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ditions as will best promote the development
and operation of such lands or facilities in
the public Interest for recreation and fish
and wildlife enhancement purposes.

“{b) All costs allocated to fish and wildlife
enhancement and incurred in connection
with waterfowl refuges and waterfowl pro-
duction areas proposed for Federal admin-
istration shall be nonreimbursable.

“(c) (1) If, before commencement of con-
struction of the unit, non-Federal public
bodies agree to administer for recreation or
fish and wildlife enhancement or for both
of these purposes pursuant to the plan for
the development of the unit approved by the
Secretary land and water areas which are not
included within Federal waterfowl refuges
and waterfowl production areas and to bear
not less than one-half the separable costs
of the unit allocated to either or both of
said purposes, as the case may be, and attrib-
utable to such areas and all the costs of
operation, malntenance, and replacement in-
curred in connection therewith, the remain-
der of the separable capital costs so allocated
and attributed shall be nonreimbursable,

“(2) In the absence of such & preconstruc-
tion agreement recreation and fish and wild-
life enhancement facilitieg (: =
mum facllities for the public health and
safety at reservoir access points and facilities
related to Federal waterfowl refuges and
waterfowl production areas) shall not be
provided, and the allocation of unit costs
shall reflect only the number of visitor days
and the value per visitor day estimated to
result from such diminished recreation de-
velopment without reference to lands which
may be provided pursuant to subsection (e)
of this sectlon.

“(d) The non-Federal share of the separa-
ble capital costs of the unit allocated to
recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement
shall be borne by non-Federal interests, un-
der either or both of the following methods
a5 may be determined appropriate by the
Becretary: (1) payment, or provision of
lands, interest therein, or facilities for the
unit; or (11) repayment, with interest, with-
in 50 years of first use of unit recreation or
fish and wildlife enhancement facilities:
Provided, That the source of repayment may
be limited to entrance and user fees or
charges collected at the unit by non-Federal
interests if the fee schedule and the portion
of fees dedicated to repayment are estab-
lished on & basis calculated to achieve repay-
ment as aforesald and are made subject to
review and renegotiation at intervals of not
more than 5 years,

*(e) Notwithstanding the absence of pre-
const fon agr ts as specified in sub-
section (c) of this section lands may be ac-
quired in connection with construction of
the unit to preserve the recreation and fish
and wildlife enhancement potential of the
unit,

“(1) If non-Federal public bodies agree
within ten years after initial unit operation
to administer for recreation and fish and
wildlife enhancement pursuant to the plan
for development of the unit approved by the

land and water areas which are
not included within Federal waterfowl
refuges and waterfowl production areas and
to bear not less than one-half the costs of
lands acquired therefor pursuant to this
subsection and facilities and project modifi-
cations provided for those purposes and all
costs of operation, maintenance and replace-
ment incurred therefor, the remainder of the
costs of such lands, facilities, and project
modifications shall be nonreimbursable.
Such agreement and subsequent development
shall not be the basis for any allocation of
JoInt costs of the unit to recreation or fish
and wildiife enhancement,

“(2) If, within ten years after initial op-
eration of the unit, there 1s not an executed
agreement as specified In paragraph (1) of
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this subsection, the Secretary may utilize
the lands for any lawful purpose within the
Jurisdiction of the Department of the In-
terior, or may transfer custody of the lands
to another Federal agency for use for any
lawful purpose within the jurisdiction of that
agency, or may lease the lands to & non-
Federal public body, or may transfer the
lands to the Administrator of General Serv-
ices for disposition in accordance with the
surplus property laws of the United States.
In no case shall the lands be used or made
avallable for use for any purpose in conflict
with the purposes for which the project was
constructed, and in every case preference
shall be gilven to uses which will preserve
and promote the recreation and fish and
wildlife enhancement potential of the proj-
ect or, in the absence thereof, will not
detract from that potential.

“(f) Subject to the limitations herein-
before stated, joint capital costs allocated to
recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement
shall be nonrelmbursable.

“(g) Costs of means and measures to pre-

vent loss of and damage to fish and wildlife
shall be treated as unit costs and allocated
among all unit purposes.
_"“(h) As used in Act, the term “non-
reimbursable” shall not be construed to pro-
hibit the imposttion of entrance, admission,
and other recreation user fees or charges.”

Mr. ASPINALL (interrupting reading
of amendment). Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the amendment
be considered as read and printed in the
REecorp at this point,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Chairman, in
support of the amendment, I would like
to state that this amendment is the
amendment to which the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr, HaLL] referred and
which he called to our attention during
the course of the general debate.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment brings
this bill into complance with the fish
and wildlife and recreation allocation to
which this House has already given its
approval and to which the Senate has
already given its approval and upon
which the conferees have agreed. There-
fore, the conference report will be be-
fore the two bodies next week.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on
the committee amendment.
toThe commitiee amendment was agreed

The CHATRMAN. Under the rule the
Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Gray, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee
having had under consideration the bill
(H.R. 237) to make certain provisions in
connection with the construction of the
Garrison diversion unit, Missouri River
Basin project, by the Secretary of the
Interior, pursuant to House resolution
398, he reported the bill back to the
House with sundry amendments adopted
by the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.
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The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of the
bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill,

The bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

AUBURN-FOLSOM SOUTH UNIT,
CALIFORNIA

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H.R. 485) to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to construct,
operate, and maintain the Auburn-Fol-
som South unit, American River division,
Central Valley project, California, under
Federal reclamation laws,

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion offered by the gentleman from
Colorado.

The motion was agreed to.

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Accordingly, the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H.R. 485 with Mr.
McFaLL in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
Ing of the bill was dispensed with.

The CHATIRMAN. Under the rule the
gentleman from Colorado [ Mr. ASPINALL]
will be recognized for 30 minutes and the
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr.
Berry] will be recognized for 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Colorado [Mr. AspINaLL].

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Chairman, the legislation which
the Interior and Insular Affairs Com-
mittee brings to the floor today author-
izes the next logical extension of one of
the outstanding reclamation projects of
the Nation and the world—the Central
Valley project of California—which
moves great quantities of water from the
Sgcramento River Basin and the Trinity
River Basin in northern California,
where water has been plentiful, several
hundred miles south to the San Joaguin
Valley where water is scarce and is
urgently needed.

Federal participation in the Central
Valley project dates back to 1935 when
the initial authorization for construc-
tion was included in the Rivers and
Harbors Act for that year. The Folsom
unit, American River division, was added
in 1949 and the Sacramento Canals di-
vision was authorized in 1950. The
Trinity River division was authorized in
1955 and the San Luis unit in 1960. The
works authorized at the present time are
estimated to cost over $1.3 billion’ of
which just over $900 million, or. more
than for any other reclamation project,
has been appropriated. The State of
California is participating in construc-
tion of the Central Valley project and
also is building its own Feather River
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project at a cost of over $2 billion to
convey northern California water all the
way to the Los Angeles area. The
Auburn-Folsom South unit will add
another $425 million to the cost of the
Central Valley project, bringing the total
cost to over $1.7 billion.

The Auburn-Folsom South unit is
designed to make maximum use of the
remaining water resources of the Amer-
ican River Basin for irrigation, munici-
pal, and industrial water supply, flood
control, hydroelectric power, fish and
wildlife, and recreation purposes. This
unit has been under consideration in the
committee for more than 5 years. The
first hearings on the unit were held in
the 87th Congress and many members of
the committee have visited the project
area for an “on-the-ground” inspection
of the proposed development. Since the
committee initiated its consideration of
the unit, the plan of development has
been modified in order to make maximum
use of the available water resources. The
reservoir has beeni enlarged, and the
powerplant capacity increased. Under
the plan of development more than
400,000 acres will receive a firm irrigation
water supply, the Sacramento Metropol-
itan area will receive additional flood pro-
tection and additional water for muniei-
pal and industrial purposes, and greatly
increased recreational opportunities will
be made available to a large part of Cali-
fornia’s ever-increasing population.

The Central Valley project is presently
in a very sound financial position and it
will remain so with the Auburn-Folsom
South unit added. The unit meets every
standard test of current reclamation doc-
trine ‘and policy and for every dollar
spent almost $4 in benefits to the various
.project purposes will be returned to the
‘Nation. ‘ Full repayment of the reim-
bursable costs will occur within 50 years.
The ~committee concluded that the
“Auburn-Folsom South unit 1§ a sound
and feasible development from every
-standpoint and that its construction is
urgently needed. H.R. 485 to authorize

:this most meritorious project should be
approved by the Congress.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Rogersl may extend
his remarks at this point in the REcorb.

"The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection
to the request of the gentlemsn from
Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Chalr-
‘man, I would like to discuss briefly the
Auburn-Folsom South unit and the pro-
vislons of H.R. 485.

Section 1 of H.R: 485 authorizes the
Auburn-Folsom South unit consisting
of the Auburn Dam and Reservoir and
powerplant, the Folsom South Canal,
the Forest Hill Divide development, and
"the Folsom-Malby development. The
works that would be authorized are de-
signed to provide maximum economiec
utilization of the remaining waters of
the American River Basin for irrigation,
flood control, hydroelectric power, mu-
nicipal and industrial water supply, fish
a.nd wildlife, and recreation purposes.

“The '690-foot Aubuin Dam on the

: *mneﬂean River will provide a reservoir
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with a total capacity of 2,500,000 acre-
feet to serve the project purposes. The
Auburn powerplant will have an initial
installed capacity of 240,000 kilowatts,
and language in section 1 gives the Sec-
retary authority to increase the capac-
ity to 400,000 kilowatts if the additional
installation is determined to be feasible
and is approved by the Congress.

The main water delivery feature of
the unit is the 671%-mile Folsom South
Canal which will provide supplemental
water to some 400,000 acres of land in
Sacramento and San Joaquin Counties.

The Forest Hill Divide development is
physically separated from the remain-
der of the unit and would provide irri-
gation and municipal water service to a
5,000-acre tract between the North Fork
and the Middle Fork of the American
River.

The Folsom-Malby development in-
volves the construction of facilities to
deliver muniecipal and industrial water
to an area of about 12,000 acres in east-
ern’ SacramrertoCournr

The investment cost of the Auburn-
Folsom South unit, including interest
during construction but not including
the foundation and penstock for future
power installation, is about $427 million.
Of this amount, there is $48 million, or
11 percent of the cost, allocated to flood
control, recreation, and fish and wild-
life enhancement which would be non-
reimbursable. The remaining 89 per-
cent will be repaid, with interest on that
part allocated to municipal and indus-
trial water, commercial power, and re-
imbursable recreation and fish and
wildlife enhancement.

Section 2 provides for the operation
of the Auburn-Folsom South unit as an
integral part of the Central Valley proj-
ect. There will be both physical and
financial integration. On this basis, all
reimbursable costs of the project, includ-
ing the Auburn-Folsom South unit, will
be repaid within 50 years, and at the end
of this period there will remain a sur-
plus of about $462 million to assist in
additional development or ret.um to t.he
U.S. Treasury.

‘Section 3 establishes the policies and
procedures for the inclusion of recrea-
tion and fish and wildlife enhancement
as unit purposes. The language of this

section makes H.R. 485 consistent with

the provisions of general legislation
which was recently passed by the House.
The conference report on the general

legislation, S. 1229, will be before the .

House within the next few days. Under
the provision of section 3 it will be neces-
sary for the State or a local public body
to enter into an agreement with the
United States for the administration of
the recreation and fish and wildlife areas
and to repay with interest about $6.2 mil-
lion of the cost of developing these areas.

Section 4 requires the Secretary fo give
consideration to the reports and plans
of the State of California for develop-
ing its water resources, and to consult
with local interests who are affected by
the proposed development.

‘Section 5 contains language relating to

‘the project water supply ‘and makes it

clear thaf this ]

tlon does not au-
thorize an allocatio

n of water and that

. watts.
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recommendations for the use of water in
connection with the Auburn-Folsom
South unit shall be in accord with State
water laws.

Section 6 authorizes $425 million be
appropriated for the construction of the
Auburn-Folsom South unit. The amount
can be adjusted to reflect ordinary fluc-
tuations in construction costs applicable
to the types of construction involved in
the unit. Language in this section also
authorizes the appropriation of such
sums as may be required for operation
and maintenance of the project.

Mr. Chairman, the Interior and In-
sular Affairs Committee has had the
Auburn-Folsom South unit under con-
sideration and study for several years
and has determined that it meets all of
the requirements for approval by the
Congress. The committee believes that
the services which this unit will provide’
will greatly benefit the economy of Cali-
fornia as well as the entire Nation, and
the committee recommends that the

ity == mrr——————giburn-Folsom South unit be authorized

and constructed.

Mr. BERRY., Mr. Chairman, I would
simply say that this bill was carefully
and very fully considered both in the
subcommittee and in the full committee.
I know of no opposition to the bill.

Mr. Chairman, I have no requests for
time.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Chairman, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
California [Mr. JorNsoN] in whose dis-
trict this project is situated.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in support of the pro-
posed Auburn-Folsom South unit of the
Central Valley project in . California,
which  as it is now constituted, is the
culmination of 20 years of investigation,
planning, and formulation by our local
and State agencies and by the Bureau of
Reclamation and other Federal agencles.

Auburn Dam, to be located on the
American River near Auburn, Calif,,
would be & zoned earth, gravel and rock
structure containing about 63 million
cubic yards of material. The dam will
rise 690 feet above the streambed. It
will be the highest earthfill dam every
built by the Bureau of Reclamation and
stand as one of the world’s highest earth-
fill dams. The crest of the dam will be
approximstely 3,200 feet in length or
about five-elghths of g mile. At its max-
imum cross section, the base of the dam
will be about 1 mile wide.

Auburn Reservolr, when filled to iis
21 -million-acre-foot capacity, would

-have a shoreline about 143 miles long.

The reservoir will extend 18 miles up the
North Fork of the American River, and
24 miles up the Middle Fork. The sur-
face area of the reservoir, at full capac-
ity, is estimated at 10,400 acres. Auburn
powerplant would initially contain three
generators, of the semioutdoor type,
with a tfotal capacity of 240,000 kilo-
Provisions have been made to
allow enlargement to 400,000 kilowatts.

The importance of outdoor recreation
to the well-being of the people of Cali-
fornia is recognized in all Bureau of
Reclamation planning.  We. have incor-
porated in our plans fpdlﬂties designed
to insure the maximui’ réalization' of
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the outdoor recreational opportunities
provided by the construction of Auburn
would be a zoned earth, gravel, and rock
Dam. The National Park Service has
recommended that 2,500 camping units
and 1,500 picnic units, as well as water
and sanitary facilities, roads and tralls,
beach and boating facilities, and land-
scaping be provided for the convenience
and enjoyment of the public.

Water from Auburn Reservoir will be
released through Auburn powerplant to
the existing Folsom Reservoir where it
will be reregulated as required before
passing through Folsom powerplant to
Lake Natoma. From Lake Natoma, the
water will be diverted into the Folsom

South Canal at the Nimbus diversion

dam. The Folsom South Canal will ex-
tend southward from Nimbus Dam about
68 miles to San Joaquin County. The
initial capacity of the canal would be
3,500 cubic feet per second at Nimbus
Dam and the maximum capacity would
be 7,000 cubic feet per second.

+ The Torest Hill Divide development,
included as a feature of the Auburn-
Folsom South unit, will provide water for
jrrigation and municipal and industrial
use. It will assure the growth of the
Foresthill community and provide living
space for a growing population. The
principal features of the Forest Hill Di-
vide development at Sugar Pine Reser-
voir on North Shirttail Canyon Creek and
& 13.7-mile pressure pipeline. Sugar Pine
Reservoir will have a capacity of 16,600
acre-feet and a maximum surface area
of 280 acres. A pipeline will convey the
water from the reservoir to the 2,800-
acre service area.

The Folsom-Malby development is also
a part of the Auburn-Folsom South unit.
Principal features of the plan are the
40,000 acre-foot capacity County Line
Reservoir on Deer Creek; a 10.8-mile-
long pipeline; and two pumping plants.
This is a municipal and industrial water
supply development designed to meet the
needs of a growing population. County
Line Reservoir also will offer a measure
of flood protection along Deer Creek.

The cost of the Auburn-Folsom South
unit is estimated at $425 million. Of this
amount 91 percent is reimbursable and
the remaining 9 percent nonreimburs-
able. Flood control and a portion of
recreation, fish and wildlife are functions
considered to be national responsibilities
and thus nonreimbursable.

The potential benefits of the unit stem
from so many functions that it is difficult
to decide which to mention first. One of
the most important functions is that of
providing increased flood protection for
the highly developed American River
valley, which includes the capital city of
Sacramento. The need for such in-
creased protection through storage has
become more evident since the plan of
development was formulated, as three
recordbreaking flood events in 9 years
strained the storage capacity. of Folsom
Reservoir and local protective works to
their capacities. Ea~n time, disastrous
flooding of Sacramento was narrowly
averted by emergency measures. Just
last Christmas California experienced
one of these disastrous storms. "

‘stantially relieve the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

Folsom Reservoir on the American
River was just a scant 12 hours from
spilling over the top of the dam. If the
rains had continued this would have hap-
pened and there was nothing that could
have prevented Sacramento, the capital
of the State of California, from a great
amount of damage. At this point I
would like to recommend that each of
you read “One Day From Disaster,” pub-
lished by the Bureau of Reclamation,
which outlines the outstanding work
performed by the Bureau of Reclamation
facilities in controlling flood damage in
the Central Valley project area.

Of equal importance to the region and
the Nation is the distribution and deliv-
ery of water to be stored in the proposed
Auburn Reservoir for service to almost
one-half million acres of very rich lands
lying south of Sacramento. Irrigation in
that area is essential to economic agri-
cultural production. Essentially every
drop of surface water is used during the
irrigation season, and underground water
is being pumped out faster than nature
can replace it. The farmers are desper-
ately in need of the water that could be
furnished through the Folsom South
Canal.

Water from the Folsom South Canal
would be delivered to the city of Stockton
and other population centers in the area
for municipal and industrial uses. Here
again the pattern is repeated—as popu-
lation grows, water demand increases,
and the ground water which now fur-
nishes the bulk of the city’s supplies is
being increasingly overdrawn. In fact, it
has been necessary already to abandon
some of the wells serving Stockiton be-
cause the quality of the water as the
water level receded under pumping be-
came too saline for municipal use. The
service proposed to the Forest Hill area
is the only practicable way of permitting
this mountain community to grow.
Similarly, the Malby area which is nor-
mally completely dry can become a val-
uable suburb of Sacramento by virtue of
the water it would receive from the Au-
burn-Folsom South unit.

California’s demands for electric
power continue to require the construc-
tion of new generating capacity. The
Central Valley project, particularly, is
about to reach the point where power
requirements for pumping project water
will absorb all of the uncommitted proj-
ect power, and, unless new power ca-
pacity is added to the Central Valley
project system, it may soon be necessary
to withdraw power from existing prefer-
ence customers. Construction of the Au-
burn powerplant, with an initial instal-
lation of 400,000 kilowatts, would sub-
power squeeze
which is impending.

Recreation and fish and wildlife bene-
fits are of major importance also. Fol-
som Reservoir has become a favorite
water playground for many thousands
of central California’s people. Auburn
Reservoir, in addition to being an im-
portant recreation center in its own
right, will augment the usefulness of
Folsom Reservoir by maintaining higher,
more constant water surface levels.
Thousands of additional acres of land
and water surface will be provided for
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recreation opportunities. The new res-
ervoir fishery will be a valuable asset to
the ares, and the benefits to the anadro-
mous fish will be substantial.

Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the peo-
ple of California I want to express my
deep appreciation for the fine considera-
tion given to this bill by the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs, chaired
by our outstanding colleague, the gentle-
man from Colorado [Mr. AspiNaLL], and
the subcommittee, under the chairman-
ship of the distinguished gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Rocers], both of whom
I believe are among the most knowledge-
able people in the Nation when it comes
to the problems of irrigation and recla-
mation. May I urge that the House of
Representatives on this day adopt the
legislation which has been recommended
so strongly by the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs. This is an ex-
tremely important project, one which I
am confident you will be proud to have
supported in the Congress of the
United States.. - ’

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I yield
to the gentleman from Arizona.

Mr, UDALL. As a member of the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs
and as one who believes in reclamation,
I commend the author of this bill for a
sound bill, which will help to build the
West and to build the Nation. I en-
thusiastically support the bill and urge
%: members of the committee to do like-

e,

Mr. Chairman, this is another example
of the statesmanship that has prevailed
through the years in drafting and enact-
ing reclamation legislation. This is not
just a California project; it is a project
contributing to the reclamation of the
arld Southwest. As an Arizonan, I
might have been expected to oppose a
project like this for California, since our
States in years past have had differences
on water matters. However, those days
are past, and we find the States of
California and Arizona working together
now to solve their mutual water prob-
lems.

A further example of this cooperation
is the Lower Colorado River
project bill, which has been introduced
in the House by 33 members of the Cali-
fornia delegation and the three members
of the Arizona delegation. A compre-
hensive plan to finance long-range solu-
tions to the water needs of the South-
west, this legislation will probably be the
next major reclamation proposal to
come before the Congress.

The reclamation idea has proved of
inestimable value to this Nation, making
the deserts bloom and providing a vital
resource to the millions of Americans who
have moved to the West in recent
decades. I am pleased to see this idea
being extended today in California and
look forward to the day—hopefully
soon—when we will extend it to the de-
velopment of the Lower Colorado River
Basin. )

Mr, JOHNSON of California.
the gentleman from Arizona.

Mr. SISK. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

I thank
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Mr. JOHNSON of California. I yleld
to my colleague from California.

Mr. SISK. I take this time to pay
tribute to the great work, the patience,
and the understanding of my colleague
[Mr. Jomnson] with respect to this
project. Having worked with him over
the years, I know the many problems
he struggled with in pulling together va-
rious forces, finally coming to the Con-
gress with a project on which we have
unanimous agreement. I pay particular
tribute to him, and I especially commend
the committee over which the distin-
guished gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
AspIvALL] 50 ably presides, for the good
work they do, and commend the rank-
ing Member as well as the Members on
the minority side.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I thank
the gentleman from California.

Mr. ROYBAL. Mr. Chairman, I am
happy to join with my colleagues from
California in urging the adoption of H.R.
485, legislation which authorizes the Sec-
retary of
erate, and maintain the Auburn-Folsom
south unit of the American River divi-
sion of California’s Central Valley proj-
ect, under provisions of the Federal rec-
lamation laws.

The Auburn-Folsom south unit is vi-
tally necessary to meet our State's rapid-
ly increasing needs and demands for
water for domestic, agricultural, mu-
nicipal, and industrial purposes, for elec-
tric power and energy, for additional
flood protection, to enhance fish and
wildlife, and to provide greater outdoor
recreational opportunities.

This proposed multipurpose project is
the culmination of some 20 years of in-
vestigation and planning by our local and
State agencles and by the Interior De-
partment’s Bureau of Reclamation as
well as other Federal agencies.

As such, it is part of a comprehensive
basinwide plan to maximize the economic
utilization of the remaining waters of the
American River Basin, which has been
developed as an integral part of the Cen-
tral Valley project's ultimate plan.

The estimated cost of $425 million is
91 percent reimbursable to the Govern-
ment, primarily from revenues derived
from agricultural irrigation and electric
POWEr uses.

In view of the tremendous importance
of the development of California’s water
and power resources to meet the needs of
our fast-growing State, and because of
the great contribution this project will
make in the overall development of the
‘Western States, I strongly urge the adop-
tion of H.R. 485 for the full authoriza-
tion requested.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Chairman, I
have no further requests for time and
yield back the remainder of my time.

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, I yleld
back the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 485

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United Siates of
America in-Congress assembled, That, for the
principal purpose of increasing the supply of
water avallable for irrigation and other bene-
ficlal uses in the Central Valley of Califor-
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nia, the Secretary of the Interlor (herein-
after referred to as the “Secretary”), acting
pursuant to the Federal reclamation laws
(Act of June 17, 1902; 32 Stat. 388, and Acts
amendatory thereof or supplementary
thereto), 1s authorized to construct, operate,
and malntain, as an addition to, and an in-
tegral part of, the Central Valley project,
California, the Auburn-Folsom South unit,
American River division. The principal
works of the unit shall conslst of—

(1) the Auburn Dam and Reservolr with
maximum. water surface elevation of one
thousand one hundred and forty feet above
mean sea level, and capacity of approximately
two and one-half million acre-feet;

(2) a hydroelectric powerplant at Auburn
Dam with Initial installed capacity of ap-
proximately two hundred and forty thou-
sand kilowatts and necessary electric trans-
misslon system for interconnection with the
Central Valley project power system: Pro-
vided, That provision may be made for the
ultimate development of the hydroelectric
capacity (now estimated at approximately
four hundred thousand kilowatts) and such
installation may be made when the Secretary
determines that it is economically justified

r t’o_mmgtﬁm__md engineeringly feasible;

*(3)"ihe SH#AF Pine Dam and Reservolr;
(4) the County Line Dam and Reservolr;
(5) necessary diverslon works, condults,

and other appurtenant works for the de-
livery of water supplies to projects on the
Forest Hill Divide in Placer County and in
the Folsom-Malby area in Sacramento and
El Dorado Countles;

(6) the Folsom South canal and such re-
lated structures, including pumping plants,
regulating reservoirs, floodways, channels,
levees, and other appurtenant works for the
delivery of water as the Secretary determines
will best serve the needs of Sacramento and
Ban Joaquin Counties: Provided, That the
Becretary is authorized to include in such
canal and related operating structures such
additional works or capacity as he deems nec-
essary and economically justified to provide
for the future construction of the East Side
division of the Central Valley project, and
the incremental costs of providing additional
works or capacity in the Folsom South canal
to serve the East Side division of the Central
Valley project shall be to deferred
use for repayment from Central Valley proj-
ect revenues. In the event that the East Side
division is authorized, such costs shall be
deemed a part of the cost of that division
and shall be reallocated as the Secretary
deems right and proper.

Sec. 3. Subject to the provisions of this
Act, the operation of the Auburn-Folsom
South unit, American River division, shall be
integrated and coordinated, from both a
financial and an operational standpoint, with
the operation of other features of the Central
Valley project, as presently authorized and
asmaylnthefuture‘beauthoﬂmdby&ctof
Congress, in such manner as will effectuate
the fullest, most beneficlal, and most eco-
nomic utilization of the water resources here-
by made avallable. Auburn and County
Line Dams shall be operated for flood control
in accordance with criteria established by the
Secretary of the Army &s provided for in sec-
tlon 7 of the Flood Control Act of 1944 (58
Stat. 887; 33 US.C. 709).

Sec. 3. The Becretary is authorized as a
part of the Auburn-Folsom South unit to
construct, operate, and maintain or other-
wise provide for basic public outdoor recrea-
tion facilities, to acquire or otherwise to in-
clude within the project area such adjacent
lands or Interests therein as are necessary for
present or future public recreation use, to
allocate water and reservoir capacity to rec-

-reation, and to provide for the public use

and enjoyment of project lands, facilities,
and water areas in a manner coordjnated
with the other project purposes. The Secre-

tary 18 authorized to enter into agreements
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with Federal agencies or State or local public
bodies for the tion, maintenance, and
additional development of project lands or
facilities, or to dispose of project lands or
facilities to Federal agencies or State or local
public bodles by lease, transfer, conveyance,
or exchange, upon such terms and condi-
tions as will best promote the development
and operation of such lands or facilitles In
the public interest for recreation purposes.
The Secretary is authorized to transfer jurls-
diction over project lands within or adjacent
to the exterior boundaries of natlonal forests
and facllitles thereon to the Secretary of
Agriculture for recreation and other national
forest system purposes. Where any project
lands are transferred hereunder to the juris-
diction of the Secretary of Agriculture, the
lands involved shall become national forest
lands: Provided, That the lands and waters
within the flow lines of any reservoir or oth-
erwise needed or used for the operation of
the project shall continue to be adminis-
tered by the Secretary of the Interlor to the
extent he determines to be necessary for such
operation. In connection with the foregoing
undertakings and developments for the en-
hancement of fish and wildlife resources on
the Auburn-Folsom South unit, (1) Federal
costs incurred gpecifically for land and baste™
facilities shall be nonreimbursable, and (2)
joint costs allocated to recreation and fish
and wildlife' exchancement shall in the
aggregate be nonrelmbursable to the extent
they do not exceed the sum of $17,000,000
plus 2 per centum of the cost of jolnt-use
land and facilities of the unit in excess of
$200,000,000. Provision shall be made for
the reimbursement, for the contribution by
non-Federal interests, or for the realloca-
tion of costs allocated to recreation and fish
and wildlife enhancement in excess of the
foregoing limit under one or a combination
of the following methods as may be deter-
mined appropriate by the Secretary: (1) pro-
vision by non-Federal Interests of land or in-
terests therein or facilities required for the
unit; (2) payment or repayment, with in-
terest at a rate comparable to that provided
in the Water Supply Act of 1968 (72 Stat.
319), pursuant to agreement with one or more
non-Federal public bodies; (3) reallocation
to other project functions in the same pro-
portion as joint costs are allocated among
‘such.functions. Costs of means and meas-
ures to prevent loss of and damage to fish
and wildlife shall be treated as unit costs
and allocated to the other unlt purposes.
For the purpose of this Act, “joint-use land
and facilities” shall mean land and facilities
gerving two or more unit purposes, one of
which 1s recreation or fish and wildlife en-
hancement, Nothing herein shall limit the
authority of the Secretary granted by existing
provisions of law relating to recreation, de-
velopment of water resource projects, or dis-
position of public lands for recreational pur-
poses. "

Sec. 4. In locating and deslgning the works
and facilities authorized for construction by
this Act, and in scquiring or withdrawing
any lands as authorized by this Act, the
Becretary shall give due consideration to
the reports upon the California water plan
prepared by the State of California, and shall
consult the local interests who may be af-
fected by the construction and operation of
sald works and facilities or by the acquisi-
tion or withdrawal of lands, through public
hearings or in such manner as in his discre-
tion may be found best suited to a maximum
expression of the views of such local inter-
ests,

Sec. 5. Nothing contained in this Act shall
be construed by implication or otherwise as
an allocation of water, and in the studies
for the purposes of developing plans for dis-
posal of water as herein authorized the Sec-
retary shall make recommendations for the
use of water in accord with State water laws,
including but not limited to such laws giv-
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ing priority to the counties and areas of
origin for present and future needs.

Sec. 6. There is hereby authorized to be
appropriated for construction of the Au-
burn-Folsom South wunit, American River
division, the sur of #$425,000,000 plus or
minus such amounts, if any, as may be jus-
tified by reason of ordinary fluctuations in
construction costs as indicated by engineer-
ing cost indexes applicable to the types of
sconstruction involved herein. There are also
authorized to be appropriated such addition-
al sums as may be required for operation and
maintenance of the project.

Mr. ASPINALL (interrupting the
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill may be con-
sidered as read in full, printed in the
Recorp, and open for amendment at any
point.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Colorado?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the first committee amendment.

== Clerk read as follows: i

Committee amendment: On page 2, lines
17 and 18, strike out *the Secretary deter-
mines that it is economically justified and
engineeringly feasible;” and insert “duly
authorized by an Act of Congress:”.

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will re-
port the next committee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: On page 2, line
18, add the following proviso: *“Provided
jurther, That no facilities, except those re-
quired for interconnecting the Auburn
powerplant and the Folsom switchyard and
those Interconnecting the Folsom switchyard
and the Elverta substation, shall be con-
structed for electric transmission or distribu-
tion service which the SBecretary determines,
on the basls of a firm offer of a fifty-year
contract from a local public or private
agency, can be obtained at less cost ta the
Federal Government than by construction
and operation of Government facilities;™.

The committee amendment was agreed

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the next committee amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: On page 4, line 8,
through page 6, line 18, strike out all of
section 3 and Insert the followlng:

“Sec. 8. (a) Subject to the provisions of
subsections (b), (c), (d), and (e) of this
sectlon, the Secretary is authorized in con-
nection with the Auburn-Folsom South unit
(1) to comstruct, operate, and maintailn or
provide for the construction, operation, and
maintenance of public ocutdoor recreation
and fish and wildlife enhancement facilities,
(il) to acquire or otherwise to include with-
in the unit area such adjacent lands or In-
terests in land as are necessary for present or
future public recreation or fish and wildlife
use, (ii1) to allocate water and reservoir
capacity to recreation and fish and wildlife
enhancement, and (iv) to provide for the
public use and enjoyment of unit lands, fa-
cilities, and water areas in a manner coor-
dinated with other unit purposes. The Sec-
retary 18 further authorized to enter into
agreements with Federal agencles or State or
local public bodies for the operation, mainte-
nance, and replacement of unit facilities,
and to transfer unit lands or facilities to Fed-
eral agencies or State or local public bodles
by lease or exchange, upon such terms and
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conditions as will best promote the develop~
ment and operation of such lands or facili-
ties in the public interest for recreation and
fish and wildlife enhancement purposes.

“(b) Costs of recreation facllities at Sugar
Pine Reservoir shall be nonreimbursable, and
the provisions of subsections (c), (d), and
(e) of this section shall not be applicable to
such facilities.

“(e) (1) If, before commencement of con-
struction of the unit, non-Federal public
bodies agree to administer unit land and wa-
ter areas for recreation or fish and wildlife
enhancement or for both of these purposes
pursuant to the plan for the development of
the unit approved by the Secretary and to
bear not less than one-half the separable
costs of the unit allocated to either or both
of sald purposes, as the case may be, and all
the costs of operation, maintenance and re-
placement incurred in connection therewith,
the remainder of the separable capital costs
s0 allocated shall be nonreimbursable.

“(2) In the absence of such a pre-con-
struction agreement recreation and fish and
wildlite enhancement facilitles (other than
minimum facilitles for the public health and
safety at reservolr access points) shall not be
provided, and the allocation of unit costs

and the value per visitor day estimated to
result, from such diminished recreation de-
velopment without reference to lands which
may be provided pursuant to subsection (e)
of this section.

“(d) The non-Federal share of the separa-

ble capital costs of the unit allocated to rec-
reation and fish and wildlife enhancement
shal]l be borne by non-Federal interests, un-
der elther or both of the following methods
as may be determined appropriate by the
Secretary: (1) payment, or provision of lands,
interests therein, or facilities for the unit; or
(i) repayment, with interest, within fifty
years of firgt use of unit recreation or fish and
wildlife enhancement facilities: Provided,
That the source of repayment may be limited
to entrance and user fees or charges collected
at the unit by non-Federal interests if the
fee schedule and the portion of fees dedicated
to repayment are established on a basis cal-
culated to achieve repayment as aforesaid
and are made subject to review and renego-
tiation at intervals of not more than five
years.
“(e) Notwithstanding the absence of pre-
construction agreements as specified in sub-
section (¢) of this section lands may be ac-
quired in connection with construction of
the unit to preserve its recreation potential,
its fish and wildlife enhancement potential,
or both.

“(1) If non-Federal public bodles agree
within ten years after initial unit operation
to administer unit land and water areas for
recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement
pursuant to the plan for development of the
unit approved by the Secretary and to bear
not less than one-half the costs of land ac-
quired therefor pursuant to this subsection
and facilities and project modifications pro-
vided for those purposes and all costs of
operation, maintenance and replacement in-
curred therefor, the remainder of the costs
of such lands, facilities, and project modifi-
cations shall be nonrelmbursable. Buch
agreement and subsequent development shall
not be the basis for any allocation of joint
costs of the unit to recreation or fish and
wildlife enhancement.

“(2) If, within ten years after initial op-
eration of the unit, there is not an executed
sgreement as specified in paragraph (1) of
this subsection, the Secretary may utilize
the lands for any lawful purpose within the
jurisdiction of the Department of the In-
terior, or may transfer custody of the lands
to another Federal agency for use for any
lawful purpose within the jurisdiction of that
agency, or may lease the lands to & non-
Federal public body, or may transfer the
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lands to the Administrator of General Serv-
ices for disposition in accordance with the
surplus property laws of the United Btates.
In no case shall the lands be used or made
available for use for any purpose in conflict
with the purposes for which the project was
constructed, and in every case preference
shall be given to uses which will preserve
and promote the recreation and fish and wild-
life enhancement potentlal of the project or,
in the absence thereof, will not detract from
that potential.

“(f) Subject to the limitations hereinbe-
fore stated, joint capital costs allocated to
recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement
shall be nonreimbursable,

“(g) Costs of means and measures to pre-
vent loss of and damage to fish and wildlife
shall be treated as unit costs and allocated
among all unlt purposes.

“{h) As used in this Act, the term ‘non-
reimbursable’ shall not be construed to pro-
hibit the imposition of entrance, admission,
and other recreation user fees or charges.”

Mr. ASPINALL (interrupting the read-
ing). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent that the amendment may be

shall ¥eflect only the number 6T VISITOr Uays nsl een.zeed in full

printed in the Recorp, and open for
amendment at any point.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Chairman, I
wish to advise the committee that this
is a similar amendment to the one adopt-
ed on the previous legislation, which
brings the legislation up to date so far
as the formula heretofore adopted in the
fish and wildlife, and recreation alloca-
tion bill is concerned.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the committee amendment.
tuThe committee amendment was agreed

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-
port the next commitiee amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: On page 7, line
15, strike out *$425,000,000,” and insert
"$425,000,000 (1965 prices)”.

mme committee amendment was agreed

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule,
the Committee rises.

Accordingly, the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. McFaLL, Chairman of the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union, reported that that Commit-

. tee having had under consideration the
bill (H.R. 485) to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to construct, oper-
ate, and maintain the Auburn-Folsom
South unit, American River division,
Central Valley project, California, under
Federal reclamation laws, pursuant to
House Resolution 399, he reported the
bill back to the House with sundry
amendments adopted by the Committee
of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of the
bill.
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAEKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill.

The bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was lald on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. ASPINALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that any Member
desiring to do so may have 5 days in
which to extend his remarks in the Rec-
oRD on the two bills just passed, H.R. 237
and H.R. 485.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Colo-
rado?

There was no objection.

TRIBUTE TO DAVID E. BELL

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House

—foriminuce and to revise and extend my

remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I should
like to pay tribute to a man who 2%
vears ago undertook a truly herculean
and thankless task and has proved to
be one of the best administrators this
country has produced.

I refer to AID Administrator David E.
Bell who on Saturday reached a record
both in tenure of his office and perform-
ance. As of Saturday, June 12, he had
been running the U.S. foreign aid pro-
gram for 2 years, 5 months, and 22 days.
And that is longer than anyone else has
been willing or able to sit in the AID hot
seat. .

When Bell first took over, his friends
offered condolences rather than congraf-
ulations. His job, assigned to him by
President Kennedy in December 1862,
was generally viewed as the most unwel-
come Christmas present of the season.

Bell took on the AID chore without po-
litical pipelines into Congress. He came
to it via work in the aid fleld in Pakistan,
the Littauer School at Harvard, and his
success in the demanding role of Budget
Director. The consensus at the time was
that the best Bell could hope for was a
soft landing.

Since then, he has been winning praise
from friend and foe alike. As we all
know, the House Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee has commended Mr. Bell for giv-
ing the program its most efficient admin-
istration to date.

Members of Congress, no matter what
their philosophy on foreign aid, rarely
quarrel with Bell's careful, patient ex-
positions of his programs. His listeners
invariably know that he is firmly in
charge of a program that he thoroughly
understands. President Johnson has
served clear and unambiguous notice to
talent-hunting corporation executives
that Bell is definitely not for hire.

His successful tenure will exceed that
of Paul Hoffman, who directed most of

-
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the expenditure of the $12 million Mar-
shall plan in non-Communist Europe,
which brought about the dazzling re-
covery of stricken Europe and halted the
march of communism in that part of the
globe.

The new aid program is devoted mainly
to the developing nations. It is a long-
term undertaking where spectacular re-
sults—much less a quick cure—cannot
be expected. Mr. Bell firmly believes
that American assistance by itself can
do little, the secret of success, he says,
“is to find projects where a margin of
external help will release the energies
and resources of the people of the coun-
try for their own betterment.”

Mr. Bell is in charge of spending some-
think like $2 billion a year.

By revamping the AID program, Mr.
Bell, an eminent and hardheaded econ-
omist, insured that most money is spent
here in the United States rather than
overseas. As Bell argues the point, in
1962, approximately 60 percent of AID
money was going overseas. Now less
than 15 percent goes out of this country.
The rest is spent inside the country to
buy American goods and secure Ameri-
can services. Thus more jobs are created

_ for Americans.

Mr. Bell has fostered many other

.changes in our economic aid methods.

A major shift from grants to loans has
taken place. Private business is increas-
ingly participating in foreign aid, and
technical assistance and loans have been
used to encourage private enterprise in
recipient countries.

As we review the growing evidence of
AID’s successes, we offer our sincerest
congratulations to Mr. Bell on his long
tenure. I am informed that he has
termed his longevity in a post famous
for fast turnovers as “a very minor dis-
tinction.” He added that he “did not
come here to outlast anybody but to try
to do a job.”

We all agree that David Bell has in-
deed done the job well—most ably direct-
ing programs which contribute immeas-
urably to the security of the Nation and
to peace and prosperity abroad.

Mr. GROSS. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Towa?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, it is inter-
esting to hear that Mr. Bell has served
as administrator of the foreign handout
program for 2 years, 5 months, and 22
days, 7 hours, and 32 minutes, or what-
ever it was. In that short time he has
dispensed to forelgners several billion
of our dollars. I might add the wish
they could get a personnel manager of
the foreign giveaway program that could
stay on the job for more than a year.

IMMIGRATION LAW TO BE

MODERNIZED
Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. S , I ask
unanimous consent to ad the House
for 1 minute.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, I have
called a meeting of the Subcommittee on
Immigration and Nationality for 10 a.m.
on June 17 for the purpose of continu-
ing our consideration of the various pro-
posals for immigration reform which are
pending and for the purpose of marking
up the administration bill. All major
proposals now pending call for repeal of
the national origins quota system. The
issue to be resolved by the subcommittee
is what system of immigrant admissions
shall replace the present system. It is
my hope and expectation that the sub-
committee will resolve this matter with-
out delay.

POLICE BRUTALITY IN JACKSON,
MISS.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-

imoys copsent to address the Honse far
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, on Monday,
in Jackson, Miss., 472 American citizens
were arrested; yesterday 203 more were
arrested, making a total of 675 who have
been jailed for exercising their constitu-
tional rights, for peacefully demonstrat-
ing against the State legislature’s special
session. John Lewis, chairman of the
Student Nonviolent Coordinating Com-
mittee, and Charles Evers, field secre-
tary of the NAACP, were among those
jailed.

There are reports of demonstrators be-
ing made fto run a gauntlet. It has been
admitted that State highway patrolmen
covered their badges with adhesive tape
to conceal their identities.

At least filve were hospitalized; four
had head injuries and scalp lacerations.

Mr. Speaker, this police brutality must
cease. I call upon the Attorney General
to investigate the conduct of the Missis-
sippi officials. It is but another shocking
example of police brutality in that State,
another link in a long chain of attempts
to deprive free citizens of their constitu-
tional rights. Every day seems to bring
another. Americans want an end to this
reign of terror. When one constitutional
right is denied, all rights are in danger.

Mr. Speaker, the latest brutalities show
the need for Federal legislation to help
protect these peaceful demonstrators—
and all other citizens. Brutality by police
officials should not be countenanced in
our land.

In this session I reintroduced my bill
(HR. 5426) to protect civil rights by
providing civil and remedies for
unlawful official vi . It would en-
act strict penalties Yor subjecting any
person to unnec f during the
course of an arrest or™while the person
is being held in custody. It would also
provide punishments for other acts of
misconduct so prevalent in Mississippi,
such as official aid to private persons in
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carrying out acts of unlawful violence,
and unnecessary force used in eliciting
confessions. These vital measures are
needed now. I urge the Judiciary Com-
mittee to hold hearings on this impor-
tant measure and to report it out favor-
ably. Clearly, if some are unsafe, none
are safe. We must enact this bill to
protect the constitutional rights so basic
to our American way of life.

THE HAND THAT FEEDS HAS BEEN
BITTEN AGAIN

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. WOLFF. Mr. Speaker, the hand
that feeds has been bitten again. Ear-
lier this year the United Arab Republic
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broken our agreements and now threat-
ens our national security. Last March
we voted on the extension of aid to Egypt
and we agreed to give the President the
discretionary power to control the flow
of forelgn aid funds in times of threat
to our national security. I personally
wrote the President of my concern lest
he had any misconceptions of our vote
giving him discretion on sales of wheat
to Egypt. The President’s letter in reply
guaranteed that he “will be guided in
any decision on these matters by our
own national interest and our own na-
tional security.”

It is obvious that our own national
security now is at stake. We as a body
must demand the immediate cessation of
all further and pending aid to Egypt.

HONORARY DOCTORATES CON-
FERRED ON CONGRESSWOMAN
EDITH GREEN

Mr. BOLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask

came to ns calmly and quietly—asked us—inanimous consent toextendmy remarks

to feed its starving, impoverished mil-
lions. Under the Public Law 480 pro-
gram, this country agreed to send wheat.
Gentlemen, Nasser has played us for a
humanitarian sucker.

It has just come to light that he took
our surplus wheat, and proceeded to ex-
port his domestic rice to China, Cuba,
and other Communist nations. When
the program was first initiated, it was
agreed that Egypt would not export rice,
a ready substitute for the proffered
American wheat, unless a certain level of
rice production had been reached in
Egypt—and even then only a certain per-
centage of rice could be exported, and
certainly not to the “Chicoms” or Cuba.
The rationale behind these arrangements
was obvious: we would not pour wheat
into a nation which was selling or export-
ing an agricultural crop which could feed
the populace just as well as our wheat.

This agreement has been blatantly vio-
lated: Egypt has exported more rice than
the percentage agreed upon. In fact, we
have been inadvertently gullty of trading
with the enemy—we have been subsidiz-
ing by a circuitous route, Egyptian ex-
ports to Red China and Cuba. This is
not only a threat to the rationality of our
foreign aid program—it is a direct and
dangerous attack on our national securi-
ty. Egypt today deliberately attempts to
foll and circumvent our foreign policy.
Two countries we will not trade with be-
cause of their clear-cut belligerent atti-
tudes are now receiving the benefits of
our Public Law 480 wheat via the United
Arab Republie. .

Thus, not only do we innocently render
aid to our most dangerous enemies; but
instead of turning Nasser from commu-
nism, we entrench him more firmly with-
in the Communist camp. _Not only has
Nasser abused us, burned our books, and
fanned the flames of war in the Middle
East—now he has aided our enemies by
taking our wheat and in return sending
his rice to China, Cuba, Indonesia, and
the Soviet Union.

If an American did that we would call
it treason—at the least, we can call it
international treachery. Nasser has
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at this point in the Recorp and include
extraneous matter.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOLAND, Mr. Speaker, one of
the most honored Members of this House
is the distinguished gentlewoman from
Oregon [Mrs. Green]l. She has received
during her public service many doctor-
ates in many fields. In this year alone,
and within the past week, she has re-
celved a doctor of laws degree from
Hood College, Maryland, doctor of laws
from Regis College in Massachusetts,
doctor of laws from St. Xavier College,
Illinois, doctor of laws from Yale Uni-
versity, and doctor of laws trom Eeuka
College, New York.

She was also honored by a very great
institution in Boston, Mass., Boston Col
lege. She was awarded a doctor of ln.ws
degree by that fine mstltut.ion of higher
education.

I would like to read the citation to
the Members of the House:

Eprre GREEN )

Now in her sixth term as Member of Con-
gress, EpITH GREEN has won golden opinions
as the cogent and compassionate volce for
those functions of Government grouped un-
der the term “general welfare.” In the Halls
of Congress, and even more effectively in the
sessions of the Speclal Subcommittee on Ed-
ucation, of which she is chalrman, Congress-
woman Green’s resourceful advocacy and
statecraft have brought to successful enact-
ment all manner of laws for the good estate
of education and labor, for the protection of
children and the aged, for the humane re-
vision of public policy bearing on immigra-
tion, wages, and arms control.

Educated at Willamette University, the
University of Oregon, and at Stanford, Mrs.
GreeN was a teacher In the public schools
of Salem, Oreg., for 11 years before engaging
in radio broadcasting and in public rela-
tions. It was from the post of public rela-
tions director of the Oregon Educatlonal
Assoclation that she went as a freshman Rep-
resentative to the B4th Congress. From her
first days in Government she has been known
u the exceptionally well-informed, coura-

yus, openminded servant of the gbod socl-
ety. Today's honorary doctorate is the 10th
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which she has been awarded by unlversities
from Alaska to Maryland.

Mindful of the power committed to them
by the supreme authority in the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts, the president and
the trustees have enrolled the Honorable
EortH GrEEN among the honorary doctors of
Boston College, and now joyfully greet her
as doctor of laws, honoris causa.

MicuAEL J. WaLsH, 8.7,
President.

Congresswoman GREEN now adds these
1965 honorary degrees to many other dis-
tinguished honors she has received in
the past, including the 1964 Distin-
guished Service Award of the American
College Public Relations Association;
Distinguished Achievement Award, Na-
tional Association of Colored Women's
Clubs, 1962; 1964 “Top Hat" Award of
Business & Professional Women's Clubs
of America; 1958 Woman of the Year,
National AMVETS Auxiliary; Brother-
hood Award, Portland B'nai B'rith, 1956;
and the 1964 Outstanding Service to
Handicapped Award, Goodwill Indus-

-tries of America.

I know that one of Congresswoman
GREEN’S greatest personal satisfactions
comes from the successful efforts that the
Federal Government is now making in
the many fields she so expertly, willingly,
and zealously fostered in the Congress.
Many of the bills she sponsored and shdp-
herded through the legislation process
have become law, Including the Higher
Education Facilities Act of 1963, the Ju-
venile Delingquency Prevention and Con-
trol Act of 1961, the Library Services
Act, the Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency, social security improvements, in-
cluding medicare; hospital and nursing
home care for the aged, equal pay for
equal work for women, Nurses Training
Act, aid to handicapped children, Alas-
kan and Hawallan statehood bills, 1ib-
eralized immigration laws, and improved
minimum wage legislation. Ed

As chalrman of the Special Subcom-
mittee on Education, and a member of
the House Education and Labor Commit-
tee, Mrs. GrReeN played a vital role in
the enactment of many pleces of pro-
gressive legislation. She was a member
of the 1862-63 President’s Commission
on Status of Women, the U.8. Commis-
sion to UNESCO, two commissions of Na-
tional Council of Churches, the 1958 Par-
llamentary Conference at Clarens, Switz-
erland, the 1959 NATO Conference at
London, and the 1964 UNESCO general
conference at Paris, France.

Mr. Speaker, those of us who are mem-
bers of the Boston College alumni are
pleased to have Congresswoman (GREEN
as one of our honored alumni. We are
proud that she joins a long list of distin-
guished Americans who have received
honorary degrees from Boston College.
And I know that I speak for all of my
colleagues when I pay tribute to her in-
telligence and graciousness and congrat-
ulate her on receipt of honorary doctor-
ates from Hood College, Regis College,
8t. Xavier College, Yale University and
Keuka College, in addition to Boston
College. Mrs. GreEN is one of the great
women serving in Congress, and when
these eminent institutions of higher
learning honor her, they are, in a sense,
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Mr. Speaker, the Garrison diversion
unit not only will compensate North
Dakota for the loss the State experienced
in giving up its land for main stem
Missouri River reservoirs, but it will also
fulfill & commitment made to the State
when the Missouri River Basin project
was authorized by Congress in 1944,
Most important, it is truly an outstand-
ing opportunity for a resources develop-
ment program in a State where such a
program is urgently needed.

I most sincerely and respectfully urge
and request iny colleagues to support the
Garrison diversion unit and to approve
H.R. 237 as it has been recommended by
the House Interior and Insular Affairs
Committee.

Mr. BURTON of Utah. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREWS of North Dakota. I
shall be glad to yield to the gentleman
from Utah.

Mr. BURTON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I
do not wish to take anything away from
our ofher colleagues who have done much
to bring this bill to the point in history
where it is now, but I want to congratu-
late the gentleman in the well on an ex-
cellent presentation and thank him for
the leadership that he has provided in the
authorizing committee during the first 2
years during which we have been here
together. I am aware of the many hours
and hours that he has devoted to the
progress of this bill,

Mr, Speaker, I congratulate the gen-
tleman from North Dakota on a job well
done. I thank the gentleman for yield-
ing.

Mr. ANDREWS of North Dakota. I
thank the gentleman from Utah for those
comments.

Mr. MARTIN of Nebraska. Mr.
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. LANGEN],

Mr. LANGEN. Mr. Speaker, this is the
first time during the 6 years I have been
In Congress that I have found occasion
to register opposition to. granting of a
rule. For I have had great respect for
the judgment of the Rules Committee
and the manner in which they have so
proficlently assigned to this House its
work schedule. However, in the Instance
of this rule, I find the time provided for
debate is so glaringly lacking that I
would be negligent indeed were I not to
call this matter to the attention of the
House.

The QGarrison diversion project is a
very significant ‘and important piece of
legislation. It is a very complex bill and
bears significance to some of the most
controversial and important activities of
our Government, our society, and this
Nation’s entire fiscal policy. It is almost
unbelievable that we would consider only
1 hour of debate for a bill that has a di-
rect relationship to farm surpluses, to
farm prices, to water supplies, to game
and fish habitat, to conservation of
natural resources, to budget deficits and
our national debt, and a good many
others. Providing for 1 hour of debate
on this bill, leaving only one-half hour
for each side, hardly provides sufficient
time to-even identify- the subjects that
are in controversy and, in-my judgment,
will be adversely affected by the enact-
ment of this bill. .

CXI—8T72

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

The reason, of course, is obvious.
This is a pork barrel bill, and therefore
is not to be considered by this House on
the basis of its merits or demerits, but
rather to be enacted for the sake of
expediency. It is the kind of a bill where
you are asked to “look the other way
and do not explore its contents or its
consequences.” I think it is important,
however, to this House and to this Con-
gress that we do provide at least ade-
quate time in its consideration, for it is
the enactment of legislation of this kind
that gives rise to public criticism and
articles such as appeared in Life maga-
zine g little more than a year ago, en-
titled “Now See the Innards of a Fat
Pig.” It is a bill that aggravates the
farm surplus problem, that contributes
to the deplorably low farm prices, that
adds to our budget deficit and our huge
national indebtedness.

In fact, if we were to devote a lttle
more time to this kind of legislation, it
probably would not be necessary to allo-
cate 4 “hours of - debate
whether or not to increase the public
debt every year by anywhere from $4 to
$5 billion. It would not be as necessary
for the Agriculture Committee to spend
endless hours attempting to determine
how we can best cope with the agricul-
tural surplus and a farm income that
is now back to the level of the depres-
sion days of the 1930's. It would not be
nearly as necessary to provide adequate
time to consider such programs as ARA,
APW, and poverly programs, and the
many other rural development programs
that are designed to improve the eco-
nomie dilemma that faces our rural com-
munities—all of which have failed, in-
cidentally, in rural areas, because we as
& Congress have failed to direct sufficient
time to the real cause of that economic
dilemma which is further aggravated
by the enactment of legislation of the
kind that is before us under the provi-
slons of this rule with 1 hour debate.

Yes; we could well save time needlessly
expended by the many dedicated Mem-
bers of this House were we to direct a
little more time to legislation that creates
&5 many problems and undesirable re-
sults as this bill does. It is the kind of a
bill that has caused the downfall of a
good many dedicated legislators, as was
stated in the article in Life magazine,
which said that no Member who opposes
this kind of project can expect to grow
very old in the Congress. In the light of
these facts, of course, it would be much
easier for me to look the other way as
this bill asks, but frankly, I have too
great an interest in the future of agri-
culture, in the future economic stability
of this Nation, in the conservation of our
natural resources, to sit idly by, even
though it might well be expedient for me
to do so. The time provided for debate
will not even permit me, however, to state
my case to this House, with any sem-
blance of detall or documentation, with
what litile effectiveness my limited abil-
ity will permit. Yes; this is a gag rule
by any interpretation, and can only serve
to justify the criticisms that have been
leveled against the Congress for its lack
of consideration on pork barrel expend-
itures. ’

to - decicirme-

These are rather harsh words, I know,
but they are made only in defense of 314
million farm people throughout the Na-
tion, the economic future of younger gen-
erations, and the actions of this Con-
gress. Even the President of the United
States has acknowledged the folly of pro-
ducing additional Government surpluses
on borrowed money, which he did at one
of the briefing sessions that it was my
privilege to attend as a Member of Con-
gress. It would seem to me to be the very
least we could do by way of exercising
our full responsibility, to make sure that
we had all of the facts before us, and
arrived at a decision on the basis that
such knowledge would provide. To do so0,
I am sure, would better preserve the in-
terests of this Congress, of agriculture,
of the consumer, the taxpayer, and the
Nation.

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
#greeing tGthe resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.
tabA motion to reconsider was laid on the

le.

AUBURN-FOLSOM SOUTH TUNIT,
AMERICAN RIVER DIVISION, CEN-
TRAL VALLEY PROJECT, CALI-
FORNIA

Mr. BISE. Mr. Speaker, by direction
of the Committee on Rules, I call up the
resolution, House Resolution 399, and
ask for its immediate consideration.
1c‘The: Clerk read the resolution, as fol-

WS

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this
resolution it shall be in order to move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R.
485) to authorize the Secretary of the In-
terlor to construct, operate, and maintain the
Auburn-Folsom South unit, American River
division, Central Valley project, . California,
under Federal reclamation laws. After gen-
eral debate, which shall be confined to
the bill and shall continue not to exceed
one hour, to be equally divided and con-
trolled by the chairman and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs,’ the bill shall be read
for amendment under the five-minute rule.
At the conclusion of the consideration of
the bill for amendment, the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted,
and the previous question shall be considered
as ordered on the blll and amendment there-
to to final without Intervening mo-
tion except one motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from California [Mr.
81sk] for 1 hour.

Mr. SISKE. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the
gentleman from California [Mr. Syrra]
30 minutes, pending which I yield my-
self such time as I may consume,

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 399
provides an open rule with 1 hour of
debate for the consideration of H.R. 485,
a bill to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to construct, operate, and main-
fain the Auburn-Folsom South unit,
American River divislon, Central Valley
project, California, under Federal recla-

mationlaws. e
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The plan of development for the Au-
burn-Folsom South unit is a part of the
comprehensive basinwide plan for use of
the waters of the American River. It
is designed to maximize economic utiliza-
tion of the remaining waters of the
American River Basin for {rrigation,
flood control, hydroelectric power,
municipal and industrial water supply,
fish and wildlife, and recreation pur-
poses. It provides additional flood con-
trol which will protect the Sacramento
metropolitan area against all probable
floods. It will irm up the water supplies
for a large segment of the agricultural
valley lands of Sacramento and San Joa-
quin Countles and it will substantially
improve the water supplies of the foothill
areas of Placer, Sacramento, and El
Dorado Counties. It will provide greatly
increased recreational opportunities for
the exploding population of northern
California. It will develop the remain-
ing hydroelectric power capabilities of
the American River to assist in meeting
the ever-increasing demand for electric
power and energy. The construction of
the Auburn-Folsom South unit will go
& long way toward achleving full eco-
nomic water development of the Ameri-
can River Basin.

.. Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of
House Resolution 399.

Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speak-
er, I yleld myself such time as I may use.

Mr. Speaker, in the interest of saving
time, may I state I agree with the state-
ment just made by the gentleman from
California [Mr. Siskl. I assoclate my-
self with the gentleman and in addition
may I simply state, Mr. Speaker, that this
proposed Auburn-Folsom South Unit of
the Central Valley Project in California,
as it is now constituted, is the culmina-
- tion of 20 years of investigation, planning
- and formulation by local and State agen-
cles and by the Bureau of Reclamation
and other Federal agencies. The cost is
estimated at $425 million.

.-Of this amount 91 percent is reim-
bursable and the remaining 9 percent is
nonreimbursable. Flood control and &
portion ‘of recreation, fish and wildlife
are functions considered to be national
x%sponsibﬂmes and thus nonreimburs-
able. . . :
..I urge the adoption of the resolution.
. Mr. SISE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1
minute to the gentleman from California
[Mr. McFaLL].

© Mr. McFALL. Mr. Speaker, I rise
'In support of this rule and H.R. 485.
This legislation is the final result of ex-
tensive study of a comprehensive basin-
wide plan for use of the waters of the
American River which was developed as
an integral part of the Central Valley
project ultimate plan. -

- The benefits-to-cost ratio of nearly 4
to 1 means for every dollar spent on the
development, almost $4 in benefits to the
.yarious project purposes will be returned
to the Nation. Secretary of the Interior
Udall has termed the unit, as planned,
& “model of multipurpose developments.”
‘Under, the diligent supefvision of the
istin ed_chajrman of the House
In “and_Insular-Affairs Comimittée,
4 Tonorable WayNe AsPiNALL; of Colo-
_Tado, and the equally learned guidance

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

of the chairman of the subcommitiee,
the Honorable WALTER RoGERS, of Texas,
the proposal which I have the privilege
of cosponsoring has been brought to the
floor this afternoon. _

Both Mr. AspinaiL and Mr. ROGERS
have made on-the-scene inspection vis-
its and have had an opportunity to talk
with the people who are so vitally in-
terested in the Auburn-Folsom South
project. Careful examination of every
facet of this project has been given by
the committee during hearings and field
studies over a period of several years.

Special tribute also should be paid to
my colleague from California, Congress-
man Harorp T. (Brzz) JoHnsoNn, who Is
a member of the committee and whose
bill is under consideration at this time.
«“Bizz” is one of the hardest working
Members of Congress and has played a
major role in the advancement of the
project.

The principal feature of the Auburn-
Folsom South Unit, the $282 million Au-
burn Dam, reservoir, powerplant and”
appurtenant facilities will be situated in
Congressman JouNson’s district. But
the beneflts from the project, both im-
mediate and future, will be shared by
a large section of California’s San Joa-
quin Valley.

Of particular interest to my district,
comprising San Joaquin and Stanislaus
Counties, is the Folsom South Canal fea-
ture of H.R. 485. It will be designed to
carry 852,000 acre-feet of water annual-
1y along a 67-mile area. Nearly 400,000
acres of farmland in San Joaquin and
adjoining Sacramento County will be
served. The city of Stockton would re-
ceive supplemental municipal and indus-
trial water, thus removing a threat to
future growth which a shortage of water
now represents.

Much of the agricultural acreage in the
15th Congressional District, which I rep-
resent, currently is supplied by deep
wells. Many of them are at dangerously
low levels because of the continually de-
creasing ground-water level. Without
supplemental water, within a few years
the agricultural economy of San Joaquin
County can be expected to suffer great
damage because of the forced reduction
inirrigated acreage. .

The wisdom of providing additional
storage space, a5 Auburn-Folsom South
will do, was further emphasized in our
State last winter when devastating floods
occurred. In addition to providing need-
ed flood protection for the city of Sacra-
mento, the project will furnish electrical
energy to meet the demand resulting
from California’s continued population
growth.

These are just a few of the benefits
which make the Auburn-Folsom South
unit a sound and feasible development
from a physical and economic stand-
point, as well as the most desirable and
next logical addition to the Central Val-
iey project. It is a privilege to ask your
support of this extremely meritorious
legislation. .

Mr, SISK. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question. -

" The previous question was ordefed.

The resolution was agreed to. '
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

INDEPENDENT FPRIVATE POLL
SHOWS . NEW YORK CITY SOLID-
LY BEHIND PRESIDENT JOHN-
SON’'S HANDLING OF THE PRESI-
DENCY

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
at this point in the REcoRD. )

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
New York?

There was no objection?

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, it is
with considerable pride that I rise to in-
form the Members of the House of a
recent poll taken in New York City which
discloses that more than 75 percent of
the residents of New York City support
President Johnson and approve of the
manner in which he is handling the
Presidency.

This professional and scientific poll-
ing of a representative cross section of
the city’s population conducted in the
last week of May, which has just come to
my attention, reveals that between
March and May the percentage of New
York City residents who believe the
President is doing an excellent job in-
creased from 14 to 24 percent and those
that gave a generally favorable reaction
to the manner in which the President is
handling his job increased in that period
from 68 to 76 percent.

Mr. Speaker, this exceedingly strong
backing of the President—and especially
the healthy increase during the past few
critical months—constitutes persuasive
demonstration that there is great support
for the President’s foreign and domestic
policy actions. Unquestionably, the
events currently taking place in the world
pose, and will continue to pose, difficult
problems creating very significant de-
cisions which must constantly be faced
by our President. The fact that such a
large percentage of citizens approve of
the manner in which the President has
handled these difficult and delicate issues
is most reassuring. In a democracy there
is a continuing obligation for the Presi-
dent to consider the desires and the views
of the Nation at large, but there is per-
haps an even greater responsibility on
the part of the President to provide
strong and firm leadership in times such
as these when we are almost constantly
besieged with issues of ecritical impor-
tance. -

We have great reason to be encouraged
and heartened to know that at this time
the conduct of our foreign affairs as well
as the maintenance of an expanding and
prosperous economy is in competent

The same poll has indicated that New
York City would support President John-
son over four prominent Republicans by
overwhelming majorities. The poll shows
that in a race against Governor Romney,
the Presidén. would receive 79 percent
of the vote; against, former Vice Presi-
dent Nixon, 77{percent of the vote;
against former ‘Senator Goldwater, 78
percent of: the vote and against Governor
Rockefeller, 89 percent of the-vote.



August 20, 1965

getts [Mr. SaLTonsTALL], who had left
the room just at that very moment, I
remember, and was really not a part of
the situation.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Mississippl yield?

Mr. STENNIS. I am glad to yield to
the Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I thank the
Senator very much. I hold in my hand
background information on the request,
which states:

The Department of Defense has been

" making speclal representations to get this
item back in the bill.

After what the Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. RoBerTsoN] has said, I would
certainly approve the action of the Sen-
ator from Mississippi in accepting the
amendment.

Mr. STENNIS. I thank the Senator
for his comments.

Mr. President, I move adoption of an
amendment which will strike out a cer-
tain figure and insert a larger figure,

which will, in effect, take in this Fort On Engg 5, line 14, after fhe word “law”, to..

Lee installation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair advises the Senator from Missis-
sippl that the Senate will first have to
dispose of the committee amendments.

Mr. STENNIS. I thank the Chair for
the information.
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the committee amendments
be agreed to en bloc, and that the bill
as thus amended be considered as orig-
inal text for the purpose of amendment,
and that no points of order be considered
waived.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the committee amend-
ments are agreed to en bloc.

The amendments agreed to en bloc are
as follows:

On page 2, line 4, after the word “Code®,
to strike out “$319,732,000" and insert
*$329,139,000".

On page 2, line 14, after the word “appro-
priation”, to strike out “$312,357.000" and
Insert “$320,603,000".

On page 2, at the beginning of line 22, to
strike out “$337,478,000" and insert “$355,-
410,000".

On page 3, line 10, after the word “Code”,
to strike out “$63,468,000"” and insert “$65,-
131,000,

On page 4, at the beginning of line 17,
to strike out “$9,600,000" and insert
“$9,590,000".

5 ut “$683,060,000" and insert “§647,-
731,000",

On page b5, line 19, after the word *“Con-
struction”, to strike out "'$42,282,000" and
insert $“37,408,000".

On page b, line 23, after the word “Con-
struction”, to strike out *“$73,415,000” and
Insert “$58,308,000".
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On page 6, line 4, after the word “Con-
struction”, to strike out ''$79,058,000” and
insert “$62,809,000".

On page 8, line 7, after the word "services”,
to insert a comma and “unless sound and
specific justification is made by the Secre-
tary concerned for omitting such facilities in
any such hospital or composite medical
facility”.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I offer
the amendment to which I have previ-
ously referred, and ask that it be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will be stated for the infor-
mation of the Senate.

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from
Mississippi proposes ar amendment, on
rage 2, line 4, strike out the figure
“$329,139,000,” and insert in lieu thereof
'$332,039,000.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Mississippi.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I ask

unanimous consent to have printed in ..

the ReEcorp a comparative statement of
appropriations for fiscal year 1965, and
the estimates and amounts recommended
in the bill for fiscal year 1966.

There being no objection, the table
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Comparalive statement of appropriations Jor fiscal year 1965, and the estimates and amounts recommended in the bill Sfor fiscal year 1966

I (+)ord (=), Benate bill
Budget Recommended Amount compared with—
Item Appropriations,|  estimate, in House bill, d
e i e bymmjtt:i Appropriati Budget House bill
[ ppro; ons udge ouse
1085 | estimate, 1066
Military construction, Army. $300,303,000 |  $441,400,000 |  $319,782,000 | $329,130,000 | 828,746,000 | —$112, 261, 000 -89, 407, 000
M truction, Navy 247, 867, 000 mﬁom snz.%.ow 320,603,000 | 472,736,000 [ —17, 67,000 -8, 246, 000
Military construction, Alr Force 101, 000 422, 000, 000 337, 478, 000 356, 410, 000 23, 309, 000 580, 000 17, 932, 000
ﬁﬂm mwg:g:, Defensﬁ‘ Iéﬁg 88, 200, 000 63, 468, 000 65,131, 000 1&.5'&5% —18, 059, 000 -+1, 663, 000
tary constru , Army Reserve_._..__._._________ L -
Military construction, Naval Reserve. ... 2 7, 000, 000 ©, 800, 000 9, 500, 000 9,590,000 | -2, 500,000 90, 000 +90, 000
construction, Air Force Reserve... 5,000, 000 4,000, 000 4, 000, 000 4, 000, 000 =1, 000, 000 -|-

Military construction, Army National Guard 10,800,000 |.__________  ___ 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 —800,000 | 410,000,000 |________________

Military construction, Air National Guard___ 14, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 10, 000, 000 —4, 000, 000
Loran stations, 000, 5, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 5,000,000 {._______.._.___ -
‘Total, military construetion________________________ 939,817,000 | 1,313,400,000 | 1,071,535,000 | 1,108,873,000 | --169,056,000 | —204, 527, 000 87, 338, 000
hméhm%my: 35, 600, 000 B4, 064, 42, 37, 408, 000 -1, 808, 000 16, 856, 000 4, 874, 000

T , 600, 000 282, 000 A K - , —4, 874,
on, maintenance, and debt payment__________ ) 328, 000 321, 000 —507,000 | oot
N i, o now jor o Pk 173, 328, 000 181, 156, 000 180, 649, 000 180, 649, +7, o
tructi S — 64, 544, 000 140, 000 415, 000 309, 000 ——6,236,000 |  —33, 831, 000 ~15, 1

msmmwmrmu;, and debt payment_ ____22 2 739, 000 %o&m %s&cm 56,815, 600 —027, 000 —186,000 |__.________.__
Construction ) 57, 589, 000 99, 200, 000 79, 058, 000 809,000 | 45,220,000 [ —36,481,000 | —16,249,000
5 ration, maintenance, and debt payment_________"| 198, 850, 000 m:%-.-o: 000 | 200, 64'5"6, 000 m%m. 000 |  -+10,190, 000 ~268,000 | oo
Construction. o . 981, 000 406, 000 000 000 — 575, 000
Operation, maintenance, and debt payment........ 2, 511, 000 2, 333' 000 z,g'ﬁ, 000 z,gg: 000 =220 000 | e e e e
Total, family housing_______ 631, 151, 000 736, 600, D00 €83, 960, 000 647,731,000 | 16,580,000 | —87, 869, 000 —386, 229, 000
Total - 1,570,968,000 | 2,049,000,000 | 1,755,495,000 | 1,756,604,000 | -+185,636,000 | —292, 396,000 +1, 108, 000

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, if there
are no other questions, that concludes
our presentation on the bill.

.. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to further amendment. If there
be no further amendment to be proposed,
the question is cn the engrossment of the
;mendments and the third reading of the

The amendments were ordered to be
ggros&ed. and the bill to be read a third

e.

The bill was read the third time and

passed.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate insist upon its amend-
ments and request a conference thereon
with the House thereon, and that the
Chair appoint conferees on the part of
the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. STENNIS,
Mr. RusseLL of Georgia, Mr, BIBLE, Mr.
ELLENDER, Mr. Byrp of Virginia, Mr.
KucHel, Mr. SatronsTain, and Mr.
Hruska conferees on the part of the
Senate.

AUBURN-FOLSOM SOUTH UNIT,
AMERICAN RIVER DIVISION, CEN-
TRAL VALLEY PROJECT, CALI-
FORNIA

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous eonsent that the Senate
proceed to the consideration of Calendar
No. 323, House bill 485.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
bill will be stated by title for the infor-
mation of the Senate.

The CHEF CLERK. A bill (H.R. 485) to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
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construct, operate, and maintain the
Auburn-Folsom south unit, American
River divislon, Central Valley  project,
California, under Federal reclamation
laws.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the present consideration of
the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, the
pending bill has passed the House of
Representatives, and I have introduced a
similar bill in the Senate, which passed
the Senate committee unanimously.
HR. 485, introduced by my friend,
Representative HaroLn T. ‘“Brzz" JOHN-
soN, passed the House earlier this year.

This would add the Auburn-Folsom
south unit to the great Central Valley
project of California.

The Auburn-Folsom south unit has
been before Congress for over 20 years.
It has been studied in committee, modi-
fled and improved to its present form
through the diligent and able work of

- Congressman JouNSoN, and our late be=
loved Senate colleague, Clair Engle. It
has had the support of American Chief
Executives, commencing with President
Harry S. Truman and by California’s
Governors, commencing with Earl War-
ren, now the Chief Justice of the United
States.

In his testimony before the Senate In-
terior Committee, Secretary of the In-
terior, Stewart Udall, praised the Au-
burn-Folsom south unit by stating that
of all the major reclamation projects
which have gone across his desk in the
last 4 years in terms of economic bene-
fits, and cost ratio soundness, this was
perhaps the best of the lot. The benefit-
to-cost ratio of the unit is the unusually
high one of 3.6 to 1.

In a word, the project includes a giant
dam with a 2%-million acre-foot ca-
pacity reservoir on the American River,
providing water conservation, flood con-
trol, fish, wildlife, and recreation values,
as well as helping to meet the growing
electric power requirements of the Cen-
tral Valley. The bill will authorize two
smaller dams and reservoirs which, with
appurtenant diversion works and con-
duits, will also provide multipurpose
water development to the rapidly ex-
panding adjacent areas to assure con-
tinued growth.

Downstream from the Auburn Dam,
and the presently existing Folsom Dam,
will begin the South Canal to take water
approximately 67 miles for a valuable
agricultural area where existing water
supplies are not enough to meet current
and future needs. The overdraft on the
area’s very important ground water res-
ervoirs has reached an alarming rate of
3 million acre-feet each year.

The Folsom South Canal would pro-
vide approximately 852,000 acre-feet of
supplemental water to serve nearly
400,000 acres in Sacramento and San
Joaquin Counties in California. Some
420 acre-feet per day of water will be
available for municipal and industrial
uses.

Since 1950, there have been eight
floods on the American River, wreaking
a frightful loss to the people, the prop-
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erty, and the economy of California and

the Nation. The Auburn Dam will pro-

vide the final necessary protection to our

State Capital from future flood threats.
The bill authorizes the expenditure of

$425 million in the construction of this
project of the people. As an integral
part of the Central Valley project, all
reimbursable costs will be repaid within
50 years from the date that construc-
tion of the last feature is completed.
Over $147 million in interest payments
on the power and municipal water in-
vestment will be repaid, and it is esti-
mated that approximately $462 million
will be repaid into the U.S. Treasury to
be avallable, as the people’s needs may
require, to assist in the development of
additional repayable project additions of
the Central Valley project.

The Central Valley project is an im-
posing example of a true multipurpose
Federal reclamation project. It is one
of the most successful, bountiful, enrich-
ing public works ever constructed any-
where, any time. The Auburn-Folsom
South unit is a gilt-edged-addition to the
gilt-edged Central Valley project. It is
the next logical step forward in assist-
ing the people of my State in meeting
the water and power needs of our rapidly
expanding population. I ask favorable
consideration by the Senate, so that it
may speedily go to the White House for
Presidential approval.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed in
the REecorp an excerpt from the report
(N;). 312), explaining the purposes of the
bill.

There being no objection, the excerpt
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

AvpueN-Forsom SourH UNIT, AMERICAN
RIVER DIvVISION, CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT,
CALIFORNIA

(Excerpt from 8. Rept. No. 812 by Mr. Ku-
cHEL, from the Committee on Interlor and
Insular Affairs, to accompany 5. 5089)
The Committee on Interlor and Insular

Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8. 590)

to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to

construct, operate, and maintain the Auburn-

Folsom South unit, American River divislon,

Central Valley project, Callfornia, under Fed-

eral reclamation laws, having considered the

same, report favorably thereon with amend-
ments and recommend that, the bill as
amended do pass,

Committee action in ordering 8. 599 re-
ported favorably to the Senate was unanl-
mous, and the executive agencies concerned
recommended enactment. This project was
approved by this committee in the BTth Con-

and the 2d session of the 88th Congress.

Time did not permit final congressional ac-

tion. S. 599 was introduced at the begin-

ning of the 89th Congress by Senator EucHEL
and cosponsored by Senator MURPHY.
PURPOSE OF MEASURE

The purpose of 5. 599 is to help meet the
urgent need for water, power, fish and wild-
life preservation, and recreational facilities In
the great, fertile Central Valley of California.
The bill would accomplish this purpose by
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to construct and operate, under Federal Rec-
lamation law, & multipurpose project con-
sisting of a principal dam and reservoir, with
hydroelectric powerplant, on the American
River east of Sacramento, the State capital,
and including a canal and ancillary facilities
to supply urgently needed supplemental wa-
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ter for lrrlge.t.iorg )&mmrpa?(éd industrial

uses in Sacramento, San Joaquin, Placer, El
Dorado, and other counties in northern Cal-
ifornla.

The project will provide the additional
flood control which will protect the Sacra-
mento metropolitan area against all future
probable fi . It will irm up the water
supplles and restore the rapidly dropping
ground water levels of a large segment of the
agricultural valley lands, improve municipal
water supplies, provide greatly increased rec-
reational opportunities for the rapldly ex-
panding population of northern California,
and develop the remaining hydroelectric
power capabilities of the American River to
assist In meeting the ever-increasing demand
for electric power and energy.

The Auburn-Folsom South unit wili be in-
tegrated, as to both financing and operation,
with other features of the Central Valley
project, & comprehensive water development
which represents one of the finest undertak-
ings of the Federal reclamation program.

This project does not impinge upon the
interest of any other State. The waters in-
volved are solely intra-California. No part of
this project 1s Involved with any other, ex-
cept other units of the wholly intra-Cali-
fornia Central Valley project.

-the exceptionally favorable
cost-benefit ratio of 3.6 to 1 and is financially.
as well as engineeringly, feasible. Atten-
tion is Invited to the factual description of
the several Individual works in the project
set forth in the official report of the Depart-
ment of the Interlor dated March 26, 1965,
printed in full below. It Is the next logical
addition to the outstanding Central Valley
project to glve to the people of California the
assistance they need to meet their water
deficlencies.

L] . L . L]

BACKGROUND OF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

California, with a population of over 18
million people, is the most populous State
of the Nation, and at present rates of growth
in just a little over 156 years—by 1980—some
271 million persons will reside in the State.
In addiiton, California is the home of a great
number of wide-ranging industries and its
highly specialized, Intensive agriculture
makes it one of the country's leading food
producers.

All of these factors require tremendous and
ever-increasing supplies of water. Clearly,
California’s population and economic growth
glve rise to water requirements that now are
outstripping the combined efforts of local
agencies, the State itself, and those of the
Federal Government to date.

Local agencies, private enterprise, and the
State and Federal Governments have all
made a significant contribution toward
meeting the water needs of a burgeoning
population. California is In the midst of
construction of its $1,750 million bond-
financed State project. But it will not serve
the area to be served by the Auburn-Folsom
South Federal project and is unrelated
thereto. A sense of urgency for this project
is stated by Secretary of the Interior Udall in
his report on S. 599. The Secretary says that
there is an urgency to the Auburn-Folsom
South unit as & logical next addition to the
Central Valley project, for many of the areas
1t will serve are plagued persistently by
drought, while much needed water flows un-
used and often destructively down the
American River to the sea. The State of
California cannot undertake this merited
project because of 1ts tremendous obliga-
tion of $1.7 billion in other critically needed
water supply works.

It {8 the Secretary’s opinion that because
of the urgent water and power needs, the
benefits to the State and to the Natlon, and
the leadtime between authorization and ac-
tual construction, we should move fo

on this proposal as soon as possible. It is
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his hope that the Congress will agree that
the Auburn-Folsom South unit is the next
logical addition to the Central Valley project
where the Federal Government has been so
successful in making an investment In mul-
tiple-purpose projects which have in turn
greatly enhanced the economy of the Nation.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY

5. 599 is based upon and is a direct out-
growth of 8. 351, 88th Congress, and 8, 103,
87th Congress, both sponsored by Benator
KucHEL and the late Senator Engle. Both
were reported favorably to the Senate, but
the press of other legislative business pre-
vented action on the measures prior to ad-
journment.

Authorizing legislation for the Auburn-
Folsom South unit has been before succes-
sive Congresses and has been studied by this
committee on several different occasions.
The Folsom Dam itself was Initially author-
ized in the wide-ranging Flood Control Act
of 1944, as a Corps of Engineers project.

In a special message to Congress on Jan-
uary 12, 1948, President Harry Truman urged
the 80th Congress to expand the authoriza-
tion to provide for transfer of the dam and
reservoir to the Bureau of Reclamation for
construction of a powerplant and transmis-

—aloa-Hres; and for water ATETFIBGEION ‘Works
for irrigation and municipal purposes.

The 80th Congress did not act, President
Truman, on February 25, 1949, renewed his
recommendations to the 81st Congress.
Hearings were held by this committee on
HR. 165, sponsored by the then Congress-
man Engle, which authorized what was de-
scribed as the American River Basin develop-
ment, keyed to Folsom Dam and Reservoir,

As reported and enacted on October 14,
1949, the legislatlon—Public Law 356, 81st
Congress—also directed the Secretary of the
Interior to make studies to develop plans for
disposing of the water and power made avail-
able by the project.

The Becretary's report pursuant to the con-
gresslonal directive was submitted to Con-
gress on January 15, 1962, and printed as
House Document 805, 87th Congress. It
formed the basis for S. 103, 87th Congress,
and 8. 361, 88th Congress, sponsored by Sen-
ators EvucHEL and Engle, which are the
predecessors of the present bill.

DESCRIFTION OF THE UNIT

The project includes a beneficial reservoir
of 21 milllon acre-foot capacity. An electric
power generating plant with a capacity of
240,000 killowatts, initially, with provision
for expansion to 400,000 kilowatts, would
now be authorized. This will add 613 mil-
lon kilowatt-hours of electricity to the
hydroelectric capability of the Central Valley
project area.

The Folsom-South Canal, to run some 6871

miles from the existing Nimbus Reservoir ~

below Folsom Dam and Reservol:, all on the
American River; would provide approximately
852,000 acre-feet of supplemental water to
Berve nearly 400,000 acres in SBacramento and
8an Joaquin Counties. Some 420 acre-feet
per day of water would go into municipalities
for residential and industrial uses.

As the committee approved last Congress,
the canal would be bullt large enocugh to
accommodate the needs of the East Side divi-
slon of the Central Valley project, a logical
next facllity of the Central Valley project.

This bill would also authorize the Sugar
Pine Dam and Reservolr for the Forest Hill
Divide area—in compatibility with plans
contemplated by the local public utility dis-
trict and the Placer County Water Agency.

County Line Dam and Reservoir, together
with the appurtenant diversion works, con-
duits, and other necessities for water dellv-
ery, would also provide multipurpose water
development. ' The County Line facilities
would serve a rapidly expanding area in

- Western El Dorado and eastern Sacramento
Counties.
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COST AND ALLOCATION :

The estimated cost of the Auburn-Folsom

South unit, as authorized in this legislation,

is  $424,670,000. A Dbreakdown of this

amount among features and units is given
in the following tabulation:

Millions

Auburn Dam and Reservoir_______ #$231, 312

Auburn powerplant- e ceeoooo o 25,233

Switchyard and transmission__.__ 13, 866
Operating facilitles. . oo o ___ 750
Fish and wildlife mitigation lands._ 141

Recreation lands and basic facili-

Auburn subtotal. ...
Folsom South 8ref@..-——..._.
Foresthill Divide area--_____
Folsom-Malby area___________
East Side Canal enlargement.

Bubtotal .o

Foundations and penstock for fu-
ture power installation.__.______ 13, 500
Total. .. oo 424, 670

COST ALLOCATION
The investment cost for the Auburn-Fol-
som South unit, not including the founda--
tion and penstock for future power installa-
tion, is $427,170,000, derived as follows:

Millions
Construction costs_______________ $411, 170
Interest during construction:

Munieipal and industrial..___ 2,001

Commercigl pOower- ... _______ 12,012
Hecreatlon and fish and wild-
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Total_ ieq = 14, 577

Central Valley project power trans-
fer for Auburn-Folsom South
unit pumping. 1,423

Total Investment cost_..____ 427,170

A tentative allocation of the investment
cost of the Auburn-Folsom South unit is as
follows:

Relmbursable costs: 1 Millions
Irrigation. . $170, 637
Municipal and  industrial

water. -- 28,650
Commercial power . __________ 148, 865
Recreation and fish and wild-

life enhancement. 6, 200

Bubtotal * el 365, 347
Deferred use: East Side division.._._ 23, 640
——

Nonreimbursable costs: 1
Flood control ... .______ 9,324
Recreation and fish an.’ wild-

life enhancement:

(a) Joint costs®-_______. 32, 782
(b) Separable costsé_____ 6,177
Subtotal ___________ 48, 283

Total investments
CoBt A e 427,170

1 The allocations to recreation and fish and
wildlife enhancement have been assigned
to the reimbursable or nonreimbursable
category Iin saccordance with the proposed
Federal Water Project Recreatlon Act (S.
1229).

*Should the $18,500,000 cost for providing
basic facilitles for future power Installations
be incurred, these amounts would be in-
creased accordingly.

# All joint costs allocated to recreation and
fish and wildlife enhancement would be non-
reimbursable.

4 Includes §5,727,000, one-half of separable
recreation costs, plus $4560,000 representing
the cost of recreation facilities at the Sugar
Pine Reservolr which will be in & national
forest and-be under the jurisdiction of the
Secretary of Agriculture.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to further amendment.

If there be no further amendment to
be proposed, the question is on the third
reading of the bill.

The bill (H.R. 485) was ordered to a
third reading, was read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
move that the vote by which the bill was
passed be reconsidered.

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, I move
that the motion to reconsider be laid on
the table.

The motion to lay on the table was
agreed to.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that Calendar
No. 299, 8. 599, be indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of .a quarum.~—— -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SHOWING IN THE UNITED STATES
OF FILM “JOHN F. KENNEDY—
YEARS OF LIGHTNING, DAY OF
DRUMS"

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the consideration of
Calendar No. 302, House Concurrent
Resolution 285, and that it be laid down
and made the pending business.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
concurrent resolution will be stated by
title for the information of the Senate.

The Chief Clerk read the concurrent
resolution, as follows:

H. Cow. Res. 285

Whereas the life of John Fitzgerald Ken-
nedy is a continuing inspiration to American
citizens all across our Nation; and

Whereas the film “John F. Kennedy—
Years of Lightning, Day of Drums” is & part
of the country’s history which every Ameri-
can citizen is entitled to share: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That it Is the sense
of Congress that—

(1) the people of the United States should
not be denled an opportunity to view the
film prepared by the United States Informa-
tlon Agency entitled “John F. Eennedy—
Years of Lightning, Day of Drums”, and

(2) the United States Information Agency
should msake appropriate arrangements to
make such film avallable for distribution
through educational and commercial media
for viewing within the United States.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Montana? '

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the econcurrent
resolution.

Mr. MANSFIELD subsequently said:
Mr. President, I have discussed House
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Public Law 89-160
AN ACT

To amend title 10, United States Code, to authorize language training to be
given to a dependent of & member of the Army, Navy, Alr Force, or Marine
Corps under certain circumstances.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That chapter 101
of title 10, United States Code, is amended as follows:

(1) By adding the following new section:

«§ 2002. Dependents of members of Army, Navy, Air Force, or
Marine Corps: language training
“(a) Notwithstanding section 1041 of title 22 or an other pro-
vision of law, and under regulations to be prescribed by t%;e Secretary
of Defense, language training may be provided in—
“(1) a facility of the artment of Defense;
“(2) a facility of the ]goreign Service Institute established
under section 1041 of title 22; or
“(8) a civilian educational institution;
to a dependent of a member of the Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine
Corps 1n anticipation of the member’s assignment to permanent duty
outside the United States.
“(b) For the purposes of this section, the word ‘dependent’ has the
same meaning that it has under section 401 of title 37.”
(2) By inserting the following item in the analysis:
“2002. Dependents of members of Army, Navy, Air Force, or Marine Corps:
language training.”

Approved September 1, 1965.

Public Law 89-161
AN ACT
To authorize the Secretary of the Interior to construct, operate, and maintain

the Auburn-Folsom South unit, American River division, Central Valley
project, California, under Federal reclamation laws.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States o{ America in Congress assembled, That, for the prin-
cipal purpose of increasing the supply of water available for irriga-
tion and other beneficial uses in the Central Valley of California, the
Secretary of the Interior (hereinafter referred to as the “Secretary”),
acting pursuant to the Federal reclamation laws (Act of June 17,
1902; 32 Stat. 388, and Acts amendatory thereof or supplementary
thereto), is authorized to construct, operate, and maintain, as an
addition to, and an in ] part of, the Central Valley project, Cali-
fornia, the Auburn-Folsom South unit, American ﬂwer division.
The principal works of the unit shall consist of—

(1) the Auburn Dam and Reservoir with maximum water sur-
face elevation of one thousand one hundred and forty feet above
mean sea level, and capacity of approximately two and one-half
million acre-feet;

(2) a hydroelectric powerplant at Auburn Dam with initial
installed capacity of approximately two hundred and forty thou-
sand kilowatts and necessary electric transmission system for
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interconnection with the Central Valley project poweExhjbm X-5
Provided, That provision may be made for the ultimate develop-
ment of the hydroelectric capacity (now estimated at approxi-
mately four hundred thousand kilowatts) and such installation
may be made when duly authorized by an Act of Congress: Pro-
vided further, That no facilities, except those required for inter-
connecting the Auburn powerplant and the Folsom switchyard
and those interconnecting the Folsom switchyard and the Elverta
substation, shall be constructed for electric transmission or distri-
bution service which the Secretary determines, on the basis of a
firm offer of a fifty-year contract from a local public or private
agency, can be obtained at less cost to the Federal Government
than by construction and operation of Government facilities;

(3) the Sugar Pine Dam and Reservoir;

(4) the County Line Dam and Reservoir;

(5) necessary diversion works, conduits, and other appurtenant
works for the delivery of water supplies to projects on the Forest
Hill Divide in Placer County a,n({)in the Folsom-Malby area in
Sacramento and El Dorado Counties;

(6) the Folsom South canal and such related structures, includ-
ing pumping plants, regulating reservoirs, floodways, channels,
levees, and other appurtenant works for the delivery of water as
the Secretary determines will best serve the needs of Sacramento
and San Joaquin Counties: Provided, That the Secretary is
authorized to include in such canal and related operating struc-
tures such additional works or capacity as he deems necessary and
economically justified to provide for the future construction of
the East Sici’e division of the Central Valley project, and the incre-
mental costs of providing additional works or capacity in the
Folsom South canal to serve the East Side division of the Central
Valley project shall be assigned to deferred use for repayment
from Central Valley project revenues. In the event that the East
Side division is authorized, such costs shall be deemed a part of
the cost of that division and shall be reallocated as the Secretary
deems right and proper.

Skc. 2. Subject to the provisions of this Act, the operation of the
Auburn-Folsom South unit, American River division, shall be inte-
grated and coordinated, from both a financial and an operational
standpoint, with the operation of other features of the Central Valley

roject, as presently authorized and as may in the future be authorized
y Act of Congress, in such manner as will effectuate the fullest, most
beneficial, and most economic utilization of the water resources hereby
Flood control.  made available. Auburn and County Line Dams shall be operated for
flood control in accordance with criferia established by the Secretary
of the Army as provided for in section 7 of the Flood Control Act of

1944 (58 Stat. 887; 33 U.S.C. 709).
ISt oot Skc. 3. (a) Subject to the provisions of subsections (b), (c), (d),
wildtife facilities. and (e) of this section, the Secretary is authorized in connection with
the Auburn-Folsom South unit (i) to construet, operate, and maintain
or provide for the construction, operation, and maintenance of public
outdoor recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement. facilities, (ii)
to acquire or otherwise to include within the unit area such adjacent
lands or interests in land as are necessary for present or future public
recreation or fish and wildlife use, (iii) to allocate water and reservoir
capacity to recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement, and (iv) to
provide for the public use and enjoyment of unit lands, facilities, and
water areas in a manner coordinated with other unit purposes. The
Secretary is further authorized to enter into agreements with Federal

Project coordina-
tion,
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agencies or State or local public bodies for the operation, maintenance,
and replacement of unit facilities, and to transfer unit lands or facili-
ties to Federal agencies or State or local public bodies by lease or
exchange, upon such terms and conditions as will best promote the
development. and operation of such lands or facilities in the public
interest for recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement purposes.

(b) Costs of recreation facilities at Sugar Pine Reservoir shall be
nonreimbursable, and the provisions of sgsections (c), (d), and (e)
of this section shall not be applicable to such facilities.

(¢) (1) If, before commencement of construction of the unit, non-
Federal pubiic bodies agree to administer unit land and water areas
for recreation or fish and wildlife enhancement or for both of these
purposes pursuant to the plan for the development of the unit approved
by the Secretary and to bear not less than one-half the separable costs
of the unit allocated to either or both of said purposes, as the case
may be, and all the costs of operation, maintenance, and replacement
incurred in connection therewith, the remainder of the separable capi-
tal costs so allocated shall be nonreimbursable.

(2) In the absence of such a preconstruction agreement recreation
and fish and wildlife enhancement facilities (other than minimum
facilities for the public health and safety at reservoir access points)
shall not be proviged, and the allocation of unit costs shall reflect only
the number of visitor days and the value per visitor day estimated to
result from such diminished recreation development without reference
to lands which may be provided pursuant to subsection (e) of this
section.

(d) The non-Federal share of the separable capital costs of the unit
allocated to recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement shall be borne
by non-Federal interests, under either or both of the following methods
as may be determined appropriate by the Secretary: (i) payment, or
provision of lands, interests therein, or facilities for the unit; or (ii)
repayment, with interest, within fifty years of first use of unit recrea-
tion or fish and wildlife enchancement facilities: Provided, That the
source of repayment may be limited to entrance and user fees or charges

collected at the unit by non-Federal interests if the fee schedule and
the portion of fees dedicated to repayment are established on a basis
calculated to achieve repayment as agoresa.id and are made subject to
review and renegotiation at intervals of not more than five years.

(e) Notwithstanding the absence of preconstruction agreements as
specified in subsection (c) of this section lands may be acquired in con-
nection with construction of the unit to preserve its recreation poten-
tial, its fish and wildlife enhancement potential, or both.

(1) If non-Federal public bodies agree within ten years after initial
unit operation to administer unit land and water areas for recreation
and fish and wildlife enhancement pursuant to the plan for develop-
ment of the unit approved by the Secretary and to Eear not less than
one-half the costs of land acquired therefor pursuant to this subsection
and facilities and project modifications provided for those purposes
and all costs of operation, maintenance, and replacement incurred
therefor, the remainder of the costs of such lands, facilities, and proj-
ect modifications shall be nonreimbursable. Such agreement and sub-
sequent development shall not be the basis for any allocation of joint
costs of the unit to recreation or fish and wildlife enhancement.

(2) If, within ten years after initia] operation of the unit, there is
not an executed agreement as specified in paragraph gl) of this sub-
section, the Secretary may utilize the langs for any lawful purpose
within the jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior, or may
transfer custody of the lands to another Federal agency for use for

49-850 O-66—42
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any lawful purpose within the jurisdiction of that agency, boxhibip: X-5
lease the Jands to a non-Federal public body, or may transfer the lands
to the Administrator of General Services for disposition in accordance
with the surplus property laws of the United States. In no case shall
the lands be used or made available for use for any purpose in conflict
with the purposes for which the project was constructed, and in every
case preference shall be given to uses which will preserve and promote
the recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement potential of the
project or, in the absence thereof, will not detract from that potential.

(f) Subject to the limitations hereinbefore stated, joint capital
costs allocated to recreation and fish and wildlife enhancement shall
be nonreimbursable.

(g) Costs of means and measures to prevent loss of and damage to
fish and wildlife shall be treated as unit costs and allocated among all
unit purposes.

(hg) As used in this Act, the term “nonreimbursable” shall not be
construed to prohibit the imposition of entrance, admission, and other
recreation user fees or charges.

Skc. 4. In locating and designing the works and facilities authorized
for construction by this Act, and in acquiring or withdrawing any
Jands as authorized by this Act, the Secretary shall give due con-
sideration to the reports upon the California water plan prepared by
the State of California, and shall consult the local interests who may
be affected by the construction and operation of said works and
facilities or by the acquisition or withdrawal of lands, through public

hearings or in such manner as in his discretion may be found best
suited to a maximum expression of the views of such local interests.
Adlokation gt Skc. 5. Nothing contained in this Act shall be construed by impli-
' " cation or otherwise as an allocation of water, and in the studies for the
purposes of developing plans for disposal of water as herein authorized
the Secretary shall make recommendations for the use of water in
accord with State water laws, including but not limited to such laws
giving priority to the counties and areas of origin for present and
future needs.

Local interests,

Appropriation,

Skc. 6. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated for construc-
tion of the Auburn-Folsom South unit, American River division, the
sum of $425,000,000 (1965 prices), plus or minus such amounts, if any,
as may be justiﬁed by reason of ordinary fluctuations in construction
costs as indicated by engineering cost indexes applicable to the types
of construction involved herein. There are also authorized to be
apsropriated such additional sums as may be required for operation
and maintenance of the project.

Approved September 2, 1965.

Public Law 89-162
September 2, 1965 AN ACT

_ [H.R.1763]  To amend section 1825 of title 28 of the United States Code to authorize the pay-
ment of witness' fees in habeas corpus cases and in proceedings to vacate
sentence under section 2255 of title 28 for persons who are authorized to pro-
ceed in forma pauperis.

US. ot Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the

btk United States of America in Congress assembled, That section 1825

witness’ fees.  of title 28, United States Code, is amended by adding after the first
62 Stat. 951, paragraﬁ)h of the section the following paragraph:

“In all proceedings, in forma pauperis, for a writ of habeas corpus

or in proceedings -umzler section 2255 of this title, the United States

marshal for the district shall pay all fees of witnesses for the party
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