other costs_ ... Sl MR s Ak s e 330, 000
Total estimated ]n"ujml 11)‘«1 e o ol sl i i 2, 530, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate. ... ____ 164, 000
Appropriations to date..____. ; 24, 000
Supplemental request, fise al 3 year 1963 B B0, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction ple nlmm.: after ﬁw'!ll \('ﬁr 1968 90, 000

1 Preauthorization studies costs only.

Justification.—Dodge City, Kans., is situnated on both banks of the Arkansas
River and although the greater portion of the city is on the left bank above the
elevation of major floods, development in the flood plain on both banks has
created a flood problem. Local interests have constructed levees on both banks
for the protection of more highly developed areas, but these levees cannot be
considered dependable against flows on the Arkansas River in excess of 10,000
cubice feet per second and protection from flows of such greater magnitude is
needed. The benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 2.3 to 1 (based on 100-year life).

BrooMINGTON, RESERVOIR, MD.

Senator ErLexper. We now come to a Maryland project, Blooming-
ton Reservoir.

General MacponNeLL. Colonel Marshall,

Colonel MarsmarL. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee :
This concerns a dam and reservoir on the headwaters of the Potomac,
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on the North Branch thereof. The purpose of the project is flood
control and water supply.

In the past 23 years some six damaging floods have occurred pro-
ducing stages 15 to 20 feet above normal water level.

The Chief of Engineers’ plan of improvement considers that three
reservoirs should be built when needed and, in addition, three small
local flood protection projects are to be adopted under the provisions
of Public Law 685.

Specifically, it has been recommended that authorization be pro-
vided for the construction of one reservoir with a capacity of 127,500
acre-feet, for the purpose of flood control, water supply, water quality
control, and recreation.

The other two reservoirs would be reconsidered and subsequent
recommendation would be made for their authorization.

Senator Erienper. Where would those two reservoirs be located ?
In Virginia? Farther up the Potomae, inland ¢

Colonel MarsnaLv. I believe that one is in West Virginia, and the
other upstream in Maryland.

BENEFIT-COST RATIO

The total first cost of the proposed dam is $51 million, of which
$16,935,000 is non-Federal. Annual benefits total $3,895,000. The
benefit-cost ratio is 2.2 to 1.

In this case local interests would be required to agree to pay all the
costs allocated to water supply, and an amount equal to 33.2 percent
of the construction cost, or an alternative is offered to the local in-
terests, provided they can repay over a 50-year period the costs allo-
cated to water supply.

Senator Ertexper. The amount given by you just now as to costs
includes the overall cost.?

Colonel MarsuarL. That is correct.

Senator Ervexper. Of which those who expect water would have
to pay about one-third of that cost ¢

Colonel MarsravLL. That is correct, sir.

Senator Evtenoer. All right.

Colonel MarsuarL. The interested Federal agencies and the inter-
ested States, including the District of Columbia, commented favor-
ably on the report.

The Bureaun of the Budget has offered no objection to its submission
to the Congress at this time.

That concludes my statement, sir.

PLANNING FUNDS

Senator Errexper. I understand the Bureau of the Budget has
allocated $100,000 for advance planning? '

Colonel MarsmarL. Yes,sir. This would be to initiate the planning
for this reservoir.

Senator ELuenper. Are there any questions?

(No response.)
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(The justification follows:)

CONBTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN—RESERVOIRS

( Fr.oop CoNTROL)
HLOOMINGTON REBERVOIR, MD., AND W. VA,

(Initintion of planning)

{uthorization.—Pending.

Location and deseription—Bloomington Dam would be located on the North
Branch of the Potomac River in Garrett County, Md., and Mineral County,
W. Va, about 2 miles upstream from the confluence of the North Fork and
Savage Rivers at Bloomington, Md.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) ___________________ 851, 000, 000
BEstimated non-Federal cost:®

Cash contributions__.____ . R = cmabidasiu Lis (L 0

OENOr O0Bte- e - u L £ 0
Total estimated projects cost A g , 000, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate e e TR LT, - . » 000, 000
Appropriations to date__________ L L < ® 34, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 — s 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 1, 366. 00O

! $16,980,000 to be relmbursed by loeal Interests for water supply storage.
2 Preauthorlzation studles ocost

Justification.—The North Branch Reservoir would provide low-flow augmenta-
tion storage which would increase the dependable flow of the North Branch at
Lake, Md., from 93 to 305 cubic feet per second. In the North Branch area. at
present, a dependable flow of about 135 cubic feet per second is required for
municipal and Industrial water supply and for water guallty control. This re-
quirement will gradually increase to about 430 cubic feet per second by the vear
2010. The North Branch Reservoir will be able to meet the demands of the area
until 1991, and the supplementation provided will partially meet the existing re-
quirements for flow for water quality control in the Washington, D.C., metro-
politan area.

The flood control provided by this reservoir would reduce the average annual
damages in the North Branch area by about 42 percent. Severe damaging floods
have occurred in 1024, 1986, 1954, and 1955. Considerable development is oec-
curring in the flood zone becanse land suitable for development is in general only
avallable in the valley bottoms.

The reservoir will have recreation facilities to provide recreational oppor-
tunities for a large number of visitors annaally.

The average annual benefits attributed to water supply and quality control
flood control, and recreation are estimated to total $3.805.000 and the benefit-to-
cost ratio Is 2.2 to 1, based on 1M-year project life.

WAREIAM-MARION, Mass.

Senator ELLexper. If not, we will proceed now with the Wareham-
Marion proiect in Massachusetts.

General MacponNELL. This will be also Colonel Marshall. Mr.
Chairman.

Senator Evtexper. Colonel Marshall.

Colonel Marsuavri. Sir, this is a hurricane protection project in
the towns of Wareham and Marion, which are about 45 miles south
of Boston. They are at the upper end of Buzzards Bay, about 20
to 25 miles from the Atlantic Ocean.

A serious hurricane and tidal flood problem exists in these towns.
Three severe hurricanes struck in the past 23 years and their recurrence
would cause flood damages of over $25 million to shore properties. In
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addition, the recurrance of these hurricanes would cause considerable
damage to pleasure boat fleets presently based in the area.

There are no existing Federal hurricane protection projects in the
ared.

Senator ELcexper. What is the nature of that work ?

Colonel Marsmary. It consists primarily of barriers across the en-
trances to coves and harbors. These would have ungated navigation
openings to permit the movement of boats, and are designed to offer
an obstacle to the tidal surge which oceurs.

Senator ErLexper. In other words, it is to prevent the water from
flowing inside?

Colonel Marsuarr. That is correct. Tt prevents the total inunda-
tion caused by high tides associated with a hurricane.

BENEFIT-COST RATIO

The total cost is $5,486,000, of which $8.852.000 is Federal. Annual
charges total $192,000. and benefits total $750,000. The benefit-cost
ratio is 3.9 to 1,

This is a hurricane-protection project and, in accordance with the
procedure in those projects, local interests would be required to bear
30 percent of the first cost of construction.

Senator Erienper. General, this is one of the few we have consid-
ered which are purely hurricane protection ?

General MacpoN~NELL. It is, sir. There have been a relatively lim-
ited number.

Senator ELLenper. Yes, T know. And they are very small com-
pared to this one.

General MacpoNNELL. Yes, sir.

Senator ELLENDER. Are there any questions?

(No response.)

{'(’IZ\'RTH"(_”U:\'. GENERAL- ~ADVANCE ]':.\'liI.\'l—'lle.\'H AND DESIGN— LocAL
Protecrion—(Froop CoNTROL)

WAREHAM-MARION, MASS.

(Initiation of planning)
Authorization.—Pending,

Location and description.—Loecal hurricane protection project consisting of
rock-protected earth barriers, dikes, and walls af Wareham and Marion, Mass.,
in Plymouth County, ahont 45 miles south of Boston,

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers)—____________ _______ £3,852, 000

Estimated non-Federal cost. . ; s e —— e Ly O3, 000
Cash contributions_______ A cesenss -y 619 000
Other coste._ .. =l o, 115, 000

Total estimated project cost_____________ = — D, 486, 000

Preconstruction planning estimate._ L) Ak : T o Haie o e 15 100, 000

Appropriations to date__ i S e e ety e e * 40, 000

Supplemental request, fiscal year 1063 2 S T3, 000

Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal yvear 1963 287, 000

1 Preauthorization study costs only.

Justification—The Wareham-Marlon hurricane-protection project is required
to protect an area that has suffered extensive tidal flood damage in three recent
hurricanes. The storm of record occurred in 1938, A recurrence of this storm
at 1961 price levels wounld cause flood losses of over $10 million to shore prop-
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erties lying within the area proposed for protection. A recurrence of the Aun-
gust 1954 hurricane would cause damages of almost $8 million at 1961 price
levels, In addition, extensive damage was caused by both storms to large num-
bers of boats based in the area. The protection plan would have prevented these
damages. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 3.9 to 1 based on a 100-year project life.

River Rovee, MioH.

Senator ErLexver, The next one is in Michigan, River Rouge.

Colonel Goopserr. Mr, Chairman, and members of the committee,
this project has to do with channel improvements of about 4.1 miles
of channel in the River Rouge, Mich., in the interests of flood control.

The area this channel will serve is in the suburbs of Detroit, Mich.

The flood of April 1947, which was the largest of record, inundated
a portion of the Ford Motor Co. plant, which employs about 40,000
people, and caused a complete shutdown of that plant.

The average annual flood damages in the proposed improvement
area, adjusted for future conditions, are estimated at $853,000.

The plan of improvement provides for improvement of the main
stem of the Rouge River from the navigation dam basin upstream to
Michigan Avenue by means of deepening, widening, and straighten-
ing the existing river channel. The improved channel, as 1 stated
before, would be 4.1 miles long.

Local interests are required to provide all lands, easements, and
rights-of-way, and furnish suitable disposal areas; hold and save the
United States free from damages and maintain and operate all works
after completion, as well as prevent encroachment on the channel and
make all alterations of utilities, and things of that sort.

Local interests indicated an ability and willingness to furnish the
items of local cooperation.

The total estimated cost 1s $21,250,000, of which $9.430,000 is Fed-
eral, and $11,820,000 is non-Federal.

Annual charges are estimated at $832,000. Annual benefits at
$999,000, indicating a benefit-cost ratio of 1.2 to 1.

The State of Michigan and the concerned Federal agencies com-
ments on the proposed improvement are favorable. The Bureau of
the Budget has no objection to the submission of the report.

Our supplemental request for 1963 is $50,000 for advance plan-
ning. -

Senator ErLenper. All right. Are there any questions?

(No response.)

(The justification follows:)

CoONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN—LOCAL PROTECTION
ProJects ( Froop CoNTROL)

RIVER ROUGE, MICH.

( Initiation of planning)
Authorization.—Pending.

Location and description.—The River Rouge basin is located in the south-
eastern corner of the lower peninsula of the State of Michigan and lies within
the counties of Wayne, Oakland, and Washtenaw. The project provides for
channel enlargement and rectification from the Navigation Turning Basin to
Michigan Avenue, a distance of about 21,800 feet, construction of one new
railroad bridge and alteration of two railroad bridges, to provide flood pro-

tection for the urban areas of Detroit, Melvindale, Dearborn, and Allen Park, In
Wayne County.
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Financial data

Hstimated Federal ¢OStoe oo . . et e : F49, 430, (D)
Estimated non-Federal cost - 11, 820, 000

Qash contributions o oo i 0

Other costs__ .. . - e e 11, 820, 000
Total estimated project cost L LR, 21, 250, DOO
Preconstruction planning estimate_ . ___ 470, 000
Appropriations to date AT S : ' 38, 000
sSupplemental request, fiseal year 1963______ S St Y Y - 50, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963_ 382, 000

! Preauthorization studies costs only.

Justification—The flood hazard between Michigan Avenue and the Navigation
Turning Basin extends over a wide, intensely developed area. The maximum
flood of record occurred in April 1947 with damages of about $5,200,000. Base-
ment flooding due to the high stage on Rouge River was experienced in resi-
dences, commercial and industrial establishments, and public buildings. Con-
struction of the project would eliminate these flood damages. The benefit-cost
ratio is estimated at 1.2 to 1.  (Based on 50-year life.)

LITTLE PAPILLION (OREEK, NEBRASKA

Senator Errenper. The next project is Little Papillion Creek in
Nebraska.

General MacponyeLr. Colonel Garbacz will testify on that.

Colonel Gareacz. Sir, this project concerns flood control works
adjacent to the city of Omaha, Nebr. Papillion Creek Basin is located
just west of the Omaha suburbs. The existing channel capacity of
Papillion Creek is generally inadequate for flood flows. Local chan-
nel and levee improvements have been partially effective, but runoff
and flood damages have increased with urbanization.

Local interests desire that Federal agencies determine the best
possible plan.

The recommended plan of the Corps of Engineers consists of chan-
nel enlargement of Little Papillion Creek, together with necessary
bridge modifications and an intermittent riprapping for a distance
of 6.5 miles,

Local interests will be required to provide the usual abe require-
ments and make alterations to all roads, highways, bridges, and utili-
ties; and to operate and maintain the project. They have indicated
they will comply with these requirements.

The total estimated first cost is $3,710,000, of which $1,460.000 is
non-Federal.

Annual charges are estimated to be $140,000, and annual benefits
8199700, for a benefit-cost ratio of 1.4 to 1.

Senator Errexper. And the Burean of the Budget asks for $50,000
for advance planning ?

Colonel Garpacz. Yes, sir.

Senator ELLENDER. Are there any questions?

(No response.)

ROGOH—A2 15
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(The justification follows:)

COXSTRUCTION, GENERAI ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DEsIGN, LoOCAL PROTECTION
P'roJecTs  ( Froon CoNTROL)

LITTLE PAPILLION CREEK, NEHR,

(Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending,

Location and Deseription.—Located on Little Papillion Creek extending from
a point south of Irvington through Metropolitan Omaha to its confluence with
Papillion Creek. The plan of improvement consists of channel mprovement
together with short tie-back levees at the mouth of the stream.

Summarizod financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) _ - - $2, 250, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost @

Cash contribution___________ SRl = A 0

Other costs e — eeme 1, 460, 000
Total estimated ||:n|l:l cost R T i ~ 3,710, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate_______ E— T — 138, 000
Appropriations to date - I [ T 'R, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963____ e e 40, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963__ 80, 000

3 Preanuthorization study costs only.

Justification.—In the reach proposed for improvement, Little Papillion Creek
flows through a highly developed flood plain which includes about 520 homes,
with an estimated value of over 82 million and numerous commercial and induos-
trial establishments having an estimated property value, including normal in-
ventories, of approximately $43 million. A branch line of the Chicago & North
Western Railway follows the stream throughout most of this reach and the
Union Pacific Railroad crosses the flood plain, Numerous paved and improved
streets occupy flood plain lands, and a number of bridges provide pecessary
crossings. Since the establishment of stream gaging stations in 1946, data have
been collected on several tloods with principal floods occurring in 1948, 1950,
1959, and 1960. Other floods on which only fragmentary information is avail-
able, occurred in 1929, 1932, 190G, 1038, 1041, 1043, 1944, 1945, 1946, and 1947,
Recurrence of the conditions causing the flood of 1943 would create a flow of
15,000 cubic feet per second at the mouth of Little Papillion Creek, flooding
approximately 1,000 acres, damaging over 300 homes, a great number of com-
mercial and industrial establishmenls, streets, bridges, and railroads resulting in
damages in excess of §4 million. The proposed improvement provides for a
design discharge of 20,000 cubic¢ feet per second at the mouth and would provide
a uniform degree of protection against a fleodflow which would be equaled or
exceeded, on the average, only once in 100 years. In the event of a major flood,
it is considered that a distinet threat to life would exist in the Omaha urban
area. Floodwaters wonld have appreciable depths and high velocities, and if
the flood should ocenr during the night, many lives probably would be lost
since adequate warning probably could not be given. The benefit-cost ratio is
1.4 to 1 based on 50-year life.

Senator ]‘]I._i.l-'.xhi-;lt. Next is Texas, Fort Worth Floodway, Port
Arthur (hurricane protection) and Vince and Little Vince Bayous.

Forr WortH Froooway (COrear Fork), TExXAS

General Macooxyerr, Colonel Fritz will testify on the Fort Worth
Floodway and Vince and Little Vince Bayous,

Senator Ernnexper. All I'i"‘ilf Colonel Fritz.

Colonel Frirz. Mr. Chairman, this re port concerns an extension of
Fort Worth Floodway on the Clear Fork of the Trinity River which
is a tributary to the West Fork, in an near the city of i*mt W nl(h, Tex.

Existing property values in the Clear Fork flood plain are in excess
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of $32 million. Developments include extensive residential and com-
mercial sections, a hospital, a school, a waterplant. a sewage disposal
plan, and recreational areas.

In May 1949 the flood of record damaged considerable property in
Fort Worth. Recurrence of that flood under present conditions would
cause damages estimated at over $414 million. The last major flood
occurred in 1957. Average annual damages under existing conditions
are estimated at $375,000.

The Chief of Engineers recommends extending the existing flood-
way upstream on the Clear Fork a distance of about 6146 miles, to-
gether with two leveed areas and provision for removal of interior
runoff behind the levees.

The estimated total cost of the project is $8,025,500, of which
$2.877,600 would be non-Federal.

The benefits-cost ratio is 2.2 to 1,

The comments of State and Federal agencies are favorable, and the
Bureau of the Budget has no objection to submitting the report to
the Congress.

Senator Avrorr. $75,000%

General Macpon~ELL. $75,000,

Colonel Fritz. That would be to initiate planning.

Senator Erexper, All right.  Avre there any further questions?

(No response. )

(The justification follows:)

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DEsStoN—LocAL PROTECTION
Proseors

FORT WORTH FLOODWAY, TEX ~—CLEAR FORK EXTENSION
(Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.
Loecation and desoription.—Channel improvement for local flood protection
along Clear Fork of the Trinity River, Fort Worth, Tex.

Financial data

istimated Federal cost___ il i=ts A R e 85,148, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost_________ B L | g R W ORI [ o

Cash contributions______ A ] e 0

Othér coBba.. .o e N Tl L e LS Lt S 2, 877, BOO
Total estimated project cost L TS o et s et e T G R
Preconstruction planning estimate ___ - e et S 220, 000
Appropriations to date_____________________ S R *13, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal yvear 1963_____ x Sty 75, 000
Balance to complete preconstruection__ . _ — il 132, 000

1 Preauthorlzation studies cost only.

Justification—The project will provide flood protection to about 1,447 acres
of urban land along the Clear Fork of the Trinity River. The total value of
physical property within this area is estimated at $32487,000, The maximum
flood of record occurred during May 1949. A recurrence of this flood under
present conditions would cause damages estimated at $4,286,000. The benefit-
cost ratio is estimated at 2.2 to 1 (based on 50-year life).

ViNcE anp Litree Vixce Bavous, Tex.

Hl‘!l:llt)l‘ Evrrexper. How about the Port Arthur hurricane 111-.,191--
tion? Has that been justified?
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General MacponneLr. I believe it has, sir.

Senator ErLexper. All right, sir.  Vince and Little Vince Bayous.

Colonel Frrrz. Mr. Chairman, this report concerns local flood pro-
tection in Pasadena near Houston, Tex. The watershed of Vince
Bayou and its tributary, Little Vince Bayou, lies in Harris County,
Tex., in the vicinity of Houston. There are no Federal improvements
for flood control in the watershed.

Floods in the densely urbanized avea of Pasadena are caused by
thunderstorms, general storms, and torrential rainfall associated with
hurricanes.

At least six major floods have oceurred sinee 1928, Average annual
damages are estimated at over a quarter of a million dollars. There
are no Federal improvements for flood control in the watershed.

The Chief of Engineers recommends channel improvement of Vince
Bayou from its mouth upstream about 7.3 miles, and of Little Vince
Bayou from its mouth upstream about 4.2 miles. The improved
channels would have bottom widths of 10 and 15 feet in concrete-lined
sections, and 20 to 50 feet in unlined earth sections.

The estimated total cost of the project is $4,295,000, of which $2
million would be non-Federal.

The benefit-cost ratio is 1.4 to 1.

The comments of the State of Texas and the Federal agencies are
favorable.

The Bureau of the Budget advises it has no objection to transmitting
this report to the Congress,

Senator Envexper. You ask for $50,0002

Colonel Frrrz. The request is for $50,000 to initiate planning.

Senator Errexper. As T understand it, in these two projects you
merely deepen the channel and make it so that these floodwaters can
readily get to sen. Is that?

Colonel Frirz, Essentially, yes. But some portions of the channel
will be concrete lined in order to pass floods more quickly.

Senator Errexoer. That is the next question. How will you pre-
vent siltation?

Colonel Frrrz. The rate of flow wonld be such that it would not
permit the deposition of sediment in the channels.

Senator Ervesper. How will you do that? By construection of
these channels?

Colonel Frrrz. By proper gradient for the anticipated volume
of flow,

Senator Ervexper. All right. Are there any further questions?

(No response.)

(The justification follows:)

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN—LOCAL PROTEOTION
ProJecrs (Froop CoNTROL)

VINCE AND LITTLE VINCE BAYOUS, TEX., HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEL, AND BUFFALO
BAYOU

(Initiation of planning)
Authorization—Pending,
Location and deseription: Vince Bayou is a minor fributary of Buffalo Bayon
within Harris County, Tex. The improvement provides for enlargement and
rectification of existing channel for local flood protection.
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IMinangial data

Estimated Federal cost._ . e e - e Py 290, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost ; msitimni ; 2, 000, 000

Cash contributions... = : : 0

Other costs.._.. = P o e .2, 000, 000
Total estimated project cost ; s i e 4. 205, 000
Preconstroction planning estimate ) L N 203, 000
Appropriations to date L : . ' 21, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 = a0, 000
Balanece to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 _ 132, 000

I Preanthorization study costs only

Justification—Located in the watershed of Vince and Little Vince Bayous are
parts of the city of Houston, Pasadena, and South Houston. Flooding of Vincee
and Little Vinee Bayous eauses extensive damages in the area. A recurrence
of maximum known flood, which occurred in 1945, under present floodplain de-
velopment would result in damages estimated at $3,410,000. The damages that
would result from oceurrence of standard project are estimated at $6,387.000.
Proposed amendments are designed to eliminate all damages as large as those
resulting from standard project flood. The benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 1.4
to 1 (based on 100-year life).

NORFOLK, VA,

Senator Ervenper. IT not, we now come to Norfolk, Va.

General Macpoxxern. Colonel Marshall, Mr. Chairman.

Colonel Marsirany. This is another hurricane protection project,
sir, for the city of Norfolk, Va., which is located on Hampton Roads
in the Chesapeake Bay.

The downtown section of this city is subject to periodic flooding
from hurricane and northeast storm tides. This tidal flooding causes
damages to commercial, residentinl, and other properties. It also
ereates health, safety and economie problems,

The recommended plan of the Chief of Engineers provides funda-
mentally for floodwalls extending about 2,700 feet along the shore
front of the downtown section, and. in addition. there are NeCessary
sanitary sewage lift stations, closure structures, and storm drains,
and so on.

The cost of the [ll'ujm'[ totals $2.570,000, of which $800.000 is non-
l*‘i-lfr-]':ll.

The annual charges total $131.000 and the annual benefits, made
up of the damages prevented, total $196,000, The benefit-cost ratio is
1. to 1.

A gain, since this is a hurricane protection project, local interests are
required to provide 30 percent of the cost, and. 1 addition, they must
accomplish the necessary relocations.

Favorable comments have been received from all concerned—the
State and Federal agencies, and the Bureau of the Budget.

Senator Errenper. And the request. 18 for $87,000 for advance
planning ?

Colonel Marsmarn, Yes, sir, This will complete the preconstruc-
tion planning,
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(The justification follows:)

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DeEs1oN—LO0OAL PROTECTION
( F'roon CoNTROL)

NORFOLE, VA. (INITIATION OF PLANNING)

Authorization.—ending.

Location and description.—Norfolk, Va., is on the Atlantie eoast, west of Cape
Henry. The project provides for floodwalls and appurtenant works to protect the
business district of the city of Norfolk, Va., from hurricane and storm tide
flooding.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) ——— #1,770, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost_.._. 2 800, 000

Cash contributions i M e $45, 000

Other conts. s it = : e 105, 000
Total estimated project cost________. s Y aiia e 2,570, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate___ R - =i 155, 000
Appropriations to date. st B i e 168, 000
Supplmental request, fiscal year 1963 ’ 87, 000

Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiseal year 1963 0

! Preauthorization studies costs only.

Justification,—The downtown section of the city of Norfolk is subject to peri-
odie flooding from hurricane and northeast storm tides. The flooded area is part
of an important shopping, commercial, and financial center. A recurrence of
the record flood of 1033 would cause mages estim: at 32,800,000, In addi-
tion to the evaluated items, Important benefits would result from the prevention
of damages to cars, trucks, and buses on streets and par king lots, as well as other
intangibles stemming from elimination of the disruption of traffic and business.
The storm of March 7, 1962 caused the third highest tide of record. The average
annual benefits are estimated to be $196,000 and the benefit-to-cost ratio is esti-
mated to be 1.5 to 1, based on H0-year project life.

PFROJECTS CONSIDERED EARLIER

Senator Eruexoer. General MacDonnell, T would like to request at
this point that the justification sheets for the particular projeets which
we have discussed be placed in the record at the point of diseussion and
|i|.‘|1!._. for all those [1!'ll_it'I'T.‘\' we _~|;;'}||\1':] over because of ||:|\']r|g‘ earlier
testimony, you place those project justification sheets in the record at
this point.

General MacDox~ernL, Yes, sir: we will do that.

(The information requested follows:)

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN, MuvrirLe-Purrose
Wit Powekr

BRADLEY LAKE, ALASKA

(Initiation of planning)

Luthorization,—Pending.
Location and di seriplion.—DBradley

e is ||.----|!-.| near 'I]ll' \ll]!”:\\-'r-'h'!‘H l-JiIr
of the Kenai Peninsula in south central

Alaska, about 100 miles south of An-
chorage and 25 miles east of Homer, The plan of improvement provides for two
upstream diversions, a main dam and two smaller saddle dams at the lake ont-
let, a spillway and ontlet works, and a tunnel and penstock carrying the stored
lake water to a powerhouse located near tidewater. The project would have
an installed nameplate capacity of 64,000 kilowatts and 32,000 kilowatts of
prime power,
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s e 1.

Financial data

Bstimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) oo .. e imeamee T, 100, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :

Cash contributions..._. 0

By e T N T IR N L T s 0
Total estimated project cost ... - SUSEL. _ 47, 100, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate. .. _____ s =TS 650, 000
Appropriations to date oo oo . i W T L0, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal vear 196 G 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1663 500, 000

1 Preauthorization studies costs only

Justification.—The power now marketed in the Cook Inlet area is supplied
by both hydro and fossil fuel plants. The existing hydroelectrie plants, Eklutus
(USBR) and Cooper Lake (Chugach Electric Association) have a combined
installed capacity of 45,000 kilowatts, The combined steam and internal com-
bustion plants have a total weity of 27,000 kilowatts, although Homer Hiec-
tric Associntion has placed 2350 kilowatis of diesel plant on standby since
energizing of the Cooper Lake line late in 1961. No additional Federal projects
are authorized. The Federal Power Commission has estimated that there will
be a shortage of about 20,000 kilowatts of power in the Cook Inlet area by the
year 1966, and about 50,000 kilowatts by 1970. The organized group of presently
operating power agencies have estimated that additional power requirements may
range up to 130,000 kilowatts by 1975. The need for early expansion of power
producing facilities in the area is evident and severe shortages can be anticipated
in the next few years unless immediate steps are taken to provide such expan-
sion. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.4 to 1 based on 100-year life,

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN —LoCAL PROTECTION
P'rovects ( Froonp CoNTroL)

ALAMEDA CREEK, CALIF.

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and deseription—Alameda Creek rises in the Diablo Range in Santa
Clara County, flows northerly and westerly for approximately 41 miles and
empties into the southern end of San Francisco Bay near the town of Alvarado.
The drainage bagin comprises 695 square miles, and consists of two highly de-
veloped areas, Livermore Valley and the Coastal Plain, connected by a G-mile
canyon between the towns of Niles and Sunol, through which Alnmeda Creek
runs. The plan of improvement provides for levees, channel enlargement. and
bank protection on Alameda Creek in the Coastal Plain, and a multiple-purpose
witer supply and flood contrel reservoir on the Arroyo del Valle, a tributary of
Alnmeda Creek. Channel improvements in the Coastal Plain would be con-
structed by the Federal Government. The reservoir wonld be constructed by
the State of California, and the Federal Government would provide a cash
contribution based on the flood control benefits.

Nununarized financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) ... _______ —= 815, 000, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :
Cash contribution.___ R ; P S - 0
Other costs.. = i : T e LT 14, 100, 000

3o | IO S RS I SR e e o " ¥ 20,100, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate Caira et e AR 470, 000
Appropriations to date_____________ e =120, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 9 . AT LA 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year

1963__. s o | AR T  AC D A . 250, 000

! Includes eash contribution presently estimated nt 4,000 to be made by Federal
Government for flood control accomplishments of Del Valle Reservolr

2 For preauthorization studles only,
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Justification—The basin is subject to r ‘ing flood damage of major pro-
portions. The floods of 1955 and 105 1

of £4,600,000 and $£1,3558,000, respes mg
apidly from agricultural to urban uf explosive tation growth
which has affected the entire San Fr y ay region, ‘onstraetion of the
proposed chaunel improve Wi rovide complete protection for the (Coastal
Plain from the design flood of 3 ubic feet per

1 estimated direet flood damages
e in the flood plain is cha

second.  The reservoir, to
be constructed npstream ¢ ille xite as part of the State of Cali
witer plan, will provide both v r supply and fl control stor » and

peak flows through Livermore Valley, =3 yvon, and the Coastal Plain

State of Californin tel T witer supply contracts which will
permit award of aet for con ction of Dol Valle Reservoir during fiscal
yvear 1963, In or downstream flood eontrol portion of the
project with the reservoir construction, preparation of a design memorandum
for the channel improvement works, af » parliest possible date, is essential
The benefit-to-cost ratio is 2.8 to 1 (100-year economic life)

CONBSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE FINGINFERING AND DESIGN—REBERVOIRS

({ Fr.oop CoNTROL )
DRY CREEK RESERVATION AND CHANNEL IMPROVEMENTS, CALIFORNIA

( Initiation of planuing)

Vutherization.—Pending.

Location and deseription.—Dry Creek fows into Russian River at about river
mile 30, near the town of Healdsbure, Tl b
voir for water supply, flood conirol

osed project comprises a resoer-
I gition, to be constrocted at a site
located just below the confluence of Warm Springs Creek, about 14 miles upstream
from the confluence of Dry Creek and Russian River, and econstruetion of channel
improvement works downstream along Dry Creek, between the dam and Mill
Street at Healdshurg.
Financial duta

Hstimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) PR, G20, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :
Cash contributions (*)
Ofther costs - 21, 000
Total estimated proj ; L, G4, 000
Preconstruetion planning estimate LGS0, (00
Appropriations to date . N ® 8, 000
Supplemental request, fiseal vear 1963 1 100, 000
lalance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year
1902 . | ! 1, SO0,0040)

! Loeal inter nre C Yy I tha portion of the p
sup " A

wated to water
y
uthy

Justification.—Constroction of a waltiple-purpose reservoir on Dry Creek was
recommended as an essential part of a comprehensive plan preparved in 148 for
development of Russian River Basin, presented in Honse Document 585, Sist
Qongress, 2d session, The recently completed Coyote Vall v ham. loeated on the
East Fork of Russian River, was ¢ zed by the Flood Control Act of 1950 as
the initial stage of construction of the overall plan. That dam and reservoir
provide a high degree of flood protection in the upper reaches of Russinon River:
however, a serfous flood problem exists in the lower reaches of Russian
River and in Dry Creek Basin, C truction of the proposed multiple-purpose
reservoir on Dry Creek will prevent flood damages the estimated amount of
ST08.000 aunually. In Idition, the oject will pro reservoir storage

Aapac-
Ity for conservation of

ur needed water To imestie and industrial use,
SO her land ut 1 i, and benefit fishing and general reereation.

The Dry Creek Dam site is situated in the northerly portion of Sonoma County
near the Sonoma-Mendocino County horder lendocine County has been deslg-
nated a redevelopinent L nnder the Area R elopment Act of 1981, The
benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.5 to 1 (100-year economie life).
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CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE BNGINEERING AND DESIGN—RESERVOIRS ( FLOOD
LCONTROL )

HIDDEN RESERVOIR, CALIF,

(Initiation of planning)

Authorization—'ending.

Location and description—The project would be located on the Fresno River
about 15 miles northeast of the city of Madera. It would provide for construc-
tion of a dam to create a reservoir for flood control and irrigation. In conjunc-
tion with the dam, the project plan provides for approximately 7 miles of down-
stream levee and channel construction on Fresno River.

Financial data
Estimated Federal cost (OCE) o PR 7 e 1215, 300, 000
Estimated non-Feq 1l cost :
Cash contributions_ . : E
Other ecosts. el S : : — 0
Total estimated project costs__ IS s = 15, 300, 000
Freconstruction planning estimate____ o i - ), OO0
Appropriations to date___ . ; s L] 2, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 ) . L 0, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year
14463
' Loeal Interests are required to pay the portion of project costs allocated to irrigation.
Th costs are presently estimated nt $3 D0 for construetion
For presuthorigation studiss only.

Justification.—The project would provide a high degree of flood protection to
urban and rural areas downstream from the reservoir, including the city of
Madera (population 14,430). Flood damages caused by Fresno River are esti-
mated fo average abont SH85,000 per yvear, on the sis of July il price levels
and current economic conditions, The agricultural aren is becoming more inten-
sively developed, with higher-type erops: more farm buildings and food-process-
ing establishments are being added.  Considering chianges in land use, economic
development, and area population indicated by current trends, and on the basis
of July 1961 price levels, it is estimated that witheut provision of flood protec-
tion flood damages over the 100-year economic life of the project will average
STOS000 per year. A new supply of abont 23,800 acre-feet per year of irrigation
wiater would be made available to the water-deficient Fresno service 1, pro-
viding the basis for expansion of the presently irrigated area. The project would
also provide recreational opportunities for boating, water skiing swimming,
picnicking, and fishing. The project will be loeated about 30 miles from Fresno
which has been designated by the Department of Labor as 4 major area of sub-
stantinl unemployment. The benefit-to-cost ratio for the project is 1.9 to 1 (100-
year economic life).

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE EXGINEERING AND DESION
CHANNELS AND Hanrpors ( NAVIGATION )
CANAVERAL H ARBOK, FLA.
( Initiation of planning)

Luthorization—Pending.

Location and deseription—Canaveral Harbor is in Brevard County on the
east coust of Florida, about 145 miles south of Jacksonville Harbor and 70 miles
north of Fort Pierce Harbor,

SOa0H—an2
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Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) . __. ey , 914, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost G e e 582, 000
Cash contributions e . 1S S S 810, 000
Other 08t8_ . e - - : 72, 000D
Total estimated project cost_. e i i o G 8, 798, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate_ ________ o 110, 000
Appropriations to date.. oo —- el e - A Il e 30, 000
Supplemental request, fiseal year 1963 b g e S 80, 000
DBalance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 __ 0
1 Ineludes $2,.840,000 estimated Federal cost of the navigation lock and appurtenances,

authorized by the 1945 River and Harbor Aet.
* Preauthorization studlies costs only.

Justification.—The development of Patrick Air Force Base, 10 miles south of
Canaveral Harbor and tracking stations of the Atlantic Guided Missille Range
located on islands offshore has resulted in a population inerease in the tributary
area from 162,000 in 1940 to 555,000 in 1960. A major expansion of the NASA
rocket-testing facility on Cape Canaveral, to accomodate the recently approved
Nova space program, also has been undertaken. Waterborne commerce has
increased at Canaveral Harbor from 5,492 tons in 1953 to 301,321 tons in 1960.
The improvements are considered essential to provide adequate facilities for
prospective commerce, which it is estimated will average 4,530,000 tons an-
nually over the life of the project. Of this average annual tonnage, petroleum
projects will account for 3,280,000 tons and prospective oceanborne dry cargoes
will total 1,250,000. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.8 to 1, based on a 50-year
project life.

KAsSKASKIA RIveER, L.

( Inmitiation ot planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and deseription.—The Kaskaskia River in Illinois flows southwesterly
to the Mississippl at a point about 60 miles downstream from St. Louis, Mo.
The proposed plan provides for a 9-foot navigation channel in the lower 50
miles of the Kaskaskia River by the construction of a lock and dam, and
channel dredging, clearing, and straightening, with necessary alteration to
railroad and highway bridges.

Financial data

Estimated Federal co8t oo oo e $061,, 145, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost : 3 e S 2, 396, 000

Cash contributions. . e - o+ S = 0

Other COBES o e - . 296, 000
Total estimated project cost - < 541, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate e 800, 000
Appropriations to date 1 186, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 - - ———-- e - 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 514, 000

1 Preauthorization studies costs only.

Justification—The southern Illinois area in the vicinity of Kaskaskia River
has a coal reserve of approximately 1,800 million tons. This represents one of
the largest and most economically productive reserves of unmined coal in the
entire Middle West. In 1958, the seven-State area known as the central market
region, consumed 18.6 percent of the total energy utilized in the United States.
In 1959, Illinois coal supplied 32.2 percent of all the coal utilized by this
region. Analysis of the energy requirements in the United States indicates that
the future demands will continue to increase. Since the central market region
will continue to be one of the Nation's largest consumers of coal, and since
Ilinois is located within this region, the coal from the Kaskaskia Waterway
areas is potentially the lowest cost reserve available. Construction of the
project would provide a more economical means of transportation of the coal
deposits than are available at the present time and would result in a savings to
users of conl. The benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 2.7 to 1 (based on 1({)-year

life).
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CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE FINGINEERING AND DESIGN—LOCAL PROTECTION
I'vogects (Froop CoNTROL)

MOUNT CABRMEL, ILL,

(Initiation of planning)

Luthorization—Pending.

Location and description.—Local flood protection project consisting of levees,
floodwalls, and pumping plants on the west bank of the Wabash River in south-
eastern Illinois, about 35 miles southwest of Vincennes, Ind.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers)____ s . - 21,450, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost_. e s e e 100, 000
Cash contributions________ it : 0
Other: coRta:. L SR e Eaatis 100, 000
Total estimated project costo______ L 2 1, 550, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate-_________ AT 8, 000
Appropriations to date___.________________ - . . , (M)
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963__ - : 75, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 . 30, 000
1 Preauthorization studies costs only,

Justification.—The project will protect the urban areas at Mount Carmel, I11.,
and 380 acres of agricultural areas from flood stages of the Wabash River.
Mount Carmel is the county seat and principal marketing center of Wabash
County. There are a number of diversified industries in the town including
the manufacture of radios, record changers, electronic equipment, and antomo-
five wrenches. Annual flood control benefits for the project are estimated at
$119.200.  The benefit-to-cost ratio is 2 to 1 based on a 100-year project life.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN—RESERVOIRS ( FrLoon
CONTROL )

OAKLEY RESERVOIR AND CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, SANGAMON RIVER, ILL.

(Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and description—The project provides for a dam and reservoir on
Sangamon River, about 134 miles above Decatur, Ill., for flood control, water
supply, and recreation, and for improvement of 95 miles of the Sangamon River
Channel extending from Decatur downstream to the mouth of Salt Creek.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost________ e L i - " §29, 650, 000
Estimsated non-Federal cost ; o — . 0

Cash contributions_________ N s 0

Other costa : g 0
Total estimated project cost_______ s . - 29, 650, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate__________ 625, 000
Appropriations fo date___________ it == - 29, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963__ OO IR TR 125, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiseal year 1663 471, 00O

' Loeal interests are required to pay the portlon of project costs allocated to water
supply. These costs are presently astimated st $4,580,000.
# Prenuthorization studies costs only.

Justificntion—The reservoir will provide flood control, water supply, and
recreational benefits. Because of existing developments at the reservoir site
which limit the amount of storage which can be obtained economically, it is neces-
sary that the downstream channel be improved to permit eflicient operation of
the reservoir during floods. With the reservoir in operation average annual
flood damages along the Sangamon River would be reduced by about 350 percent.
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Substantial reduction in damages along the Illinois River below the mouth of the
Sangamon River would be effected, and some reduction of Mississippl River flood
gtages below the mouth of the Illincis River would be obtained., About 67,100
neres of agricultural land and 3 urban areas with a total population of 4,600
along the Sangamon River will be afforded partial protection. The flood of rec-
ord of May 1943 caused damages in this area which under eurrent conditions and
prevailing prices are estimated at $4.400,000. This amount would be reduced by
abont 20 percent with the project in operation. Average aununl flood control
benefits are estimated at 1,085,000, Water snpply benefits for the city of
Decatur are estimated ot S0.000 and recreation benefits are estimated at $147,-
00,  Total annual benefits are §1,624,000, The benefit-cost ratio s estimated at
1.2 to 1 (based on S-year life).

CoNsTRUeTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN —LOCAL PPROTECTION
ProJects (Froon CoNTROL)

NEW ORLEANS TO VENICE, LA.,, HURRICANE FPROTECTION

{ Initiation of planning)

Luthorization.—Pending.

Location and deseription.—The project consists of inereasi the his of
the existing back levees amnd modifying the existing dri ge facilities where
necessary along the Mississippl River below New Orleans for prevention of hur
ricane and tidal flood damsages. This work will be located in the following
reaches : on the west bank about 36 miles between City Price and Venice ; on the
east bank about 10 miles between Phoenix and Bohemia ; and on the east bank
about 8 miles between Violet and Verret,

Finaneial duata

Estimated Federal cost ) g s o, OO0
Estimated non-Federal cost . 3; i 000

Cash contributions . : I L (M)

Other costs e ” , DM
Total estimated project cost , TO1, 000
Preconstraction plauning esthimate 3 ot s 5 GOS8, 00
Appropriations to date 2 OO0
supplemental request, fiseal year 1963 25, OO0
Balance to eomplete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 1]

! Preanthorization studies costs only.

Justification—The project will provide protection against flooding by hurrics
tides to major portions of the developed alluvial ar 1long the Mississippi River
below New Orleans. The area subject to flooding is oceupied by residential,
commercial, and industrial properties consisting of about 21,000 acres with a
population of 17,200, Residences and commercial and puablie buildings are
estimnted to have a total value of 228 milllon. The project would prevent 72
percent of the total damages caused by hurricane flooding that may be expected
Lo ocenr in the areas to be protected, Extensive damage from floading oceurred
in the areas to be protected as a result of a relatively severe hurricane in Sep-
tember 1915, Under present econditions the construction wonld prevent about
S20,900,000 in damages and economic losses from a recurrence of this hurrieane.
Average annual benefits consisting entirely of flood damage prevented are esti
miated at $801,000, The benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 2.2 to 1 (based on 100
year life).

HANNIRAL, MO,

(Initiation of planning)

Pending authorization.—

Location and deseription.—Hannibal, Mo., is located on the right bank of the
Mississippi River about 100 miles northwest of St. Lonis, Mo, Local protection
is to be provided by construetion of levees and floodwalls, closure structures,
and interior drainage facilities including storm sewers and a pumping station.
An outlet for Bear Creek is to be provided by steel sheet pile cells and two
talnter gntes, ench 50 feet wide,
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Financial data

Estimated Federal cost.______._. o e 54, 400, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost S A - 122, 000

Cash contributions. . e : i 0

Other cotd L e 122, 000
Total estimated project cost : e w4 522000
Preconstruction planning estimate______________ T : 330, 000
Appropriations to date == - . L6, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963_____________. L B 50, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963__ 274, 000

* Preauthorization studies costs only.

Justification—The project will provide a high degree of flood protection for
the city of Hannibal, Mo., which has a population of 20,029, 1960 census. The area
to be protected has been extensively developed for industrial, commerdial, public
and residential purposes. There are approximately 190 commercial concerns,
T large industrial plants, and abont 100 residences located in the overflow
area. Also located in this area are the municipal steam-electric generating
plant, the sewage disposal plant, the mainline track of the Wabash Railroad, and
tracks and yards of the Chicago, Burlington & Quiney Railroad. These develop-
ments, located in the heart of the city, have been seriously affected during past
major floods of the Mississippi River. The highest flood of record oceurred in
June 1947, seriously eurtailing operations of the commerelal and indnstrial
facilities for a period of 10 days to 2 weeks., Damages resulting from this flood
amounted to §555,200, and forced some 400 persons to temporarily evacnate their
homes. Under current conditions, the damages that would result from a recur-
rence of the 1947 flood are estimated at $1,338,000. Other floods of major
importance occurred in May 1944, April 1951, and April 1960, resulting in
flood damages amonnting to $205,000, 3.800, and £357,400, respectively. These
damages would amount to $572,000, $121,000, and $344,000, respectively, under
current conditions. The benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 1.2 to 1 (based on
J0-year life),

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AxD Desiox, MULTIFLE-
Purrose Progsecrs INoLuping Powes

I'OCKS ISLAND RESERVOIE, PA., N.I., AND N.Y.

(Initiation of Planning)

Luthorization.—Pending.

Location and deseription.—The dawmsite is located on the Delaware River about
115 miles upstream from Philadelphia and 7 miles northeast of Strondsburg,
Pa. The dam and reservoir are in Monroe and Pike Counties, Pa. Warren
and Sussex Counties, N.J., and Orange County, N.Y,

Financial data

Estimated Federal eost (Corps of Engineers) ________ e T B130, 000, 000
Hstimated non-Federal cost:*?
Cash contributions________ e N e 0
Other costs_.___________ - 0
Total estimated project cost i “=E Lk AL T 130, 000, (00
Preconstruction planning estimate. : s = T00, 000
Appropriations to date______ IR Y i 175, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal r 1963_. : ST 200, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fis
] s S S Tt ' 325, 000

' §30,200,000 to be reimbursed by loeal Interests for water supply storage.
* Preauthorization studles costs only,

Justification.—The Tocks Island Reservoir will provide benefits for flood con-
trol, water supply, recreation, and hydroelectrie power production.

The flood control storage provided at Tocks Island and other projects in the
water control plan, would reduce the stage of the 1955 flood at Trenton by about
6 feet. The 1955 flood damages in the reach from Tocks Island to Burlington,
N.J., exceeded B5 percent of the total damages for the main stem of the Dela-




2306 PUBLIC WORKS APPROPRIATIONS, 1963

¢ River, and oceurred principally at the damage centers of Easton, Ri 18-
ville, New Hope, and Yardley, PPa.; and Belvidere, Phillipsburg, Trenton, and
Burlington, N.J.

Use of 410,000 acre-feet of active long-term storage at Tocks Island will pro-
vide at net yield of 980 cubie feet per second. This angmentation of low would
contr » to the satisfaction of the water requirements of the Trenton-Phila-
delpl

Recreational benefits at Tocks Island have widespread regional and national
signifti e, The reservoir area will provide recreation capacity to aecommo-
date 6 ),000 visitors annually, The lands to be acquired for recreation will
provide for public ownership of the shore area and will provide space for devel-
opument of 10 major recreation areas where camping, fishing, hunting, and swim-
ming can take place.

The project also will support a conventional hydropower installation of 46,000
kilowatts with an average annual production of 281.5 million kilowatt-hiours. A
ready market is expected to exist for all energy that can be economically pro-
duced at this site,

The total average annual benefits attributed to flood control, water sapply,
recreation, and power are estimated to be $17.800,000. Based on a 10{-year
project life, the benefit-to-cost ratio is 2.6 to 1.

CONSTRUOTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN, LOCAL PROTECTION
I'togecTs ( Froop CoNTROL)

LAS CRUCES, N. MEX.

(Initiation of planning
Luthorization—Pending.
Location and description.—Local flood protection consisting of two dams lo-
‘ated at Las Cruces, N. Mex,
Financial data
Estimated Federal cost JE. e £3, 530, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :
Cash contributions_.__ 2 i CERT S = 0
Other costs. : s R less : s ; aat, 000
1 estimated project cost ity e memeee 4, 086, 000
onstroction planning estimate_ . _____ e A 278, 000
Appropriations to date__. IO T S ; Y78, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963__________ L[ S 50, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963 150, 000
! Preanuthorizsation studies costs only.

Justification—Practically the entire city of Las Cruces and the surrounding
suburban area, including the eampus of the New Mexico University of Agricul-
ture, Engineering, and Science have intermittently suffered severe damages
from the royos which head on the western slope of the Organ Mountains or
on the alluvial outwash plain, and flow westward toward the Rio Grande. The
principal damage producing streams are Las Cruces and Alameda Arroyos and
to a lesser degree, Campus Arroyo, which drains into the university campus.
There is also considerable damage from overbank flow, sheet flow, and ponding
caused by other arroyos which have no ontlet to the Rio Grande. The benefit-
cost ratlo is estimated at 1.4 to 1 based on 50-year life.

CONBTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN, RESERVOIRS

( FLoop CoxTrOL)

NEW HOPE RESERVOIR, N.C.

(Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and description—The damsite is located on the Haw River below
the mouth of the New Hope River about 2.5 miles north of Moncure, N.C. The
dam will be in Chatham County. The reservoir also will extend into Wake,
Durham, and Orange Counties,
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Financial data

Estimared Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) - : _ 825, 208, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost : (")
Cash contributions e e O e ot it . 0
Other costs R PO e = = A ne i 0
Total estimated project cost___ g ol . iy 25, 205, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate.____. Lotk . - i 650, OO0
Appropriations to date B T Lo - | *150, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963____ ! ” 1041, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal vear 1963 400, (M)
$310,000 to be reimbursed by loeal Interests for water supply stors
® Preanthorization study costs only.

Justification—There is an urgent need for improvements to provide flood
protection, water guality control, and recreation in the basin of the Cape
Fear Hiver, N.C. The major flood of 1945 caunsed extensive damage in the
basin and emphasized the nead for flood protection. Recurrence of a storm
equal to that of 1945, which caused the flood stages of record, would subject
the area to damages estimated to range between $8 and $15 million, depending
upon the rainfall-intensity distribution and season of the year. On the basis
of anticipated farther industrial and agricultural growth in the area over
the next 100 years, aver »aununl flood damages are estimated to be $1,736.000
if no flood control facilities are provided. The New Hope project, as the
initial and major unit of a comprehensive basin development plan, is capable
of (1) reducing average annual flood damages in the flood plains below the
damsite by 80 percent, (2) providing a solution to the immediate low-flow
regulation needs in the basin, and (3) providing a strategically loeated im-
poundment which would tisfy the immediate recreation needs of the basin.
The average annual benefits are estimated to be $2,340,000 and the benefit-to-
cost ratio is 2.7 to 1, based on a 100-year project life.

KaAaw RESERVOIR, OKLA.

( Initiation of planning)
\ wthorization—Pending.
Location and deéseription—¥lood control and water supply reservoir located
abont 8 miles east of Ponca City, Okla.

Financial data
Estimated Federal cost... . SRR st $£86, 554, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :°
Cash contributions______________ - Pt el y 0
Other costs = e o el . N e (')
Total estimated project cost_____. ) Y 0 TR 2 1, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate_________ S B, : T 00, (0
Appropriations to date e e e e i - 70, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal ye: B Sk >k e 75, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1063 605, 000
' Local Interests are required to pay the portlon of project costs allocated to water

supply, the amount of which has not been determined,
' Preauthorization studies costs only,

Justification.—The primary purpose of the reservoir wounld be flood control,
water conservation, recreation, and fish and wildlife. Floods have occurred
about once a year along the Arkansas River in the vicinity of Ponea City, Okla.
Operation of this reservoir would provide protection to about 30,310 acres of land
downstream to the Keystone Reservoir. Flood losses are snstained by farm
improvements, county roads, highways, oilfields, and refineries. Total flood
damage reduction benefits are estimated at $1,128,000 annually. Im addition
to providing flood protection, the project has 232,000 acre-feet of storage allocated
to industrial and municipal water supply. Operation of the Kaw Reservoir wonlkd
reduce accnmulation of sediment in the Keystone Resery thereby increasing
the usefulness of this project for all purposes. The benefit- ost ratio is estimated
at 1.5 to 1 basged on 100-year life.
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SKIATOOK RESERVOIR, OKLA.

(Initiation of planning)
Authorization—Pending.
Location and description.—Flood control and water supply reservoir located
on Hominy Creek about 5 miles west of Skiatook, Okla., In Osage County.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost o . L 822 733, 000
Estimated non-I aral cost :’

Cash contributions

Other costs
Total estimated project cost i e . 22, 733, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate . . GO0, 000
Appropriations to date. e R 23, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 S i e 1, 000
lalance to complete preconstruetion.___. Kk =5 237, 000

' (Costs alloeable to water supply are relmbursable, amount not yet determined
2 Preanthorization studies cost only

Justification.—This project is a unit of the five-reservolir system in the Caney
River-Bird Creek Basins (tributaries of the Verdigris River). Operation of this
system would provide a high degree of protection to about 94,000 acres of
in these basing and would aid the existing and authorized projects in the V
gris River Basin in providing a high degree of protection to about 86,000 acres
in the Verdigris River Basin downstream from Caney River. The total annual
crop value for the 180,000 acres is estimated to be in excess of $3,800,000 and
the value of property including minerals is in excess of $117 million. Construc
tion of this project would provide urgently needed flood protection to farmlands,
urban, and physical properties in the Caney River-Bird Creek Basins. The
benefit-cost ratio is estimated at 2.0 to 1, based on a 100-year life,

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVICE ENGINEERING AND DESIGN, CIHHANNELS AND
HARBORS (NAVIGATION )

COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIVER BELOW VANCOUVER, WASIH., AND PORTLAND,
OREG. (35-FOOT AND 40-FOOT CHANNEL PROJECTS )

(Initiation and completion of planning)

Authorization—Pending.

Location and description.—This navigation project provides for a revised chan-
nel in the Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers 40 feet deep and 600 feet
wide from Vancouver, Wash., river mile 103.5, to the mouth of the Columbia
River, river mile 3 ; a turning basin at Vancouver 40 feet deep, 800 feet wide, and
about 5,000 feet long; a turning basin at Longview 40 feet deep, average width
of 1,200 feet, and about 600 feet long ; and a channel 40 feet deep in the Willa-
mette River with var g widths from GO0 to 1,90 feet, from the mouth, river
mile 0, to the Broadway Bridge, river mile 11.06, which encompasses the Mortland
Harbor area. Depths are below Columbia River datum (adopted low water).

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers)
Estimated non-Federal cost :
Cash contributions_ .. ol . : oy ; : A58, (1)
Other costs 0 | L LT o A : 50, 000
Total estimated project cost. L - 158, 000
Preconstroction planning estimate___ e : i 230, 000
Appropriations to date__________ : STEERS > 11360, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 _____ 100, 000
Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963__ 0

! Preanthorization studies costs only.
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Justification.—Increasing the dimensions of the navigation channel in Colum-
bia and Willamette Rivers to a depth of 40 feet and width of 600 feet will reduce
transportation costs by eliminating delays and short loading of vessels now
using and expected to use the waterway, The trend in shipbuilding toward
vessels of greater size has been encouraged by economic factors, Operators have
found it is less expensive to construct, operate, and maintain large vessels than
i number of smaller ones required to move an equivalent amount of ecargo,
Therefore, the cost of transporting eargo on larger ships is substantially lower
than on smaller ones. These lower shipping costs represent large potentinl sav-
ings to many shippers, producers, and consumers In the areas served directly
and indivectly by the proposed deep-draft Columbia River ghip channel. The
benefit-fo-cost ratio is 1.5 to 1 based on 50-yvear life.

CONSTRUCTION, GENERAL—ADVANCE EXGINEERING AND Desiex, Reservolrrs ( Froop
CONTROL )

BELTZVILLE RESERVOIR, PA.

( Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.

Location and description.—The damslte is located in Carbon County in the
Pohopoco Creek Valley about 0.3 mile npstream from the confluence of Sawmill
Run and approximately 4 miles east of Lehighton, Pa.

Financial data

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) ______ - 1814, 500, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost:®
Cash contributions__ ____ e s e 0
Other costs._. - e . =S 0
Total estimated projects cost_____ . . 14, 500, GO0
Preconstruction planning estimate__ i : - 130, 000
Appropriations to date - % * A5, 000

Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963 . TOMD, 000

¢ to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal yvear
i : : e 2495, 000

| 87,880,000 to be reimbursed by loeal Interests for water supply storage
2 Preauthorization studies costs only

Justification.—The flood control storage to be provided by the Beltzville Dam
will contribute to the flood stage reductions at the principal damage centers
on the Lehigh River below its confluence with Pohopoco Creek. These damage
centers are located at Bowmanstown, Walnutport, Northampton, Hokendauqua,
Catasaqua, Allentown, Bethlehem, Freemansburg, and Easton, Pa.  Combined
operation of the proposed three new major flood control projects in the Lehigh
River Basin; Beltzville, Aquashicola, and Trexler Reservoirs, will result in a
stage reduetion of 2 feet at Bethlehem, Pa., for a flood similar to that experienced
in 1 . This Is in addition to the effects of Bear Creek Reservoir, now in
Operation.

Use of 40,000 acre-feet of active long term storage at the Belfzville project
will provide a net yield of 80 cubie feet per second. This flow angmentation
wonld contribnte to the satisfaction of the water supply needs of the Palmerton-
Bethlehem and Trenton-Philadelphia areas.

In order to satisfy the demand for new recreational opportunities generated
by the expanding population of the region, the Beltzville Reservoir will provide
a recreation capacity for 500,000 visitors annually, of which 110,000 are credited
to directly related recreation uses. The total average annual benefits for flood
control, water supply, and recreation are estimated to be $1,214000. Based on
100-year project life, the benefit-to-cost ratio is 2.0 to 1.

Uxton Crry REsSERVOIR, PA.

(Initiation of planning)

Authorization.—Pending.
Location and description.—Flood control reservior on French Creek, tributary
to the Allegheny River, in Erie County, Pa.
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Financial data

Estimnted Federal cost (Corps of Engineers) . _______ £8, 930, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost :

Cash contributions_______. st = i (L]

Other costs___ . i, M S ) I i 0
Total estimated pu-ivu m«l_____._______..._ ‘ e 8, 930, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate__________ TELE el B I TG, 360, 000
Appropriations todate_ . ______ . __ e 158, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963__ : - 5, 000
Balanee to complete preconstruction pl:lmnn;.': :1f!| e llwml year 1963._-

1 Preauthorization studies costs only,

Justification.—The proposed Union City Reservoir is the key unit in a pro-
posed system of three reservoirs in the French Creek Basin., This system of
reservoirs would afford an effective and economical measure of flood protection
to the principal damage centers in the French Creek Basin, and would supple-
ment the protection afforded by other flood control reservoirs in the valleys
below the basin. The benefit-to-cost ratio is 3.2 to 1 based on a 100-year project
life.

CoxsrrucTION, ( RAL—ADVANCE FENGINEERING AND DESIGN, LOCAL
ProrecrioNn Prosecrs (Froop CONTROL)

PORT ARTHUR AND VICINITY, TEXAS (HURRICANE-FLOOD PROTECTION )

( Initiation of planning)
Authorization.—DPending.
Location and description.—Levees, floodwalls, and drainage structure for flood
and hurricane protection located at Port Arthur, Tex., and vicinity,

Finaneial data

Estimated Federal cost_ e M- s, S — 824, 476, 000
Estimated non-Federal cost. . _______ i ety , 020, 000

Cash contributions__ . ___ = =t 212 L 1, 330, 000

LB T R PO s, S e L L = e , (00
Total estimated project cost..________. = = 33, 496, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate______. 2 2 IS SK1, 000
Appropriations to date_______________ C NP W 196, 000
Supplemental request ____________ B E 115, 000
Balance to complete ])I‘l'tlill'-ll'lll lmu pli nmmg after fisc; ‘;I year - 1963 G770, 000

1 Preaunthorization studies costs only.

Justification—The project will provide hurricane protection for a highly
industrialized area and community of about 94,000 persons. The large petrolenm
refining, petrochemical, iron and steel fabricating, shipbuilding and marine repair
and other related industries comprise the foundation for growth and develop-
ment of the area. Major oil refineries in Port Arthur area alone employ about
13,000 persons with an annunal payroll of over $85 million. Proposed protective
works wounld prevent all damages in protected areas that wounld result from a
storm as large as the design hurricane and would materially reduce damages
that would result from very infrequent larger storms, Total damages that would
result from oceurrence of design hurricane are estimated to be about $221 million
under existing conditions. During hurricane Carla a tide of 7.0 feet inundated
large portions of the town of Groves and most of the town of Port Acres, Tides
of 10 feet would inundate all of metropolitan Port Arthur. Damages suffered
in Port Arthur area during hurricane Carla dune to tidewater, wind, and rain
are estimated to be between $11 and $12 million, The benefit-cost ratio is esti-
mated at 5.7 to 1 based on 100-year life.

BUCKHANNON, W. VA,
(Initiatiou of plauning)

Authorization—Pending.

Location and description.—The city of Buckhannon is on the Buckhannon River
in Upshur County, north central West Virginia. The projeet consists of deepen-
ing, widening and uniformly alining the river channel, combined with a c¢hannel
cutoff at the upper end of the improvement.
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Financial dala

Estimated Federal cost (Corps of Engincers). 81, 200, 000
Estimated non-Federal costo______ enae ; nt, 000

Chall contribmtione. oot e s > 0

Other costs________ PRI, Lo N T e P 56, 000
Total estimated. project cost_.__._________________ i o, , 346, 000
Preconstruction planning estimate_______________ . 130, 000
Appropriations to date________________________ Y27, 000
Supplemental request, fiscal year 1963_____________ s imen e i 30, 000

Balance to complete preconstruction planning after fiscal year 1963__ 73, 000

! Preauthorization studleg cost only

Justification.—The ecity of Buckhannon is the county seat of Upshur County,
and is an important residential, commercial, agricultural and educational center
for an area containing about 20,000 people. It is also a highway, railroad,
coal mining, and industrial center. The city has a severe flood problem. Flood-
ing isolates the business district and disrupts the economy and safety of the
community. The proposed project would eliminate damage from moderate floods
and would significantly reduce damage from major floods. The current esti-
mated benefit-to-cost ratio is 1.6 to 1, based on a 100-year project life,

DEviLs Jumpe Reservoir, KY. AND TENN.

Senator ErLexper, Senator Coc per suggested that I ask a few ques-
tions in respect to Devils Jump Dam.

In the event Devils Jump Dam should be authorized by Congress
in the 1962 omnibus bill, would the Corps of Engineers have the capn-
bility for advance engineering and design, and if so, to what amount ?

General MacponyeLL. T will ask Colonel Goodsell to answer that.

Senator ErLenper. Suppose you put in the record a justification for

the project with the benefit-cost ratio, and whatever might be neces-
sary in justification of it. Also, should the project be authorized, we
will be able to consider it then.

Are you able to tell us now how much your capability will be, or
what your capability will be?

Colonel Goopserr. Sir, we do have a capability for Devils Jump
Reservoir, Ky. and Tenn., for 1963, of $200,000 to initiate advance
engineering and design.

Senator Extenper. Do you have the cost of the project ?

Colonel GoopseLn. The estimated cost is $151 million.

Senator Enienoer. All Government, or Federal, or what ?

Colonel Goopserr. Thisis all Federal. Yes, sir.

Senator Erenper. All right. Place in the record such other data
as may be necessary in order fully to justify this in the event it is
authorized.

Colonel Goopsern. Yes, sir.

(The information requested follows:)

DEVILS JUMP RESERVOIR, BIG BOUTH FORK OF OUMBERLAND RIVER, KY. AND TENN.
Summarized financial data

Total estimated Federal cost_____ L8151, 000, 000
Total appropriation to date_________ - e 70, 000

Balance to complete 150, 930, 000

Amount that conld be utilized in fiscal year 1963_____ 200, 000

! Includes cokts allocable to power which are reimbursable. amount of which has
not vet heen determined.
= Preauthorization studies cost only,
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Authorization—Not yet authorized.

Location and desoription.—The site of the dam Is on the Big SBouth Fork
of the Cumberland River at mile 48.1, above the mouth in McCreary County, Ky.,
approximately 4 miles north of the Tennessee State line. The project will
consist of a rock-fill dam with a gate-controlled, side-channel spillway, and a
hydroelectrie powerplant. The powerplant will have four generating units of
120,000 kilowatts, rated ecapacity each, for a total rated eapacity of 450,000
kilowatts.

Proposed operations.—The amount of £200,000 would be utilized to initiate
the work of preconstruction planning

Justification—The project is an economieally feasible and desirable unit in
the comprehensive plan for the development of the water resources of the Cum-
berland River, and, as presently planned, wonld add 596,000 kilowatts of depend-
able capacity and 533 million kilowatt-hours of hydroelectric power to the Cun
berland River system. The propsoed reservoir wonld provide needed electric
energy and bmprove the economic status of a labor surplus area Recreation will
be fmportant as an associated reservoir purpose. The proposed flood control
stornge allocation of 00 nere-feet in the project would permit use of equiva-
lent food-control eapacity at the completed Wolf Creck Reservoir project for
power operations to increase the operating head and power output at that
project as a meansg of maximizing the benefits of the Comberland River system.
The benefit-to-cost ratio Is 1.4 to 1 based on a 100-year project life,

CoxNoLusion oF HEARINGS

sSenator ELrexper. Are there any 1'IIJ'I|'|1']'1{\[t’.~linh=f

(No response. )

Senator Ervexper, Is there '.Ilrl'.'!hilt;_f else to be frl'l"-l'll]"‘I to the
committes?

Greneral Macpoxyern. No, sir.

Senator Evexper. 1f not, we stand in adjournment.

( Whereupon, at 6:50 p.mn., Friday, September 21, 1962, the subcom-

mittee adjourned.)
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