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Public Law 89-298 
89th Congress, S. 2300 

October 27, 1965 

Author1zlDg tilt> construction, repair, and pl'\lSe'l'ntlon of eertaln pubUe works 
on rlYera and barbora for navJgatioD, 11004 control, and tor other purposes. 

Be it enacted by tM Senate and H0'U8e of Representative8 of the 
United Stole8 of America in Oongre88 Q,88embled, 

TITLE I-N"ORTHEASTER..li UNITED STATES WATER 
SUPPLY 

SEC. 101. (Ii) Congress hereby recognizes that assuring adequate 
supplies of wat.er for the great, metropolitan centers of the United 
States has become a, problem of such magnitude tha.t the welfare and 
prosperity of this country require the Federal Government to assist 
m the solution of water supply problems. Therefore, the Secretary 
of the Arms, acting through the Chief of Engineers, is authorized 
to cooperate wit.h Federal, State, and local agencies in preparing 
plans ill accordance with the Water Resources Planning Act (Public 
Law 89-80) to meet the long-range water needs of the northeastern ; 
United States. This plan m~l" :provide for the construction, opera­
tion, and maintenance by the lTmted States of (1) a system of major 
reservoirs to be located. within those river basins of the Northeastern 
United States which drain into the Chesapeake Bay, those that 
drain into the Atlalltic Ocean north of the Chesapeake Bav, those 
that drain into Lake Ontario, and those that dram into the Saint 

. Lawrence Rh'er, (2) major conve:fance facilities by which water 
may be exchallged between t.hese river basins to the extent. found 
desha.ble in t.he national interest., and (3) major purifi('ation facilities. 
Such plans shall provide for a.ppropriate financial participa.tion by 
the States, political subdivisions thereof, and other local interests. 

(b) The Secretary of the Army, actin~ through the Chief of Engi­
neers, shan construct, operate, and mamta.in t.hose reservoirs, con-

. vevance facilities, and purification facilitie.c;, which ate recommended 
in "the plan prepared in accordance with subsection (a) of this section, 
n.nd which lue specifically aut.horized by law enacted. after the date 
of enactment of t.his Act. 
. (c) Eaeh resel'yoir included in the plan authorized by t.his section 
l'ihall be considered as a component of a com:prehensive plan for the 
opt.imum development of the river basin in whwh it is situated, as well 
ItS a eOUlponent of the plan established ill accordance wit.h this section. 

TITLE II-FLOOD CONTROL 

SEc.201. (a) The Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief Flood Control 
of Engineers, is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain any Act of 1965. 
water resource development project, including single and multiple 
purpose projects inv'olving, but. not. limited to, navigation, flood. eon-
trol, and shore pl"ote<.~iou, if the estimated Federal first cost of con-
:-it rnc t iug sudl project. is less t.han $10,000,000. No appropriation shall 
he IUllde to ('onstl'uct, operllte, 0)' maintain a.ny suc.h project if such 
projec.t. has not been approved by resolut.ions ltdopted hy the Com-
mittees on Pllblk· Works of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
l"espeet.ively. For the purpose of securing (,A>nsideration of such Report to 
:tppJ'm'al t.he St!(~l'eta.ry shall transmit. to Congress 8. report. of such Congress. 
propo~d projec~t, including all relevant dahl and all costs. 
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(b) Any water resource development project authorized to be con­
structed by this section shall be subject to the same requirements of 
local cooperation as it would be if the estimated Federal first cost of 
such project were $10,000,000 or more. 

SEC. 202. Section 3 of the Act approved June 22, 1936 (Public 
Law Numbered 738, Seventy-fourth Co~), as amended by section 
2 of the Act approved June 28, 1938 (.t:'ublic Law Numbered 761, 
Seventy-fifth Congress), shall apply to all works authorized in this 
title except that for any channel improvement or channel rectification 
project, provisions (a), (b), and (c) of section 3 of said Act of June 
~2, 1936, shall apply therm.o, and except as otherwise provided bv law, 
the authorization for an:y flood control project authorized by thIs Act 
requiring local cooperation shall expire five years from the date on 
which local interests are notified in writing by the Department of the 
Army of the requirements of local cooperation, unless said interests 
shall within said time furnish assurances satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Amiy that the required cooperation will be furnished. 

SEC. 203. The provisions of section 1 of the Act of December 22 
1944 (Public Law Numbered 534, Seventy-eighth Congress, second 
session) , shall govern with respect to projects authorized in this Act, 
and the procedures therein set forth with respect to plans, proposals, 
or reports for works of improvement for navigation or flood control 
and for irrigation and purposes incidental thereto shall apply as if 
herein set forth in full. 

SEC. 204. The following works of improvement for the benefit of 
navigation and the control of destructive floodwaters and other pur­
poses are hereby adopted and authorized to be prosecuted under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Army and the supervision of the 
Chief of Engineers in accordance with the plans in the respective 
reports hereinafter designated and subject to the conditions set forth 
therein. The necessary plans, specifications, and preliminary work 
ma.y be prosecuted on any project authorized in this title with funds 
from appropriations hereafter made for flood control so as to be ready 
for rapId inaugura.tion of a construction program. The projects 
authorlzed in tliis title shall be initiated as expeditiously and prose­
cuted as vigorously as may be consistent with budgetary requirements. 
Penstocks and other simila.r facilities adapted to ~ossible future use in 
the development of hydroelectric power shall be mstalled in any dam 
authorized in this Act for construction by the Department of the 
Army when approved by the Secretary of the Army on the recom­
mendation of the Chief of Engineers and the Federal Power 
Commission. 

SAIN.T JOHN RIVER BASIN 

The Dickey-Lincoln School project, Saint John River, Maine, is 
hereby authorized as approved by the President on July 12,1965, and 
substantially in a.ccordance with the plans included in the report of 
the Department of the Interior and the Corps of Engineers dated 
A.ugust 1964, which is a supplement to the July 1963 report of the 
International passamaquoday tidal power project and upper Saint 
.f ohn River hydroelectrlC power development, a.t an estimated cost of 
$227,000,000. . 

HOUSATONIO RIVER BASIN 

The projects for flood protection on the Housa.tonic, Naugatuck, and 
Still Rivers at Derby and Danbury, Connecticut, are hereby author­
ized substantially as recommended by the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document Numbered 324, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost 
of $5,100,000. 
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NEW ENGLAND-ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA. 

. The project for hurricane-flood control protection at Westerly, 
nhode Island, is hereby authorized substantially in aooordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Docu­
ment Numbered 85, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$3,287,000. 

LONG ISLAND SOUND AREA 

The project for hurrica.ne-flood protection at Stratford, Connecti­
cut, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 
292, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,340,000. 

HUDSON RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection at Yonkers, Saw Mill River, New 
York, is hereby authorized subst.antially in accordance with the recom­
mend-ations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 
258, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,924,000. 

NEW YORK-ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA 

The project for hurricane-flood protection and beach erosion con­
trol at East Rockaway Inlet to Rockaway Inlet and Jamaica Bay, 
New York, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 215, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$32,620,000. 

The project for hurricane-flood protection and beach erosion COll­
trol at Staten Island, Fort Wadsworth to Arthur Kill, New York. 18 
hereby authorized substantially in 1WC0rdance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 181, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,230,000. 

ELIZABETH RIVER BASIN, NEW JERSEY 

The project for hurricane-flood protection on the Elizabeth River, 
New Jersey, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 249, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$9,769,000. 

RAHWAY RIVER BASIN, NEW JERSEY 

The project for flood protection on the Rahway River, New Jersey, 
is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 
67, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,514,000. 

NEUSE RIVER BASIN 

The project for the Falls Dam and Reservoir, Neuse River, North 
Carolina, IS hereby a.uthorized substantially in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers 111 House Document Num­
bered 175, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $18,600,000. 

The project for hurricane-flood protection at New Bern and Vicinity, 
North Carolina, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 183, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$10,400,000. 

79 STAT. 1075 
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lODDLE ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA 

The project for hurricane-flood protection and beach erosion control 
at Ocracoke Island, North Carolina, is hereby authorized substantially 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in 
House Document Numbered 109, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $1,636,000. 

FLIJ'to~ RIVER BASIN 

The project for the Lazer Creek Reservoir, Flint River, Georgia, 
is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 567, 
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $40,378,000. 

The project for the Lower Auchumpkee Reservoir, Flint River, 
Georgia, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num­
bered 567, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $48,275,000. 

CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA BASIN 

Comprehensive Plan 

The comprehensive plan for flood control and other purposes in cen­
tral and southern Florida approved in the Act of June 30, 1948, and 
su~uent Acts of Congress, IS hereby modified to include the follow­
ing items: 

The project for flood protection in Hendry County, west of levees 
1, 2, and 3, Florida, is hereby authorized substantially as recommended 
by the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 102, Eighty­
eIghth Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,986,000. 

The project for flood protection in southwest Dade County, Florida, 
is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 20, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,903,000. 

SOUTH ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA 

The project for hurricane-flood J,>rotection on Biscayne Bay, Florida, 
is hereby authorized substantially In accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 213, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,954,000. 

PHILLIPPI CREEK BASIN, FLORIDA 

The project for flood control on Phillippi Creek, Florida, is hereby 
authorIZed substantially in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 156, Eighty­
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,592,000. 

LOWER MISSISSIPPI RIVER BASIN 

Comprehensive Plan 

The project for flood control and improvement of the lower Missis­
sippi River, adopted by the Act of Ma~ 15, 1928 (45 Stat. 5M)! as 
amended and modified, is hereby further modified and expanded to 
include the projects and plans substantially as recommended by the 
Ohief of Engineers in House Documents Numbered 308 and 319, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $181,109,000, except 
that (1) any modified easements required in the improvement of the 
Birds Point-New Madrid, Missouri, Floodway shall be acquired as 
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provided by section 4 of the Act of May 15
i 

1928, (2) the pumping 45 Stat. 536. 
plant in the Red River backwater area shal be operated and main- 33 USC 702d. 
tained by the Corps of Engineers, (3) the recommendations of the 
Bureau of the Budget shall apply with respect to improvements for 
fish and wildlife, and (4) the requirement of local cooperation for Repor-t to 
the improvements in the St. Francis Basin, Arkansas and Missouri, COll8ress. 
shall be reviewed by the Secretary of the Army, actiI!g through the 
Chief of Engineers, with particular reference to Federal and non-
Federal cost sharing, and he shall report results of such review to 
Congress within one year after the date of enactment of this Act. 
No appropriation made pursuant to the authorization contained in 
this paragraph sha.ll be available for any project other than those 
set forth in House Documents Numbered 308 and 319, Eighty-eighth 
Congress. 

The project for the St. Francis River, Missouri and Arkansas, St. Francis 
within Drainage District No.7, Poinsett County, Arkansas, is hereby River. 
modified substantially in accordance with the recommendations of the Projeot modi­
Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 57, Eighty-ninth fication. 
Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,372,000. 

General Projects 

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Grand Isle and 
Vicinity, Louisiana, is hereby authOrIzed substantially in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers, In House Docu­
ment Numbered 184, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$5eOO,OOO. -

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Morgan City and 
Vicinity, Louisiana, is hereby authorized substantially m accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers m House Docu­
ment Numbered 167, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$3,049,000. 

The project for hurricane-flood protection on Lake Pontchartrain, 
Louisiana, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num­
bered 231, Eighty-ninth Congress, except that. the recommendations 
of the Secretary of the Army in that document shall apply with 
respect to the Seabrook Lock feature of the project. The estImated 
cost is $56,235,000. 

OUACHITA RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on the Ouachita River at Monroe, 
Louisiana, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers, in House Document 
:Numbered 328, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$520,000. 

RED RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on Bayou Bodcau and tributaries, 
Arkansas and Louisiana, is hereby au'thorized substantially in accord-

I. ance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document Numbered 203, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated 
cost of $1,524,000. 

The project for Caddo Dam and Reservoir, Louisiana, is hereby 
authorized substantially in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Chief of Engineers, as modified by the Secretary of the Army, in 
Senate Document Numbered 39, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $1,934,000. 

The project for Sanders, Big Pine, and Collier Creeks, Texas, as 
Huthorized in the Act of October 23, 1962 (76 Stat. 1187), is hereby 
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modified in order to provide for a highway crossing Pat Mayse Reser­
voir to replace the present FM Higliway 1499 across Sanders Creek, 
at an estimated cost of $310,000. Such crossing shall be constructed 
under the direction of the secretary of the Anny and the supervision 
of the Chief of Engineers in acCordance with such plans as may be 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers. . 

GULF OF MEXICO 

The project for flood protection on the Buffalo Ba.you and tribu­
taries, WhIte Oak Bayou, Texast is hereby authorized substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in 
House Document Num~red 169, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $1,800,000. 

The project for flood protection on Highland Bayou, Texas, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 168, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,500,000. 

The project for flood protection on Taylors Bayou, Texas, is hereby 
I\uthonzed substantially in accordance with the recommendations of 
t.he Ohief of Engineers, as modified by the Secretary of the Anny, in 
House Document Numbered 206, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $5,004,000. 

RIO GRANDE BASIN 

The project for flood protection on the Rio Grande at EI Paso, 
Texas, IS hereby authorized substantially in a~rdamce with the rec­
ommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num­
bered 207, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $12,493,000. 

ARKAN SAS RIVER RASIN 

Comprehensive Plan 

The multiple-purpose plan for improvement of Arkansas River and 
tributaries, authorized by the River and Harbor Act of July 24,1946, 
as amended, is hereby modified to authorize the Secretary of the Army 
acting through the Chief of Engineers, to provide reJ?l&cement outfall 
facilities for the Kansas Street outfall sewer in the CIty of Pine Bluff, 
Arkansas, including such new pumping facilities as may be necessary 
at the most economIcal Federal expense, but including in the Federal 
expense the reasonable capitalized cost of operation and maintenance 
of the pumping facilities over the cost of pumping now required in 
the existing system. . 

General Projects 

The project for flood protection on the Arkansas River at Las Ani­
mas, Colorado, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 165, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$1,54:1,000. 

The project for flood protection on Lee Creek, Arkansas and Okla­
homa, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers In House Document Numbered 
270, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $10,000,000. 

The proJect for flood protection at Little Rock, Arkansas, is hereby 
authorIzed substantially in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 55, Eighty­
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $363,000. 



.. 

.. 

October 27, 1965 - 7 - Pub. Law 89-298 

. The project for flood protection on the Arkansas River at Great 
Bend, Kansas, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 182, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$4,030,000. . 

The project for establislunent of a national wildlife refuge at the 
John Redmond Dam and Reservoir, Grand (Neosho) River, Kansas, 
is hereby authorized substantially in accordance wit.h the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 
27, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $730,000. 

The project. for flood protection on the Walnut River, Kansas, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the reconunenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 232, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $66,036,000. 

The 'project for the Shidler Dam and Reservoir, Salt Creek, Okla­
homa, IS hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 
242, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,150,000. 

The project for flood protection on Crutcho Creek, Oklahoma, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 47, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, o.t an estimated cost of $1,801,000. 

The project for Trinidad Dam on Purgatoire River, Colorado, House 
Document Numbered 325, Eighty-fourth Congress, authorized by the 
Flood Control Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 297) is hereby modified to provide 
that in lieu of the loco.l cooperation recommended in paragraph 2 (a.) 
of the report of the Chief of Engineers dated July 22,1954, published 
in said document, local interests shall mainta.in the channel of Purga­
t()ire River through the city of Trinidad. The conditions set forth. in 
par~phs 2(b) and 2(c) of said report shall be applica.ble to the 
proJect. 

The John Mo.rtin Reservoir project (formerly known as Caddoa 
Reservoir), Arkansas River, Colorado, as authorized by the Act of 
June 22, 19'36 (49 Sto.t. 1570), is modified to authorize and direct the 
Chief of Engineers to use not t() exceed ten t.housand aere-feet of 
reservoir flood cont.rol storage space for the purpose of est.ablishing 
a.nd mainta.ining a permo.nent pool for fish and wildHfe a.nd recrea­
tional purposes, at such times as storage space may not be available 
for such permanent pool within the conservation pool as defined in 
a.rticle III F, Arkansas River compact (63 Stat. 145) except that-

(1) The State of Colorado shall purchase and make avo.ilable 
any water rights necessary under State law to esta.blish and there­
after maintain the pennanent pool. 

(2) The rights of irrigators in Colorado and Kansas to t.hose 
wo.ters avo.ilable to them under the terms of t.he Arkansas River 
compact and under t.he lo.ws of their respective States shall not 
be diminished or impaired by anything contained in this para­
graph. 

(3) Nothing in t.his paragraph shall be construed so as to give 
a.ny :{>reference to the permanent pool over other project purposes. 

(4) No perma.nent pool as herein defined shall be maintained 
except upon written terms and conditions a.cceptable and agreed 
to (A) by the Chief of Engineers in the interest of flood control, 
a.nd (B) by the Colora.do State Engineer, the Arkansas River 
Compact Administ.ration, and the Colorado Water Conservation 
Boo.rd, in the interest of establishing, maintaining, and operating 
the permanent pool for recreational and fish and wIldlife purposes. 

(5) N ot.hing in this paragraph shall be construed so as to limit 

79 STAT. 1079 

Trinidad Dam, 
Colo. 
Project modi­
ficatlon. 
72 Stat. 309. 

John Martin 
Reservoir, Colo. 
Project modi­
fication. 

Water rights. 
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Restriction. 

Report to 
Congress. 

the authority of the Chief of Engineers to operate John Martin 
Reservoir for the primary purposes of the prevention of floods 
and t.he preservation of life and property. 

MISSOURI RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on Big Creek at Hays, Kansas, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 22, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,702,000. 

The project for flood protection on the Little Nemaha River and 
tributaries, Nebraska, is hereby authorized substantially in accord­
ance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document Numbered 160, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated 
cost of $1,524,000. 

The project for flood protection on the Big Sioux River and tribu­
taries, Iowa and South Dakota, is hereby authorized substantially as 
recommended by the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num­
bered 199, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,400,000, 
except that such p!>rtion of the project as relates to the area above 
the city' limits of Sioux City, Iowa, shall be compatible with a fish 
and wIldlife mitigation plan and also a flood control plan for the 
upper basin of the Big Sioux River, both to be approved by the States 
of Iowa and South Dakota. 

The project for flood protection on the James River and tributaries, 
North Dakota, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 266, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$3,083,000. 

The project for flood control on the Fishing River and tributaries, 
Missouri, is hereby authorized substantially m accordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers m House Document Num­
bered 281, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $7,260,000. 

The project for flood protection on the Chariton and Little Chariton 
Rivers and tributaries, Iowa and Missouri, is hereby authorized sub­
stantially in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of 
Engineers and the Secretary of the Army in House Document Num­
bered 238, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $9,167,000. 

The project for flood protection on the Grand River and tributaries, 
Missouri and Iowa, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Ohief of Engineers m House Docu­
ment. Numbered 241, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$218,009,000. Nothing in this Act shall be construed as authorizing 
the const.ruction of Linneus Reservoir on Locust Creek, St. Catherine 
Reservoir on East Yellow Creek, the Honey' Creek-No Creek local pro­
tection works, nor hydroelect.ric power faCIlities at Pattonsburg Reser­
voir on Grand River; the Secretary of the Army shall conduct a 
review of such reservoirs, local protection works, and hydroelectric 
power facilities, at an estimated cost of $75,000, and the ftmds author­
ized by this paragraph for project planning are authorized to be used 
for such review. The Secretary shall submIt to Congress, at the earli­
est practical date, a new feasibility report on such projects based 
upon such review. 

The projeCt for flood protection on the Platte River and tributaries, 
Missouri and Iowa, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers m House Docu­
ment. Numbered 262, Eighty-ninth Congress, at. an estimated cost of 
$26,889,000. 
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The project for flood protection on the Sun River at Great Falls, Sun River, 
Montana, authorized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1958 Mont. 
(72 Stat. 297; Public La.w 85-500) is herehy modified to waive the ProJeot modi­
requirement tha.t local interests contribute in cash 2.16 per centum fioation. 
of the actual construction cost of all items of work proVlded by the 
Uriited States. 

omo RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on Chartiers Creek, Pennsylvania, 
is hereoy authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Ohief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 302, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $12,207,000. 

The project, for flood protection on Sandy Lick Creek at Du Bois, 
Pennsylvania, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 185, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$1,654,000. 

The project for the Hocking River
i 

Ohio, in the vicinity of Athens: 
Ohio, is hereby authorized substantia ly in accordance with the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 
287, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,520,000. 

The proJect for the Lincoln, Clifty Creek, and Patoka Dams and 
Reservoirs, "Wabash River, Indiana and Illinois, is hereby authorized 
substantially in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief 
of Engineers in House Document Numbered 202, Eighty-ninth Con­
gress, at an estimated cost of $72,900,000. 

The project for the Lafayette and Big Pine Dams and Reservoirs, 
Wabash River, Indiana, is hereby authorized substantially in accord­
ance with the rec.ommendations of the Chief of Engineers in Senate 
Document Numbered 29, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost 
of $44,800,000. 

The project for the Rowlesburg Dam and Reservoir, Cheat River, Rowlesburg Dam 
West Virginia, is hereby authorized substant.ially in accordance with and Reservoir, 
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document W. Va.. 
Numbered 243, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$133,548,000: Pr01}ided. That the power features of this project shall Power fea.tures, 
not be undertaken until such time as the Federal Power ('ft)mmission restriotions. 
has completed action on any applications that may be pending before 
that agency for private development of the pumped-stQl'age facility 
of the project: PrO'Vided further, That should the Federal Power 
Commission act in the affirmative on any pending appIications,the 
authority for such project shall not include Federal power features 
and the estimated cost of such project shall be $88,402,000: And pro-
vided fu.rther, That in the event the Federal Power Commission dis-
misses any pending applications, Federal construction of such 
pumped-storage power facilities is hereby authorized and approved. 

The project for the Martins Fork Reservoir, Upper Cumberland 
River Basin, Kentucky, is hereby authorized substantially in accord­
llnce with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document Numbered 244, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost 
of $4,860,000. 

The Yatesville, Paintsville, and Panther Creek Reservoir projects 
and the Martin, Kentucky, local protection project on the Big Sandy 
River and Tug and Levlsa Forks of Kentucky, West Virginia, and 
Virginia, are hereby authorized SUbstantially 1ll acoordance with the 
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num­
bered 2461 Ei~hty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $51,491,000. 
Prior to mitIat.ion of oonstruction the Sec~tary of the Army shall Analysis of 
prepare an analysis of benefits and costs of the proposed projec.ts, oosts, eto. 
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including ~ch reformulation as mav be necessary to comply with the 
Federal Water Project Recreation Act. 

RED RI\'ER OF THE NORTH BASIN 

The project for :flood protection on the Roseau River, Minnesota is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 282, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,550,000. 

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER BASIN 

The project for :flood protection at East Saint Louis and vicinity, 
Illinois (East Side levee and sanitary district), is hereby authorized 
substantially as recommended by the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document Numbered 329, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated 
cost of $6,180,000. 

The project for the Kaskaskia River, Illinois, authorized by the 
Flood Control Act of 1958 (Public Law 500, Eighty-fifth Congress), 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of En~neers in 
House Document Numbered 232, Eighty-fifth Congress, IS hereby 
modified substantially as recommended by the Chief of Engineers in 
House Document Numbered 351, Eighty-eighth Congress, to provide 
for the deletion from the items of local cooperation the reqUIrement 
of a cash contribution due to changed land use, at an estimated 
increased Federal cost of $3,498,000, if local interests make a cash 
contribution of an amount equal to the full cost of acquisition of 
flowage easements in those lands which are no longer needed for con­
structIOn, operation, and maintenance of Carlyle Reservoir. 

The project for the Wood River Drainage and Levee District, 
Madison County, Illinois, is hereby authorized substantially as recom­
mended by the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 150, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $179,000. 

The project for Ames Dam and Reservoir, Skunk River, Iowa, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers, as modified by the Secretary of the 
Army, in House Document Numbered 267, Eighty-ninth Congress, at 
an estimated cost of $12,893,000. 

The projects for flood protection at Marshalltown and Waterloo on 
tlle Iowa and Cedar Rivers, Iowa, are hereby authorized substantially 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in 
House Document Numbered 166, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $17,570,000. 

The project for the Zumbro River, Minnesota, is hereby authorized 
substantially as recommended by the Chief of Engineers in House 
Document Numbered 246, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated 
cost of $975,000. 

The project for the Big Stone Lake and Whetstone River, Minne­
sota and South Dakota, is hereby authorized substantially as recom­
mended by the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 579, 
Eighty-seventh Congress, and House Document Numbered 193, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,885,000. 

The project on the Des Moines River for flood protection of Des 
Moines, Iowa, House Document Numbered 651, Seventy-eighth Con­
gress, authorized by the Act of December 22, 1944 (58 Sta't. 887), is 
hereby modified to eliminate the requirement recommended in para­
graph 10(a) (2) of the report of the Chief of Engineers dated Decem­
ber 13, 1943, that local interests bear the expense of repairs and provi­
sion of gates· on existing drains. 
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GREAT LAXE8 BASIN 

The project for flood. control and navigation on the Cha.grin River, 
Ohio, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance wi'th the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers m Senate Document Numbered 
35, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,200,000. 

The project for flood. protection on the Grand River at and in the 
vicinity of Grandville, Michigan, is hereby authorized substantially 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in 
House Document Numbered 157, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $1,373,000. 

LITTLE COLORADO RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood. protection on the Little Colora.do River at and 
in the vicinity of Winslow, Arizona, is hereby authorized substantially 
in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in 
Senate Document Numbered 63, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $2,775,000. 

GILA. RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on Indian Bend Wash, Maricopa 
County, Arizona, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Docu­
ment Numbered 303, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost 
of $7,250,000. 

The project for flood. protection on the Santa Rosa Wash, Arizona, 
is hereby authorized suhstantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 189, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,430,000, except that 
the development of recreation and fish and wildlife fa.cilities shall be 

79 STAT. 1083 

in accordance with the Federal Water Project Recreation Act. Ante, p. 213. 
The project for flood. protection at Phoenix, Arizona, and vicinity, 

is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 216, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $58,310,000. 

EEL 1UVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on the Eel River, California, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 234, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $13,732,000. 

SACRAMENTO RIVER BASIN 

The project for the New Bullards Bar Dam and Reservoir, Yuba 
River, California, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Docu­
ment Numbered 180, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$8,979,000. 

The project for the Lakeport Dam and Reservoir with supplemental 
channel improvements, Scotts Creek, Cache Creek Basin, California, 
is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 259, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $9',360,000. 

:(: 

.' 

- a 
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SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA 

The project for flood protection on Sonoma. Creek, Ca.lifol'1lia., is 
hereby a.uthorized substa.ntially in accorda.noe with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 224, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estima.ted cost of $9,400,000. 

The project for the N a.pa. River, California., is hereby authorized 
"I'.lbsta.ntia.lly in a.ccorda.nce with the recommendations of the Chief 
of Engineers in House Document Numbered 222, Eighty-ninth Con­
gress, at a.n estimated cost of $14,950,000. 

WHITEWATER RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on Tahquitz Creek, California, is 
hereby authorized substa.ntially in a.ccordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 223, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, except that the amount of loca.l contribution 
required due to enhancement of land shall be reduced by the amount 
of contribution detennined on lands under Indian ownership at the 
time of project authorization and not subject to taxation due to 
Federal sta.tutory restrictions. The amount of contribution on this 
basis is presently estimated at $508,000. The estimated cost is 
$3,442,000. 

SANTA AN A RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on Lytle and Wann Creeks, San 
Bernardino County, California, is hereby authorized substantially in 
accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in 
Senate Document Numbered 53, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $9,750,000. 

SAN DIEGO RIVER BASIN 

The project for flood protection on San Diego River (Mission 
Valley), California, is hereby authorized substantIallY' in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers In House Docu-
ment Numbered 212, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of "," 
$14,600,000, except that the Secretary of the Army may reimburse 
local interests for the expenditure of funds used to construct such 
portions of the project as approved by the Chief of Engineers and con­
structed under the supervision of the Chief of Engineers. 

COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN 

The projects for the Lower Grande Ronde and Catherine Creek 
dams and reservoirs, Grande Ronde River and tributaries, Oregon, 
are hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recom­
mendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 
280, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $20,440,000. The 
Chief of Engineers shall construct, operate, and maintain such projects. 

The project for flood protection on 'Willow Creek, Oregon, is hereby 
authorIzed substantially in accordance with the recommendations of 
the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 233, Eighty­
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,680,000. 

I 

The project. for acquisitJion of additional lands for waterfowl man­
agement at John Day Lock and Dam, Oregon and Washington, is 
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda­
tions of the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 28, 
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Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estnted cost of $706,000, except that 
the parcels of land, in Oregon, between the Columbia River and the 
management area boundary within sootions 3, 4, 10, and 11 of Town­
ship 4 North, Range 25 East, Willamette Meridian, as shown on plate 
1 of Senate Document Numbered 28, Eighty-ninth Congress, esti­
mated at 611.02 acres, shall not be part of the management area, and 
the Secretary of the Army is authorized to purchase such additional 
lands in sections 22, 27, 29, and 30, Township 5 North, Ra.nge 26 
East, Willamette Meridian, outside the present indicated manage­
ment area boundary on plate 1, as he determines necessary to replace 
the lands so excluded. . 

SEC. 205. That the flood control project for the Scioto River, Ohio, 
authorized in section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962, is hereby 
modified to authorize the construction of the local protection worlis 
a.t Chillicothe, Ohio, at such time as the reservoirs on Alum, Mill. 
Big Darby, and Deer Creeks are under construction. In the event 
the Mill Creek and Alum Creek Reservoirs are constructed by an 
agency other than the Federal Government, the Federal Government 
shall not construct such local protection works at Chillicothe, Ohio, 
until said agency shall furnish assurances satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Army that (1) it will provide flood control storage in those 
reservoirs equivalent to that proposed for the Federal reservoir proj­
ects, as authorized by the Flood Control Act of 1962, in aocordance 
with the plan set forth in House Document Numbered 587, Eighty­
seventh Congress, and (2) that such reservoirs shall be operated for 
flood control in accordance with regulations prescribed by the Secre­
tary of the Army. 

SEC. 206. (a) That the Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized 
and directed to prepare under the direction of the Chief of Engineers, 
a comprehensive plan for the development and efficient utilization of 
t.he water and related resources of the region drained by streams which 
discharge, within the State of Michigan, into the Saint Clair River, 
Lake Saint Clair, the Detroit River and Lake Erie. Such plan may 
provide for importation of water from points not located within the 
region as defined above. 

(b) Said comprehensive plan shall be designed to meet the long­
range needs of the region for protection agarnst floods, wise use of 
flood plain lands, improvement of navigation facilities, water supplies 
for industrial and municipal purposes, outdoor recreational facihties, 
the enhancement and control of wat~r quality, and related purposes; 
all with a view to encouraging and supporting the optimum long­
range economic development of the region and enhancing the welfare 
of its people. , 

SEC. 201. That the project for flood protection on the Minne.c;ota 
River at Mankato and North Mankato, Minnesota, authorized in sec­
tion 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1958 (Public Law 85-500, 12 
Stat. 297) is hereby modified to authorize the Secreta.ry of the Army 
to credit local interests against their required contribution to such 
project for any work necessitated by extreme high water done by 
such interests on such project between April 1, 1965, and February 1, 
1966, if he approves such work as being in accordance with such 
project as authorized. 

SEC. 208. The Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause surveys for flood control and allied purposes, includ­
ing channel and major drainage improvements, and floods aggravated 
by or due to wind or 'tidal effects, to be made under the direction of the 
Chief of Engineers, in drainage areas of the United States and its 
territorial possessions, which include the localities specifically named 
in this section. After the regular or formal reports made on any 
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survey authorized by this section are submitted to Congress, no sup­
plemental or additIonal report or: estimate shall be made unless 
authorized by law except that the Secretary of the Army may cause 
a review of any examination or survey to be made and a report thereon 
submitted to Congress, if such revIew is required by the national 
defense or by changed physical or economic conditions. 

Watersheds of streams in the North Atlantic region draining north­
ward in New York toward the Saint Lawrence RIver below the inter­
national boundary and draining directly into the Atlantic Ocean -
above the Virginia-North Carolina State line with respect to a frame­
work plan for developing the water resources of the region. 

All streams flowin~ into the sounds of North Carolina 1ietween Cape 
I..ookout and the VIrginia line except those portions of the Neuse, 
Pamlico, and Roanoke Rivers above the estuarine reaches. 

Watersheds of streams in the South Atlantic region draining 
directly to the Atlantic Ocean below the Virginia-North Carolina State 
line and draining directly into the Gulf of Mexico east of Lake Pont­
chartrain with respect to a framework plan for developing the water 
resources of the region. . 

The Rio Grande and its tributaries with respect to a framework 
plan for flood control and other purposes. 

Watersheds of streams, washes, lakes, and their tributaries, which 
drain areas of the great basin region of Oregon, California, Nevada, 
Utah, Idaho, and Wyoming with respect to a framework plan for 
flood control and other purposes. 

The Colorado River and tributaries above Lees Ferry, Arizona, with 
respect to a framework plan for flood control and other purposes. 

The Colorado River and tributaries below Lees Ferry, Arizona, 
with respect to a framework plan for flood control and other :purposes. 

Watersheds of streams in the Pacific Northwest region which drain 
directly into the Pacific Ocean along the coastlines of Washington 
and Oregon with respect to a framework plan for developing the 
water resources of the region. 

Watersheds of streams in California which drain directly into the 
Pacific Ocean and of streams, washes, lakes, and their tributaries, 
which drain areas in the eastern portion of the California region with 
resp~ct to a framework plan for developing the water resources of 
the region. 

Kaneohe-Kailua area, Oahu, Hawaii. 
Terrebonne Parish, Louisiana (water supply) . 
Boyer River, Iowa. 
Keokuk, Iowa. 
Mississippi River,north of Dubuque, Iowa. 
Black Hawk Creek, Iowa. 
Mount Vernon, Indiana. 
Orange Lake Basin, Florida. 
Mayfield Creek, Kentucky. 
Hatchie River and tributaries, Tennessee and Mississippi. 
Spoon River, Illinois. 
Grand (Neosho) River, Oklahoma and Kansas (including naviga-

tion). 
Verdigris River, Kansas. 
Verdigris River, Oklahoma and Kansas (including navigation). 
Arkansas River and tributaries at and above Tulsa, Oklahoma. 
Sanderson, Texas. 
Abbeville, South Carolina. 
All streams which drain directly to Pacific Ocean from San Mateo 

County, California. 

l 
~ 
I 
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Big Mineral Creek, Texas, particularly with reference to construc­
tion of a highway brid£e. 

Irondequoit Creek, New York, and tributaries, including AlIens 
Creek, New York. 
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Coasts of Washinpn, Oregon7 and California to determine ad­
visability of protectIOn work a.gamst storm and tidal waves. 

SEC. 209. Notwithstanding tIie first proviso in section 201 of the Yakima River 
Act entitled "An Act authorIZing the construction, repair, and preser- projeots, Wash. 
vation of certain public works on rivers and harbors for navigation, 
flood control, and for other purposes", approved May 17, 1950 (64 
Stat. 163), the authorization in section 204 of such Act of projects for 33 USC 70lc 
local protection on the Yakima River at Ellensburg, Washington, shall note. 
expire on June 10, 1970, unless local interests shill before such date 
furnish assurances satisfaCtory to the Secretary of the Army that the 
required local cooj>eration in suchlroject will be furnished. 

SEC. 210. The Secretary of the rmy, acting through the Ohief of Hill County, 
Engineers, is hereby authorized to replace the roads described and set Tex. 
forth in the provisIOns of their contract numbered DA-41-443-eng- Roads. 
939 with Hill County, Texas, which are subject to flooding; such roads 
being a part of the Whitney Dam and Reservoir project, Whitney, 
Texas, authorized by the Flood Control Act of December 22, 1944, 58 Stat. 899. 
at an estimated cost of $130,000. 

SEC. 211. (a) The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed Tenn. Society 
to convey to the Tennessee Society for Crippled Children and Adults, for Crippled 
Incorporated, subject to the :proVIsions of this section, all of the right, Children and 
title, and interest of the Umted States in and to that portion of the Adults, Inc. 
tract of land rying a.bove elevation 454 feet mean sea. level now occu. Conveyanoe. 
pied by such Society at the Old Hickory lock and dam, Cumberland 
River, Tennessee, under a lease executed by the Secretary of the ArnIy 
and dated February 10, 1958. 

(b) The conveyance authorized by this section shall be made upon 
payment to the United States of the fair market value of the property 
as deternIined by the Secretary of the ArnIY, and upon such terms, 
conditions, reservations, and restrictions as he shall deem necessary 
to protect the interests of the United States. In determining the fair 
market value of the property, the Secretary shall exclude the value 
of any improvements made by or at the expense of the Tennessee 
Society: for Crippled Children and Adults, Incorporated. 

(c) The cost of any surveys necessary as an Incident of the con­
veyance authorized by this section shall be borne by the Tennessee 
Society for Crippled Children and Adults, Incorporated. 

(d) Title to the property authorized to be conveyed by this sec- Restriotion. 
tion shall revert to the Umted States, which shall have the right of 
immediate entry thereon, if the Tennessee Society for Crippled Chil-
dren and Adults, Incorporated, shall ever cease to use such, property 
for recreation and campmg purposes. 

SEC. 212. The authorized Justice Reservoir on the Guyandot River, R. D. Bailey 
West Virginia, hereafter shall be known and designated as the R. D. Reservoi:, W.Va. 
Bailey Reservoir. Any law, regulation, map, document, record, or Designahon. 
other paper of the United States in which the authorized Justice 
Reservoir is referred to shall be held to refer to such reservoir as the 
R. D. Bailey Reservoir. 

SEC. 213. In recognition of the flood control accomplishments of Calispell Creek 
the water resource project proposed to be constructed on Calispell project, Wash. 
Creek, Washington, by the Pend Oreille County Public Utility Dis- Cost contri­
trict Number One, there is hereby authorized to be appropriated a bution. 
monetary contribution toward the construction cost of such project 
and the amount of such contribution shall be determined by the 
Secretary of the Army, sublect to a finding by him approved by the 
President, of economic justIfication for allocation of the amount of 
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flood control, sueh funds to be administered by the Secretary of the 
Army. Prior to makin,g the monetary contribution or any part 
thereof, the Secretary of the Army and the Pend Oreille County 
Public Utility District Number One, shall have entered into an agree­
ment providing for operation of the proposed project in such manner 
as will produce the flood control benefits upon which the monetary 
contribution is predicated, and such operation of the project for flood 
control shall be in accordance with rules prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Army pursuant to the provisions of section 7 of the Flood -
Control Act of 1944 (58 Stat. 890). Unless construction of the 
project is undertaken within three years from the date of enactment 
of this section, the authority for the monetary contribution con­
tained herein shall expire. 

SEC. 214. The Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of . 
E~eers, is authorized to cooperate with the State of New York, 
pohtical subdivisions thereof, and appropriate agencies and instru­
mentalities thereof, and with other departments, agencies, and instru­
mentalities of the United States, in the preparation of comprehensive 
plans for the development, utilization, and conservation of the water 
and related resources of drainage basins within the State of New 
York, and to submit to Congress reports and recommendations with 
respect to appropriate partiCIpation by the Department of the Army 
in carrying out such prans. 

SEC. 215. The Act entitled" An Act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Army to modify certain leases entered into for the I>rovision of 
recreation facilities at reservoir areas", approved September 14, 1961 
(75 Stat. 509), is hereby amended by striking out "before November 1, 
1956,". 

SEC. 216. The Secretary of the Army is here.by authorized and 
directed to cause to be made, under the direction of the Chief of En~­
neers, an investigation and study of San Francisco Bay, CalifornIa, 
including San Pablo Bay, Suisun Bay, and other adjacent bays and 
tributaries thereto, with a view toward det.ermining the feasibility of, 
and extent of Federal interest in, measures for waste disposal and 
water quality control and allied {>urposes. 

SEC. 217. (a) In the prosecutIOn of projects for rivers and harbors 
and other waterways for the benefit of navigation, the control of 
destructive flood waters, hurricane protection, beach erosion control, 
and for other purposes, authorized to be prosecuted under the direc­
t.ion of the Secretary of the Army under the supervision of the Chief 
of Engineers in accordance with plans adopted and authorized by the 
Congress, it is hereby declared to be the policy of the Congress, that 
whenever such projects are located wholly or partially within an area 
which is eligible for financial assist.ance under t.he Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965, the Secretary of Commerce is 
authorized to purchase evidences of indebtedness and to make loans 
for a period not exceeding fifty years to enable responsible local 
interests to meet the requirements of local cooperation pertaining to 
contributions toward the cost. of construction of such projects within 
such areas. 

(b) There is herebY' authorized to be appropriated to carry out this 
section, not to exceed $10,000,000 per fiscal year for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1966, and for each fiscal yeal" t.hereafter through and 
inc! uding the fiscal year ending June 30, 1970. 

Eel River, Call1". SEC. 218. The Secretary of the AIDlY shall reimburse allY common 
Protecti ve work ('arrier by railroad for the cost. of protect.ive works constructed by 
oosts,reimburse- such carrier during the years 1965 and 1966 along the banks of the 
ment. Eel River, California, to det.er recurrence of damage to such banks 
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by floods or high waters, but such reimbursement Shall not exceed 
$3,000,000. . 

SEC. 219. The Chief of Engineers, under the supervision of· the 
. Secretary of the Army, is authorized to accept orders from other Fed­
eral departments and agencies for "'Qrk or services and to perform 
all or any part of such work or services by contract. 

SEC. 220. Section 206(b) of the Flood Control Act of 1960 (33 Infonnation 
U.S.C. 709a) is amended by striking out "$1,000,000" and inserting oompilation..!" 
in lieu thereof "$2,500,000". 74 Stat. 500. 

SEC. 221. The Joanna Dam proposed for construction at or near Clarenoe Cannon 
mile 63 of the Salt River near Joanna, Missouri, and the Joanna Dam and Reservoir. 
Reservoir to be created by such dam, authorized to be constructed by Designation. 
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1180), shall 
be known and designated hereafter as the Clarence Cannon Dam and 
Reservoir. Any law, regulation, map, document, or record of the 
United States in which such dam and reservoir are referred to as the 
Joanna Dam and Reservoir shall be held to refer to such dam and 
reservoir as the Clarence Cannon Dam and Reservoir. 

~ SEC. 222. Title II of this Act may be cited ~ the "Flood Control Citation of 
Act of 1965". title. 

TITLE III-RIVERS AND HARBORS 

SEC. 301. The following works of improvement of rivers and har- River and Har­
bors and other waterways for navigatIOn, flood control, and other bor Aot of 1965. 
purposes are hereby adopted and authorized to be prosecuted under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Army and supervision of the 
Chief of Engineers, in accordance with the plans and subject to the 
conditions recommended by the Chief of Engineers in the respective 
reports hereinafter designated. The provisIOns of section 1 of the 
River and Harbor Act approved March 2, 1945 (Public Law Num-
bered 14, Sev.euty-ninth .Con~esst fi~ session), shall govern wi~h 59 Stat. 10. 
respect to proJects authOrIzed In thlS tItle; and the procedures therem 
set forth with respect to plans, proposals, or reports for works of 
improvement for navigation or flood control and for irrigation and 
purposes incidental thereto, shall apply as if herein set forth in full. 

NAVIGATION 

Weymouth-Fore and Town Rivers, Boston Harbor, Massachusetts: Massachusetts. 
House Document Numbered 247, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an esti­
mated cost of $12,500,000; 

Providence River and Harbor, Rhode Island: Senate Document Rhode Is land. 
Numbered 93, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$13,900,000 ; 

Rondout Harbor, New York: House Document Numbered 288, New York a.nd 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $20,000; New Jersey. 

New York and New Jersey Channels-Entrance to Kill Van Kull 
from Upper New York Bay: House Document Numbered 108, Eighty­
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,581,000; 

New York Harbor, New York (Anchorage Areas) : Senate Docu­
ment Numbered 17, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$44,852,000 ; 

Shrewsbury River, New Jersey: House Document Numbered 274, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estImated cost of $4,090,000; 

Tred Avon River, Talbot County, Maryland: House Document Maryland. 
Numbered 225, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$323,000; 
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Washington Metro- Potomac and Anacostia Rivers-Removal of Drift in the Washing­
pol1tan Area. ton Metropoli?m Area: House Document Numbered 286, Eighty-ninth 

Congress, mamtenance j 
Virginia. Channel to Newport News and Norfolk Harbor, Hampton Roads, 

Virginia: House Document Numbered 143, Eighty-ninth Congress, at 
an estimated cost of $1,095,000; 

Channel to Newport News, Norfolk Harbor, and Thimble Shoal 
Ohannel, Virginia: House Document Numbered 187, Eighty-ninth 
Congress, at an estimated cost of $25,600,000; -

Hampton Creek, Virginia: House Document Numbered 201, Eighty­
ninth Congress, modification of items of local cooperation; 

North Carolina.. . Cape Fear River, North Carolina: House Document Numbered 252, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,510,000; 

Georgia. 

-
Florida. 

Alabama. 

Louisiana. 

Miohigan. 

Ohio. 

Savannah HarbOr, Georgia: House Documents Numbered 226 and 
263, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $13,569,000. The 
plan recommended by the Chief of Engineers in House Document 
Numbered 263, Eighty-ninth Congress, sliall include facilities to miti­
gate damages to presently improved areas southeast of the Savannah 
1Vildlife Refuge at an estimated additional cost of $40,000. The Chief 
of Engineers may include additional facilities to mitigate dama~es to 
additional lands southeast of the Savannah 1Vildlife Refuge If he 
determines them to be necessary and justified, at an estimated addi­
tional cost of $60,000. All such facilIties to mitigate damages shall 
be mainmined by local interests. 

Jacksonville Harbor, Florida: House Document Numbered 214, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $8,484,000; 

Ponce de Leon Inlet, Florida: House Document Numbered 74, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,104,000; 

Broward County and Hillsboro Inlet, Florida: House Document 
Numbered 91, EIghty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$1,093,000 ; 

East Pass Channel from the Gulf of Mexico into Choctawhatchee 
Bay, Florida: House Document Numbered 194, Eighty-eighth Con­
gress, at an estimated cost of $1,151,000; 

Perdido Pass Channel, Alabama: Senate Document Numbered 94, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $625,000; 

Bayou La Batre, Alabama: House Document Numbered 327, Eighty­
eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $262,000; 

Mermentau River, Louisiana: House Document Numbered 239, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,690,000; 

Alpena Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbered 151, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $806,000. In order 
to compensate for existing low water levels in Lake Huron, an addi­
tional mcrement of one foot in channel depth is hereby authorized; 

Frankfort Harbor, Michigan: Senate Document Numbered 16, 
EiG'hty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $231,000; 

Lexington Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbered 301, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $570,000, except that 
the modified recommendations of the Chief of Engineers and the 
Secretary of the Army, contained in letter of April 5, 1965, from the 
Department of the Army to the Committee on Public Works of the 
United States Senate, shall apply with respect to recreational fishing 
facilities on the main breakwater; 

.saginaw River, Michigan: House Document Numbered 240, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $437,000; 

Cedar River Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbered 248, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $664,000; 

Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio: House Document Numbered 269, Eighty­
niuth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,840,000; 
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Rocky River Harbor, Ohio: House Document Numbered 352, Ohio. 
Eighty-eig:hth Con~ at an estima~d cost ~f. $23~,000; • 

The proJect for Lorain Harbor, OhIO, authorIZed m sootIon 101 of Lorain Harbor. 
the River and lhrbor Act of 1960 (Public Law 86-645; 74 Stat. 480) Modifioation 
is hereby modified to authorize the Secretary of the Army, acting of proJeot. 
through the Chief of Engineers, to construct such bank stabilization 
works at cut numbered 1 as may be necessary in his discretion to keep 
the navigation channel in its proper alinement at an estimated addi-
tional cost of $1,600,000. Local rnterests shall contribute to the cost 
of the project an amount equal to the value of the land on the date of 
the original authorization of this project that would have been required 
for cut numbered 11 but for this modification. 

West Harbor, OhIO: House Document Numbered 245, Eighty-eighth 
Congress, at an estimated cost of $544,000; 

Indiana Harbor, Indiana: House Document Numbered 227, Eighty- Indiana. 
ninth Co~gress, at an estimated cost of $96,000; 

Burns Waterway Harbor, Indiana: House Document Numbered 160, Burns Wate~" 
Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estima;ted cost of $25,000,000. The Harbor. 
Secretary of the Army may reimburse the State of Indiana for the state reimburse­
expenditure of funds used to construct such portions of the project as ment. 
ap{lroved by the Chief of Engineers and constructed under the super-
VISIon of the Chief of Engineers. Unless construction of the project 
is initiated within three years from the date of enactment of this Act, 
the authority to reimburse the State of Indiana contained in this 
paragraph shall expire. The State of Indiana shall furnish assurance 
satisfactory to the Secretary of the Army that water and air pollution 
sources will be controlled to the maximum extent feasible in order to 
minimize any adverse effects on public recreational areas in the general 
vicinity of the Harbor. No.appropriation is authorized to he made 
for the c6nstruction of this project until the Indiana Dunes National 
Lakeshore has been voted upon by both Houses of Congress during the 
same Congress. _ 

Chocolate Bayou, Texas: House Document Numbered 217t Eighty- Texas. 
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,254,000; 

Houston Ship Channel (Greens Bayou), Texas: House Document 
Numbered 257, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$470,000; 

Trinity River and tributaries, Texas: House Document Numbered Trinity River 
276, Eighty-ninth Congress, including navigation, except that the and tributaries. 
recommendations of the Board of EngIneers for Rivers and Harbors, 
dated March 14, 1963, shall apply, and there is hereby authorized 
$83,000,000 for initiation and partial accomplishment of the project. 
Prior to expenditure of any funds for construction of those features Reevaluation 
designed exclusively for navigation, the Chief of Engineers shall sub- report to Con-
mit to the Congress a reevaluation based upon current criteria. gress. 

San Francisco Bar to Stockton, California: House Document Num- California. 
bered 208, Eighty-nmth Congress, at an estimated cost of $46,853,000. 
The works for wavewash protection within the Jimits of the modified 
San Joaquin River navigation project shall be repaired or restored 
by the United States as determined to be necessary by the Secretary 
of the Army over the life of the project. 

Crescent City Harbor, CalIfornia: House Document Numbered 
264, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,980,000; 

Bodega Bay, California: House Document Numbered 106, Eighty­
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $853,000; 

Port San Luis, San Luis Obispo Harbor, California: House Docu­
ment Numbered 148, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of 
$6,360,000 ; 
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Ooeanside H9.t'bot', Oceanside Harbor, California: House Document Numbered 76, 
Ca.lif. Eighty-ninth C()ngress, maintenance. The Secretary of the Army is 

authorized to reimburse loca.1 interests for any work done by such 
interests on such project after August 1, 1965, if he approves such 
work as being in accordance with the project as otherwise authorized. 

Oregon. Port Orford, Oregon: Senate Document Numbered 62, Eighty-
eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $696,000; 

Chetco River, Oregon: Senate Document Numbered 21, Eighty­
ninth Congress, at an estima.ted cost of $1,308,000 ; 

Tilla.mook Bay and Bar, Oregon: Senate Document Numbered 43, 
Eighty-ninth COngress, at an estimated cost of $9,000,000· 

WaShington. Edmonds HarbOr, Washington: House Document Numbered 147, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, maintenance; 

Hawaii. Coasts of the Hawaiian Islands, harbors for light-draft vessels, 
Hawaii: House Document Numbered 353, Eighty-eighth Congress, at 
an estimated cost of $4,737,000; 

Honokahau Harbor, Hawaii: House Document Numbered 68, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, a.t an estimated cost of $680,000; 

Honolulu Harbor and Barbers Point Ha.rbor, Oahu, Hawaii: House 
Document Numbered 93, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost 
of $9,928,000 ; 

Kawaihae Harbor, Hawaii: House Document Numbered 75, Eighty­
ninth Congres;;, at an estimated cost of $2,291,000; 

BEACH EROSION 

Rhode Is land. Cliff Walk, Newport, Rhode Island: House Document Numbered 
228, Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $340,000; 

New Jet'sey. Perth Amboy, New Jersey: House Document Numbered 186, 
Eighty-ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $82,000; 

Atlantic City, New Jersey: House Document Numbered 325, 
Eighty-eighth Congress, periodic nourishment; 

South Carolina. Hunting Island Beach, South Carolina: House Document Num-
bered 323, Eighty-eighth Congress, at an estimated cost of $319,000; 

Flo:rida. Duval County, Florida: House Document Numbered 273, Eighty-
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,266,000; 

Fort Pierce, Florida: House Document Nmnbered 84, Eighty-ninth 
Congress, at an estimated cost of $220,000; 

IllinoiS. Evanston, Illinois: House Document Numbered 159, Eighty-ninth 
Congress, at an estimated cost of $392,000 ; 

Hawaii. Haleiwa Beach, Oahu, Hawaii: House Document Numbered 107, 
EightY,'-ninth Congress, at an estimOited cost of $572,000; 

Waikiki Beach, Hawaii: House Document Numbered 104, Eighty-
ninth Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,490,000. 

Aquatic plant SEC. 302. Section 104 of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72 
control project. Stat. 297, 300), as amended by section 104 of the River and Harbor 
33 usc 610. Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1173,1180), is hereby further amended to read 

as follows: 
"SEC. 104. (a) There is hereby authorized a comprehensive pro­

gram to provide for control and progressive eradication of wa.ter­
hyacinth, alliga.torweed, Eurasian water miHoil, and other obnoxious 
aquatic plant growths, from the navicra.ble waters, tributary streams, 
connecting channels, and ot.her alliea' waters of the United States, 
in the combined interest. of navigation, flood control, drainage, agri­
culture, fish and wildlife conservation, public health, and related 
purposes, including continued research for development of the most 
effective and economic control measures, to be administered by the 
Chief of Engineers, under the direction of the- Secreta.ry of the Army, 
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in cooperation with other Federal and State agencies. Local interests 
shall agree to hold and save the United States free from claims thaJt 
may occur from control operations and to participate to the extent of 
30 I>&: centum of the cost of such operations.. . Costs fo!, ~rch and 
planmng undertaken pursuant to the authon:tles of thIS sectIon shall 
be borne fully by the Federal Government. 

"(b) There are authorized to be appropriated such amounts, not 
in excess of $5,000,000 annually, as may be necessary to carry out the 
provisions of this section. Any such funds emJ>loyed for control 
operations shall be allOQated by the Chief of Engmeers on a priority 
basis, based upon the urgency and need of each area, and the avail­
ability of local funds." 

SEC. 303. The consent of Congress is hereby granted for the pur­
poses of section 9 of the Act of March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 401), to 
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a dam on the Susquehanna 
River, downstream from the Bainbridge Street Bridge at Sunbury, 
Pennsylvania. 

SEC. 304:. The Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause surveys to be made at the following locations and 
subject to all applicable provisions of section 110 of the River and 
Harbor Act of 1950: 

Jonesport Harbor, Maine. 
Blue Hill Harbor, Maine. 
Great and Little Bays and their tributaries, New Hampshire, and 

adjoining tributaries of the Piscataqua Rivert New Hampshire and 
Maine, with a view to determining the adVIsability of providing 
improvements in the interest of navigation and allied purposes. 

Popponesset Bay, Massachusetts. . 
Niagara River, New York, with respect to nature and extent of 

measures necessary to preserve and enhance the scenic beauty of the 
~<\.merican Falls. 

Appropriation. 

Susqueha.nna. 
River dam, Pa. 
Construction 
authorized. 
30 Stat. 1151. 

Surveys, author­
ization. 

64 Stat. 168. 

Great Lakes and Saint Lawrence Seaway: Investigation and study 
of means of extending the navigation season on the waterways at an 
estimated cost not to exceed $75,000. Report to include a full and Contents of 
complete investigation and study of waterway deicing systems, includ- repor'ts. 
ing a review of any previous pertinent reports by the Department of 
the Army, any available information from any of the other Depart-
m~nts of the Government! and waterway deicrng methods in use by 
prIvate concerns· and foreIgn governments, for the purpose of deter-
mining the p~acticability, means, and economic justification for extend-
ing the navigation season on the Great Lakes (including connecting 
channels and harbors) and the Saint Lawrence Seaway by eliminating 
ice conditions to the extent possible. The Chief of Engineers may 
submit such interim reports as may be deemed advisable, and shall sub-
mit his final reports, together with his recommendations for such 
legislation and administrative actions as he may deem advisable, not 
later than two years after funds are made available for the study. 

Lake Dauterive and Chareton Floodgate, Louisiana. 
Dickinson Bayou, Texas. 
Manchester: Harbor, Washington. 
Gulfport Harbor, Mississippi. 
Calumet River, Illinois. 
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, from about mile 29 West of Harvey 

Lock to U.S. Highway No. 90 in vicinity of Boutte, Louisiana.. 
Intracoastal Waterway from the Caloosahatchee River to the With­

lacoochee River, Florida, with a view to determining the advisability 
of modifying the project, with particular reference to provision for a 
side channel or connecting channel improvement througn Cross Bayou 
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76 Stat. 1174. 

22 USC 275a. 
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to Old Tampa Bay, in the vicinity of Howard Frankland Bridge, for 
na!igation, flood control, and related purposes. 

San Francisco County, California (hooch erosion). 
Lake Michigan Shoreline, Milwaukee County, Wisconsin (beach 

erosion). 
Indian River County, Florida (beach erosion). 
Marquette County, Michigan (comprehensive). 
SEC. 305. The first proviso in the paragraph which begins "James 

River, Virginia:" in section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1962 
(Public Law 87-874) is amended by striking out "after a period of 
fiv~l'ears from the date of approval of this Act unless the Governor 
of Virginia has endorsed the project within that time" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "October 23, 1971, unless the Go\'ernor of Virginia 
has endorsed the project by that date". 

SEC. 306. Section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 
1174) is amended by striking out "$5,000" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"$22,000". 

East River, N.Y., SEC. 307. That portion of the East River, in New York County, 
normav1gab1e. State of New YorK, lying between the south line of East Seventeenth 

Street, extended eastwa.rdly, the United States pierhead line as it 
existed on July 1 1965, and the south line of East Thirtieth Street 
extended eastwardly, is hereby declared to be not a navigable water of 
the United States within t.he meaning of the Constitution and the 

River Raisin, 
Mioh., normavi­
gable. 

Remedial works. 
33 USC 633. 

laws of the United States. 
SEC. 308. The old channel of the River Raisin in Monroe (',Qunty, 

Michigan, lying between the Monroe Harbor range front light and 
Raisin Point, Its entrance into Lake Erie, is declared to he not a. 
navigable stream of the United States within the meaning of the 
Constitution a.nd the laws of the United States, and the consent of 
Congress is hereby given for the filling in of the old channel by the 
riparian owners on such channel. 

SEC. 309. Section 111 of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72 
Stat. 303) is amended to read as follows: 

"SEC. 111. Whenever, during the construction or reconstruction of 
any navigation, flood control, or related water development project 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Army, the Chief of Engi­
neers determines that any structure or facility owned by an agency of 
government a.nd utilized in the performance of a governmental func­
tion should be protected, altered, reconstructed, reloca.ted, or replaced 
to meet the requirements of navigation or flood control, or both; or to 
preserve the safety or integrity of such facility when its safety or 
usefulness is determined by the Chief of Engineers to be adversely 
affected or threatened by the project, the Chief of Eng:ineers may, if 
he deems such action to be in the public interest, enter into a contract 
providing for (1) the payment from appropriations made for the 
construction or maintenance of such project, of the reasonable cost of 
replacing, relocating, or reconstructing such fa.cilitr to such standard 
as he deems reasonable but not to exceed the mimmum standard of 
the State or politica.l subdivision for the same type of facility involved, 
except that if the existing facility exceeds the minimum standard of 
the State or political subdivision, the Chief of Engineers may provide 
a facility of comparable standard, or (2) the payment of a lump sum 
representing the estimated reasonable cost thereof. This section shall 
not be construed as modifying any existing or future requirement of 
local cooperation, or as indicating a policy tha.t local interests shall 
not hereafter be required to assume costs of modifying such facilities. 
The provisions of this section may be applied to projects hereafter 
authorized and to those heretofore authorized but not completed as 
of July 3, 1958, and notwithstanding the navigation servitude vested 
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in the United States, they may be applied to such structures or facil­
ities occupying the beds of navigable waters of the United States." 

SEC. 310. (a) (1) Subsection (a) of section 101 of the River and 
Harbor Aet of 19'60 (33 U.S.C. 517) is amended by striking out 74 Stat. 486. 
''$2,000,000'' and inserting in lieu thereof "$10,000,000". 

(2) Subsection (b) of such section 101 is amended by striking out 
"$200 000" and inserting in lieu thereof "$500,000". 

(b)' Section 3 of the Act entitled "An Act authorizing Federal ,a 
participation in the cost of protecting the shores of publiely owned 
property", approved August 13, 1946, as amended (33 U.S.C. 426~), 76 Stat. 1178. 
IS amended (1) by striking out "$3,000,000" and inserting in heu 
thereof "$10,000,000", and (2) by striking out "$400,000" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "$500,000". 

( e) The amendments made by this sect.ion shall not. apply to any 
project under contract £Or construction on the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. 311. The project for Calumet Harbor and River, Illinois and Calumet Harbor 
Indiana., as authorized by section 101 of the River and Harbor Act and River,Ill.­
of 1962 (16 Stat. 1113), is modified in order to authorize the Chief of ~nd. t di 
Engineers, at his discretion, under the direction of the Secretary of frOj~~onmo -
the Army, to provide a.tFederal cost (1) such protection for the Elgin, oa • 
Joliet, and Eastern Railway bridge over the Calumet River, Chicago, 
Illinois, as is necessary to permit dredging of the full width of the 
south draw to the depth of twenty-seven feet, (2) such temporary 
protection for the center pier and the south abutment of the New 
York, Ch~eago, and Saint Louis Railroad bridge (Nickel Plate) as is 
necessary to permit dredging of the full widtb of the south bridge 
draw to the depth of twenty-seven feet prior to its replacement, and 
(3) such modification of the channel limits as is necessary to insure full 
use of each such draw. 

SEC. 312. (a) The Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief Chesapeake I3a¥ 
of Engineers, 1S authorized and directed to make a complete investiga- Basin. 
tion and study of water utilization and control of the Chesapeake Bay Water utilize.­
Basin, including the waters of the Baltimore Harbor and meluding, tion study. 
but not limited to, the following: na viga.tion, fisheries, flood control, 
control of noxious weeds, water pollution, watef'ltnslity control, beach 
erosion, and recreation. In order to carry out the purposes of this 
section, the Seeretllo~~cting through the Chief of Engineers, shall 
construct, operate, an maintain in the State of Ma land a hydraulic 
model of the Chesa.peake Bay Basin and assoeia nieal center. 
Such model and eenter may be utilized, su]e 0 such terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary deems necessary, by a.ny department, agency, 
or instrumenta.lit.y of the Federal Government or of the States of 
Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania, in connection with any 
research, invest1gation, or study being carried on by them of any 
aspect of the Chesapeake Bay Basin. The study authorized by thIS 
section shall be given priority. 
, (b) There is authorized to be appropriated not to exceed Approprlation. 

$6,000,000 to carry out this section. 
SEC. 313. The Secretary of the Army shall transmit to the Com- Reports to aon­

mittees on Public Works of the Senate and the House of ReJ;lresent. gressional aom­
atives not later than June 30, 1968, a suggested draft of legIslation mittees. 
revising and codifying the ~neral and permanent laws relating to 
civil works projects by the Corps of Engmeers for navigation, beach 
erosion control, flood control, and related water resources develop-
ment. The Secretary shan also submit a report explaining the pro-
posed legislation, and making specific reference to each change in or 
omission of any provision of existing la.w. 
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Reimbursement of SEC. 814. The Secretary of the Army, acting through the Chief of 
States for water Eng!neers, shall mue a study of the need for, and the feasibility of, 
resouroes pro,1«:ta.the Federal Government reimbursing States, political subdivisions 

, thereof, and other public entities, for expenditures incurred by them 
Study. in connection with authorized projects for improvement of rivers and 

harbors and other waterways for navigation, Hood control, hurricane 
protee.tion, beach erosion contro], and other water resources develop­
me)~t purposes, to the extent that snch ex~nditures Ill.'(> uwurred after 
the,. initiation of the survey studies whIch form the basis for such 

Report to authorized projects. The Secretary shall report to Congress, not later 
Congress. -than January 31, 1967, the results of such study together with his 

recommendations in connection therewith. 
Citation of SEC. 315. Title III of this Act- may be cited as the -'River and 
ti tIe. Harbor Act of 1965". 

Approved October 27, 1965. 
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