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INDEX AND SUMMARY OF H. R, 12270 

March 12, 19^6 Rep. Vinson introduced H. R. 9893 which was referred 
to Committee on Armed Services, Print of bill. 

March 1$, 1956 Committee reported with amendment H. R. 9893. 
House Report 1890. Print of bill and report. 

April 10, 1956 House began debate. 

April 11, 1956 House continued debate. 

April 12, 1956 House passed with amendments H. R. 9893. 

April 16, 1956 H. R, 9893 referred to Senate Armed Services Committee. 
Print of bill. 

June 26, 1956 Senate Committee reported with amendment H. R, 9893. 
Senate Report 2}6h» Print of bill and report. 

J\me 28, 1956 Senate passed H, R. 9893 with amendments. 
Senate conferees appointed. 

June 29, 1956 House conferees appointed. 

July 7, 1956 House received conference report. House Report 26Ul. 

July 9, 1956 Both House agreed to conference report. 

July 16, 1956 Vetoed H, R. 9893. House Document U50. 
Rep. Vinson introduced H. R. 12270, which was referred 
to House Armed Services Committee. Print of bill. 

July 17, 1956 House passed H. R. 12270 without amendment. 
Referred to Senate Armed Services Committee. 
Print of bill. 

July 25, 1956 Senate Committee reported H, R, 12270 with amendment. 
Senate Report 2775* Print of bill and report. 

July 26, 1956 Senate passed H, R, 12270 with amendment, Hoixse 
concurred in Senate amendment. 

August 3, 1956 Approved; Public Law 968, 

House Armed Services Committee held hearings on H. R. 862^ and H, R, 9893 
on February 20, 22, 23, 2h, 27, 28, 29, March 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 13, 1956. 

Senate Armed Services Committee held hearings on S. 3122 and H. R. 9893 on 
February 7, 9, 10, lU, l5, 17, March 20, 21, 22, 23, 26, 28, 29, April 
18 and 19, 1956. 
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DIGEST OF PUBLIC LAW 968 

USE OF PL U80 FUNDS FOR FOREIGN MILITARY HOUSING. Authorizes certain 

construction at military installations. Authorises the Secretary of 

Defense, subject to approval of the Director of the Budget Bureau, 

to use foreign currencies of a value not to exceed $2^0 million 

acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade 

Development and Assistance Act of 19^U or through other commodity trans¬ 

actions of the CCC for military family hosuing in foreign countries. 
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84th congress 
2d Session 

IN THE HOUSE OE EEPEESENTATIVES 

Maech 12,1956 

Mr. Vinson introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com¬ 
mittee on Anned Services 

A BILL 
To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for 

other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 TITLE I 

4 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

5 develop military installations and facilities by acquhing, con- 

6 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing peraianent 

7 or temporary public works, including site preparation, 

8 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

9 projects: 

I 
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Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SEEVICES FACILITIES 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory (California Institute of Tech¬ 

nology), California: Research and development facility, 

$143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facihty, 

$2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utihties, $88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facihties, 

$258,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

training facihties, and utihties, $5,259,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Utihties, 

$693,000. 

(Quartermaster Coi-ps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia : Operational facihties 

and maintenance facihties, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad¬ 

ministrative facihty, $98,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facihties, land acquisition, and utihties, 

$1,285,000. 
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New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facili¬ 

ties, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, com¬ 

munity facihty, and operational facility, $889,000. 

Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facihties and utihties, 

$913,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Pesearch and develop¬ 

ment facihties and utilities, $867,000. 

(Signal Corps) 

Port Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance 

facihties, storage facihties, administrative facihty, and utih¬ 

ties $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Port Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facihty, training facihty, 

operational facihties, maintenance facihties, research and 

development facihties, and utihties, $492,000. 

(Transportation Corps) 

Port Eustis, Virginia: Operational facihty, maintenance 

facihty, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Peed Army Medical Center, District of Colum- 
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bia: Research and development facility and commmiity 

facility, $4,209,000. 

FIELD FOECES FACILITIES 

(F irst Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts: Land 

acquisition, $302,000. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. 

Oswego, New York; Ti’aining facilities and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $583,000. 

Fort Totten, New York: Troop Housing, storage facili¬ 

ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky; Maintenance facilities, and com¬ 

munity facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facilities, 
i 

maintenance facilities, medical facility, troop housing, and 

utilities, $5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pennsylvania: Admin¬ 

istrative facility, storage facilities, and utilities, $190,000. 

(Third Anny Area) 

Fort Benning, Georgia: Administrative facilities, main¬ 

tenance facilities, communcations facilities, and community 

facilities, $422,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative facilities, 

operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 
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Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North Caro¬ 

lina: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

facility, and conmiunity facility, $397,000. 

Fort Kucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, trailer site facilities, land acquisition, and 

utilities, $7,300,000. 

Fourth Aimy Area) 

Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, communty facili- 

tes, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

facilities, and storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma : Training facilities, $4,173,000. 

(Fifth Army Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative 

facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Hamson, Indiana: Troop housing 

$140,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

and troop housing, $1,092,000. 

Fort Biley, Kansas: Administrative facihties, commu¬ 

nity facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 
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Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, family housing, and util¬ 

ities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facility and commu¬ 

nity facility, $223,000. 

United States disciplinary barracks, California: Com¬ 

munity facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research 

and development facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facihties, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base; Troop housing and maintenance 

facilities, $1,688,000. 

Fort Eichardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 
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Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, $2,- 

849,000. 

Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, and 

maintenance facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,- 

000. 
4 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: Land acquisi¬ 

tion, $143,000. , 

Helemano, Hawai: Community facility, land acquisi- 

tion and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, 

Navy and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance 

facilities, community facilities, storage facilities, training 

facilities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 

housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

develop classified military installations and facilities by ac¬ 

quiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
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permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui¬ 

sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 

ment, in a total amount of $188,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congi’ess, 

is amended with respect to Fort Jay, New York, under the 

heading ‘‘Continental United States” and subheadings 

“field forces facilities (First Army Area) ” in sec¬ 

tion 101, by striking out “$731,000” and inserting in place 

thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of section 502, 

by striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,904,000” 

and inserting in jilace thereof “$225,277,000” and 

“$534,254,000”, respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

third Congress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Opera¬ 

tional Facilities (including troop housing), $70,000” is 

amended to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facil¬ 

ities (including troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) 

of section 502 thereof, is amended hy striking the figure 

“$462,600” and inserting in place thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The following named installations are hereby 

declared as permanent military installations: Camp Gordon, 

Georgia; Fort Jackson, South Carohna; Camp Stewart, 

Georgia; Camp Chaffee, Arkansas; Fort Leonard Wood, 

Missouri. 

Sec. 105. The Secretary of the Army shall make all 
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necessary studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine 

an appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto 

Ordnance Depot, Texas; such studies to he completed by 

31 January 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appro¬ 

priations available to the Department of the Army is author¬ 

ized for such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establsh or 

develop mihtary installations and facihties b}^ acquiring;, con¬ 

structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary pubhc works, including site preparation, appur¬ 

tenances, utihties and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

SHIPYAED FACILITIES 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Keplacement of 

pier, and plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

$7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina : Dredging 

equipment, $148,000. 

Naval minecraft base, Charleston, South Carolina : Op¬ 

erational facihties, personnel facilities, training facihties, 

maintenance facihties, storage facihties, community facihties, 

security facihties, and utihties, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Eacilities for 

H. B. 9893-2 
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1 remedying’ effects of ground subsidence and waterfront 

2 facilities, $5,984,000. 

3 Navy underwater sound laboratory. New London, Con- 

4 necticut: Eesearcli and development facilities and land 

5 acquisition, $304,000. 

6 Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel 

7 facilities, $300,000. 

8 Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land 

9 acquisition, $244,000. 

10 Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: 

11 Medical facilities, $84,000. 

12 Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and 

13 specifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

14 Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: 

15 Land acquisition, $200,000. 

T’LEET BASE FACILITIES 

1^ Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 

18 Naval station. Long Beach, Cahfornia: Waterfront 

19 facilities, $2,256,000. 

20 Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

21 $226,000. 

22 Naval station, Newport, Bhode Island; Waterfront 

23 facilities, personnel facihties, community facihties and utili- 

24 ties, $11,672,000. 
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Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

$2,844,000. 

Naval station. Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facilities, 

including land acquisition, $265,000. 

a\t;ation facilities 

(Naval Air Training Stations) 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, 

station and aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilites, $2,- 

247,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

personnel facilities, aircraft, maintenance facilities, training 

facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac¬ 

quisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person¬ 

nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facil¬ 

ities, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage fa¬ 

cilities, and aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

preparation, utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 
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1 ISTaval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facili- 

2 ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, 

3 $347,000. 

4 Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

5 Land acquisition, $13,000. 

6 (Fleet Support Air Stations) 

7 Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mainte- 

8 nance facilities, $2,675,000. 

9 Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga- 

10 tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

11 Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: 

12 Personnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

13 Naval air station, Brunswick, l^Iaine: Personnel facilities, 

14 airfield j)avements, station maintenance facilities, community 

15 facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

16 Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft mainte- 

17 nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera- 

18 tional facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

19 utilities, $4,052,000. 

20 Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

21 maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

22 Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: 

23 Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, airfield pave- 

24 ments, fuel dispensing facilities, operational facilities, admin- 
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istrative facilities, personnel facilities, communications facili¬ 

ties, conununity facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliaiy air station, El Centro, California: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition includ¬ 

ing not to exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, 
/ 

California to partially defray the County’s cost in relocating 

the Niland-Blytlie Boad, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Eallon, Nevada: Training 

facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

and land acquisition, $8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Haix^ey Point, North Carolina : Air¬ 

field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis- 
I 

pensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft, and station 

maintenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 

$6,000,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, California : Plans and specifi¬ 

cations for development of master jet aircraft facilities, and 

land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facili¬ 

ties, operational facihties, training facilities, ordnance facili- 
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1‘ ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

2 clearance, $8,835,000. 

3 Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Land acqui- 

4 sition, $89,000. 

5 Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte- 

6 nance facilities, $170,000. 

7 Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: 

8 Airfield pavements, ordnance and ammunition storage facili- 

9 ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, op- 

10 erational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

11 $13,072,000. 

12 Naval air station, Oceana, A^irginia: Aircraft mainte- 

13 nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, 

14 community facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, 

15 open storage facilities, security facihties, utilities, and reloca- 

16 tion of Coast Guard facihties, $5,286,000. 

17 Naval air station, Quonset Point, Ehode Island: 

18 Aircraft maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, 

19 $2,753,000. 

20 Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 

21 maintenance facihties, airfield pavements, personnel facihties, 

22 and utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Utili- 

24 ties, $149,000. 
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(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Caro¬ 

lina: Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, administra¬ 

tive facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilities, training 

facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 

facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 

utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, N^orth Carolina: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, administrative facihties, airfield pave¬ 

ments, storage facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi¬ 

cal facilities, training facilities, personnel facihties, opera¬ 

tional facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

facihties, training facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 

and dispensing facihties, land acquisition, and utihties, 

$12,556,000. 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: 

Plans and specifications for research and development facil¬ 

ities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Eesearch 
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1 and development facilities and equipment maintenance facil- 

2 ities, 16,438,000. 

3 jSaval air station, Patuxent liiver, Maryland: Aircraft 

4 maintenance facilities and research and development facilities, 

5 $475,000. 

6 Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: 

7 Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, air-craft main- 

8 tenance facilities, and conmiimity facilities, $1,682,000. 

9 Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

10 Eesearch and development facilities, $128,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

12 Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

13 $149,000. 

14 Naval supply depot, Newport, Ehode Island: Storage 

15 facilities, $390,000. 

16 Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, 

17 $50,000. 

18 Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Replacement 

19 of seawall, $199,000. 

20 MAEUSTE GOBI’S FACILITIES 

21 Marme Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 

22 facihties, personnel facdities, maintenance facilities, commu- 

23 Eity facilities, and utihties, $1,742,000. 

24 Manne Corps supply center, Barstow, California: 

25 Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel fa- 
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cilities, administrative facilities, and comminiity facilities, 

$3,436,000. 

Marine Corps base, Canij) Lejeune, North Carolina: 

Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training facili¬ 

ties, commmiity facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, 

and utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot Parris Island, South Caro¬ 

line: Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage 

facilities, training facilities, coimnunity facilities, and utilities, 

$4,266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: 

Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land acquisition, 

,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, Cali¬ 

fornia: Utilities $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, Cali¬ 

fornia: Community facilities and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmoutli, 

Virginia : Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Training fa¬ 

cilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities, $2,178,000. 

Maiine Corps recruit depot, San Uiego, C!alifornia: Pei- 

sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

H. B. 9893-3 
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1 ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

2 ^^^aval ammunition dejiot, Bangor, Washington: Ord- 

3 nance facilities, $1,100,000. 

4 Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: 

5 Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

6 Naval oidmmce test station, China Bake, California: 

7 Eesearch and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

8 facilities, airfield pavements and fuel storage and dispensing 

9 facilities, $6,028,000. 

10 Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

11 facilities, $600,000. 

12 Naval ammunition depot, Eallhrook, California: Am- 

13 munition storage and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

14 Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: 

15 Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, 1993,000. 

16 Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, Cali- 

17 fornia: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

18 Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

19 storage and ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

21 Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

22 land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

23 Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryand: Personnel 

24 facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 
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Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Training 

facilities, personnel facibties, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: 

Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel- 

facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval hospital, Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, 

$12,730,000. 

Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

elevator, $57,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Communi¬ 

cations facibties, personnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utibties and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $2,450,000. 

Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: 

Communications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

029,000. 

Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: 

Commimications facilities, $45,000. 

Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi¬ 

cations facibties, $83,000. 
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1 OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEAKCTI FACILITIES 

2 Naval research laljoratoiy, District of Columbia: Plans 

3 and s])ecifications for research and development facilities, 

4 $1,300,000. 

VARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

6 Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and 

7 land acquisition, $443,000. 

8 Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, Cali- 

9 iornia: Eeplacement of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,- 

10 581,000. 

Outside the Unitih) States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Id Nnviil ship ]-e])aii‘ facilitv, Subic Bay, Philippine Is- 

14 lands: V aterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

15 Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

16 Olongaix), Hood control and drainage facilities and commu- 

17 nity facilities, $9,378,000. 

Id FLEPIT BASE FACILITIES 

19 Naval station, A dak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

20 laundry and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

21 Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

22 $680,000. 

"d AVIATION FACILITIES 

24 Naval air station, Atsugi, Ja])an: Airfield jiavenients. 
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aircraft mamtenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, person¬ 

nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of 

Hawaii: Personnel facilities and aircraft niaintenance facili¬ 

ties, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Pliili})pine Islands: Per- 

sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

Naval air. station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, communications 

facilities, family housing, community facilities, and utilities, 

$4,572,000. 

Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft maintenance 

facilities, airfield ])avenients, dredging, navigational aids, and 

fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Terri¬ 

tory of Hawaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, aiilield pave¬ 

ments, and o])erational facilities, $1,045,000. 

Naval air facility. Port Ljumtey, French Morocco: Air¬ 

craft maintenance facilities, and famih^ housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Eoosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft 

niaintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facili¬ 

ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities. 

and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Air- 
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1 field pavements, breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,811,- 

2 000. 

^ SUPPLY FACILITIES 

4 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Heplacement of fuel stor- 

b age facilities, $5,000,000. 

6 Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Euel storao-e 
to 

7 facilities, $1,599,000. 

8 Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands; Cov- 

9 ered and cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, oper- 

10 ational facilities, maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities. 

11 ajid utilities, $11,598,000. 

12 
OEDNANCE PACILTIES 

13 Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

14 Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

15 Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, Prench Morocco: 

16 Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 

17 Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance 

18 facilities, $241,000. 

IQ 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

30 Naval communication unit, Putema, Okinawa: Com- 

21 munications facilities, $75,000. 

32 Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: 

^3 Communication facilities, $222,000. 

24 Naval commimication facility, Philippine Islands: Com- 

25 munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 
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• YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Fifteenth naval district, Canal Zone: Utilities, $2,- 

210,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 

obtain, by contract such engineering-, location, and site plan¬ 

ning studies as may be necessary to enable him to deter¬ 

mine the feasibility and advisability of establishing, con¬ 

tinuing, or relocating the following facilities: Naval air 

station, Noi-folk, Virginia (bombing targets) ; Naval air 

facility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Maryland; Naval 

magazine. Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to 

exceed $100,000 for such studies may he made out of the 

appropriation “Military Construction, Navy”. The Secre¬ 

tary of the Navy shall report to the Committees on Armed 

Services of the Senate and House of Eepresentatives the 

conclusions of these studies together with such recommenda¬ 

tions as he shall consider appropriate. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

develop classified naval installations and facilities by con¬ 

structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 

total amount of $42,997,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, 

as amended, is amended as follows: 
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(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so mucli 

thereof under the heading ‘TJontinental United States” 

and subheading ‘‘sttppj.y facilities” as reads as follows: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Uacilit}^ Portland, Maine, area: 

Aviation gasoline and jet fuel hulk storage; $2,7(36,500”; 

and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Harpswell Neck Enel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $2,766,500”. 

(])) In sedion 201, under the heading “Outside 

Continental United States” and subheading “com- 
o 

MUNICATION FACiLPriEs”, Strike out so much thereof as 

read as follows: 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con¬ 

solidated communication facilities: $2,694,500”; and insert 

in ])lace thereof the following: 

“Naval communication station, Philip])ine Islands: Con¬ 

solidated communications, facilities, and land accpiisition, 

$2,694,500”. 

Sec. 205 Public Law 534, FighU-third Congress, is 

amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

L^nited States” and subheading “aviation facilities”. 

change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San 
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Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, Califoniia/’ from “$1,132,000” 

to “$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “oednance facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval ammunition depot, Haw¬ 

thorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

public works authorized b}^ title II for inside continental 

United States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 206. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

is amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, undei- the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “shipyaed facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval electronics laboratory, San 

Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “fleet base facili¬ 

ties”, change the amount for “Navy Department District of 

Columbia”, from “$81,000” to “$114,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and sul)heading “aviation facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval auxiliary air station, El 

H. R. 9893-4 
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Centro, California” from $366,000” to ‘‘$450,000”; strike 

out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place 

thereof the following: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, and land acquisition, $4,66'0,000”. 

(d) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con¬ 

tinental United States” and subheading “oednance 

facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, and railroad facihties and barricades, 

$1,132,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, railroad facilities and bamcades, and land 

acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

(e) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$299,690,600” to “$299,826,600”; 

and the total amount from “$564,224,300” to “$564,- 

360,300”. 
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1 TITLE III 

2 Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may estabhsh 

3 or develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, 

4 constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or instaUing peraia- 

5 nent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 

6 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

7 projects: 

8 In^side the United States 

9 ATE DEFENSE COMMAND 

10 Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: 

11 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

12 supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administra- 

13 tive facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities 

14 and ground improvement, $13,168,000. 

15 1 Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Opera- 

16 tional and training facilities, maintenance facihties, supply 

'l7 facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

18 Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: 

19 Housing and community facilities, $342,000. 

20 Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Oper- 

21 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

22 facilities, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

23 Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 
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training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and group improvements, land acquisition and family hous¬ 

ing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, I^orth Da¬ 

kota: Operational and training facilities, and maintenance 

facilities, $1,999,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and groimd improvements, 

and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Corapohs, Pennsylvania: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

acquisition, $1,087,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Bafael, Cahfornia: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utili¬ 

ties and gi’ound improvements, and land acquisition, 

$2,966,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facilities, administrative facihties, housing and com- 
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miinity facilities, utilities and ground imjDrovements, and land 

acquisition, $5,051,000. 

Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$2,156,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Aii'port, Klamath Falls, Ore¬ 

gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, maintenance facilities, and land 

acquisition, $1,514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facihties, housing and community facilities, and land 

acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Minneapohs-Saint Paul International Airport, Minne¬ 

apolis, Minnesota: Operational and training facilities, and 

maintenance facihties, $3,015,000. 
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1 Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

3 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

4 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

5 Newcastle County Airport, Wihnington, Delaware: 

6 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

8 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

9 Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

10 York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

11 ties, supply facilities, housing and conmiunity facilities, and 

12 land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

13 Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera-' 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community fai^ilities, utilities and 

15 ground improvements, land acquisition and family housing, 

1'^ $11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facihties, housing 

and commimity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
21 

and land acquisition, $2,292,000. 

22 
Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Opera- 

23 
tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

^ facilities, and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

25 n 
:»reater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train- 
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ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $13,508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and groimd im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facihties, administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$6,801,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newhurgh, New York: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, 

New York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facihties, housing and community facilities, utihties and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and train- 
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1 ing fcicilitiGs, iii9int0iitinC6 fscilitiGS, lioiisiiig Riid coiiiiiiiinity 

2 facilities, and land acquisition, $2,874,000. 

3 Wurtsmitli Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, maintenance facUities, supply 

5 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

6 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition 

7 and family bousing, $3,278,000. 

8 Youngstown Municipal Airport, Y^oungstown, Ohio: 

9 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, 

10 utihties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

11 $2,255,000. 

12 

13 

14 

15 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and 

trammg facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,545,000. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili¬ 

ties, housing and community fachities, utihties and ground 

improvements and land acquisition, $37,760,000. 

aie materiel command 

BrooMey Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing 

and community facihties, and land acquisition, $1,541,000. 
Oo 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational 

and training faciHties, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 
25 

opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
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community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $17,966,000. 

HiU Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: 

Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

Eohins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

utilities'and ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

H. K. 9893——5 
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1 Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: 

2 Supply facilities, $473,000. 

3 Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: 

4 Supply facilities, $129,000. 

5 Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 

6 Operational and training facilities, and housing and com- 

7 munity facilities, $3,498,000. 

8 Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous- 

9 ing, $89,000. 

10 Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: 

11 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re- 

12 search, development and test facilities, housing and com- 

13 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

14 land acquisition, $17,138,000. 

13 \ aiious locations: Administrative facilities, housing 

16 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

17 ments, $444,000. 

1® atr proving ground co^numand 

19 Eglm Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational 

20 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

21 opment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

22 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

23 provements, and land acquisition, $21,094,000. 
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AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Bryan Air Eorce Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: 

Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $63,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo¬ 

ming: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land 

acquisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hos¬ 

pital and medical facilities, $3,440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $225,000. 
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Laugliliii Air Force Base, Bel Bio, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$212,000. 

Lowry .Vir Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land ac(|ui- 

sition, $1,587,000. 

Luke Air Foi'ce Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $2,902,000. 

iMather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground inii)rovements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $396,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia : Operational 

and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 

Kellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada : Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities 

and ground improvements, $111,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Bandolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

acquisition, $133,000. 
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lleese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Hos¬ 

pital and medical facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $6,842,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Eeno, Nevada : Supply facilities, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida : Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$716,0000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma : Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, $90,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

acquisition, $6,347,000. 

AIR UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $215,000. 
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CONTINENTAL AIE COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $9,563,000. 

Brooks Ail’ Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

and community facibties, $345,000. 

Mitcbel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, $205,000. 

IIExiDQUARTERS COMMAND 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities 
/ 

and ground improvements, $8,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and connnunity facilities, utilities and groimd improvements, 

and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 
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ities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital 

and medical facilities, administrative facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Pahn Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facihties, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $768,000. 

B.ESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

Canal Air Force Plant #62, Hartford, Connecticut: 

Eesearch, development, and test facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Eesearch, 

development, and test facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamagordo, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

research, development, and test facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: 
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Housing and comniiinity facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

and research, development, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Besearcli, develop¬ 

ment, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

research, development and test facilities, housing and coni- 

inunity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

National reactor test station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, research, development and 

test facilities, and utihties and ground improvements, 

$11,415,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, research, development and test facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities. 
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utilities and gi’ound improvements, and land acquisition, 

$1,043,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$1,003,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: 

Operational and training facdities, maintenance facilities, 

administrative facilities, housing and community faciHties, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational 

and training facihties, supply facihties, housing and com¬ 

munity facOities, and land acquisition, $531,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, and housing and community facihties, 

$922,000. *1- 

'Oampbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, and maintenance facihties, 

$2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational 

and training facihties, maintenance facihties, hospital and 
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1 medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

2 $2,179,000. 

3 Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: 

4 Operational and traming facilities, maintenance facilities, 

5 supply facihties, housing and community facilities, utilities 

6 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

7 Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper- 

8 ational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

9 community facilities, and land accpiisition, $1,654,000. 

10 Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Aiizona: Oper- 

11 ational and training facilities, and land ac(piisition, $503,000. 

12 Dow Ail’ Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

13 training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

14 housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

15 improvements, $7,665,000. 

16 Ellsworth Air Force Base, Bapid City, South Dakota: 

17 Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, 

18 housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

19 $943,000. 

20 Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Oper- 

21 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

22 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

23 ments, $4,457,000. 

24 Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational 
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and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$1,271,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

housing and community facihties, utilities, and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia : Operational 

and training facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana : 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facihties, housing and 

comniLinit}^ facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$4,685,000. 

Little Bock Air Force Base, Little Bock, Arkansas: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, 

supply facihties, administrative facihties, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. 
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Lockboiime Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, bousing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Lim-estone, Maine: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and bousing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida : Operational 

and training facibties, maintenance facilities, and bousing 

and community facibties, $3,262,000. 

Malstrom An* Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

and bousing and community facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Biverside, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facibties, maintenance facibties, bousing 

and community facibties, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

Idaho: Operational and training facibties, maintenance facbi- 

ties, bousing and commumty facibties, and utbities and 

ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Au’ Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational 

and training facibties, supply facibties, bousing and com- 

mimity facibties, utbities and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition and famby bousing, $5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida : Housing 
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and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $786,000. 

Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, New York: 

Housing and community facilities, $1,491,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp¬ 

shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

community facihties, $661,000. 

Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Cahfomia: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

and traming facilities, housing and conununity facilities, and 

land acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and trainmg facihties, supply facihties, and housing 

and community facihties, $2,791,000. 

Westover Ah' Force Base, Chicopee FaUs, Massachu¬ 

setts: Operational and training facihties, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, supply facihties, administrative facihties, housing and 
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community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $815,000. 

TACTICAL AIE COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main¬ 

tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$330,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: 

Operational and training facilities and maintenance facihties, 

$933,000. 

Bmiker Hill Air Force Base, Pern, Indiana : Operational 

and traiaing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

community facilities and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Operational 

and training facihties, maintenance facihties, housing and 

community facihties, and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenvihe. South Carolina: 

Operational and training facihties, $2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, admin¬ 

istrative facihties, and housing and community facilities, 

$2,919,000. 
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Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and bousing and connnunity facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

$2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,111,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and Housing and 

community facihties, $1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utihties 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Se5rmour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

Carolina: Operational and training facihties, maintenance 
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facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 

ties, $6,637,000. 

Shaw Ah’ Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facihties, and hous¬ 

ing and community facihties, $3,805,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $67,000. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations: Besearch, development and test fa¬ 

cihties, administrative facilities, and land acquisition, 

$1,240,000. 

AIECEAET CONTEOL AND WAENING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facihties, supply facihties, hospital and medical 

facihties, administrative facihties, housing, and community 

facilities, utihties and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition and family housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 

ALASKAN AIE COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facih¬ 

ties, maintenance facihties, and family housing, $14,984,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training fa¬ 

cihties, maintenance facihties, supply facihties, housing and 
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community facilities, and utilities and gToimd improvements, 

$5,444,000. 

Galena Arlield: Operational and training facilities and 

supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

King- Salmon Air])ort: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, 

supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$7,055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

$6,628,000. 

IWR EAST ATT? FORC^ES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational 

and training facilities, $991,000. 

flohnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: 

Operational and training facilities and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $724,000. 

A^arious locations: Operational and training facilities, 

inaintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medi¬ 

cal facilities, utilities and ground im])rovements, land acqui¬ 

sition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 
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munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$55,859,000. 

NOETHEAST AIE COMMAND 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital arid medical 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and family housing, $70,250,000. 

steategtc ate command 

Andersen Air Force Base, (iuam: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

$14,000. 

IS'orthwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facilities and maintenance facilities, $229,000. 

Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Eico: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 

$1,523,000. 

UNITED STATES AIE FOECES IN EUEOPE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

prefabricated structures, $97,123,000. 
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Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may estab¬ 

lish or develop classified military installations and facili¬ 

ties by accpiiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 

installing permanent or temporary public works, including 

land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 

equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 

(ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended by the addition of 

the following: ‘‘The Secretary of the Air Force is author¬ 

ized to procure communication services required for the 

Semiautomatic Ground Environment System. No contract 

for such services may be for a period of more than ten 3^ears 

from the date communication services are first furnished 

under such contract. The maximum contingent liability of 

the Government under termination provisions of contracts 

authorized hereunder may not at any time exceed $222,- 

000,000. In procuring such services, the Secretary of the 

Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent the facihties and 

capabilities of communication common carriers, including 

cooperatives, within their respective service areas.” 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended, under the headmg “Continental 

United States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “aie defense command”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 
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Fort Myers, Florida, strike out “$11,577,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) witli respect to Duluth ^Municipal Aii-port, 

Duluth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site, North 

Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$7,709,000”. 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis¬ 

consin, airbase to be known as “Ivichard Bong Air 

Force Base”, strike out “$16,608,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, 

Coraopolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air FMrce Base, San 

Eafael, California, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,656,000”. 

(8) with respect to McGliee-Tyson Airport, Knox¬ 

ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$817,000”. 

(9) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike 
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out “$5,339,000’’ and insert in place thereof “$6,- 

603,000”. 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Niagara Falls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000”. 

(11 ) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, 

Everett, Washington, strike out “$1,039,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie mateeiel command”— 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie teaining command”— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 

Greenville, Mississippi, strike out “$349,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$500,000”. 

(3) wdth respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out “$1,557,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,837,000”. 25 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

54 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Porce Base, Sher¬ 

man, Texas, strike out “$956,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Bandolph Air Force Base, 

San Antonio, Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$730,000”. 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belle¬ 

ville, Illinois, strike out $1,247,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, 

Panama City, Florida, strike out “$478,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

Oklahoma, strike out “$871,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, 

Chandler, Arizona, strike out “$1,045,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie univeesity” With respect 

to Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike 

out “$2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “co^^^tinental aie com¬ 

mand”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San 
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Antonio, Texas, strike out “$590,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Mar¬ 

ietta, Georgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$859,000”. 

Under the subheading “militaey air transport serv¬ 

ice”—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charles¬ 

ton, South Carolina, strike out “$4,032,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “research and development 

cojmmand”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 

Muroc, California, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Eesearch Facility, 

Hartford, Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, 

Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, 

Abilene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,656,000”. 
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(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Eorce Base, 

Eapid City, South Dakota, strike out ‘‘$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, 

Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$5,885,000”. 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savan¬ 

nah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert in 

]dace thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under the subheading “tactical air command”— 

With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash¬ 

ington, strike out “$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and warn¬ 

ing system”—With respect to “Various locations” stnke 

out “$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof “$120,- 

382,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 
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1 amended, under the heading ‘‘Outside Continental 

2 United States” in section 301, as follows: 

3 (1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub- 

4 heading “alaskan air command” strike out “$356,- 

5 000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000”. 

6 (2) With respect to “Various locations” under the 

7 subheading “aircraft control and warning sys- 

8 tem” strike out “$98,552,000” and insert in place 

9 thereof “$170,552,000”. 

10 (c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

11 amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the 

12 amounts “$743,989,000”, “$458,563,000” and “$1,207,- 

13 902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$800,913,000”, 

Id “$532,454,000” and “$1,338,717,000”, respectively. 

15 (d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended. 

Id under the heading “Continental United States” in 

I"' section 301, as follows: Under the subheading “air defense 

Id command” with respect to Klamath Falls Airport, Klamath 

19 Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” and insert m place 

20 thereof “$5,077,000”. 

21 (e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, 

22 is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 

23 the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” and in- 

2d sorting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,- 

25 949,000”, respectively. 
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TITLE IV 

GENEEAIi PEOVISIONS 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each mihtary department 

may proceed to establish or develop installations and facilities 

under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 

3734 of the Kevised Statutes, as amended. The authority 

to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 

includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, 

planning and supervision incident to construction. That 

authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved 

under section 355 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended, and 

even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to 

provide family housing includes authority to acquire such 

land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the ap¬ 

proval of the Secretary of Defense, to be necessary in con¬ 

nection with that housing. The authority to acquu’e real 

estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to 

acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary 

use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, 

or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such 

sums as may he necessary for the purposes of this Act, but 

appropriations for public works projects authorized by titles 

I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 
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1 016,000; outside the United States, $29,763,000; 

2 section 102, $188,783,000; or a total of $304,562,000; 

3 (2) for title III Inside the United States, $292,- 

4 572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec- 

5 tion 203, $42,997,000, or a total of $397,194,000; and 

6 (3) for title III: Inside the United States, $661,- 

7 446,000; outside the United States, $312,834,000; sec- 

8 tion 302, $163,000,000; or a total of $1,137,280,000. 

9 Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 

10 III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con- 

11 cerned, be increased by 5 per centum for projects inside the 

12 United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

13 United States. However, the total cost of all projects in 

each such title may not be more than the total amount author- 

1^ ized to he appropriated for projects in that title. 

16 Sec. 404. Whenever— 

17 (1) the President determines that comphance with 

16 section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 

19 of 1947 (41 U. S. 0. 153 (c)) for contracts made 

26 under this Act for the establishment or development 

21 of military installations and facilities in foreign countries 

22 would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

23 ^2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade¬ 

quately auditing those contracts; 25 
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the President may exempt those contracts from the require¬ 

ments of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under 

this Act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a 

competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the 

national security will not be impaired and the award is 

consistent with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 

1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments 

may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding 

$5,000 in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and de¬ 

ficiency judgment awards) , which the Secretary concerned 

determines to he urgently required in the interests of national 

defense. The authorit}^ under this section may not, however, 

be used to acquire more than one ]:>arcel of land unless the 

parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

$5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military departments 

may, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, acquire, 

construct, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary 

public works, including site preparation, appurtenances, 

utilities, and equipment, to restore or replace facilities dam- 
( 

aged or destroyed in a total amount not to exceed 

$30,000,000. 

Sec. 408 (a) Under such regulations as may be pre- 
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scribed by tlie Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of the 

military departments may expend out of appropriations 

available for military construction such amounts as may l)e 

required for the establishment and development of military 

installations and facihties by acquiring constructing (except 

family quarters), converting, rehabihtating, or installing 

permanent or temporary public works determined to be 

urgently required, including site preparation, appurtenances, 

utilities, and equipment, for projects not otherwise authorized 

by law when the cost of the project is in excess of $25,000 

but not in excess of $200,000, subject to the following 

limitations: 

(1) 1^0 such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance 

by the Secretary of Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$25,000 shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretaiy of the military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any 

project authorized under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to 

family quarters ma}^ not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year 

at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military departments may 

expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 
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operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 
\ 

would otherwise he authorized to be accomplished under 

subsection (a). 

(c) The Secretary of Defense shall report in detail 

semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the 

Senate and the House of Eepresentatives with respect to 

the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 

(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 

853, 856; 34 U. S. 0. 559), is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through 

the Secretary of a military department, may provide family - 

housing for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 

certain commissioned officers and enlisted personnel attached 

to his staff by the construction or rehabilitation of five sets 

of family housing, and emergency communication facihties, 

without regard to the second proviso of section 3 of the Act 

of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the 

Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $300,000 available to 

the military departments for military construction may be 
% 

utihzed for the purposes of this section without regard to the 

limitations on the cost of family housing otherwise prescribed 

by law. 



63 

1 Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

2 military public works to be accomplished by the Secretary 

3 of a military department in connection with the establisb- 

4 ment or development of military installations and facilities, 

5 and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

6 contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

' 7 superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization are 

8 repealed, except— 

9 (1) authorizations for public works and for appro- 

10 priations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

11 titles that contain the general provisions; 

12 (2) authorizations for public works projects as to 

13 which appropriated funds have been obligated in whole 

14 or in part before July 1, 1957, and authorizations for 

15 appropriations therefor; 

16 (3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

17 family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 

18 contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

19 second Congress; and 

20 (4) the authorizations for public works and the 

21 appropriation of funds that are contained in the National 

22 Defense Eacihties Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 

23 881 and the following). 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the 24 
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1 Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, 

2 is further amended to read as follows: 

3 “In addition to family housing and community facilities 

4 otherwise authorized to he constructed or acquired by the 

5 Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author- 

6 ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

7 of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

8 family housing for occupancy as pubhc quarters, and com- 

9 munity facilities, in foreign countries through housing and 

10 community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

11 to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

12 the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 

13 Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 

14 commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Cor- 

15 p oration.” 

16 (b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the 

17 Secretaries of the military departments such amounts other 

18 than foreign currencies as are necessary for the constiiic- 

19 tion, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing 

20 and community facilities projects in foreign countries that 

21 are authorized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 

22 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so 

23 appropriated for any such project may not be more than 

21 25 per centum of the total cost of that project. 



65 

1 Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 

2 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

3 ‘‘Sec. 515. Dnring the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 

4 1958 the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Eorce, re- 

5 spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or 

6 near military tactical installations for assignment as public 

7 quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, 

8 without rental charge upon a determination by the Secre- 

9 tary of Defense or his designee that there is a lack of ade- 

10 quate housing facilities at or near such military tactical in- 

11 stallations. Such housing facilities shall he leased on a family 

12 or individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

13 such units may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 

14 for the rental for such housing facilities may be made out of 

15 appropriations available for maintenance and operation but 

16 may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit. 

17 Sec. 413. The net floor area limitations prescribed by 

18 section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. 0. 626p) 

19 do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

20 to be constructed at the United States Air Eorce Academy 

21 by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

22 area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 

23 five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent; 

24 three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; 
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and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for 

each of forty-four units for department heads. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facihties 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 882), is further 

amended by striking out clause (a) and inserting in place 

thereof the following: 

“ (a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, con¬ 

struct, expand, rehabilitate, convert and equip such 

facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to ef¬ 

fectuate the purposes of this Act, except that expendi¬ 

tures for the leasing of property for such purposes may 

be made from appropriations otherwise available for the 

pa5Tnent of rentals and without regard to the monetary 

limitation otherwise imposed by this section 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

at a mihtary installation under title IV of the Housing 

Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

Act to provide housing at that installation may be exercised 

at other military installations of the department concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments 

are authorized to contract for the storage, handhng, and 

distribution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five 

years, with option to renew for additional periods not ex- 
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1 ceeding five years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. 

2 This authority is limited to facilities which conform to the 

3 criteria prescribed hy the Secretary of Defense for protec- 

4 tion, including dispersal, and also are included in a program 

5 approved hy the Secretary of Defense for the protection of 

6 petroleum facilities. Such contracts may provide that the 

7 Government at the expiration or termination thereof shall 

8 have the option to purchase the facility under contract with- 

9 out regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 or the Revised 

10 Statutes, as amended, and prior to approval of title to the 

11 underlying land hy the Attorney General: Provided further, 

12 That the Secretaries of the mfiitary departments shall re- 

13 port to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 

the House of Representatives with respect to the names 

of the contractors and the terms of the contracts, the reports 

to he furnished at times and in such form as may be agreed 

upon between the Secretaries of the military departments 

and the Committees on Armed Services. 

19 Sec. 417. In the design of the family housing and other 

29 repetitive-t3rpe buildings in the Continental United States 

21 authorized by this Act, the military departments shall, to 

22 the extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular 

2^ design in order that the facility may be built by conven- 

21 tional construction, on site fabrication or factory fabrication, 

2^ whichever the successful bidder may elect. 
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8ec. 418. (a) Notwitlistariding the provisions of any 

other law, no contract shall l)e entered into by the United 

States for the constrnction of family housing units by or 

for the use of military or civilian personnel of any of the 

military services of the Department of Defense unless such 

housing has been justified to the Armed Services Commit¬ 

tees of the Senate and House of llepresentatives. 

(b) Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law 

no mortgage covering an}" of the housing referred to in sub- 
I 

section (a) of this section shall be insured by any agency 

of the United States where such mortgage extends for a 

period in excess of twenty years. 

Sec. 419. Section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 

1955 is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 404. Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his 

designee deem it necessary for the purposes of this title, he 

may acquire by purchase, donation, or other means of trans¬ 

fer (but not by condemnation), any land or (with the ap¬ 

proval of the Federal Housing Commissioner) any housing 

financed with mortgages insured under the provisions of 

title VIII of the National Housing Act as in effect prior 

to the enactment of the Housing Amendments of 1955. 

The purchase price of any such housing shall not exceed 

the actual cost (as that term is defined in section 227 (c) 

of tlie National Housing Act with respect to new con- 
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1 struction) of the housing as determined by the Commissioner 

2 less depreciation thereon at a rate of 2 per centum per an- 

3 num, less the amount of accumulated unexpended reserves 

4 for replacement, and less the principal amount and accrued 

5 interest under any mortgage or other indebtedness outsand- 

6 ing thereon and assumed by the Government. Property 

7 acquired under this section may be occupied, used and im- 

8 proved for the purposes of this section prior to the approval 

9 of title by the Attorney General, as required by section 355 

10 of the Kevised Statutes, as amended. The authority so to 

11 acquire housing may be exercised by acquiring the capital 

12 stock of a corporation owning and operating housing financed 

13 with mortgages insured under the provisions of title III 

II of the National Housing Act as in effect prior to the en- 

15 actment of the Housing Amendments of 1955, but without 

16 deduction for such reserves for replacement as are held by 

17 the corporation at the time of the transfer of the capital stock 

18 to the Government.” 
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11. 

i^SCHOOL MILKj PRUOELLOSIS ERADICATION, Reps, Andresen and Bymes ^irged irnn.ediate 
iideration in conference of H, R.fi320, to extend the school-milk and 

icellosis eradication prcgrams,, and stiggested that the House accept the Sen- 
^amendrrents thereto, pp. Ii.208_, U2l6 / 

/ 
RECLA'-i^ION. The "Dail^/- Digest" states: "Conferees, in executive ses^on, 
agreed \p file a conference report on the differences between the Ge^te- and 
House-pa^ed versions of G, ^00, providing for construction, opera^on, and 
inaintenance of the Colorado River Storage Project and participati^ projects. 
The confere^^ agreed to accept most of the House amendments to t^ne bill. 
Gome other ag^eem.ents were; (l) Total authorization of 67^0 ^lion, (2) de¬ 
letion of Echo'Park provisions of the bill, (3) conditional ^thorization of 
Curecanti Dam, C-plo., and (U) minor adjustm.ents in the biiyas to compliance 

with Colorado River compact, D2U3 

12. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION. The Anted Cervices Cominittec reported with am.endmant 
H. R. 9893, to authorize certain construction at military installations (H, 
Rept, 1890). p. U265 One provision of the bill authorises the use by the 
Secretary of Defense in military family housing in foreign countries to uti- 

J lize foreign currencies for such purposes, not to exceed , 290 million acquired 
pursuant to provisions of Public Law U80 or through other commodity transactions 

of the CCC, 

13, PERSONNEL. Both Houses received Xrcm the resident the annual report of the 
Civil Service Comiinissien (H. Doc,^93); to the Post Office and Civil Service 

Committees, pp. U2l6, U26B 

lU. FOOD AW DRUGS. The Subccmmittee No,/5\cf the Judiciary Ccmimittee ordered re¬ 
ported to the full Committee with aitendment H. Con. Res, 20l|, to provide for 
the commemoration of the 90th amlversaiTrypf the national ptjre food, drug, and 

cosm.etic law. p, D2U2 

19, LIVESTOCK AMD MEATS, Received'^frcm the rroman’X^^^Club of Hughesville, Pa,, a 
petition urging early consijieration of H, R,89^, to provide for humane 

slaughter methods, p. h2^i 

.6, FCREI®f TRADE. Rep, La^ criticized measures provid^ig for U. S. m.embership in 
the ore and alleged tjsrat such membership would be a ut^arpation of the pov;ers 

of the Congress, p^U222 

inserted several 
pbinson-Patman Act 

17. SMALL BUSINESS, R^p. Patman spoke in favor of H. R. 11 ail 
letters from f o^ earners and processors favorable to the 

and urging it^trengthening, p, k2hl 

18. LEGISLATIVE/rcGRAM. The Acting Majority Leader stated that on\on., Mjr. 19^ 
the Consent Calendar wo’ild be called and the D. C, appropriationfer 9tr 
would be^considered; and on Tues., March 20, H. R. ICCOU, the second suple- 

m^entaL^ppropriaticn bill for 1996 and H. R. 9770, the D. C. 
1996Xould be considered, and the Private Calendar would be called, 

19. AD^URNED until Mon., Mar. 19. pp. U211, U26U 
\ 

ITEMS IN APPENDIX 
\ 

C COUGHrcSSKJNAL COTOTESY, Extension of remarks of Rep. Dague stating that 'I 
have a sp/eciel. repugnance towiard using the privilege of a congre^sicna 



\ / 
\ - 

Vcoiranittefi as a license to browbeat a witness, regardless of whether he belongs 
\p ity political party or that of the opposition," and inserting Roscoe Drum¬ 
mond's article, "Crude Treatment of Secretan?' Benson At Hearing A Blot on Ccn- 
gre55s," describing the proceedings of the House Agriculture Comr'iittee hearing 
on thp farm bill, p, A205>6 (Cong« Rec. March 6, 1956). ■ 

\ 
21, LOBBTIITGV Sen, Johnson inserted several newspaper articles favoring controls 

on lobby^g and election contribution practices, p, A2321 

’\ 

22, NATIONAL FORESTS, Extension of remarks of Rep, Westland commending the annual 
rep®rb of the\Forest Service on the Olymipic National Forest, p, A2322 

23# FAI'ilLY-SIZE FiiRI-l;\ Extension of remarks of Rep, Avery analyzing the provisions 
©f his bill, H, R, 9861, to restore economic security to’ the family-size 
farming operations''and stating that "one of the weaknesses of the present 
price-support progr^ is that it results in the payment of ridiculously high 
loans to the big operatoro.." p. A2323 

, , , 1' 2a, U-H CLUBS, Sen, Stennis i^nGerted a newspaper editorial comm.ending the a-H r 
Clubs and stating "there is no finer or more importa-t work anywhere aimed at \ 
training young people." p,'.A2328 

25« FARM PROGRAM, Reps, Bentle-^r and Harrison (Va,) inserted copies of question¬ 
naires which have been sent to their constituent's requesting their opirJ.on on 
certain programs, including pricf^., mipports, the soil-bank plan and a food- 
stamp plan, pp, A2329, A2330 M 

Rep. McGregor inserted a poll ^^en by the Ohio Farm Bureau Federation, 
Inc, discussing the farm problems, jj', A2330, 

Rep, Roosevelt inserted Murray D,\Lincoln's, pres,, of CARE, statem.ent 
before the Jt. Committee on the Econemd.6-. Report on food and agriculture 
problems, stating that food figures in almost every economic and social problem 
and that "farmers desperately need benefit's right now on the income side," 
p, A23UO 

Rep, Adair inserted a newspaper editorial, favoring the administration's 
proposed soil-bank program which will provide '^^ffective tools" for dealing 
with agriculture's more,'pressing problems, p, A^3i4.9 

26, rOGTAL RATED, Rep, Canfield inserted Postmaster Ge^ral Gummerfield's state¬ 
m.ent before the House Post Office and Civil Service ’Gommdttee in support of 
H, R, 9228, to adjust postal rates, p, A233U 

27, ELECTRIFIGATICN, Rep, Sikes inserted a newspaper editorial, "A Blessing to 
Rural Residents: Electricity Has Worked A Miracle," ccmm.ending REA cooperative 
programs, p, A23U7 

Rep, Baker inserted a newspaper editorial stating that unity can prevent 
a power shortage in the TVA, p. A237^ 

28, TEXTILE REPORT, Rep, Lane inserted a newspaper editorial stating that the Hew 
England Governors' Textile Comiinittee on the Textile Industry has warned that 

are threatened by a two-price agricultural system, which would m.ake raw 
pflaterials available to foreign competitors at low prices," and stating that if 
'^this Department's proposed cotton program succeeds "it will be at the expense 
cf this country's cotton textile industry," p, A23L7 

^9, BUDGET5 ACCCTOTB'G. Extension cf remarks of Rep, Lipscomb favoring S, 3199 and 
H, R. 9^■^02, to Dinprove govenimental budgeting and accounting methods and 

inserting former President Hoover's address va-ging these I’etoims, 
p, A235a. 



84th Congress ) HOUSE OF KEPKESENTATIVES j Report 
2d Session J ( No. 1890 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR THE MILITARY 

DEPARTMENTS 

March 15, 1956.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State' 

of the Union and order to be printed 

Mr. Vinson, from the Committee on Armed Services, submitted the' 

following 

REPORT 

[To accompany H. R. 9893] 

The Committee on Armed Services, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9893) to authorize certain construction at military instal¬ 
lations, and for other purposes, having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon with an amendment and recommend that the bill 
as amended do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 
On page 15, following line 20, insert the following language: 

Naval air facility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Maryland: Land ac¬ 
quisition, and plans for specifications for aviation facilities, $4,000,000. 

Purpose of the Amendment 

During the consideration of the military construction program as 
originally presented, the committee struck from the bill the item 
relating to John H. Towers Field. Upon further deliberation, and 
because of the insertion of an amendment (sec. 202) which will permit 
the committee to have a voice in the site selected for this installation, 
the item was inserted in H. R. 9893, not as an installation at a parti(> 
ular site but rather as an authorization for the construction which 
will be involved in whatever location is finally determined upon. 

Purpose of the Bill 

The purpose of this bill is to provide construction and other related 
authority for the military departments within and outside the United 
States. 

71006—56- 1 
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Total authorizations granted 

BRIEF OF AUTHORIZATIONS 

Title I (Army); 
Inside continental United States_ $86, 016, 000 
Outside continental United States_ 29, 763, 000 
Classified_ 188, 783, 000 

Total_ 304, 562, 000 

Title II (Navy): 
Inside continental United States_ 296, 572, 000 
Outside continental United States. __ 61, 625, 000 
Classified_ 42, 997, 000 

Total_ 401, 194, 000 

Title III (Air Force): 
Inside continental United States_ 661, 446, 000 
Outside continental United States_ 312, 834, 000 
Classified_ 163, 000, 000 

Total- 1, 137, 280, 000 
Title IV: 

Housing, Chairman, JCS_ 300, 000 
Housing, surplus commodities_ 150, 000, 000 
Emergency construction_ 30, 000, 000 

Grand total- 2, 023, 336, 000 

In addition to the authorities enumerated above, the bill, through 
amendments of prior public works laws, grants additional authorit}^ 
to the Army in the amount of $485,000 for increased costs at Fort 
Jay, N. Y., and Adak, Alaska. Also, authority is provided to the 
extent of $25,000 for a study relating to the San Jacinto Ordnance 
Depot, Tex. 

Similarly, in the Navy title of the bill, additional authority, through 
amendments of prior public works laws, is granted in the amount of 
$1,150,000 which covers increased costs at various stations enumerated 
in the bill. In addition, authority in the amount of $100,000 is 
granted for the initiation of emergency studies relating to the locatioa 
of three facilities. 

In the case of the Air Force, the amendments to prior laws total 
$131,759,000 for increases in construction costs for both classified 
facilities and specific locations which are enumerated in the bill. 

The grand total of all authorities granted by the bill is, therefore, 
$2,156,730,000. 

Title I—-Army 

Brief of authorizations 
Title I (Army): 

Inside continental United States_ $86, 016, 000 
Outside continental United States_ 29, 763,’ 000 
Classified- 188^ 783^ 000 

Total- 304, 562, 000 

The Army would be authorized $304,562,000 in this bill exclusive of 
authorities contained in sections 103, and 105. This military con¬ 
struction Army authorization request is only 55 percent of that granted 
by the Congress for fiscal year 1956. 

It is the understanding of the committee that the authorization 
request as submitted by the Department of the Army was predicated 
on the following considerations: 
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) 

(a) The sum of $36.6 million or 12 percent of the total request for 
construction in support of the Army’s role, in guided missile, ballistic 
missile, and rocket development. This phase of the request includes 
$25 million for the construction of facilities for the intermediate range 

ballistic missile. , r ^ ^ t. 
(b) The sum of $136.9 million or 45 percent of the total request 

for tactical defense key cities, bases, and industi-ial centers m the 
continental United States and key bases overseas includmg A ike 
defense facilities and a limited increment of gun-site requirements. 
Also the sum of $8.5 million or 2.7 percent for tactical support facilities 
in the continental United States. j i? -i 

(c) The sum of $22.1 million or 7.2 percent for troop and family 
housing and community support facilities. In this connection the 
committee notes that the authorization request includes only 3,875 
permanent enlisted men’s barracks spaces and 196 units ot family 

housing.he ^ million or 4.8 percent for facilities m support 

of Army aviation. 
(e) the sum of $48.3 million or 15.9 percent for overseas con¬ 

struction, exclusive of tactical facilities, in Okinawa, Alaska, Carib¬ 
bean, Hawaii, Germany, United Kingdom, and Italy. 

(f) The balance of the program, $37.7 million or 12 4 percent, for 
other essential construction of facilities in the fields of research and 
devUopraent, training, medical, and communications necessary to the 
accomplishment of the Army’s mission. 

A breakdown of the program by broad categories is as iollows: 

Program by categories 

[In thousands] 

Continental 
United 
States 

Outside con¬ 
tinental 
United 
States 

Total 

$108,844 .$51,160 $160,004 
27, 717 2.‘), 709 1,918 

33,907 0 33,907 

2,064 17,130 19,194 

3,543 727 4, 270 

11,158 183 11,341 

12,928 8,235 21,163 

6,518 19,094 25,612 

1,155 199 1,354 

205,916 98, 646 304, 562 

Tcch/Ti'icdt scV'V%ccs 
Ordnance Uorps.—Training facilities, storage facilities, research and 

development facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $8,73U,UUU 

or 2.9 percent. . „ 
Quartermaster Gorps.—Operational facilities mamtenance laci ities, 

administrative facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $3,5(Jl,UUU or 

^ ‘^OiemTcai 6'or^s.—Troop housing, community facility, operational 
facilities, storage facilities, research and development facilities, and 
utilities, $2,669,000 or 0.9 percent. 
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Signal Corps.—Troop housing, maintenance facilities, storage facili¬ 
ties, administrative facilities, and utilities, $6,856,000 or 2.3.percent. 

Corps oj Engineers.—Storage facility, training facility, operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, 
and utilities, $492,000 or 0.2 percent. 

Transportation Corps.—Operational facilities, maintenance facility, 
and utilities, $1,231,000 or 0.5 percent. 

Medical Corps.—Kesearch and development facility, and community 
facility, $4,209,000 or 1.4 percent. 

Continental armies 

First Army.—Land acquisition, training facilities, storage facilities, 
troop housing, and utilities, $2,151,000 or 0.7 percent. 

Second ^my.—Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, operational 
facilities, administrative facilities, community facilities, medical 
facility, troop housing, and utilities, $7,773,000 or 2.5 percent. 

Third Army.—^Administrative facilities, maintenance facihties, com- 
rnunications facilities, training facilities, community facility, trailer 
site facilities, land acquisition, troop housing, operational facilities 
storage facilities, and utilities, $9,066,000 or 3 percent. 

Fourth Amy.—Training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facihties, community facilities, storage facilities, troop hous¬ 
ing, and utilities, $11,931,000 or 4 percent. 

Fifth Amy.—Storage facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, training facilities, land acquisition,' communications facilities 
community facility, and utilities, $9,350,000 or 3.1 percent. 

Sixth Amy.—Community facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilicies, family housing, troop housing, research and development, 
storage facility, and utilities, $4,962,000 or 1.6 percent. 

Other continental areas 

Military District of Washington.—Academic facilities, $4,111,000 or 
1.3 percent. 

Armed Forces special weapons {various locations).—Utilities, $478 000 
or 0.2 percent. ’ 

Tactical site support facilities {various locations).—Administrative 
facihties, maintenance facilities, storage facilities, and land acouisition 
$8,506,000 or 2.8 percent. 

Overseas permanent and general areas 

Alaska.—Troop housing, maintenance facilities, storage facilities 
and training facilities, $7,222,000 or 2.4 percent. 

Okinawa. Storage facilities, operational facilities, maintenance 
iacUities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,000 or 0.2 percent. 

Pacific. Land acquisition, community facility, family housingr and 
utilities, $2,947,000 or 1 percent. ’ 

Panama Canal Zone.—Sewage disposal system for Army Navv 
and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000 or 0.3 percent. 

^ United States Army, Europe {various locations).—Operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, community facilities, storage facilities 
training facdities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 
housmg, and utilities, $17,994,000 or 5.9 percent 
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SECTION 102 

Included in this section is the authorization of $188,783,000 for 
establishment and development of classified Army installations and 
facilities or 61.6 percent. 

SECTION 103 

This section provides an increase of $485,000 in authorization to 
meet deficiencies granted under the provisions of prior public works 
laws for construction at Fort Jay, N. Y., and Adak, Alaska. 

SECTION 104 

This section declares as permanent military installations Camp 
Gordon, Ga.; Fort Jackson, S. C.; Camp Stewart, Ga.; Camp Chaffee, 
Ark.; and Fort Leonard Wood, AIo. The genesis of this section lies 
in the Clark board report which was made in 1953. That report 
recommended the establishment as permanent of a number of Army 
installations. The report has never been formally acted upon by a 
Secretary of the Army since 1953. Each year during the hearings oh 
military public works, the committee has queried the then Secretary 
of the Army as to what progress has been made with respect to deter¬ 
mination as to which of the Ai-my installations should be established 
as permanent. Each year the answer has been substantially the same, 
that is, that the matter was under study. While it is not an ordinarily 
exercised prerogative of Congress to establish military installations as 
permanent, it was the committee’s view that it should take upon itself 
at least a partial settlement of this problem by the affirmative action 
of establishing the named installations as permanent. The com¬ 
mittee studied carefully the physical assets and importance of the 
particular camps it selected for the action it took. The committee 
intends to continue its study in this respect and make further recom¬ 
mendations to the Congress in succeeding years if this is necessary. 

In view of the nature of the action which the committee has taken, 
it is felt that the Congress should be made aware in reasonable detail 
of the basis for the committee’s judgment. There are, therefore, set 
out below a brief statement of the Government’s investment, the 
number of troops at the installation and other pertinent detail with 
respect to all of the installations concerned. One installation has been 
selected as typical for a more detailed description. 

Installation 
Govern¬ 
ment in¬ 
vestment 

Acreage Troop 
strength 

Barracks 
space 

BOQ 
space 

Fort Jackson, S. C__ 
Camp Gordon, Ga-- 
Camp Stewart, Ga... 

$32, ins, 855 
39,308, 538 
23,461,269 
32,112,679 
56,482,560 

55,417 
55,607 

270,376 
73,181 

106,004 

21,323 
13,500 
4,174 

16,034 
25,027 

21, 587 
14,896 

1 600 
17,438 
32,777 

851 
1,800 

220 
1,290 
1,168 Fort Leonard Wood, Mo... 

Plus additional site facilities for an additional 16,000. 

At Camp Gordon, Ga., which has been selected as the typical in¬ 
stallation for more detailed description, there are in addition to the 
facilities listed above a 1,233-bed hospital, 534,000 square feet of 
covered storage, over 21,000 square feet of cold storage, over 17,000 
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square feet of ammunition storage, and 75,000 square yards of open 
storage. There are also 2 fieldhouses, 6 theaters, 2 guest houses, 3 
service clubs, 15 recreational halls, 3 baseball diamonds, 16 softball 
fields, 118 basketball courts, 4 tennis courts, 8 volleyball courts, 6-lane 
bowling alley, and 3 swhnming pools. Troop strengths at Camp 
Gordon have been as follows: 

1951 _ 23,000 1954_ 29,000 
1952 _ 21, 000 1955_ 26, 000 
1953 _ 26, 000 

Although the committee feels, and it so states above, that the action 
it has taken in declaring these installations permanent is unusual, it 
should not be understood that the action is unprecedented. The act 
of March 2, 1905, provides that “no military post within the United 
States shall be established without the express authority of Congress.” 
Although this act was subsequently repealed for certain technical 
reasons, its original enactment indicates clearly the realization that 
the establishment of military installations is a responsibility of the 
Congress and that the action taken in section 104 is consistent with 
a national policy extending back over 50 years. 

SECTION 105 

This section authorizes the Secretary of the Mmy to proceed with 
studies and planning relative to the siting of the ammunition depot 
located at San Jacinto, Tex. The location of facilities of this kind 
is dealt with in more detail later in this report. 

The committee notes that the Mm,y’s programing is predicated on 
a long-established sound system of master planning at permanent 
installations. This is highly desirable and indicative of efficient 
management. 

The committee also notes that the authorization position of the 
Army’s military public-works program has greatly improved in that 
only 6.5 percent of cumulative authorization will remain unfinanced 
at the close of fiscal year 1956. 

NIKE AND IRBM 

The committee wishes to deal briefly with two extremely important 
types of facilities in the Army portion of the bill. These are tactical 
facilities which would normally be included in the operational and 
training category, and a special requirement for facilities m support 
of the intermediate range ballistics missile which would normally be 
included under the category of research, development and test 
facilities. These two classes of facilities arc among the top priority 
items within the Department of the Ai’my program. 

Title I of the bill includes $136.9 minion for another increment 
toward the defense of the continental United States and key bases 
overseas. The urgencv of these items cannot be overemphasized. 
The items generally mclude expansion and improvement of the NIKE 
defense facilities of continental United States and key overseas bases 
and a limited increment of gun site requirements for the Regular 
Army and the National Guard. The program also provides for the 
initial mcrements of dual control firing systems and antiaircraft fire 
control centers designed to thicken the defense for cities, key industrial 
areas, and key military bases in the United States. 



AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 7 

r Secondly, the committee wishes to emphasize the need for tlie facil¬ 
ities in snpport of the intermediate range ballistics missile. The 
intermediate range ballistics missile program has created a demand for 
additional facilities over those previously planned for the Army’s 
missile development program. The $25 million requirement included 
in title I mcludes facilities for development of guidance and control 
components, fabrication of missile prototypes, user-test activities, 
laboratory and engmeering technical and administrative functions, 
launching facilities, range instrumentation, and utilities and other 
support items. These facilities are command reqiiuements. 

Title II—Navy 

Brief of authorizations 

Title II (Navy): 
Inside continental United States- 
Outside continental United States- 
Classified_ 

Total_ 401,194,000 

This bill would authorize the Navy to accomplish various public 
works projects in the total amount of $401,194,000. The program 
the Navy has presented this year is a segment of its long range plan 
to modernize its Shore Establishment in phase with the technological 
improvements that have been made, and are in the making, for its 
ships, aircraft and weapons; to increment the development of several 
strategic overseas stations; and to replace certain badly deteriorated 
structures 

Authorization would be included in the bill to establish 4 R6W 
installations—2 new air stations for operation of jet au’craft, 1 
at Meridian, Miss., for advanced training of naval aviators, and 1 
operational station for direct support of the fleet at Lemoore, Calit. 
A new radio station on the east coast as a counterpart of a station 
established several years ago at Jim Creek in Snohomish County, 
VVash., is the third of the new installations. The fourth new installa¬ 
tion the committee believes, deserves special mention, and that is 
the ’establishment of a field for the Naval Academy to be called 
John H. Towers Field. In approving this facility the committee 
wants to make it clear that it does not thereby designate a particulai 
site for the facility, since the selection will ultimately be based upon 
the recommendations made to the Armed Services Coniiiiittees 
completion of the study contemplated by section 202 of the bill. 
In addition, a site used during World War ll as a small seaplane 
is to be established as the site of a new seaplane base. It wdl be 
developed for training naval personnel in the operation of the large 
and fast, jet-propelled seaplane, the Seamaster. , , ■ • 

Family housing for 396 units is included in tlie bill for na,val activi¬ 
ties at overseas locations. The Navy made no plans for family housing 
at its continental United States activities since it is considering the 
feasibility of utilizing existing authorization under the Capehart 
amendment to the National Housing Act. . . , 

Approximately 4 percent of the program is devoted to provision ol 
facilities for improvement of morale, welfare and recrealion ol naval 
and Marine Corps personnel. The limited amount of facilities pro¬ 
posed in this field are for isolated continental United States and 
overseas stations. 

$296, 572, 000 
61, 625, 000 
42, 997, 000 
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The committee deleted from the bill authorization for provision of 
the first increment of certain aviation facilities proposed by the Navy 
at an estimated cost of $8 million at a classified location overseas. 
The decision on this project was deferred pending a committee report 
of a study on the overall military requirements at the area involved. 

In keeping with the advancements in special types of weapons in 
being and planned, the bill would authorize in excess of $34 million 
to provide facilities for storage and maintenance of, and operational 
training with, guided missiles. Other types of weapons have not been 
neglected as the bill would authorize provision of facilities for storage j 
and maintenance of other advanced as well as conventional types. | 

Wlien analyzed on a functional basis the program may be broken 
down as follows: 

Category Amount 
(in millions) 

Percent of 
total pro¬ 

gram 

Operational facilities___ $265.5 
66.1 
12.1 
9.1 

15.8 
20.9 
5.4 
6.3 

65.8 
16.6 
3.0 
2.3 
4.0 
5.3 
1.4 
1.6 

Troop housing and messing - . 
Training facilities__ 
Research and development facilities.._ . 
Morale, welfare, and recreation facilities__ 
Uand acquisition ..... 
Flight-path clearance___ 
Family housing.__ 

Total___ 401.2 

The Navy program is composed of the following 11 classes: 

1. Shipyard jacilities 

The total amount in this class is $45,219,000. Authorization in 
that amount is required for provision of plans of facilities for docking 
and repair of battle damage to aircraft carriers of the Forrestal class, 
foi replacement of deteriorated waterfront facilities, for development 
of facilities for basing minecraft, for ship repair facilities, for remedial 
measures to safeguard shipyard facilities against inundation resulting 
from land subsidence, and for research and development in the fields 
of mine warfare and related matters. 

2. Fleet base Jacilities 

For this class the total authorization is $21,221,000. The proposed 
facilities are required to provide direct support to the operating forces. 
Approxirnately 60 percent of the facilities are needed for piers to im¬ 
prove existing unacceptable servicing conditions at several stations. 
A large portion of the remainder of the program is required to replace 
badly deteriorated ^Vorld War II barracks. Facilities for improve- 
rnent of the utilities systems at several stations comprise the balance 
of the program. 

3. Aviation facilities 

Over 50 percent of the program is for aviation facilities. The 
amount of the authorization for this class is $205,450,000. It is 
comprised of 4 types of activities in the continental United States 
and 1 for overseas, broken down as follows: 

{a) Naval air training stations.—Authorization for this program 
totids $20,204,000. A major feature of this program is the provision 
ol the first increment of facilities for development of a new station at 
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Meridian, Miss., for advanced training of naval aviators. The re¬ 
mainder is needed in the incremented modernization of the trainina: 

stations. . . » ■ • u- 
(b) Fleet support air stations.—Authorization for stations in this 

group totals $93,885,000. Stations in the group directly support fleet 
operations and are required chiefly for carrier-type aircraft based at 
the master jet complexes, but include facilities at stations for opera¬ 
tion of reconnaissance and antisubmarine warfare aircraft. Several 
stations in this group are of particular interest this year. One is a new 
station at Lemoore, Calif., to be designed on a concept that will pro- 
vicl6 for highly efficient iiiicl economic^il baso oporation of aircraft, free 
of danger from encroachment into the low flight path of high-perform¬ 
ance jet aircraft, by civilian communities and industries. A second 
station is to be, in effect, a new development. It is to be located at 
the. site of a small World War II seaplane base and is to be used for 
operation of the jet Seamas ter seaplanes. . . , i n- 

(c) Marine Corps air stations.—Authorization is included in the bill 
I in the amount of $36,973,000 for the continued modernization and 
^ development of facilities designed to meet the particular requirements 

of the Marine Corps air arm. The stations involved are master jet 
and supporting stations. The major portion of the improvements are 
needed to support the Marine Corps groups recently returned from 

overseas operations. . . , , .... 
id) Special-purpose air stations.—The bill includes authorization in 

the amount of $13,416,000 for stations in this group. As the name 
implies, these stations perform special missions in the field of naval 
aviation. About 45 percent of the program is to provide facilities 
for research and development in the field of catapults and arresting 
gear. All but a minor portion of the remainder of the program is for 
facilities for research and development of guided missiles and other 
airborne weapons. The new John H. Towers field, referred to pre¬ 
viously, is in this category. 

(e) Overseas air stations.—Authorization lor this group totals 
$40,972,000. Family housing for stations in this group consists of 3^ 
units which is approximately 83 percent of the family housing in the 
overall Navv program. Also included in this program are facilities 
for extension of the continental defense program; and aviation facilities 

[) required for strategic purposes. 

J. Supply facilities 
Authorization in the amount of $19,244,000 is included in the bill 

for this class of facilities. Approximately 4 percent of that amount is 
to provide minor improvements at^ 4 established activities m conti¬ 
nental United States, while the balance, 96 percent, is for faphties at 
overseas activities. $11.6 million, or 61 percent of the total for this 
class is proposed for facilities which will permit consolidation at a 
single new site in the naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands oi the 
manifold supply functions required at this large, strategic naval com¬ 
plex. The other facilities in this program consist of 2 projects lor 
storage of petroleum products and for provision of 19 units of family 
housing for key personnel overseas. 

S. Marine Corps facilities 
The bill provides for authorization in the amount of $23,372,000 for 

this class of facilities, all of which is for continental United States 

H. Kept. 1890, 84-2-2 
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activities. Approximately 78 percent of the total amount is for east 
and west coast installations needed for training officers and men of the 
Marine Corps ground forces. The balance of the proposed facilities 
are required for the incremented development of east and west coast 
supply centers. 

6. Ordnance facilities 

Authorization in the hill for this class of facilities totals $26,356,000. 
Sixty-seven percent of this program is to provide guided missile 
storage and ammunition storage facilities at various continental and 
overseas activities. A major project in the program is to provide 
aviation and related facilities required for development and test of 
rockets used by aeronautical components of the Navy. The balance 
of this program is to provide the remaining family housing units, 48 
in number, of the overall Navy program. 

7. Service school facilities 

Authorization for this class of facilities is $29,298,000. This pro¬ 
gram is confined to continental United States activities. Nearly 100 
percent of it is to provide facilities required in the training of naval 
personnel. A major share of this program, approximately 70 percent, 
is to be applied toward construction of adequate structures to replace 
deteriorated, obsolete facilities built for temporarv use in World 
War II. 

8. Medical facilities 

This class of facilities includes only 2 projects for which the proposed 
authorization amounts to $12,787,000. Of that amount, $57,000 is to 
provide for an elevator in the naval hospital at Portsmouth, N. H., 
adequate for hospital use. The remainder of the authorization would 
provide for construction of a modern 800-bed hospital designed for 
future expansion to 1,500-bed capacity. Plans for construction of 
this hospital at the Great Lakes, Ilk, naval complex were authorized 
by the Congress last year. 

9. Communications facilities 

Authorization in the amount of $11,713,000 is in the bill for this 
class of facilities. One of the projects included in the program is the 
first increment for a new radio station in Maine to compare in func¬ 
tion with the Navy’s powerful station at Jim Creek, Wash., estab¬ 
lished shortly after the end of World War II. Facilities for 1 station 
on the east and 1 on the west coast are required m the Navy’s modern¬ 
ization program, for aiitoinatic message relay and for enhancement 
of security of communications. The balance of the program is to 
provide minor improvements at four stations and for the orderly, 
planned development of the naval communication facility at the 
biibic Bay, Philippine Islands, Naval Base complex. 

10. Office of Naval Research facilities 

Authorization in the bill for this class of facilities amounts to 
$1,300,000, and is required for research on a specialized project. 

11. Yards and Docks facilities 

Authorization in arnount of $5,334,000 is included in the bill for 
this class of facilities, including $100,000 for a special study which is 
covered in section 202 of the bill. The other proposed facilities are 
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the replacement of an unsafe, deteriorated timber wharf and con¬ 
struction of a specialized warehouse to support overseas base develop¬ 
ment and maintenance, and for certain utilities systems. 

SECTION 202 

The committee inserted a new section in the bill which would 
authorize the Secretai’y of the Navy to obtain, by contract, engineer¬ 
ing studies which will enable him to report to the Committees on 
Armed Services with respect to tlnee installations. 

The first of these relates to the naval air station, Norfolk, Va. The 
Navy has stated for the past 2 years that it has an urgent require¬ 
ment for a bombing target in the general area of Norfolk, Va., and 
had selected Parramore Island for this purpose. There has, however, 
been strong local opposition to the acquisition of this island for prac¬ 
tice bombing purposes notwithstanding the fact that no live bombs 

would be used. . i • 
The second installation involved in the study is the naval magazine. 

Port Chicago, Calif. This installation is the subject of a separate 
subcommittee report which has been approved by the Armed Services 
Committee and will be dealt with, therefore, in this report only 
briefly. Suffice it to say that the magazine performs an important 
inloading and outloading activity in the San Francisco area. Within 
the 2-mile safety distance of the piers at the magazine lie the town of 
Port Chicago, the town of Nichols, and small portions of other towns. 
The bill as submitted proposed that these towns, portions of towns, 
and other enterprises within the 2-mile radius be purchased by the 
United States at a cost of $22,500,000. The subcommittee report 
which was made after an on-the-ground survey and the holding of 
public bearings recommended that the Secretary of the Navy be 
requested to initiate an objective study of the situation at Port 
Chicago m order to determine whether, taking all pertinent matters 
into consideration, the magazine should be moved to another location. 

The third installation is the proposed John H. Towers Field. This 
field would be established in connection with the Naval Academy 
and would be used for the training and indoctrination of midshipmen 
in matters relating to naval air. Again, as in the case of Parramore 
Island, strong local opposition arose with respect to the location 
selected by the Navy. . -n -j 

The study, then, which is the subject of section 202, will provide 
an objective analysis of the many problems connected with these 
three existing or proposed installations and will enable the committee 
and the Congress to determine the action which should be taken. 

Title III—^Air Force 

Brief of authorizations 

Title III (Air Force); 
Inside continental United States- 
Outside continental United States- 
Classified_ 

Total_ b 137, 280, 000 

The Air Force would be authorized $1,137,280,000 in this bill to 
provide for the construction of new facilities at 205 major installa¬ 
tions, of which 144 are inside the United States and 61 are in overseas 

$661, 446, 000 
312, 834, 000 
163, 000, 000 
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areas. The bill also provides facilities at a number of other installa- !l 
tions and sites, including A. C. and W. network projects, facilities | 
for the development, testing, and operation of missile systems, facili- ? 
ties for the continued development of the nuclear-powered aircraft, 
off base navigational aids, area POL systems, and facilities at classified j 
locations. In addition the bill provides an increase of $131,759,000 
in authorizations in prior years laws to cover the increased costs on 
certain approved projects. I 

The fiscal year 1957 military construction program for the Air 
Force is in support of a 137-wing Air Force and is another increment | 
focused upon attaining the base structure needed to properly house, ' 
train, and fight the forces. 

Breakdown of the Air Force authorization request is contained in | 
the following tables: ■ 

Major command distribution of new construction authorization 

-Authoriza¬ 
tion amount 

Percent 
of total 

Inside the United States: 
Air Defense Command. 

Thousands 
$188, 060 

93,639 
80, 942 
80, 204 
77,147 
56, 700 
35, 967 
21, 094 
15,880 
10, 350 
1,240 

215 
8 

16.5 
8.2 
7.1 
7.0 
6.8 
5.0 
3.1 
1.9 
1.4 
0.9 
0.1- 
0.1- 
0.1- 

Strategic Air Command.... 
Aircraft control and warning system 
Air Training Command...^ .. 
Research and Development Command. . 
Air Materiel Command __ 
Tactical Air Command_ _ 
Air Proving Ground Command.. • 
Military Air Transport Command 
Continental Air Command_ 
Special facilities.... 
.■tir University_ 
Headquarters Command. 

Inside United States, total... 661, 446 58.2 

Outside the United States: 
U. S. Air Forces Europe.. 97,123 

70,250 
55,859 
36,172 
27,684 
25, 746 

8.5 
6.2 
4.9 
3.2 
2.4 
2.3 

Northeast Air Command. .. 
Military Air Transport Command_ 
Alaskan Air Command..... 
Far East Air Command.__ 
Strategic Air Command... 

Outside United States, total..... 312,834 
163,000 

27.5 
14.3 Section 302: Classified facilities.. __ 

Worldwide total.i. 1,137, 280 100.0 

Functional responsibilities of each of the major commands contained 
in this program together with the amounts and character of each 
command program is as follows: 

Air Defense Command 

The Air Defense Command as a component command of the Con¬ 
tinental Ah’ Defense Command,'is responsible for the mission of air 
defense of the United States. To accomplish this mission it must 
have adequate radar warning and control, communications, and the 
base structure necessary to support interceptor aircraft and interceptor 
missiles at their required geographic locations. The Air Defense 
Command will require 56 bases, at 23 of which the ADC units will 
be tenants on bases which belong to other major commands. Included 
m these bases are the two weapons employment centers at Yuma and 
Buckingham. This program also calls for the construction of a new 
base near Portland, Oreg. The total base program amounts to 

< 

i 
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$188,000,000, consisting primarily of operations and training facilities 
and maintenance and production facilities. In addition, there is 
$80,942,000 for expansion of facilities for the continental aircraft 
control and warning system which is a responsibility of the Air 
Defense Command. This includes initiation of construction of one 
new SAGE installation and a second increment of facilities at one of 
the SAGE sites started last year. Approximately one-fourth of the 
program for the aircraft control and warning system is for needed 
family housing at these remote radar sites. 

Air Materiel Command 
The mission of the Air Materiel Command is: 
(а) To provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, pro¬ 

duction, maintenance, and supply for the United States Air Force. 
(б) To provide general overall logistical support for all activities 

and agencies of the United States Air Force. 
(c) To train specialized units for the accomplishment of specified 

logistic fmictions in overseas areas and theaters. 
(d) To provide depot level specialist training for cadre personnel 

of air depot wings and designated replacement personnel for overseas 
air depot wings as prescribed in appropriate directives. 

(e) To insure the provision of adequate and up-to-date internal 
wire and telephone systems at all Air Force bases and installations 
within the Zone of Interior including the establishment, augmentation, 
and/or rehabilitation of such systems. 

(/) To provide installation-engineering and installations of desig¬ 
nated fixed communications facilities and equipment in support of 
the Air Force mission worldwide. 

This program amounts to $56,700,000 and provides facilities at 
19 locations, 4 of which are minor installations in support of a clas¬ 
sified project. Over half of this program is for projects supporting 
air defense and strategic command units stationed on AMC bases 
and for research and development activities. 

Air Proving Ground Command 
The mission of the Air Provmg Gromid Command is to determine 

the operational suitability of aircraft, materiel and equipment used 
or proposed for use by the Air Force. The Eglin AFB complex, 
Florida, Which consists of a main base supported by a gunnery range 
satellite bases, various testing facilities and electronic and telemetering 
environment is used for this pmpose. The program for this complex 
amounts to $21,094,000 and consists primarily of providing research, 
development, and test facilities. 

Air Training Command 
The missions of Air Training Command is to provide: 
(a) Procurement of Air Force personnel. 
{b) Basic military training. 
(c) Technical training leading toward qualification in an Air Force 

specialty. 
(d) Flying training leading to an aeronautical rating. 
(e) Specialized fl3dng training for rated personnel. 
(/) Mobile training. 
{g) Such other training as ma}^ be directed by the Chief of Staff, 

USAF. 
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To accomplish this mission Air Training Command is engaged in 
four categories of training: Flying training, crew training, technical 
training, and indoctrination training. Air Training Command re¬ 
quires 23 bases for flying training; 9 for crew training; 7 for technical 
training; and 2 for indoctrination training. A total of 41 bases are 
required by this command. This program amounts to $80,204,000 
and provides facilities at 28 locations. Over one-half of this program 
is for airfield pavements to provide the capability to safely train ad¬ 
vanced student pilots in jet aircraft. These pavements also lengthen 
runways at fighter-crew training bases which are scheduled for Century 
series jet fighters. 

Air University 
The mission of this command is to prepare officers for command of 

large Air Force units, wings, groups, and squadrons, and for staff 
duties appropriate to those command positions and to provide educa¬ 
tion to meet the scientific requirements of the Air Force. This program 
amounts to $215,000 consisting of an addition to the student officers’ 
dining hall and the installation of an approach lighting system to the 
instrument runway. 

Ccntinental Air Command 

Tile mission of this command is to discharge ivithin the continental 
United States the field responsibilities of the Chief of Staff, USAF, 
with respect to: 

The Reserve Forces for the Department of the Air Force that are 
assigned to Continental Air Command, including supervision and 
inspection of the Air National Guard of the United States. 

Domestic emergencies. 
Miscellaneous administrative functions. 
In the event of war or other emergency, mobilize the units and/or 

individuals of the Air Force Reserve that are assigned to the Conti¬ 
nental Air Command. 

Discharge within the continental United States such other respon¬ 
sibilities as the Chief of Staff, USAF, may direct. 

The program amounts to $10,350,000'and provides facilities at 2 
locations, regular Air Force bases. Over 90 percent of this program 
is for airfield pavements. 

Headquarters Command 

The mission of this command is to provide housekeeping and support 
of all Air Force personnel in the Washington area. Specifically: 
Provide administrative and logistic support for Headquarters Squad¬ 
ron, USAF, and for those Air Force units stationed within the Wash¬ 
ington area whose inherent organizational structure does not permit 
their support. This program amounts to $8,000. 

Military Air Transport Service 

The primaiw mission of /MATS is to provide airlift required in 
support of approved joint war plans; scheduled airlift for Department 
of Defense within the continental United States, between continental 
United States and overseas areas; and between and within overseas 
areas, as directed by higher authority. MATS has the additional 
missions of air weather; airways and communications, and air rescue 
service systems; flight service within the Zone of Interior as further 
directed; and supervision, control and maintenance of primary 
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facilities requii’ed for performing its assigned mission. To accomplish 
these missions MATS requires 11 bases; 5 of which are under the 
command of MATS and 6 are jointly utilized with other commands. 
This program provides facilities amounting to $15,880,000. Almost 
one-half of the program is for operations and training facilities; 25 
percent is for much needed housing and community facilities. 

Air Research and Development Command. 
The mission of the Air Research and Development Command is to: 
(а) Attain and maintain qualitative superiority of materiel and to 

conduct or supervise scientific and technical studies required for the 
accomplishment of the Air Force missions. 

(б) Seek new basic knowledge from which improved aeronautical 
equipment, materiel, weapons, and techniques can be developed. 

(c) Undertake the development and recommend the adoption of 
new and improved devices and systems for the conduct and support 
of air warfare, including complete weapon systems, techniques, and 
procedures applicable to Air Force purposes. This program amounts 
to $77,147,000 and provides facilities at 10 locations, including a new 
installation—the National Reactor Test Station in Idaho, for con¬ 
tinuing the development of missiles systems and nuclear-powered 
aircraft. 

Strategic Air Command 
The mission of the Strategic Air Command is to maintain an effec¬ 

tive strategic striking force capable of achieving decisive action by 
striking an enemy at any point on the globe. Included in this program 
are the bases representing the first increment of dispersal of the 
strategic strike force. They are bases already existing in the Air Force 
base structure which are now utilized by other major commands. It 
will be necessary to construct additional facilities at these bases to allow 
the accommodation of Strategic Air Command units. The com¬ 
mittee wishes to point out that the homes of all Strategic Air Com¬ 
mand wings are located in the Zone of Interior with the exception of 
one wing at Ramey AFB, Puerto Rico. Facilities amounting to 
$93,639,000 are contained in this program for 38 locations. The 
largest portion of this program is for operations and training facilities, 
including additional pavements, to further the ability of the striking 

) force to retaliate against an aggressor within a minimum period of 
time. One-third of the program provides much needed housing and 
community facilities, principally for replacement of substandard build¬ 
ings, most of which are temporary structures constructed during 
World War II. 

Tactical Air Command 
The primary mission of the Tactical Air Command is to organize, 

train, and equip USAF units for theater-type air activity including 
joint operations with land, naval, and amphibious forces. This 
command is also charged with the responsibility to train and equip 
units for deployment overseas in siqiport of NATO. To accommodate 
its programed"force. Tactical Air Command requires 17 bases; one 
of which is jointlv utilized with the APGC. This program amounts 
to $35,967,000. "More than 50 percent of this program is for addi¬ 
tional airfield pavements and aircraft maintenance facilities. 
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Alaskan Air Command 
The mission of this command is to organize and conduct the air 

defense of Alaska and provide early warning to the United States and 
Canada. This command supports the Strategic Air Command, 
Military Air Transport Service, commander, Alaskan Sea Frontier, 
and the United States Army. It also supports the northwest route to 
the Orient. This progi’am amounts to $36,172,000 and provides 
facilities at 16 locations. Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and housing and community facilities constitute more than 
95 percent of this program. 

Far East Air Force 
The mission of this command is to conduct tactical operations, the 

air defense of Japan, Ryukyus, Marianas, and the United States 
installations in the Philippines; to conduct troop carrier, ahhorne, 
air transportation operations, and medium bomber operations in the 
Far East; to provide logistic support to FE.A.F forces. This program 
amounts to $27,684,000 and provides operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 
facilities, and much needed housing and community facilities together 
with utilities and administrative facilities at 11 locations. 

Military Air Transport Service {Overseas) 
The mission of this command is to provide aircraft required in 

support of approved joint war plans, scheduled airlifts for the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense between the continental United States and overseas 
areas; between and within overseas areas, as directed by higher 
authority; worldwide air transport; air weather; airways and air 
communications, and air-rescue service systems; organization and 
training of Air Resupply and Communications Service and all elements 
thereof, supervision, control, and maintenance of primary facilities 
required for performing its assigned mission, theater jurisdiction in 
overseas area, where MATS units are stationed but which are outside 
the jurisdiction of any theater commander. This program amounts 
to $55,859,000 and provides facilities at 7 locations. The largest 
categories in this program are operations and training facilities, and 
supply facilities. 

Northeast Air Command 
The mission of this command is to provide airbase facilities and 

support of units of Strategic Air Command; support of the Danish 
and Canadian Governments and their commands in accordance with 
established policies and agreements; air defense coverage of Northeast 
Air Command area and the northwest approaches to the United 
States, and air resupply of isolated United States-Canada and United 
States-Danish weather and communications outposts. This program 
amounts to $70,250,000 and provides facilities at 9 locations. More 
than one-half of this program is for housing and community facilities. 
Operations and training facilities account for another 30 percent of 
the program. 

Strategic Air Command 
The mission of this command is to organize, train, equip, administer, 

and prepare a force capable of conducting strategic air operations in 
accordance with directives and policies issued by Headquarters, 
United States Air Force. This program amounts to $25,746,000 and 
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provides facilities at 4 locations. Fifty percent of this program con¬ 
sists of housing and community facilities. The balance is cornposed 
principally of operations and training facilities and supply facilities. 

United States Air Forces in Europe 
The mission of this command is to support the Supreme Allied 

Commander, Europe; support of the United States commander in 
chief, Europe, and the other component commanders under United 
States commander in chief, Europe in their assigned missions. To 
fulfill responsibilities assigned the Joint Chiefs of Staff in areas not 
included in either the NATO or the United States commander m 
chief Europe area of responsibility; to support commanders operating 
directly under the Joint Chiefs of Staff; to participate in the prepara¬ 
tion of joint United States plans and to support the United States 
policy within the scope of the command’s responsibility. This pro¬ 
gram amounts to $97,123,000 and provides facilities at 65 locations. 
Approximately 14 percent of the program provides for housing and 
community facilities. The balance of the program consists piincipally 
of operations and training facilities, mamtenance facilities and supply 

facilities. 

Category distribution of Air Force fiscal year 1957 military construction 
authorizations 

Total 
Percent of 

total 

Thovsinds 
$354,682 31.2 

224, 791 19.8 
212.702 18. 7 
114,861 in, 1 
9.3,123 
78,516 

8.2 
6.9 

25, 568 2. 2 
23,628 2.1 
9,409 .8 

1,137,280 100.0 

— 

An analysis of the type of facilities being requested again emphasizes 
the highly operational nature of this program. <• -r 

Almost two-thirds of the category “Operational and training lacili- 
ties,” is for airfield pavements, principally runway additions lor both 
fighter and bomber aircraft. The phasing of B-52’s and Centurj^ 
series fighter aircraft into combat and training units as they come oft 
the production line accounts for almost all of these runway require- 

”^^The research, development, and test category consists almost wholly 
of facilities requhed for the development and testing of the nuclear 
powered aircraft and new weapons systems, principally guided missiles. 

The housing and community category consists of troop housmg, 
personnel facilities and family housing. These are a most signihcant 
factor in the program to make military service niore attractive to me 
trained airmen and officers. The personnel facilities portion ot this 
category which includes commissaries, post exchanges, recreation 

facilities, and chapels amounts to $38,094,000. i ^no ioq non 
Ninety-five percent of the supply category which totals $93,123,uuu 

consists of storage facilities^for^aircraft fuels and weapons mcludmg 

missiles. 
H. Kept. 1890, 84-2-8 



18 AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

The medical facilities category, representing 2.1 percent of the total, 
includes the construction of new, or additions to, 7 hospitals, 7 dental 
clinics, and 6 base dispensaries. 

The family housing contained in this program comprises 3,144 
units and is limited to 8 bases inside the United States and 5 bases 
overseas at which housing can be provided by no means other than 
appropriated funds, and at which the need for housing is most urgent. 
In addition to these 13 bases, there are 1,213 units at remote radar 
stations in the air defense system which cannot be otherwise provided. 

SAGE 

SAGE means “Semi-Automatic Ground Environment.” It is a 
project designed to shorten the time interval between the discovery of 
an attacking enemy aircraft and the use of planes and missiles to 
bring it down. The major elements of the project are: 

First, direction center or combat center buildings which house a 
large digital computer and special electronic equipment associated 
with it. 

Second, leased communications circuits which connect the rest of 
the air defense activities with the computer buildings. 

Tliird, equipment at radar or other sites which convert raw data 
into a form which leased circuits can handle. 

SAGE is needed primarily for three reasons. First, the amount of 
information to be handled in the air defense mission has grown too 
large for present manual methods. Second, interceptions can be 
controlled more accurately and faster. Third, more interceptions can 
be made over a larger area. 

In the SAGE system there will be eight combat centers in the 
United States. These wUl, in turn, be divided mto subsectors, 32 in 
number. The 40 sectors or subsectors will each have a computer 
buildmg. This will be a building of the blockhouse type, air 
conditioned for technical reasons, and costing about $3K million. A 
less expensive ancillary power building will be provided for each 
computer building. 

Existing authority 

Specific authority has already been granted for the acquisition of 
land, construction of buildings, procurement of electronic brains, and 
procurement of the weapons themselves. 

Costs 

The Air Force has previously testified that the entire SAGE project 
would cost approximately $1,086 million in capital items alone; that 
the annual operating cost would be about $400 million; that $44 mil¬ 
lion had been expended in 1954 in starting the project; and that an 
additional $144 million had been expended in 1955. The committee 
has been informed that the annual cost of leased communications will 
be $240 million. This cost would constitute a portion of the $400 
million in annual operating costs which is mentioned above. 

Leased communications 

As indicated above, authority has already been granted for many of 
the physical or capital items in the SAGE program; there has been, 
however, a difference of opinion as to whether the Air Force has au- 
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thority for entering into contracts for the communication services 
which comprise an essential part of SAGE. These services would be 
procured by contract from the various telephone companies of the 
country. Briefly stated, the question of authority for the communi¬ 
cations arose during a hearing last year before the Senate Appropria¬ 
tions Committee. That committee requested the Air Force to obtain 
the views of the Bureau of the Budget in this respect, and the Buieau 
of the Budget, in turn, suggested that the Air Force obtain the opinion 
of the Comptroller General. The Comptroller General issued two 
opinions both of which held that the Air Force did not have the neces¬ 
sary authority for entering into contracts with the telephone com.- 
panies for the services required by SAGE. As an interpolation, it 
might be said that the Air Force was relying for its autlmrity on sec¬ 
tion 201 of the General Services Administration Act. That portion 
of the act grants authority for the procurement of public utility serv¬ 
ices for periods not exceeding 10 years. The Air Force, m addition 
to relying on this authority, also relied upon what it considered to be 
an appropriate delegation from the General Services Administration 
of authority for the utilization of this section. ^ i /-i . n 

It is considered pertinent to quote that portion of the Coinptroller 
General’s opinion which contains much of the basis for his view that 
the Air Force did not have the requisite authority. That portion is 

as follows: 
The magnitude alone of the services to be procured and of the contingent 

liability to be assumed would seem to place them in a category clearly outside the 
scope of ordinary utility service purchases such as contemplated by section 2U . 

The Comptroller General also expressed the view that although ^ 
appeared that Congress had been made generally aware of the bAGE 
proiect, he did not believe that the Congress has been made aware 
of the entire scope of SAGE and the ultimate cost of the system. 

The Comptroller General in his second opinion stated, however, that 
because of his realization of the great importance of SAGE to our 
defense system, he would take no further action in the matter 

provided it is presented to the Congress at the earliest practicable time and 
express approval of the Congress obtamed. 

In pursuance of the holding of the Comptroller General, the Air 
Force presented to the committee an amendment which appears as 
section 303 of this bill. The committee made certain changes in 
the language as proposed by the Air Force in order to einbody 
language a clear and affirmative grant of authority. It might be 
pointed out at this time that the last sentence of the provision will 
insure that in the procurement of communication services required 
in connection with the SAGE project, communication common car¬ 
riers including cooperatives, shall be afforded an opportunity to 
participate in the furnishing of such services within their respective 
service areas. The Air Force is required to utilize to the fullest extent 
the available facilities and capabilities of such carriers rather than 
procure the construction of parallel lines which might duplicate sucii 
facilities or capabilities. Thus only in the event that a carrier is 
unwillino- or unable to furnish required service within its service 
areas shall another carrier be requested to provide such service. 

The increased cost for leased communications comes from tbe tact 
that the computer buildings must get information from a much larger 
area than is the case with the present manual system. Approximately 
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600 separate circuits will be needed to tie each building with radar 
sites and other information sources. As indicated above, the Air 
Force has stated that service charges for the telephone circuits re¬ 
quired by SAGE will approximate $240 million annually when the 
system is in full operation. 

Some explanation may be necessary as to the contingent liability 
the Government assumes in the event of possible termination of leased 
communications. It is customary in procuring leased services from 
telephone companies for the customer to assume a termination cost 
in those cases where facilities necessary to provide the leased service 
must be built only for that customer. This practice is authorized 
by all ratemaking regulatory bodies—both FCC and the State com¬ 
missions. It is important to note that this liability is both contingent 
and limited as to time. In the case of SAGE, it is contingent on 
cancellation within 10 years. Furthermore, this liability is reduced 
progressively at the rate of one-one hundred twentieth a month so 
that it reaches zero at the end of the 10-year period. It has been 
estimated that this contingent liability will reach a maximum of $222 { 

million sometime after 1960 and will reduce from that time on. How¬ 
ever, unless there is a drastic change in the need for air defense, it is 
most unlikely that the Government will incur any substantial liability 
under the termination provisions of these contracts. 

Contingent liability 

In view of the importance of the principle involved, as well as the 
large liability which the United States might conceivably be called 
upon to assume, the committee feels it would be well to give a simple, 
easily understood example of how this liability might arise. 

Let us assume that in a particular instance a service location for 
SAGE requu’es communication (telephone) circuits 75 miles long and 
^tending 25 miles beyond any established telephone plant facility. 
Construction to reach this location, including reimbursement of 
existing lines and their extension, would cost the telephone companv 
$100,000. ^ 

For this example the life of the construction is assumed to be 25 
years. In the example, $50,000 of the cost can be accounted for by 
$45,000 in future commercial use of the 50-mile portion of the line and 
$5,000 m salvage of poles, wires, etc., on the 25-mile portion of the line. | 
I hat leaves $50,000 of the $100,000 unrecoverable. The life of the ^ 
plantj it will be recalled, is 25 years. So at the rate of 4 percent per 
year, the Air Force during the 5-year period has placed in the telephone 
company’s depreciation reserve 20 percent of the $50,000 unrecoverable 
cost, or $10,000. This leaves $40,000 of unrecoverable cost. The 
An Force, since it canceled the contract after only half of the contract 

would pay $25,000 or 50 percent of the $50,000 in unrecover- 
able costs. Wlien this $25,000 is subtracted from the $40,000, there 
remains $15,000, and this $15,000 would be absorbed by the company 
and spread throughout its total operations. It is in this phase, then, 
that a liability might devolve upon the United States through cancel¬ 
lation of the communications contract. 

The committee wishes to make it entirely clear that the authority 
granted for the assumption of contingent liability to the extent of 
$222 million is not a grant of authority to assume such liability durino- 
any one year, but rather is intended to refer to, and grant authority 
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for, the assumption of such liability as an aggregate total liability 
during the entire 10-year period. 

Surveillance of rates 
In view of the magnitude of the SAGE program and the larp 

number of leased communications which will be authorized, it is the 
view of the committee that the rates to be charged should be kept 
under strict surveillance by the appropriate Governmental agencies. 
In this connection, the committee wishes to draw specific attention 
to section 201 (a) (4) of the General Services Administration Act 
which grants the Administrator authority to represent executive 
agencies of the Government in negotiations with carriers and other 
public utilities and in proceedings involving carriers or other public 
utilities before Federal and State regulatory bodies. 

FORMULATION OF THE PROGRAM 

There are set out above what the committee considers all of the 
basic facts and figures of the Army, Navy, and Air Force construction 
programs for fiscal year 1957. Bare statistics, however, tell only 
what the program is. For the kind of understanding which the 
committee feels it is obligated to convey to the House, it is necessary 
also to know the how and why. 

Review procedure 
Every construction program presented to the Congress by the 

Department of Defense is, in the first instance, based on require¬ 
ments. There are differences of opinion as to what the requiremeiAs 
are, and it is these differences of opinion and approach that make the 
program when presented to the Congress the combined thi^ang of 
the best military and civilian minds within the Department of Defense. 
The first step in the formulation of a military construction program 
is to obtain from the field offices of the military departments the 
needs of the individual military establishments within the geograph¬ 
ical or other jurisdiction of each of the field offices. These requests 
are considered, in most instances, by the next echefon, or echelons, 
of field offices prior to their submission to the Department concerned. 

The next step is consideration within the Department itself. Here 
again the program goes through several processes of review, unti 
final approval of the Secretary of the mihtary department. Each of 
the Secretaries then submits his recommendations to the Assistant 
Secretarv of Defense (Properties and Installations), a position until 
recently“^held by Mr. Franklin G. Floete. The assistant Secretary s 
Office is a relatively small one, but staffed with experts in mihtary 
construction and in fields allied to it. Here, with a singleness of 
purpose that has been most encouraging to the committee, all ot tlie 
programs are reviewed, coordinated, and assembled into a single 
program reflecting the overall construction needs of all ot the military 

departments. 

Original program 
As originally received in the Office of the Assistant Secretary of 

Defense (Properties and Installations), the service requests lor this 
year’s construction program contained in excess of 4,000 line Aems. 
As indicated above, these requests had been previously screened by 
appropriate divisions of the military departments. As a result oi 
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this detailed review, many items were eliminated or reduced in scope 
or cost. The original total dollars requested was in excess of $3.2 
billion. The sum recommended in the present bill is slightly less than 
$2.2 billion. 

Personal equation 

The value of any construction program is in direct ratio to the 
amount of planning, thought, and review that is put into it. These 
factors, in turn, are dependent for their worth upon the individuals 
with the responsibility for formulating and reviewing the program. 
The committee is convinced that there has been great improvement 
over the past few years in all of these aspects of the formulation of the 
military construction programs. The Department of Defense and 
its militar3>' departments have, in the opinion of the committee, en¬ 
gendered a confidence in this respect that is now deserved. 

Witnesses from the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and from each 
of the military departments, were questioned most closely with respect 
to the foregoing matters, and the committee received an assurance, 
which by the end of the hearings it accepted completely, that every 
item in the bill as presented had received the closest scrutiny and 
consideration during every step toward its final submission to the 
Congress. 

General Provisions 

The general provisions in the fiscal year 1957 public works bill are 
of greater importance than has been true in the past for the reason 
that some authorities which have been granted the military services 
from year to year in appropriations acts are embodied in the public 
works bill this year as permanent legislation. Also, the general 
provisions contain some entirely new authorities which are considered 
by the committee to constitute, to some extent at least, major changes 
in the approach to certain of the elements covered. These general 
provisions, section by section, are dealt with below: 

Sections 401 through 405 

These sections provide no new or unusual authority but rather 
merely rephrase similar provisions in prior public works laws. 

Section 406 

Section 406 is a new provision although similar authority has 
appeared in the Army portion of the annual appropriation acts. It 
would authorize the Secretaries of each military department to acquire 
land and interests therein not exceeding $5,000 in cost. The purpose 
of this provision is to eliminate from the public works bill the large 
number of land items which cost less than $5,000, many of which 
actually cost less than $1,000. In addition, it will provide authority 
to acquire land and easements in order to satisfy |urgent requirements 
provided the cost does not exceed $5,000. 

Section 407 

Section 407 is a repetition of prior authority relating to the restora¬ 
tion of replacement of facilities which have been damaged or destroyed 
through negligence or acts of God. As submitted, the section con¬ 
tained no money limitation. As it appears in the bill, a limitation 
of $30 million has been inserted which covers all 3 department®. 
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Section 408 
Section 408 is a new provision in public works authorization bills. 

The substance of it has been repeated, however, in annual appropri¬ 
ation acts. Under the authority granted by this section the Secre¬ 
taries of the military departments, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of Defense, may make expenditures out of appropria¬ 
tions available for military construction of such amounts as may be 
necessary for public works which have been determined to be urgently 
recjuired. The upper limitation of this authority for a particular 
project is $200,000. Projects between $25,000 and $50,000 must be 
approved in advance by the Secretary of the military department 
concerned. Those in excess of $50,000 must be approved in advance 
by the Secretary of Defense. Projects which do not exceed $25,000 
may use maintenance and operations funds as distinguished from the 
military construction funds which must be used for all projects in 
excess of this amount. 

The committee added a subsection (c) to the section as submitted 
by the Department of Defense so as to require semiannual reports to 
the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and the House with 
respect to the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. In 
this way the cognizant committees can exercise a wholesome surveil¬ 
lance over authority which, while conceded to be necessary, might be 
subject to abuse. 

Section 409 
This section contains authorization in the amount of $300,000 for 

housing for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and certain 
of his staff personnel. This item, in the same amount, was included 
in tile military public works bill for fiscal year 1956, but was not 
agreed to by the Senate and therefore failed of enactment. It will 
be recalled that at the present time each of the Chiefs of Staff is pro¬ 
vided with quarters appropriate to his rank, position, and duties, but 
that the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff has never been so 
accommodated. 

Section 4^0 
Section 410 advances for 1 year the general rescission that was 

included in Public Law 161, enacted dming the first session bf this 
Congress. This rescission is a continuation of the committee’s efforts 
to place the military construction program on a basis that will reflect 
the current needs in a realistic manner. After July 1, 1957, only the 
authorizations contained in existing Public Laws 534, 83d Congress, 
and 207, 84th Congress, and any authorization enacted subsequent 
thereto would continue to be available. 

Section 411 
Section 411 extends the authorization for the construction of family 

housing in foreign countries by the use of proceeds from sale of surphis 
agricultural commodities from $100 million to $250 million. This 
increase is recommended since the authority is applicable to transac- 
tidns arising from either Public Law 480_ or the charter act of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation. Authorization would also be pro¬ 
vided for the use of appropriated funds in lieu of foreign currencies 
(not more than 25 percent of the total cost) on those portions of the 
project for which dollars are required. 
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Section ^12 
Section 412 extends section 515 of Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 

for an additional year and enlarges from 1,000 units to 3,000 imits the 
authority therein. This authority permits rentals at certain military 
tactical sites which would be paid from maintenance and operation 
funds. 

Section 413 
Section 413 would authorize increased size limitations for 47 units 

of family housing to be constructed at the United States Air Force 
Academy. This section will not increase the total construction 
authorization of $126 million for the Air Force Academy. 

Section 414 
Section 414 would amend the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950 

to exclude from the $500 million limitation on construction the rentals 
paid for the leasing of Keserve training space. This amendment 
would not enlarge the dollar authority of that act. 

Section 415 
Previous public works acts have authorized the construction of 

appropriated funds housing at various designated military installations 
The advent of title IV of the Housing Amendments of 1955 may pro¬ 
vide housing at some of these installations. The authority, therefore, 
previously granted for appropriated funds housing at these locations 
may, under section 415, be utilized at other as yet undetermined 
locations wliere, for one reason or another, the housing contemplated 
by title IV could or should not be built. The committee feels that 
this gives the Departments a reasonable latitude in the planning of 
their family housing construction and wdl assist in the acceleration 
of this important program. 

Section 416 
The committee was informed that a year ago it was determined 

after study that a large percentage of our reserve stocks of petroleum, 
particularly aviation gasoline and jet fuel, are located in highly 
vulnerable areas of the United States. The Department, based on 
this determination, has attempted to achieve a program of dispersing 
that storage so that it will be outside the vulnerable areas and, there¬ 
fore, will be available in the event of an emergency. The fuel stocks 
referred to are those intended for use in important missions imme¬ 
diately following the outbreak of hostilities. They are intended also 
for immediate shipment to overseas destinations. The study which 
the Department made of the situation in which it found itself indicated 
that there was little or nothing which could be done by the Depart¬ 
ment to rectify the situation. For example, it found that the com¬ 
mercial petroleum storage industry was unwilling to undertake a 
a program of dispersal outside of normal commercial areas. The 
principle objection of the industries appeared to spring from the fact 
that under present laws the leasing of such dispersed facilities by the 
Department of Defense would be limited to 1 year. The cost involved 
in such a dispersal program made it fully unattractive to the industries 
under this circumstance. This section, therefore, has been proposed 
by the Department of Defense in order to induce industries to engage 
in the storage of petroleum outside of their normal storage areas. 
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Construction facilities under this section will be in contemplation of 
5-year contracts with options in the Government to renew for addi¬ 
tional 5-year periods, for a total period not to exceed 20 years. The 
contracts also may contain, under the authority granted, an option 
in the Government to purchase the facility at the expiration or ter¬ 
mination of the contract. 

The committee amended the section as proposed by the Department 
of Defense to require that the Secretary of the military departments 
report to the Armed Services Committees with respect to the names 
of contractors and the terms of the contracts entered into. This 
will permit the committees to keep themselves aware of the progress, 
or lack of progress, of this vital program. 

Sections 417, 418, and 419 
These sections, which were added by the committee, are dealt with 

below under the heading “Special Deliberations”. 

NEW INSTALLATIONS 

The establishment of new installations or the insertion of new 
types of items in a military construction bill have a particular perti¬ 
nence in that they show the growth of a program or a change in 
emphasis. The new installations for each of the military departments 
are set out below: 

Army: None. 
Navy: 

Naval radio station, Maine. 
Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Miss. 
Naval air station, Lemoore, Calif. 
Naval air facility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Md. 
Naval air facility, Harvey Point, N. C. (formerly used as a small 

seaplane base during World War II, now to be used as major 
base for Seamaster). 

Air Force: 
Greater Portland, Oreg., area (ADC). 
National reactor test station, Idaho Falls, Idaho (R. D. C.)- 

SPECIAL DELIBERATIONS 

It is the consistent view of the committee that it fails to perform 
its legislative function when it does not, from time to time, give direc¬ 
tion and guidance to the military departments in certain broad areas. 
Opportunity to do this was found in several instances during the con¬ 
sideration of the military construction program for fiscal year 1957. 
These are dealt with below: 

Modular construction 
The committee has had representations made to it at various times 

concerning the desirability of utilizing modular design as a construc¬ 
tion device. 

Modular measure simply uses a 4-inch unit of measurement in the 
planning of buildings. A module is merely a dimentional unit that 
is used repetitively. Manufacturers of building materials are now 
changing to stock sizes that are multiples of 4 inches. Thus far the 
most extensive conversion of buildings to modular sizes has been with 
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concrete block, wood and metal windows, brick, wallboards and^in- 
sulations, flue linings, glass block, certain finish materials and related 
products. This conversion has not been extended by all industries 
or all manufacturers of building materials but certainly the trend is 
in the right direction. These modular-size materials fit together 
with greater ease and efficiency when used in a building that has been 
planned for modifiar coordination. 

This increased construction efficiency means lower building costs. 
Present experience with modular coordination indicates that it will 
save the American people millions of dollars per year in the cost of 
new buildings for industrial. Government, and military use. These 
savings result from less time wasted in cutting and fitting material 
at the construction site, less pieces of new materials cut off and thrown 
away, quicker and simpler preparation of the blueprints, fewer building 
product sizes to be carried in stock, and greater ease in actual con¬ 
struction. 

The modular measure was proposed in 1936 by A. F. Bemis, Boston 
industrialist, who has been studying ways of reducing the cost of ( 
housing. The first American standards on modular measures in build¬ 
ing were published in 1945 and the system has been growing at rapid 
strides ever since. The presently generally accepted module is 4 
inches and gives the designer, the building material supplier, and 
the constructor ample freedom. Modular colonial-type houses, modu¬ 
lar gothic churches, modular contemporary schools, hospitals, and 
office buildings, now exist throughout the country. 

The use of modular coordination is endorsed by such organizations 
as the American Standards Association, American Institute of Archi¬ 
tects, Associated General Contractors of America, and is being used 
extensively by architects and industry throughout the country. 

Modular coordination permits structures to be built by conventional 
construction, on site fabrication, or prefabrication methods. 

On the basis of the foregoing, the committee inserted a new section 
417 which is designed to encourage, wherever feasible and practicable, 
modular design. The committee expects that substantial economies 
can be effected in many of the repetitive-type structures which con¬ 
stitute an important part of military construction. The insertion 
of this new section will serve as an encouragement to the departments . 
to pei’mit as wide as possible usage of modular design consistent with ( 
the many other considerations which are involved in military con¬ 
struction. 

Military housing 
The committee added section 418 of the bill for the purpose of 

requiring that family housing to be constructed for military or civilian 
personnel, under whatever law, be justified to the Armed Services 
Committees. Subsection (b) of that section places a limitation of 20 
years on the period which a mortgage may extend covering housing 
built for military and civilian personnel of the military departments. 

The military departments have embarked upon a large family¬ 
housing program to be privately financed, and with mortgages in¬ 
sured by the Federal Housing Administration. Since the law 
authorizing this housing was reported out of another committee of the 
Congress, and since its administration would not be in any way sub¬ 
ject to the surveillance of the Ai’med Services Committees, it was 
felt that a provision_of law such as section 418 was necessary. The 
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committee is aware of the great need for family housing by all of the 
military services. Based on this realization, the committee initiated 
a program of appropriated funds housing 2 years ago. It was in¬ 
tended in the beginning that it would extend over a period of approxi¬ 
mately 5 years and entail something in the order of 100,000 family 
units. After the committee had reported out and the Congress had 
passed legislation authorizing approximately 27,000 of these appro¬ 
priated funds units, a new authority was granted by law which 
permitted the construction of the housing referred to above. It is 
the view of the committee that it has a direct responsibility for the 
provision of family housing for military personnel. It appears at 
the present tune that this responsibility cannot be exercised by rea¬ 
son of the fact that housing may now be constructed at or near mili¬ 
tary installations in the United States, its Territories and possessions 
without any reference whatsoever to the properly cognizant com¬ 
mittees of the Congress. The committee feels that there is no limi¬ 
tation to its responsibility with respect to military matters—whether 
it be the provision of runways, barracks, equipment, materiel, or 
family housing. 

It is the intention of the committee to give prompt attention to all 
submissions of the military departments with respect to family hous¬ 
ing which, under this section, must be justified to the committee. 
No delay whatsoever is anticipated and it is the committee’s strongly 
held view that it will permit it to reenter a field so closely associated 
with morale and well-being and, therefore, so important to the main¬ 
tenance of a strong defense force. 

In addition to the obvious advantages of having the cognizant 
committee of the Congress keep aware of the progress in the field 
of providing family housing, there is the important added advantage 
of supervision of the military service to the end that it not over- 
program its family housing with the result that the country as a whole 
might suffer by reason of overemphasis on the program and over¬ 
building at individual installations. The committee wishes to 
emphasize most strongly that it is not its intention to invade the 
province of any other '^committees of the Congress; its intention, 
rather, is to place itself in a position where it can exercise the juris¬ 
diction and control which the Constitution places upon it as the 
agent of Congress on matters military. 

Title VIII (Wherry housing) 
The history of the so-called Wherry housing program is well- 

known and needs no repetition here. It was embarked upon when it 
appeared that it provided the only feasible method for providing 
much-needed family housing for our military personnel. It served 
a useful purpose. In the committee’s opinion, however, the time has 
come when this unusually expensive program must be reviewed and 
action taken which will eliminate costs which are wholly unnecessary. 

With the foregoing thoughts in mind, the committee inserted a 
new section 419 which would permit the purchase by the Government 
of Wherry housing projects. The savings to be effected are so large 
that it would be an unreasonable man indeed who would deny the 
wisdom of embarking upon this program of purchase. Briefly stated, 
a Wherry owner or sponsor holds a lease for 50 or 75 years from the 
Government which gives him the right to future income for the 
period of his lease. When one considers that the housing unit 
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involved cost less than $9,000 to construct, and that the average 
housing allowance is $90 a month or $1,080 a year, it is clear that the 
Government will spend exorbitant sums prior to the time that it will 
have possession of the house. For example, the Congress wdll be 
appropriating housing allowance at the average rate of $1,080 per 
year per unit for either 50 or 75 years. For those leases which cover 
50 years, the cost to the Government for the $9,000 unit will be 
$54,000. The cost to the Government for the 75-year lease unit 
will be $81,000. There are today approximately 82,000 Wherry 
units. One needs but to multiplu 82,000 times $54,000 to conclude 
that prompt and aggressive action of the Idnd contemplatedj,by this 
section must be taken. 

There is authority today for the acquisition of Wherry housing; 
however, in view of the relationship between the United States and the 
Wherry housing sponsor, under which the sponsor owns nothing but 
merely has the right to future income, the law fails of effectiveness. 
Under the law, the sponsor would be paid fair market value for his 
right “to future income”. It is obvious that if, in a particular instance, 
the Wherry sponsor is suffering a substantial vacancy factor, his right 
to future income is a tenuous asset. An appraisal, therefore, of this 
right cannot provide him a compensation which is fair and equitable. 
It is felt that the formula which will be followed under section 419 
will permit acquisition of Wherry housing projects on a reasonable 
basis. It should be clearly understood that section 419 gives no 
authority to purchase Wherry housing projects except on a wholly 
voluntary basis. The United States must be willing to purchase and 
the sponsor must be willing to sell. 

The committee wishes to make it abundantly clear that it expects 
the Department of Defense to actually acquire as many of the Wherry 
housing projects as is possible, notwithstanding the fact that the 
military services may not lu-ge their acquisition in any but a few 
instances for the reason that they concededly do not provide the living 
area and other niceties which are found in appropriated funds housing, 
and other similar units. It is the committee’s view that the tremendous 
economies that can be effected must find their achievement in a co¬ 
operative attitude toward the purchasing of these projects which will 
extend from the Secretary of Defense down to the military individual 
who would occupy the Wherry unit. 

In order to have an understanding of the financial mechanics of 
acquisitions under section 419, the committee has set out below some 
typical examples of projects which might be acquired under this new 
section. 

The new formula for Wherry acquisition would start with the 
original actual cost, including a reasonable allowance for builder’s 
profit, as defined in section 227 (c) of the National Housing Act 
(builder’s cost certification), less an allowance for straight-line depre¬ 
ciation over a 50-year period. The depreciated actual cost would be 
further reduced by the outstanding balance of any mortgage or other 
indebtedness assumed by the Government. 

As an example, consider a project of 100 units completed in April 
1952 and acquired in April 1956. An actual original cost of $9,000 
per unit is assumed,^,together with an original mortgage of $8,100 
per unit. 



AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 29 

Actual constriu tion cost_$900, 000 
Less depreciation at 2 percent per annum..- 72, 000 

Net depreciated cost_ 828, 000 

Original mortgage total_ 810, 000 
Less 4 years amortization_ 52, 569 

Unamortized mortgage balance 757, 431 

Purchase price_ 70, 569 

Should the project completed in April 1952 be acquired at the end 
of 8 years, in 1960, the table would appear as follows; 

Actual construction cost_ $900, 000 
Less depreciation at 2 percent per annum- 144, 000 

Net depreciated cost_ 756, 000 

Original mortgage total... 
Less 8 years amortization 

810, 000 
114, 291 

Unamortized mortgage balance. 695, 709 

Purchase price___ 50, 2J1 

The actual certified cost would be based on the definition contained 
in section 227 (c) of the National Housing Act. It is possible that the 
original FHA estimated replacement cost would have been $9,000 per 
unit, but the actual cost as defined in section 227 (c) might only 
amount to $8,500 per unit. In that event, the above example for 
acquisition in 1960 would be changed as follows; 

Actual construction cost_ $850, 000 
Less depreciation at 2 percent per annum- 136, 000 

Net depreciated cost 
Original mortgage total- 
Less 8 years amortization.. 

_ $714, 000 
$810, 000 

114, 291 

Unamortized mortgage balance 695, 709 

Purchase price_ 

The above examples assume that the Government would purchase 
the owner’s equity in the project, and take over the outstanding 
indebtedness. This would be done simply by acquiring the capital 
stock in the mortgagor corporation. As in title IV (Capehart) 
projects, the Government would continue to hold and vote the capital 
stock m the mortgagor corporation, and make periodic payments 
against the mortgage for the remainder of its terni 

The Government might also purchase the project (physical struc¬ 
tures) outright from the mortgagor corporation, in which event the 
purchase price in the first example above would be $828,000, of which 
the mortgagee would receive $757,431, and the mortgagor corporation 
$70,569. However, in this type of transaction the mortgagor corpora¬ 
tion would remain in possession of certain accumulated, unexpended 
replacement reserves. Since these reserves represent depreciation 
of specific equipment items, they should (if left in the possession of 
the private owner) be credited against the purchase price. Such 
reserves vary, but in the example they might total $6,000 per year 
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for a 100-unit project, or $24,000 at the end of 4 years. In such event 
the $70,569 payable to owner in our first example would be reduced 
by $24,000 to $46,569. 

As to Wherry projects in receivership during foreclosure proceedings, 
the same formula illustrated above would apply, and the total funds 
would be distributed by the receivers to the various parties in interest. 
Presumably the former owner would receive the residual payment 
after the mortgage indebtedness had been satisfied and receivership 
costs paid. In cases where foreclosure is complete and title to the 
project is vested in the FHA Commissioner, his investment (deben¬ 
tures plus administrative costs) would be the total amount of payment, 
since the former owner would no longer have a legal claim. 

Appropriated funds housing 

H. R. 9893 authorizes the construction of 3,740 family units at a 
cost of $79,814,000. 1,794 units are to bo constructed within the 
United States and 1,946, outside the United States. 

The Army receives authority for 200 units of which 100 will be 
constructed at Fort Lewis, Wash., and 100 at Schofield Barracks, T. H. | 

The Navy receives authority for the construction of 396 units of 
which 114 will be at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 65 at Port Lyautey, 
French Morocco, and 217 at various overseas classified locations. 

The Air Force will be authorized to construct 3,144 units as follows: 

Geiger Field, Wash_ 90 
Glasgow Air Force Base, Mont_ 100 
Otis Air Force Base, Mass_ 200 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich_ 50 
Wilkins Air Force Station, Ohio_ 5 
Indian Springs Air Force Base, Nev_ 25 
Sacramento Peak Observatory, N. Mex_ 6 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr_ 5 
A. C. and W. system, various locations_ 1, 213 
Outside the United States_ 1, 450 

SAGE 

The special deliberation given to this item is dealt with previously 
in connection with title III (Air Force). 

Permanent military installations 

This special deliberation is dealt with previously in title I (Mmy). 

Land acquisition 

The development of new and more powerful weapons, and the de¬ 
velopment of jet aircraft has made some military installations partially 
obsolete for the pui-poses which they must serve. For these, and other 
similar reasons, additional land is required at a number of the existing 
installations, and land also, of course, will be required for the new ones. 
It is only after the closest scrutiny that the committee approved au¬ 
thorizations for any additional land acquisition. It might be said 
also, that it is only with reluctance that the committee recommends 
these acquisitions to the House—a reluctance, however that is temp¬ 
ered by the realization that the land is actually required and that our 
defense would seriously suffer were its approval withheld. 

Title VI of Public Law 155, 82d Congress, provides the committee 
with an additional opportunity to consider a land proposal by the 
military departments and, without clearance with tiie committee and 
the Senate Armed Services Committee, the authority granted in a 
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public-works law cannot be exercised where the acquisition involves 
an expenditure in excess of $25,000, or otherwise falls within the pro¬ 

visions of title VI. • • i- 1 

Notwithstanding the foregoing, the committee continues to feel a 
very real concern about the magnitude of the land acquisitions by the 
military departments. For example, there is set out below a sum¬ 
mary of the land programs of the three military departments for the 
last several years together with another summary showing the lands 
actually acquired in recent years. 

[Dollars in thousands] 

Service 

Fiscal year 1954 Fiscal year 1955 Fiscal year 1956 Fiscal year 1957 

Acreage Cost Acreage Cost Acreage Cost Acreage Cost 

715, 481 
3,173 

24, 585 

$10, 965 
552 

10, 424 

18.448 
1 908, 608 

70,083 

$10, 732 
3,647 

16, 489 

116,999 
167,180 
47,421 

$37,173 
32,430 
10,506 

27, 933 
713,178 

52, 988 

$1.217 
2 47,360 

24. 595 
Air Force.. 

Total __ 743,239 21,941 997,139 30, 868 331,600 80,109 749,099 73,172 

1 This acreage figure includes 543,752 acres of public domain and 285,598 acres of national park lands. 
* Includes cost of outstanding interests in 3,300,261 acres of public domain. 

Lands acquired 

[Dollars in thousands] 

Service 

Fiscal year 1954 Fiscal year 1955 
Fiscal year 1956 

(1st quarter) 

Acreage Cost Acreage Cost Acreage Cost 

88,352 
8,541 

53,121 

$5,076 
1,786 

16,995 

25,612 
5,144 

84,090 

$5,784 
1,020 

11,110 

22,363 
3,082 

10,776 

$1,121 
697 

2, 423 
Air Force--- 

150,014 23,857 114,846 17.914 36, 221 4,241 

It will be noted that the program involves substantial areas of the 
public domain and other federally controlled lands. It is entirely 
understandable that miners, ranchers, hunters, and naturalists are 
concerned with respect to theu" respective interests within these areas, 
for it is not unusual that some or all of the activities of these individuals 
must be prohibited entirely or seriously curtailed, depending upon the 
use to which the public domain lands are to be put. The public domain 
of the United States constitutes a great national asset and one which 
should be utilized for military purposes only upon a clear showing 
that such is required in the national defense. The committee joins 
with those who urge a most careful study of all lands proposed for 
withdrawal from the public domain, and joins also with those who uige 
that all feasible activities relating to mining, ranching, hunting, and 
natural studies be permitted to continue to the maximum extent even 
though the areas may be used for military purposes. 

It has been frequently recommended that aerial gunnery practice 
be carried on over offshore areas and, indeed, there are such ranges in 
oxist6nc6 today, coniinittoc this year and in the past has uiged 
that overwater areas be utilized and has queried witnesses as to why 
further use of these areas was not made. The committee has become 
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convinced that the expansive offshore areas do not provide the ready 
solution that would be hoped. The internationality of waters beyond 
the 3-mile limit prevents the United States from declaring areas pro¬ 
hibited to surface craft. Hence the onus is on a firing pilot to make 
sure that no surface vessels are within range of his guns. The thou¬ 
sands of commercial and fishing vessels which ply the east and west 
coasts of the United States constantly interrupt attempts to conduct 
firing runs over these waters. From high altitudes only the larger 
vessels can be seen and any pilot would be understandablv reluctant 
to fire blindly over an area known to abound with small fisKing boats. 
Frequently, also, low stratus clouds or fog prevent visual inspection 
of the surface. It is not the intention of the committee, however, to 
suggest that study in this field not be continued. The committee feels 
that wherever it is possible to utilize offshore areas for gunnery and 
bombing practice, such should be done. 

Ordnance depots and magazines 

The various conflicting interests involved in the location of ord¬ 
nance depots and magazines was brought most forcibly to the atten¬ 
tion of the committee in connection with the study which it has 
made of the naval magazine at Port Chicago. Again, this year the 
committee’s attention was directed to this perplexing problem in 
connection with the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot in Houston, Tex. 
Many of these storage and outloading facilities were established as a 
consequence of urgent needs brought on by war. Sites were selected 
on the basis of immediacy of need and sometimes without regard to 
the ultimate problems which would arise because of their location. 
It is understandable that the problems of the moment, that is, the 
quick movement of ammunition, bombs, etc., to our forces was para¬ 
mount. Today it is apparent that the whole subject of the location 
of these storage and outloading areas must be restudied. In some 
instances, these facilities were established in areas that were already 
reasonably developed or obviously susceptible to rapid development. 
In other instances, the facility may have been well located at the 
time of its original selection but the expansion of the country, and 
particularly the industrial expansion, has placed ammunition storage 
too close to industrial or habitation areas. It was with these thoughts 
in mind that the committee inserted a new section 105 which requires 
the Secretary of the Army to make a study for the purpose of deter¬ 
mining an appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord¬ 
nance Depot, Houston, Tex., and inserted section 202 whereby the 
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to make similar studies in con¬ 
nection with certain installations which irclude the naval magazine 
at Port Chicago, Calif. It is hoped that the typical studies which 
will be made under the above mentioned sections of the bill will 
provide the committee, the Congress, and the Department of Defense 
with guides for future studies of a similar nature in order that (1) 
the facilities may be relocated where necessary, or (2) sufficient lands 
surrounding them acquired in order to render their utilization safe. 

OTHER CHANGES IN BILL AS PRESENTED 

During the consideration of the bill there were, of course,* many 
changes in addition to those which have been mentioned in various 
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parts of this report. They are too numerous to be included in this 
report, and it suffices to say that there were in the order of 75 amend¬ 
ments to the original bill. Some of them were recommended by the 
Departments, while others were expressions of the committee’s views. 

The bill as originally presented totaled, in round numbers, $2,174 
million. The bill as reported out of committee totals some $2,156 
million. This represents a decrease of $18 million. In the process, 
the committee eliminated items in the amount of $32 million and 
added items in the amount of $14 million. 

Fiscal data 
Enactment into law of this proposed legislation will involve the 

expenditure of $2,156,730,000 of Federal funds. 

Departmental data 
This measure is a part of the legislative program of the Department 

of Defense for the fiscal year 1957 and has been approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget as is evidenced by the letter dated January 19, 
1956, from Mr. Richard A. Buddeke, Director, Legislative Programs, 
Department of Defense, which is set out below and made a part of this 
report. 

Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, 
Washington 25, D. C., January 19, 1956. 

Hon. Sam Rayburn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Speaker: There is forwarded herewith a draft of legislation ‘‘To 
authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes.’’ 

This proposed legislation is a part of the Department of Defense legislative 
program for 1950, and the Bureau of the Budget advises that there is no objection 
to its presentation to the Congress and that its enactment would be in accord 
with the program of the President. The Department of Defense recommends 
that it be enacted. . . .,. 

This proposed legislation would authorize the construction of additional military 
public works that are urgently needed by the Department of Defense at this 
time, and would provide additional authority to cover deficiencies in prior con¬ 
struction authorizations. The appropriation of money required for construction 
is provided for in the budget of the United States Government for the fiscal year 
1957. 

Tliis proposal would authorize new construction totaling $2,012,283,000 of 
which $305,670,000 is for the Department of the Army, $418,728,000 is for the 
Department of the Navy, $1,137,585,000 is for the Department of the Air Force, 
$150 million is for additional family housing in foreign countries to be financed 
througli the sale of agricultural commodities, and $300,000 is for housing for the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and personnel attached to his staff. This 
proposal would also provide additional monetary authority in title I of $350,000, 
title II of $1,050,000 and in title III of $131,759,000, for projects previously 
authorized. The total in this proposed legislation of the new authorization and 
the correction of deficiencies in prior authorizations is $2,145,442,000. 

This proposal would also repeal all authorizations, with certain exceptions, 
for military public works that are contained in laws enacted after September 30, 
1951, but prior to July 15, 1952. This repeal wdll continue in effect the policy 
established in connection with the last military Public Works Authorization Act 
(Public Law 161, 84th Cong.) of repealing long-standing authority for military 
public works items that has not been exercised by the mili^ary departments. 
It is believed that the continuation of this policy will result in a construction 
program which will reflect the current needs of the Department of Defense more 
accurately than it has in prior years. 

SincGrolv 
(Signed) Richard A. Buddeke, 

Director, Legislative Programs. 
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Summary of military public works bill, fiscal year 1957, continental United States 

Alabama_$14, 730, 000 

Army: 
Fort McClellan_ 397, 000 
Fort Rucker_ 7, 300, 000 
Redstone Arsenal_ 5, 259, 000 

Air Force: 
Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile_ 1, 541, 000 
Craig Air Force Base, Selma_ 18, 000 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery_ 215, 000 

Arizona___ 21,673,000 

Army: 
Fort Huachuca_ 6, 856, 000 
Yuma Test Station_ 1, 520, 000 

Air Force: 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson_ 503, 000 
Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix__ 2, 902, 000 
Williams Air Force Base, Chandler_ 6, 347, 000 
Yuma County Airport, Yuma_ 3, 545, 000 

Arkansas_ 2, 461, 000 

Air Force: 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville_ 933, 000 
Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock_ 1, 528, 000 

California_ 154, 907, 000 

Army: 
Sharpe General Depot_ 655, 000 
Fort Ord_ 223, 000 
United States Disciplinary Barracks_ 197, 000 
Jet Propulsion Laboratory_ 143, 000 

Navy: 
Naval Air Station, Alameda_ 2, 675, 000 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow_ 3, 436, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Brown Field_ 778, 000 
Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado_ 5, 660, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, El Centro_ 831, 000 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro_ 6, 863, 000 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Fallbrook_ 1, 584, 000 
Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake_ 6, 028, 000 
Naval Air Station, Miramar_ 8, 835, 000 
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field_ 89, 000 
Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Mojave_ 12, 556, 000 
Naval Supply Center, Oakland_ 50, 000 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton_ 3, 429, 000 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore_ 10, 089, 000 
Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu_ 1, 682, 000 
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme_ 2, 581, 000 
Naval Air Station, San Diego_ 13, 072, 000 
Naval Shipyard, San Francisco_ 1, 300, 000 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego_ 1, 679, 000 
Marine Corps Training Center, Twenty-nine Palms_ 1, 165, 000 
Naval Ammunition and Net Depot, Seal Beach_ 2, 176, 000 
Naval Shipyard, Long Beach_ 5, 984, 000 
Naval Station, Long Beach_ 2, 256, 000 
Marine Corps Cold Weather Battalion, Bridgeport_ 294, 000 
Naval Communications Station_ 2, 029, 000 
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Calif ornia—C ontinued 
ruicc. 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville- $9, 563, 000 
Castle Air Force Base, Merced_ 2, 179, 000 
Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc- 5, 488, 000 
George Air Force Base, Victorville- 3, 144, 000 
Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael- 2, 966, 000 
March Air Force Base, Riverside- 5, 156, 000 
Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento- 21, 650, 000 
McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento- 1, 424, 000 
Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino- 1, 572, 000 
Oxnard Air Force Base, Oxnard- 2, 392, 000 
Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield_ 923, 000 
Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton_ llE 000 

Colorado_ '^> 000 

I 
Army: 

Fort Carson_ 
Pueblo Ordnance Depot- 

Air Force: 
Lowry Air Force Base, Denver- 
Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs. 

3, 253, 000 
2, 142, 000 

1, 587, 000 
342, 000 

Connecticut. 22, 749, 000 

Navy: Naval Underwater Sound Laboratory, New London— 304, 000 
Air Force: Hartford Research Facility- 22, 445, 000 

Delaware 9, 379, 000 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover_ 3, 195, 000 
New Castle County Municipal Airport, Wilmington- 6, 184, 000 

Florida_ 72, 533, 000 

.) 

Navy: 
Naval Air Station, Cecil Field_ 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville- 
Naval Air Station, Key West-- 
Naval Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama City 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola-- 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Sanford- 
Naval Auxiliary Air Field, Whiting Field- 
Naval Industrial Reserve Shipyard, Tampa- 
Naval Station, Key West- 

Air Force: 
Buckingham Weapons Center, Fort Myers- 
Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso- 
Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead- 
MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa- 
Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach- 
Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa- 
Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando- 
Tvndall Air Force Base, Panama City- 

4, 052, 000 
2, 380, 000 

170, 000 
84, 000 

347, 000 
6, 926, 000 

13, 000 
200, 000 
927, 000 

13, 168, 000 
21, 094, 000 

1, 694, 000 
3, 262, 000 
1, 545, 000 

15, 169, 000 
786, 000 
716, 000 
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Georgia-- _ _ _ $ 16, 582, 000 

Army: 
Fort Benning-    422, 000 
Atlanta General Depot_'_ 832 000 

Navy: ’ 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany_ 1, 742, 000 
Naval Air Station, Glynco_ 4’ oos’ 000 

Air Force: ’ ’ 
Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta_ 345, 000 
Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah_ I, I3l| 000 
Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta_ 1, 848,’ 000 
Robins Air Force Base, Macon_ 5^ 478^ 000 
Turner Air Force Base, Albany_ ’ 78l| 000 

Idaho--- i3_ 479_ qoO 

Air Force: 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home_ 2, 064, 000 
National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls_ II, 415, 000 

Illinois- 24, 439, 000 

Navy: 
Naval Hospital, Great Lakes___ 12, 730, 000 
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes_ 8^ 413,’ 000 

Air Force: Scott Air Force Base, Belleville_ 3’ 296’ 000 

Indiana- 2, 309, 000 

Army: Fort Benjamin Harrison_ 140 000 
Air Force: Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru_ 2, 169,’ 000 

Iowa -- - 2,288,000 
Air Force: Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City_ 2, 288, 000 

Kansas-- g 150, 000 
Army: 

Fort Leavenworth_ 1 092 000 
Fort Riley-l’519^ 000 

Air Force: 
Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka_ 1, 271, 000 
McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita_ ’ 396’ 000 
Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina_ 3, 882, 000 

Kentucky- 2,177,000 

Army: Fort Knox- 1, 698, 000 
Air Force: Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville_ 479, 000 

Louisiana- 6, 814, 000 

Navy: Naval Station, New Orleans_ 226 000 
Air Force: * ’ 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria._ 2, 919, 000 
Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport_ 2, 111’, 000 
Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles_ l| 552^ 000 
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Maine_ $24, 988, 000 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick- 3, 738, 000 
Naval Radio Station_ 2, 450, 000 
Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor- 83, 000 

Air Force: 
Dow Air Force Base, Bangor_ 7, 665, 000 
Loring Air Force Base, Limestone.  - 2, 522, 000 
Presque Isle Air F'orce Base, Presque Isle- 8, 057, 000 
Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport- 473, 000 

Maryland_ 

Army: 
Fort George G. Meade- 
Aberdeen Proving Ground- 
Army Chemical Center- 
Camp Detrick_ 

Navy: 
Naval Air Test Center, Patuxent River- 
Naval Academy, Annapolis- 
Naval Air Facility, Annapolis Area- 
Naval Training Center, Bainbridge- 
Naval Radio Station, Cheltenham- 

Air Force: Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs 

36, 171, 000 

5, 885, 000 
147, 000 
889, 000 
913, 000 

475, 000 
7, 469, 000 
4, 000, 000 
6, 569, 000 
2, 489, 000 
7, 335, 000 

Massachusetts 36, 458, 000 

Army: Fort Devens- 
Navy: 

Naval Shipyard, Boston-- 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Hingham- 

Air Force: 
Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford- 
Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth- 
Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls 

302, 000 

7, 332, 000 
993, 000 

6, 939, 000 
11, 577, 000 
9, 315, 000 

Michigan 15, 885, 000 

) 

Air Force: 
Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie_ 
K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette 
Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens— 
Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee- 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda- 

2, 156, 000 
5, 051, 000 
2, 494, 000 
2, 906, 000 
3, 278, 000 

Minnesota 3, 878, 000 

Air Force: 
Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth- 
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport 

863, 000 
.3, 015, 000 

Mississippi 12, 402, 000 

Navy: Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian 
Air Force: 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus- 
Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville- 
Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi- 

8, 231, 000 

1, 654, 000 
2, 483, 000 

34, 000 
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Missouri- $5, 834, 000 

Army: St. Louis Support Center_ 3, 346, 000 
Air Force: 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City_ I, 673, 000 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster_ 815, 000 

Montana- 3, 706, 000 

Air Force: 
Glasgow Site--- 2, 470, 000 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls_ 1, 236, 000 

Nebraska- 10, 382, 000 

Air Force: 
Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln_ 4, 685, 000 
Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha_ 5, 697, 000 

New Hampshire_ 718, 000 

Navy: Naval Hospital, Portsmouth_ 57, 000 
Air Force: Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth_ 661, 000 

New Jersey- 9, 810, 000 

Army: Fort Dix- 54, OOO 
Navy: 

Naval Air Station, Atlantic City_ 421, 000 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle_ 600, 000 
Naval Air Station, Lakehurst_ 6, 438, 000 
Naval Air Turbine Test Station, Trenton_ 128, 000 

Air Force: McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown_ 2, 169, 000 

New Me.xico- 21, 500, 000 

Army: White Sands Proving Ground_ 693, 000 
Air Force: 

Clovis Air Force Ba.se, Clovis_ 4, 505, 000 
Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo_ 7, 877, 000 
Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque_ 5, 481, 000 
Walker Air Force Ba.se, Roswell_ 2, 791, 000 
Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak_ 153, 000 

Nevada- 14, 942, 000 

Navy: Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon_ 8, 304, 000 
Air Force: 

Indian Springs Air Force Base_ 961, 000 
Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas_ 3, 456, 000 
Stead Air Force Base, Reno_ 2, 221, 000 

New York- 3I, 915, qOO 

Army: 
Fort Totten- 1, 212, 000 
0.swego- 583, 000 
Seneca Ordnance Depot_-_ 88,000 

Navy: Naval Receiving Station, Brooklyn_ 97, 000 
Air Force: 

GrifRss Air Force Base, Rome_ 17, 966, 000 
Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead_ 205, 000 
Niagara Falls Municipal Airport_ 3, 030, 000 
Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg_ 1, 491, 000 
Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh_ 1, 802, 000 
Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton_ 5, 441, 000 
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North Carolina 
$33, 878, 000 

Army: 
Fort Bragg--- 
Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station- 

Navy: 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point- 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune- 
Marine Corps Aaixiliary Landing Field, Edenton 
Naval Air Facility, Harvey Point- 

Air Force: 
Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg--i'- 
Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro- 

North Dakota- 

645, 000 
302,000 

170, 000 
5, 092, 000 

13, 926, 000 
6, 000, 000 

1, 106, 000 
6, 637, 000 

23, 214, 000 

Air Force: 
Grand Forks Site 
Minot Site- 

1, 999, 000 
21, 215, 000 

Ohio_ 
. 24, 434, 000 

Air Force: ‘ 
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus- 
Wilkins Air Force Base, Station, Shelby- 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton. 
Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown 

Oklahoma 

4, 952, 000 
89, 000 

17, 138, 000 
2, 255, 000 

16, 985, 000 

Army: Fort Sill- 
Air Force: 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus- 
Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore- 
Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City..- 
Vance Air Force Base, Enid- 

Oregon- 

Army: Umatilla Ordnance Depot- 
Air Force: 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath... 
Greater Portland Area- 

Pennsylvania- 

New Cumberland General Depot- 
Sbuth Park Military Reservation-- 

Navy: Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville 

Air Force: ^ 
Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis- 
Olmstead Air Force Base, Middletown- 
Marietta Air Force Station- 

Rhode Island 

4, 173, 000 

1, 003, 000 
330, 000 

7, 004, 000 
3, 498, 000 

977, 000 

14, 896, 000 

258, 000 

1, 130, 000 
13, 508, 000 

6, 636, 000 

631, 000 
190, 000 
693, 000 

1, 087, 000 
3, 983, 000 

52, 000 

14, 815, 000 

Navy: 
Naval Station, Newport- 
Naval Supply Depot, Newport.-- 
Naval Air Station, Quonset Point 

11, 672, 000 
390, 000 

2, 753, 000 
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South Carolina-$38, 968, 000 

Army: Columbia Quartermaster Center_ 98, 000 
Navy: 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort_ 17, 384, 000 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston_ 404’ 000 
Naval Minecraft Base, Charleston_ 7, 902^ 000 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island_ 4^ 266,’ 000 
Naval Shipyard, Charleston_^_ 148’ 000 

Air Force; ’ 
Charleston Air Force Base,'Charleston_ 868, 000 
Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville_ 2, 428’ 000 
Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach_ 665,’ 000 
Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter_ 3, 805, 000 

South Dakota_ 943 qqq 
Air Force: Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City_ 943’ 000 

Tennessee- 4, 148, 000 

Navy: Naval Air Station, Memphis_ 511 OOO 
Air Force: ’ 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville_ 2, 054, 000 
Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna_ l’ 583,’ 000 

Texas- 58, 333, qoo 

Army: 
Fort Hood- 2, 457, 000 
Fort Bliss- 5,301,000 
Fort Worth General Depot_ 1 285 000 

Navy: ’ ’ 
Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Alice-Orange Grove Area.. 2, 242, 000 
Naval Station, Orange_ 265 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field_ 2, 247’ 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville_ 2, 610,’ 000 

Air Force: 
Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene_ 1, 043, 000 
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin__ ’ 531’ ooO 
Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso_ 922’ 000 
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio_ 237,’ 000 
Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan_ 1, 288’ 000 
Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth_ 2, 438^ 000 
Ellington Air Force Base, Houston_ ’ 63’ 000 
Foster Air Force Base, Victoria_'_ 952,’ 000 
Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo_ 8, 804,’ 000 
Gray Air Force Base, Killeen_ 23, 000 
James Connally Air Force Base, Waco_ 4, 687,’ 000 
Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio_ T, 570, 000 
Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo_ ’ 225^ 000 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio_ 212’ 000 
Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman_ 2, 26o’ 000 
Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio_ 133’ 000 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock_ 4, 164| 000 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls_ 6, 842,’ 000 
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring_ 90’ 000 
Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcus_ 783,’ 000 
Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio_ 3, 440, 000 
Laredo Test Site, Laredo_ 1, 219, 000 
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\ Utah_ $2, 422, 000 

Army: Dugway Proving Ground_ 867, 000 
Navy: Naval Supply Depot, Clearfield_ 149, 000 
Air Force: 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden_ 1, 339, 000 
Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover_ 67, 000 

Vermont_ 4, 211, 000 

Air Force: Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski_ 4, 211, 000 

Virginia_ 70, 547, 000 

Army: 
Fort Eustis_ 1, 231, 000 
Fort Belvoir_ 492, 000 

Navy; 
Marine Corps Supply Forwarding Annex, Portsmouth_ 91, 000 
Navy Auxiliary Air Station, Chincoteague_ 170, 000 
Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck_ 237, 000 
Naval Air Station, Norfolk_’- 170, 000 
Naval Air Station, Oceana_ 5, 286, 000 
Naval Shipyard, Norfolk_ 244, 000 
Public Works Center, Norfolk_ 443, 000 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico_ 2, 178, 000 
Naval Mine Depot, Yorktown_ 3, 480, 000 
Harbor Defense Base, Norfolk_ 300, 000 
Naval Station, Norfolk_ 2, 844, 000 

Air Force; 
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton_ 2, 613, 000 
Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton_ 768, 000 

Washington_ 18, 684, 000 

Army: Fort Lewis_ 3, 022, 000 
Navy: 

Naval Supply Depot, Seattle_ 199, 000 
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island_ 149, 000 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Bangor_ 1, 100, 000 
Naval Communication Station, Seattle- 45, 000 

Air Force: 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane_ 4, 457, 000 
Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake_ 1, 111, 000 
McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma_ 1, 514, 000 
Paine Air Force Base, Everett_ 4, 127, 000 
Geiger Field, Spokane_ 2, 827, 000 
Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo_ 4, 000 
Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma_ 129, 000 

Wisconsin_ 9, 675, 000 

Air Force: 
Truax Field, Madison_ 2, 874, 000 
Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville_ 6, 801, 000 

Wyoming_ 1, 654, 000 

Air Force: Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne_ 1, 654, 000 
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District of Columbia_ 928, 000 

Fort McNair_ -1, HI, 000 
Walter R<;ed Army Medical Center- 4, 209, 000 

Navy: Naval Research Laboratory- 1, 300, 000 
Air Force: Bolling Air Force Base-- 8, 000 
Office of the Secretarv of Defense: Joint Chiefs of Staffs Hous¬ 
ing_^_ 300,000 

Various locations (Zone of Interior). 129, 370, 000 

Army_ 8, 984, 000 
Air Force_ ^20, 386, 000 

OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 

Alaska_ 44,117,000 
Army: 

Fort Richardson_ 2, 333, 000 
Ladd Air Force Base_ 1, 688, 000 
Whittier_ 2, 849, 000 
Wildwood Station (Kenai)- 352, 000 

Navy: Naval Station, Adak- 7, 351, 000 
Air Force: 

Eielson Air Force Base_ 14, 984, 000 
Elmendorf AiT Force Base- 5, 444, 000 
Galena Airfield_ 1, 772, 000 
Ladd Air Force Base_ 7, 055, 000 
King Salmon Airport_ 289, 000 

Canal Zone_ 270, 000 

Army: Panama Canal Zone_ 1, 060, 000 
Navy: Fifteenth Naval District- 2, 210, 000 

Cuba_ 5, 252, 000 

Naval Air Station, Guantanamo Bay- 4, 572, 000 
Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay- 680, 000 

French Morocco_ !> 646, 000 

Navy: 
Naval Air Facility, Port Lyautey- 
Naval Ordnance Facility, Port Lyautey 

Hawaii_ 
Army: 

Schofield Barracks_ 
Helemano_ 
Alimann Military Reservation- 

Navy: 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay. 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu- 
Naval Air Station, Oahu_ 

Air Force: Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu 

Japan_ 

Navy: 
Naval Air Facility, Iwakuni- 
Naval Air Station, Atsugi- 
Naval Ordnance Facility, Yokosuka- 

1, 401, 000 
245, 000 

6, 824, 000 

2, 668, 000 
136, 000 
143, 000 

1, 045, 000 
971, 000 
870, 000 
991, 000 

3, 906, 000 

1, 704, 000 
1, 961, 000 

241, 000 
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OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES-continued 

Johnston Island- $724, 000 

Air P’orce; Johnston Island Air Force Base_ 724, 000 

Mariana Islands 24, 445, 000 

Navy: Naval Communication Station, Guam- 222, 000 
Air Force; 

Andersen Air Force Base_ 23, 980, 000 
Harmon Air Force Base_ 14, 000 
Northwest Air F'orce Base_ 229, 000 

Newfoundland_ F 599, 000 

Navy; Naval Station, Argentia_ 1, 599, 000 

Okinawa_ 615, 000 

Army; Okinawa_ 540, 000 
Navy; Naval Communication Unit, Futema- 75, 000 

Philippine Islands. __ 32, 008, 000 

Navy; 
Naval Air Facility, Cubi Point_ 
Naval Ship Repair Facility, Subic Bay 
Naval Communication Facility_ 
Naval Air Station, Sangley Point- 
Naval Base, Subic Bay_ 
Naval Supply Depot, Subic Bay- 

2, 264, 000 
1, 637, 000 
4, 320, 000 
3, 811, 000 
9, 378, 000 

11, 598, 000 

Puerto Rico 5, 993, 000 

Navy: Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads- 4, 470, 000 
Air Force: Ramey Air Force Base- 1, 523, 000 

Various locations (overseas)_ 273, 823, 000 

Army_ 
Air Force 

17, 994, 000 
255, 829, 000 

) 
Classified locations 

Army_ 
Navy_ 
Air Force_ 

394, 780, 000 

188, 783, 000 
42, 997, 000 

163, 000, 000 

O 
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84th CONGEESS 
2d Session 

Union Calendar No. 665 

H. R. 9893 
[Report No. 1890] 

IN THE HOUSE OE REPRESENTATIVES 

March 12,1956 

Mr. Vinson introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services 

March 15,1956 

Reported with an amendment, committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union, and ordered to be printed 

[Insert the part printed in italic] 

A BILL 
To authorize certam construction at military installations, and for 

other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 TITLE I 

4 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

5 develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

6 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

7 or temporary public works, including site preparation, 

8 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

9 projects: 

I 



2 

1 

2 

Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

3 (Ordnance Corps) 

4 Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

5 storage facilities, $147,000. 

6 Jet propulsion laboratory (California Institute of Tech- 

7 nology), California: Pesearcb and development facility, 

8 $143,000. 

9 Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, 

10 $2,142,000. 

11 Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 

12 Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

13 $258,000. 

11 Eedstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

15 training facilities, and utilities, $5,259,000. 

10 White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Utilities, 

1'^ $693,000. 

18 

19 

(Quartennaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities 

20 and maintenance facilities, $832,000. 

21 Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad- 

22 ministrative facility, $98,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

$1,285,000. 

23 

24 

25 
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New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facili¬ 

ties, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, com¬ 

munity facility, and operational facility, $889,000. 

Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utihties, 

$913,000. ; i 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Kesearch and develop¬ 

ment facihties and utilities, $867,000. 

(Signal Corps) 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance 

facihties, storage facihties, administrative facility, and utih¬ 

ties $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facihty, training facility, 

operational facihties, maintenance facihties, research and 

development facihties, and utihties, $492,000. 

(Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facihty, maintenance 

facihty, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Eeed Army Medical Center, District of Colum- 



4 

1 bia: Eesearch and development facility and community 

2 facility, $4,209,000. 

3 FIELD FOECES FACILITIES 

4 (First Army Area) 

5 Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts: Land 

6 acquisition, $302,000. 

7 Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. 

8 Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisi- 

9 tion, $583,000. 

10 Fort Totten, New York: Troop Housing, storage facili- 

11 ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

12 (Second Army Area) 

13 Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and com- 

14 munity facilities, $1,698,000. 

15 Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facilities, 

16 maintenance facilities, medical facility, troop housing, and 

I'i' utilities, $5,885,000. 

18 South Park Military Eeservation, Pennsylvania: Admin- 

19 istrative facility, storage facilities, and utilities, $190,000. 

20 (Third Army Area) 

21 Fort Benning, Georgia: Administrative facilities, main- 

22 tenance facilities, communcations facilities, and community 

23 facilities, $422,000. 

24 Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative facilities, 

25 operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 
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Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North Caro¬ 

lina: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

Fort Eucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, trailer site facilities, land acquisition, and 

utilities, $7,300,000. 

Fourth Army Area) 

Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, communty facili- 

tes, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

facilities, and storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $4,173,000. 

(Fifth Arni}^ Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative 

facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Ramson, Indiana: Troop housing 

$140,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

and troop housing, $1,092,000. 

Fort Rilev, Kansas: Administrative facilities, commu- 
•j ' 

nity facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 
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Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, family housing, and util¬ 

ities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facility and commu¬ 

nity facility, $223,000. 

United States disciplinary barracks, California: Com¬ 

munity facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research 

and development facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base; Troop housing and maintenance 

facilities, $1,688,000. 

Fort Richardson; Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 
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Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, $2,- 

849,000. 

Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, and 

maintenance facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,- 

000. 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Militaiy Eeservation, Hawaii: Land acquisi¬ 

tion, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawai: Community facility, land acquisi¬ 

tion and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, 

hfavy and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance 

facifities, community facilities, storage facilities, training 

facihties, administrative facilities, medical facifities, troop 

housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

develop classified military installations and facifities by ac¬ 

quiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
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permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui¬ 

sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 

ment, in a total amount of $188,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

is amended with respect to Fort Jay, ^^'ew York, under the 

heading ‘‘Continental United States” and subheadings 

“field forces facilities (First Army Area) ” in sec¬ 

tion 101, by striking out “$731,000” and inserting in place 

thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of section 502, 

by striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,904,000” 

and inserting in place thereof “$225,277,000” and 

“$534,254,000”, respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

third Congress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Opera¬ 

tional Facilities (including troop housing), $70,000” is 

amended to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facil¬ 

ities (including troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) 

of section 502 thereof, is amended by striking the figure 

“$462,600” and inserting in place thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The following named installations are hereby 

declared as peimanent military installations: Camp Gordon, 

Georgia; Fort Jackson, South Carohna; Camp Stewart, 

Georgia; Camp Chaffee, Arkansas; Fort Leonard Wood, 

Missouri. 

Sec. 105. The Secretary of the Army shall make all 
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necessary studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine 

an appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto 

Ordnance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by 

31 January 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appro¬ 

priations available to the Department of the Army is author¬ 

ized for such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establsh or 

develop mihtary installations and facihties b}^ acquiring, con¬ 

structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including site preparation, appur¬ 

tenances, utihties and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

SHIPYAED FACILITIES 

Uaval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Eeplacement of 

pier, and plans and specifications for dr3^dock facilities, 

$7,332,000. 

ISTaval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina : Dredging 

equipment, $148,000. 

Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South Carolina: Op¬ 

erational facihties, personnel facilities, training facihties, 

maintenance facihties, storage facihties, community facihties, 

security facihties, and utihties, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Facihties for 

H. E. 9893-2 
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remedying effects of ground subsidence and waterfront 

facilities, $5,984,000. 

Navy underwater sound laboratoiy. New London, Con¬ 

necticut: Kesearcb and development facilities and land 

acquisition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel 

facilities, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Vhginia: Utilities and land 

acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Plorida: 

Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and 

specifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: 

Land acquisition, $200,000. 

PLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 

Naval station. Long Beach, Cahfornia: Waterfront 

facilities, $2,256,000. 

Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

$226,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island; Waterfront 

facilities, personnel facihties, community facihties and utili¬ 

ties, $11,672,000. 
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1 Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

2 12,844,000. 

3 Naval station. Orange, Texas: Plood-protection facilities, 

•4 including land acquisition, $265,000. 

5 AVIATION FACILITIES 

6 (Naval Air Training Stations), 

7 Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

8 Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

9 ' Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field, Texas: Per- 

10 sonnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, 

11 station and aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilites, $2,- 

12 247,000. 

13 Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 

facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac- 

quisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person- 

nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facil- 

ities, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage fa- 

cilities, and aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxihary air station, Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

preparation, utihties, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 24 
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Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facili¬ 

ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, 

$347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

Land acquisition, $13,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga¬ 

tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: 

Personnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Personnel facilities, 

airfield pavements, station maintenance facilities, conununity 

facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera¬ 

tional facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

utilities, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Cliincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: 

Aircraft and station maintenance facihties, airfield pave¬ 

ments, fuel dispensing facihties, operational facihties, admin- 
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istrative facilities, personnel facilities, communications facili¬ 

ties, community facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition includ¬ 

ing not to exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, 

California to partially defray the County’s cost in relocating 

the Niland-Blythe Road, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training 

facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

and land acquisition, $8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Air¬ 

field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis¬ 

pensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft, and station 

maintenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 

$6,000,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and specifi¬ 

cations for development of master jet aircraft facilities, and 

land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facili¬ 

ties, operational facilities, training facilities, ordnance facili- 
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1' ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

2 clearance, $8,835,000. 

;3 Naval air station, Moffett FieW, California: Land acqui- 

sition, $89,000. 

5 Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte- 

6 nance facilities, $170,000. 

7 Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: 

8 Airfield pavements, ordnance and ammunition storage facili- 

9 ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, v^aterfront facilities, op- 

10 erational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

11 $13,072,000. 

12- Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft mainte- 

13’ nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, 

community facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, 

open storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, and reloca- 

tion of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Ehode Island: 

Aircraft 'maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, 

$2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 

91 
maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 

and utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Utili¬ 

ties, $149,000. 24 
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(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Caro¬ 

lina: Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, administra¬ 

tive facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilities, training 

facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 

facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 

utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, North Carolina: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, airfield pave¬ 

ments, storage facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi¬ 

cal facilities, training facilities, personnel facilities, opera¬ 

tional facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

jMarine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

facilities, training facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 

and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

$12,556,000. 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air facility, John 11. Towers Field, Anriapolis, 

Mari/Iand: Land acquisition, and. plans for specifications for 

aviation facilities, $4,000,000. 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: 

Plans and specifications for research and development facil¬ 

ities, $693,000. 
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1 Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Eesearch 

2 and development facilities and equipment maintenance facil- 

3 ities, $6,438,000. 

4 Naval air station, Patuxent Eiver, Maryland: Aircraft 

5 maintenance facilities and research and development facilities. 

6 $475,000. 

7 Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: 

8 Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft main- 

9 tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

10 Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

11 Eesearch and development facilities, $128,000. 

12 SUPPLY PACILITIBS 

13 Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

14 $149,000. 

15 Naval supply depot, Newport, Ehode Island: Storage 

16 facilities, $390,000. 

17 Naval supply center, Oakland, Cahfornia: Utilities, 

18 $50,000. 

19 Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Eeplacement 

20 of seawall, $199,000. 

21 MAEINE COEPS FACILITIES 

22 Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 

23 facilities, personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, commu- 

24 nity facilities, and utilities, $1,742,000. 

25 Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: 

26 Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel fa- 
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nillties, administrative facilities, and coininnnity facilities, 

$3,436,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: 

Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training facili¬ 

ties, community facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, 

and utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot Parris Island, South Caro¬ 

line: Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage 

facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 

$4,266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: 

Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, Cali¬ 

fornia: Utilities $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twent3mine Palms, Cali¬ 

fornia: Community facilities and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, 

Virginia: Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Training fa¬ 

cilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, and utibties, $2,178,000. 

Marine Cor])s recruit depot, San Diego, California: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

H. E,. 9893 3 
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OEDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Ord¬ 

nance facilities, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: 

Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: 

Eesearch and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

facilities, airfield pavements and fuel storage and dispensing 

facihties, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

facilities, $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Eallbrook, California: Am¬ 

munition storage and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: 

Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, Cali¬ 

fornia: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

storage and ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 

SEEVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryand: Personnel 

facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 
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Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Training 

facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: 

Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel 

facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, 

$12,730,000. 

Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

elevator, $57,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Communi¬ 

cations facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $2,450,000. 

Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: 

Communications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

029,000. 

Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: 

Communications facilities, $45,000. 

Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi¬ 

cations facilities, $83,000. 
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Naval research laboratory, District of Columbia: Plans 

and specifications for research and development facilities, 

$1,300,000. 

YAEDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and 

land ac(piisition, $443,000. 

Naval construction battalion center. Port Hueneme, Cali¬ 

fornia: Peplacement of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,- 

581,000. 

Outside the United States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Philippine Is¬ 

lands: Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

Olongapo, flood control and drainage facilities and commu¬ 

nity facilities, $9,378,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

laundry and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

$680,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

Naval aii‘ station, Alsugi, Ja])aii: Airfield pavements. 
24 
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aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, person¬ 

nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of 

Hawaii: Personnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facili¬ 

ties, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, communications 

facilities, family housing, community facilities, and utilities, 

$4,572,000. 

Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft maintenance 

facilities, airfield pavements, dredging, navigational aids, and 

fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 
• _ 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Terri- 

toiy of Hawaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, aiiHeld pave¬ 

ments, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 

Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Air¬ 

craft maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facili¬ 

ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, 

and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Air- 
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1 field pavements, breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,811,- 

2 000. 

3 SUPPLY FACILITIES 

4 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Eeplacenient of fuel stor- 

fi age facilities, $5,000,000. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage 

facilities, $1,599,000. 

Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Cov¬ 

ered and cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, oper¬ 

ational facilities, maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, 

and utilities, $11,598,000. 

OEDNANCE FACILTIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco : 

Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 

Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance 

facilities, $241,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Okinawa: Com¬ 

munications facilities, $75,000. 

Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: 

Communication facilities, $222,000. 

Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Com¬ 

munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 
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YAEDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Fifteenth naval district, Canal Zone; Utilities, $2,- 

210,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 

obtain, by contract such engineering, location, and site plan¬ 

ning studies as may be necessary to enable him to deter¬ 

mine the feasibility and advisability of establishing, con¬ 

tinuing, or relocating the following facilities: Naval air 

station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets) ; Naval air 

facility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Maryland; Naval 

magazine. Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to 

exceed $100,000 for such studies may be made out of the 

appropriation “Military Construction, Navy”. The Secre¬ 

tary of the Navy shall report to the Committees on Armed 

Services of the Senate and House of Kepresentatives the 

conclusions of these studies together with such recommenda¬ 

tions as he shall consider appropriate. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may estabhsh or 

develop classified naval installations and facilities by con¬ 

structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 

total amount of $42,997,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, 

as amended, is amended as follows: 
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2 (a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much 

2 thereof under the heading ‘‘Continental United States” 

3 and subheading “supply facilities” as reads as follows: 

4 “Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

5 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; 

0 and insert in place thereof the following: 

7 “Hai-pswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

g Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisi- 

9 tion, $2,766,500”. 

10 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Outside 

44 Continental United States” and subheading “com- 

42 MUNICATION facilities”. Strike out so much thereof as 

43 read as follows: 

14 Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

15 solidatcd communication facilities; $2,694,500”; and insert 

IG in j)]ace thereof the following: 

17 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

18 solidated communications, facilities, and land acquisition, 

19 $2,694,500”. 

20 Sec. 205 Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is 

21 amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

23 United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

24 change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San 
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Nicolas Island), Point Miigii, California,” from “$1,132,000” 

to ‘‘$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the beading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “okdnanoe facilities”. 

change the amount foi' “Naval amimmition depot, Haw¬ 

thorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 206. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

is amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “siiipyaed facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval electronics lahoratoiy, San 

Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(h) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “fleet base facili¬ 

ties”, change the amount for “Navy Department District of 

Columbia”, from “$81,000” to “$114,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval auxiliary air station, El 

H. II. 9893-4 
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Centro, California” from $366,000” to “$450,000”; strike 

out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place 

thereof the following: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con- 

TiNE]srTx\L United States” and subheading “ordnance 

facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, and railroad facilities and barricades, 

$1,132,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, railroad facilities and barricades, and land 

acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

(e) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$299,690,600” to “$299,826,600”; 

and the total amount from “$564,224,300” to “$564,- 

360,300”. 
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TITLE III 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

or develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, 

constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing perma¬ 

nent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 

appurtenances, utilities and ecpiipment, for the following 

projects: 

Inside the United States 

AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administra¬ 

tive facilities, housing and community facihties, and utilities 

and ground improvement, $13,168,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: 

Housing and community facilities, $342,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, supply 

facilities, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 
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training facilities, inaintenance facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facihties, utihties 

and group improvements, land acquisition and family hous¬ 

ing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Da¬ 

kota: Operational and training facihties, and maintenance 

facilities, $1,999,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Aiiq^ort, Corapolis, Pennsylvania: 

Operational and training facilities, mamtenance facilities, 

supply facilities, housing and community facihties, and land 

acquisition, $1,087,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Bafael, Cahfornia: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, utili¬ 

ties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$2,966,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

supply facilities, administrative facihties, housing and com- 
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munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition, $5,051,000. 

Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

housing and conununity facilities, and land acquisition, 

$2,156,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Ore¬ 

gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

acquisition, $1,514,000. 

McOhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport, Minne¬ 

apolis, Minnesota: Operational and training facilities, and 

maintenance facilities, $3,015,000. 
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1 Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

3 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

4 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

5 Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware: 

6 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

7 ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utihties and 

8 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

9 Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

10 York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

11 ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

12 land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

13 Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera- 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

1^ facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, land acquisition and family housing, 

$11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, Cahfomia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utihties and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $2,292,000. 

99 
Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Opera- 

90 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train- 
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iiig facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $13,508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

housing and commimity facilities, utilities and groimd im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

Bichard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facihties, administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$6,801,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, IMount Clemens, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facihties, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, housing 

and community facihties, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, 

New York: Operational and training facihties, maintenance 

facilities, housing and community facihties, utihties and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 
\ 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and train- 
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1 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, lioasing and community 

2 facilities, and land acquisition, $2,874,000. 

3 Wurtsmitli Air Force Base, Oscoda, ]\Iicliigan: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

5 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

6 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition 

7 and family housing, $3,278,000. 

8 loungstown IBunicipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: 

9 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

10 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

11 $2,255,000. 

12 Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and 

13 training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facili- 

14 ties, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

15 $3,545,000. 

16 Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

17 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 

18 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

19 improvements and land acquisition, $37,760,000. 

AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

21 Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing 

22 and community facilities, and land, acquisition, $1,541,000. 

23 Griffiss Air Force Base, Borne, Hew York: Operational 

24 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

25 opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
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community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $17,966,000. 

Hin Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: 

Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

Bobins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

utilities and ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

H. B. 9893——5 
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Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: 

Supply facilities, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: 

Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $3,498,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous¬ 

ing, $89,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re¬ 

search, development and test facihties, housing and com- 

y ? es and ^round improvements, and 

land acquisition, $17,138,000. 

\ arious locations: Administrative facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $444,000. 

AIR PEOVIiSrG GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Ail Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel¬ 

opment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $21,094,000. 
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AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Ah' Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational 
V 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gaiy Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: 

Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $63,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo¬ 

ming: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $1,654,000. 

Coodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

Janies Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land 

acquisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hos¬ 

pital and medical facilities, $3,440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $225,000. 
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1 Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Bio, Texas: Operational 

2 and training facilities, and bousing and community facilities, 

3 $212,000. 

4 Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land acqui- 

5 sition, $1,587,000. 

6 Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational 

7 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acqui- 

8 sition, $2,902,000. 

9 'Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Opera- 

10 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supplv 

11 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

12 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

13 McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land ac- 

14 quisition, $396,000. 

15 Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational 

16 and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 

17 Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational 

18 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $3,456,000. 

19 Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities 

20 and ground improvements, $111,000. 

21 Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational 

22 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

23 Eandolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

24 acquisition, $133,000. 
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1 Keese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

2 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

2 Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, IlKnois: Operational 

4 and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

5 $3,296,000. 

6 Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Hos- 

7 pital and medical facilities, and housing and community 

8 facilities, $6,842,000. 

9 Stead Air Force Base, Eeno, Nevada: Supply facilities, 

10 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

11 provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

12 Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida : Opera- 

13 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

11 $716,0000. 

15 Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational 

10 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

l'^ Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, $90,000. 

19 Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera- 

^9 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

acquisition, $6,347,000. 

22 aie univeesity 

23 Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: 

21 Operational and training facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facihties, $215,000. 25 
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CONTINENTAL AIE COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marj^sville, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $9,563,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

and community facilities, $345,000. 

Mitcbel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, $205,000. 

HEADQUARTEBS COMMAND 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities 

and ground improvements, $8,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 
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ities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital 

and medical facilities, administrative facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Fann Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, $768,000. 

eeseaech and development command 

Canal Air Force Plant #62, Hartford, Connecticut: 

Eesearch, development, and test facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Eesearch, 

development, and test facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $5,488,000. 

HoUoman Air Force Base, Alamagordo, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

research, development, and test facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada : 
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Housing and communit}^ facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

and research, development, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Research, develop¬ 

ment, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, 

research, development and test facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

National reactor test station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, research, development and 

test facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$11,415,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, research, development and test facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facihties. 
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utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$1,043,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$1,003,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land acquisition, $531,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and 
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2 medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

2 $2,179,000. 

3 Clinton-Sherman Air Eorce Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: 

^ Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

5 supply facilities, housing and community facihties, utilities 

Q and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

rj Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper- 

g ational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

9 community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,654,000. 

20 Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Oper- 

ational and training facilities, and land acquisition, $503,000. 

22 Bow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

23 training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

14 housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

15 improvements, $7,665,000. 

16 Ellsworth Air Force Base, Eapid City, South Dakota: 

17 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

18 housing and communit}" facilities, and land acquisition, 

19 $943,000. 

20 Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Oper- 

21 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

22 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

23 ments, $4,457,000. 

24 Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational 
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and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$1,271,000. 

Gray Air Eorce Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

housing and community facihties, utilities, and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facihties, housing and 

commimit}^ facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$4,685,000. 

Little Bock Air Force Base, Little Bock, Arkansas: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facilities, administrative facihties, housing and com¬ 

munity facihties, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. 
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Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

Boring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational 

and training facihties, maintenance facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $3,262,000. 

Malstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

and housing and community facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Eiverside, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

Idaho: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Hehraska: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition and family housing, $5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housing 
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and coinmimity facilities, utilities and ground iniproveincnts, 

and land acquisition, $786,000. 

Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, New York: 

Housing and community facilities, $1,491,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp¬ 

shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

conmiunity facihties, $661,000. 

Smoky HiU Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Faiidield, California : Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Boswell, New Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and housing 

and community facihties, $2,791,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachu¬ 

setts: Operational and training facihties, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, supply facihties, administrative facihties, housing and 
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1 coniimmity facilities, utilities aud ground improvements, and 

2 land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

3 Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Oper- 

4 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

5 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

6 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $815,000. 

TACTICAL AIE COMMAND 

8 Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main- 

9 tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

10 $330,000. 

11 Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: 

12 Operational and training facilities and maintenance facilities, 

13 $933,000. 

Bunker HiU Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational 
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and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

community facilities and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

community facilities, and relocation of stracture, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$2,919,000. 
25 
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Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas; Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

$2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,111,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and housing and 

coirnnunity facilities, $1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

Carolna: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
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1 facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

2 administrative facilities, and housing and community facili- 

3 ties, $6,637,000. 

4 Shaw Air Porce Base, Sumtei-, Soutli Carolina: Opera- 
» 

5 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and hous- 

6 ing and community facilities, $3,805,000. 

7 Wendover Aii- Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera- 

8 tional and training facilities, $67,000. 

9 SPECIAL FACILITIES 

10 Various locations: Eesearch, development and test fa¬ 

ll cilities, administrative facilities, and land acquisition, 

12 $1,240,000. 

13 AIECEAFT CONTBOL AND WAENING SYSTEM 

14 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

15 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

16 facilities, administrative facihties, housing, and community 

17 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui- 

18 sition and family housing, $80,942,000. 

19 Outside the United States 

20 ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

21 Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facili- 

22 ties, maintenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,000. 

23 Flmendorf Air 1 orce Base: Operational and training fa- 

24 cilities, maintenance facihties, supply facilities, housing nnd 
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community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$5,444,000. 

Galena Arfield: Operational and training facilities and 

supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, 

supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$7,055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

$6,628,000. 

FAR EAST AIR FORCES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational 

and training facilities, $991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: 

Operational and training facilities and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $724,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medi¬ 

cal facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acqui¬ 

sition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 
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1 munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

2 $55,859,000. 

3 NOETHEAST AIR COMMAND 

4 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

5 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

6 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

7 ground improvements, and family housing, $70,250,000. 

8 STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

9 Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

10 training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

11 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

12 provements, and family housing, $23,980,000. 

13 Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

14 $14,000. 

15 I7orthwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

16 training facihties and maintenance facilities, $229,000. 

17 Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Bico: Operational and 

18 training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 

19 $1,523,000. 

29 UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 

21 Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

22 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

23 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

24 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

25 prefabricated structures, $97,123,000. 
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Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may estab¬ 

lish or develop classified military installations and facili¬ 

ties by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 

installing permanent or temporary public works, including 

land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utihties and 

equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 

(ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended by the addition of 

the following: “The Secretary of the Air Force is author¬ 

ized to procure communication services required for the 

Semiautomatic Ground Environment System. No contract 

for such services may be for a period of more than ten years 

from the date communication services are first furnished 

under such contract. The maximum contingent liability of 

the Government under termination provisions of contracts 

authorized hereunder may not at any time exceed $222,- 

000,000. In procuring such services, the Secretary of the 

Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent the facilities and 

capabilities of communication common carriers, including 

cooperatives, within their respective service areas.” 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended, under the heading “Continental 

United States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “aie defense command”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 
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Fort Myers, Florida, strike out ‘‘$11,577,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, 

Duluth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site, North 

Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$7,709,000”. 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis¬ 

consin, airbase to be known as “Eichard Bong Air 

Force Base strike out “$16,608,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, 

Coraopolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San 

Bafael, Cahfoniia, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,656,000”. 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knox¬ 

ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$817,000”. 

(9) with respect to Minot site. North Dakota, strike 
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out ‘‘$5,339,000’’ and insert in place thereof “$6,- 

603,000”. ' 

(10) with respect to Niagara Ealls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Niagara Palls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000”. 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, 

Everett, Washington, strike out “$1,039,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie materiel command”— 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000”. 

Under the subheading “air training command”— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 

Greenville, Mississippi, strike out “$349,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out “$1,557,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,837,000”. 
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1 (5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sher- 

2 man, Texas, strike out ‘‘$956,000” and insert in place 

3 thereof “$1,210,000”. 

4 (6) with respect to Eandolph Air Force Base, 

5 San Antonio, Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert 

6 in place thereof “$730,000”. 

7 (7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, BeUe- 

8 ville, Illinois, strike out $1,247,000” and insert in 

9 place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

10 (8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, 

11 Panama City, Florida, strike out “$478,000” and in- 

12 sert in place thereof “$534,000”. 

13 (9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

14 Oklahoma, strike out “$871,000” and insert in place 

15 thereof “$1,181,000”. 

16 (10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, 

17 Chandler, Arizona, strike out “$1,045,000^’ and insert 

18 in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

19 Under the subheading “aie university” With respect 

20 to Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike 

21 out “$2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

22 Under the subheading “continental air com- 

23 mand”— 

24 (1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San 
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Antonio, Texas, strike out ‘‘$590,000’' and insert in 

place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Mar¬ 

ietta, Georgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$859,000”. 

Under the subheading “military air transport serv¬ 

ice”—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charles¬ 

ton, South Carolina, strike out “$4,032,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “research and development 

command”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 

' Muroc, California, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Eesearch Facility, 

Hartford, Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, 

Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command’’— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, 

Abilene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,656,000”. 
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(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, 

Eapid City, South Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, 

Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$5,885,000”. 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savan¬ 

nah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under the subheading “tactical aie command”— 

With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash¬ 

ington, strike out “$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and warn¬ 

ing system”—With respect to “Various locations” strike 

out “$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof “$120,- 

382,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 
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amended, under the heading “Outside Continental 

United States” in section 301, as follows: 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub¬ 

heading “ALASKAN AIE COMMAND” strike OUt “$356,- 

000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000”. 

(2) With respect to “Various locations” under the 

subheading “aieceaft conteol and waening sys¬ 

tem” strike out “$98,552,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$170,552,000”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the 

amounts “$743,989,000”, “$458,563,000” and “$1,207,- 

902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$800,913,000”, 

“$532,454,000” and “$1,338,717,000”, respectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, 

under the heading “Continental United States” in 

section 301, as follows: Under the subheading “aie defense 

command” with respect to Klamath EaUs Airport, Klamath 

Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$5,077,000”. 

(e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, 

is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 

the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” and in¬ 

serting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,- 

949,000”, respectively. 
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TITLE IV 

GENEEAL PEOVISIONS 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department 

may proceed to establish or develop installations and facilities 

under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 

3734 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended. The authority 

to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 

includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, 

planning and supervision incident to construction. That 

authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved 

under section 355 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended, and 

even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to 

provide family housing includes authority to acquire such 

land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the ap¬ 

proval of the Secretary of Defense, to be necessary in con¬ 

nection with that housing. The authority to acquire real 

estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to 

acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary 

use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Govemment-owned land, 

or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such 

sums as may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but 

appropriations for public works projects authorized by titles 

I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 
25 
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016,000; outside the United States, $29,763,000; 

section 102, $188,783,000; or a total of $304,562,000; 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,- 

572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec¬ 

tion 203, $42,997,000, or a total of $397,194,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $661,- 

446,000; outside the United States, $312,834,000; sec¬ 

tion 302, $163,000,000; or a total of $1,137,280,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 

III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con¬ 

cerned, be increased by 5 per centum for projects inside the 

United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

United States. However, the total cost of all projects in 

each such title may not be more than the total amount author¬ 

ized to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with 

section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 

of 1947 (41 U. S. 0. 153 (c) ) for contracts made 

under this Act for the establishment or development 

of military installations and facilities in foreign countries 

would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade¬ 

quately auditing those contracts; 
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1 the President may exempt those contracts from the require- 

2 ments of that section. 

3 Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under 

4 this Act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a 

5 competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the 

6 national security will not be impaired and the award is 

7 consistent with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 

8 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

9 Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments 

16 may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding 

11 $5,000 in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and de- 

12 ficiency judgment awards), which the Secretary concerned 

13 determines to be urgently required in the interests of national 

^ defense. The authority under this section may not, however, 

be used to acquire more than one parcel of land unless the 

parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

$5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military departments 

may, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, acquire, 

20 
construct, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary 

21 
pubhc works, including site preparation, appurtenances, 

22 
utilities, and equipment, to restore or replace facilities dam- 

23 
aged or destroyed in a total amount not to exceed 

$30,000,000. 

Sec. 408 (a) Under such regulations as may be pre- 
25 
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scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of the 

military departments may expend out of appropriations 

available for military construction such amounts as may be 

required for the establishment and development of military 

installations and facihties by acquiring constructing (except 

family quarters), converting, rehabilitating, or installing 

permanent or temporary public works determined to be 

urgently required, including site preparation, appurtenances, 

utUities, and equipment, for projects not otherwise authorized 

by law when the cost of the project is in excess of $25,000 

but not in excess of $200,000, subject to the following 

limitations: 

(1) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance 

by the Secretary of Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$25,000 shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretary of the military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any 

project authorized under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to 

family quarters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year 

at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military departments may 

expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

62 

operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 

would otherwise he authorized to be accomplished under 

subsection (a). 

(c) The Secretary of Defense shall report in detail 

semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the 

Senate and the House of Eepresentatives with respect to 

the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 

(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 

853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through 

the Secretary of a military department, may provide family 

housing for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 

certain commissioned officers and enlisted personnel attached 

to his staff by the construction or rehabilitation of five sets 

of family housing, and emergency communication facilities, 

without regard to the second proviso of section 3 of the Act 

of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the 

Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(h) Appropriations not to exceed $300,000 available to 

the military departments for military construction may be 

utilized for the purposes of this section without regard to the 

limitations on the cost of family housing otherwise prescribed 

by law. 
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Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

military public works to be accomplished by the Secretary 

of a military department in connection with the establish¬ 

ment or development of military installations and facilities, 

and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization are 

repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appro¬ 

priations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) authorizations for public works projects as to 

which appropriated funds have been obligated in whole 

or in part before July 1, 1957, and authorizations for 

appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 

contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

second Congress; and 

(4) the authorizations for puhhc works and the 

appropriation of funds that are contained in the National 

Defense Eacihties Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 

881 and the following). 

Sec. 411. (a) The first jjaragraph of section 407 of the 
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1 Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, 

2 is further amended to read as follows: 

3 “In addition to family housing and community facilities 

4 otherwise authorized to be constructed or acquired by the 

5 Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author- 

6 ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

7 of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

8 family housing for occupancy as public quarters, and com- 

9 munity facihties, in foreign countries through housing and 

community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

11 to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

13 the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 

13 Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 

14 commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Cor- 

15 poration.’’ 

16 (b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the 

17 Secretaries of the mihtary departments such amounts other 

18 than foreign currencies as are necessary for the constnic- 

19 tion, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing 

20 and community facilities projects in foreign coimtries that 

21 are authorized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 

22 1954 ( 68 Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so 

23 appropriated for any such project may not be more than 

24 25 per centum of the total cost of that project. 
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Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 

(69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 

1958 the Secretaries of the Army, ^N'avy, and Air Force, re¬ 

spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or 

near military tactical installations for assignment as public 

quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, 

without rental charge upon a determination by the Secre¬ 

tary of Defense or his designee that there is a lack of ade¬ 

quate housing facilities at or near such military tactical in¬ 

stallations. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family 

or individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

such units may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 

for the rental for such housing facilities may he made out of 

appropriations available for maintenance and operation but 

may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. The net floor area limitations prescribed bj 

section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. 0. 626p) 

do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

to be constructed at the United States Air Force Academy 

by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 

five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent; 

three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; 
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and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for 

each of forty-four units for department heads. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facihties 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 TJ. S. 0. 882), is further 

amended by striking out clause (a) and inserting in place 

thereof the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, con¬ 

struct, expand, rehabilitate, convert and equip such 

facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to ef¬ 

fectuate the purposes of this Act, except that expendi¬ 

tures for the leasing of property for such purposes may 

he made from appropriations otherwise available for the 

payment of rentals and without regard to the monetary 

hmitation otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

15 Q 
oEC. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

at a military installation under title IV of the Housing 

Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding . 

authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

20 \ 
Act to provide housing at that installation may be exercised 

at other military installations of the department concerned. 

22 c! 
Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments 

23 
are authorized to contract for the storage, handling, and 

distribution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five 

25 
years, with option to renew for additional periods not ex- 
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1 ceeding five years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. 

2 This authority is limited to facilities which conform to the 

3 criteria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense for protec- 

4 tion, including dispersal, and also are included in a program 

5 approved by the Secretary of Defense for the protection of 

6 petroleum facilities. Such contracts may provide that the 

7 Government at the expiration or termination thereof shall 

8 have the option to purchase the facility under contract with- 

9 out regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 or the Eevised 

Statutes, as amended, and prior to approval of title to the 

11 underlying land by the Attorney General: Provided further, 

12 That the Secretaries of the military departments shall re- 

13 port to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 

11 the House of Eepresentatives with respect to the names 

1^ of the contractors and the terms of the contracts, the reports 

1^ to be furnished at times and in such form as may be agreed 

1"^ upon between the Secretaries of the military departments 

1® and the Committees on Armed Services. 

1^ Sec. 417. In the design of the family housing and other 

20 repetitive-type buildings in the Continental United States 

21 authorized by this Act, the military departments shall, to 

22 the extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular 

22 design in order that the facility may be built by conven- 

21 tional construction, on site fabrication or factory fabrication, 

2^ whichever the successful bidder may elect. 
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1 Sec. 418. (a) Notwithstanding the provisions of any 

2 otlier law, no contract shall be entered into by the United 

3 States for the construction of family housing units by or 

4 for the use of military or civilian personnel of any of the 

5 military services of the Department of Defense unless such 

6 housing has been justified to the Armed Services Commit- 

7 tees of the Senate and House of Kepresentatives. 

8 (b) Notwithstanding the ]>rovisions of any other law 

9 no mortgage covering any of the housing referred to in suh- 

10 section (a) of this section shall be insured by any agency 

11 of the United States where such mortgage extends for a 

12 period in excess of twenty years. 

13 Sec. 419. Section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 

14 1955 is amended to read as follows: 

15 “Sec. 404. Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his 

16 designee deem it necessary for the purposes of this title, he 

17 may acquire by purchase, donation, or other means of trans- 

18 fer (but not by condemnation), any land or (with the ap- 

19 proval of the Uederal Housing Commissioner) any housing 

20 financed with mortgages insured under the provisions of 

21 title VIII of the National Housing Act as in effect prior 

22 to the enactment of the Housing Amendments of 1955. 

23 The purchase price of any such housing shall not exceed 

24 the actual cost (as that term is defined in section 227 (c) 

25 of the National Housing Act with respect to new con- 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

69 

stmction) of the housing as determined by the Commissioner 

less depreciation thereon at a rate of 2 per centum per an¬ 

num, less the amount of accumulated unexpended reserves 

for replacement, and less the principal amount and accrued 

interest under any mortgage or other indebtedness outsand- 

ing thereon and assumed by the Government. Property 

acquired under this section may be occupied, used and im¬ 

proved for the purposes of this section prior to the approval 

of title by the Attorney General, as required by section 355 

of the Eevised Statutes, as amended. The authority so to 

acquire housing may be exercised by acquiring the capital 

stock of a corporation owning and operating housing financed 

with mortgages insured under the provisions of title III 

of the National Housing Act as in effect prior to the en¬ 

actment of the Housing Amendments of 1955, but without 

deduction for such reserves for replacement as are held by 

the corporation at the time of the transfer of the capital stock 

to the Government.” 



ii 
O ^ 
P 
SD o 13 

^ §■ 

(t) D* 
pj O 

rt O 

O 
*o 
o 
r4- 
(t> 
a 

D* 
(T> 

*0 

P 
P 

B ^ 
<T> >• 
P W 
04 o 

B W 
Cf 
p 

E. o 

s. 

D- fP 
W 
S' 
® 

a 

<6 
I 

w 
ft) 

ft» 
l-J 
HJ 
O) 
Cu 

0\ 

CO 

B S I 
rt- 

a 

o 

P o 
B w 
^ M 
O P 
O ^ 

O C* 
rt Cl 

05 

•-J 
B 

P« 

xn 
(t 

w 

g 
i-s 

H 
o 
p 

o 
f-i ’-S 1-^. 
p N 

I—•• 

? s P CO 
Cfl 'P 

v» ^*^ 

p 

Pj 

o’ o 
sa. Q £r 

<v 
>-) 

e 
i-S 

V 
o 
w 

o 
<r<- ►-j • 
O 
P 

P 
ct- 

B 

p 

•3 

B 
r 
r 

•o 
o 
►< 

Z 
O 

00 
CO 

-O 

00 

H M w 
mS 

£ O 
2 W 
^ H 

w. 
xn 

s po 

CO 
00 
CD 
00 

G 
s 
o* 
9 
O 
a» 
“ 
9 eu 
B> 

e 
• 

9) 
9) 
cn 







OFFICE OF BITDGET AND FINANCE 
(For Department Staff Only) 

Animal disease...\. 
Appropriations.... .\« ••..6 
Education.... \. • .8 
Electrification..7 
Farm credit. 
Farm program...........!,: 

CONGRESSIONAL 
PROCEEDINGS^ 

OF INTEREST TO THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRI0{lLTURE 
f /■ 

Issued 
For actions of 

CONTENTS 

April/ll, 1956 
April 10, 1956 

8iith-^nd, No. 58 

FHA...11 
Flood control.........7^10 
Foreign trade..,.,..16 
Forestry,.lU 
Housing..2 
Information,8 

Militar;^construction,.. .2 
Personal,...5,11,13 
Public/ lands...  .12 
Reclamation,. .3 
Research.........9 
Surplus commodities...,2,9 

:) HIGHLIGHTS: Rep. Burdick critiis^zed Administration's position on farm bill. 
House debated military constriction bill, including provision for disposal of 
agricultural surpluses. House reeved USDA proposed bill to strengthen authori¬ 
ty over movement of diseased animal^ Senate committee ordered reported second 

supplemental appropriation bill for / 

> 1. FARM PROGRAM. Rep, Burdi 
price support provisio 
because of the Secret 
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criticized the Adminisfr^ation's opposition to the 
of H. R, 12, the farm billhand predicted that 

attitude, the measure vjillvbe vetoed, p, 5363 

2. MILITARY CONSTEttcttoN. Commenced debate on H. R. 9893, to authorize con¬ 
struction of certain facilities for the Armed Forces, This bill contains 
provisions to "extend and increase the a’^thority to use surplus commodities 
for the construction of family housing overseas," p, 536^ 

3. .R‘GLaI'^ATION, /Conferees were appointed on H, R, 6268, to facilitate the con¬ 
struction ox drainage works and other minor items on Federal reclamation 
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ide 
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ad^tional authority for emergency outbreaks of animal diseases; to the 

;riculture Committee, p, 5383 _ . \ 
Received from this Department a letter relative to investigation of foot 

and mouth disease during Jan. by Mexican-U.S, Commission; to Agriculture 

Commj.ttee, p, 5383 
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authorize the establishment of 10 positions for specially qualified 
scientific and professional personnel in the Department^ to Post Office 
and Civil Service Committee, p, 53^3 
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6, aPPROP”,IAT"'^0'’^JS, Appropriations Committee ordered reported with am.endments 

H, R, lOOOii, 'Ihe second, supplemental appropriation bin for 1956, p. D319 
(For items ofN^ntercst to this Department see attached’ tabl^5• 

7, FLOOD CO^f ROL; ELlCQTRIr ICATIOM, Public Works subcommitteey 'on Flood Control 
ordered reported tb^^the full committee without amendment' S, 3272, to increase 
and m.ake certain revisions in the general a^thorizatiojl for small flood- 
control projects in tKe Flood Control Act of 191.8; apd with amendment 
D, 3338^ relating to raises charged to public bodies/apd. cooperatives for 
electric power generatedXat Federal projects, p, D320 

S IN aPIEI'^DIX 
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of Persons Prorrams and statj ng tK^t the Commission on Education and Inter¬ 
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freedom, and. world peace, p. A2853 \ 
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9# FaPIi PROGi^aII. Extension of remarks of Rfep, Cooley stating that "tomorrow 
we Tull have a shoxirdovm and when fhe votes are taken the farmers of /unerica 
will be able to count their friends one bvxpne", and inserting letters from 
Herschel Newsom., National Grange, and Harrv ■’(Jaldwell. No C. State Grange, 
favoring the conference report' on the farm bill, p, A2887 

Rep. Jensen inserted a copy of a letter he h/rote to a constituent sup¬ 
porting the administration Vs farm program, p, A2857 

Extension of remarks ^d’f Rep, Philbln stating that "the idea of taking 
cropland out of production in order to limit general a.''^ricultural output 
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proposals", p. A2862 / \ 
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opposing the proposed farm bill. p. A286t \ 
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Wisconsin primary/ and stating that "returns from r^ral areas\indicatecl that 
farm votes x-ire^e cast in protest against the Eisenhower administration's 
price-Gxipport policies", p, A2887 

Rep, Haivey inserted a newspaper article faxroring Sen, Capehkrt's proposed 
bill that/Government research, in the industrial use of farm products be 
elevated'to the status of the major phase of the farm program, p, A286I4. 
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10, FL.)0D..COI'HROL. Rep. Brooks inserted his recent address before the Red River 
Valley/ Ass'n convention on "Flood Control and River Development—Its Pro¬ 
gress and. Its Objectives", p, A2883 

Rep, Brooks also inserted Kaj, Gen, Hardin's address on the same subject. 
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1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 5365 
United States House of Representatives, 
Capitol, Washington, D. C., or 2811 34th 
Place, Washington 7, D. C.: 

You are hereby commanded to attend the 
said court on Monday, April 16, 1956, at 9 
o’clock a. m., to testify on behalf of the 
United States, and not depart the court 
without leave of the court or the district 
attorney. 

Witness the Honorable Bolltha J. Laws, 
chief judge of said court, this 22d date of 
March A. D. 1956. 

Harry M. Hull, Clerk. 
By John C. Ckogan, 

Deputy Clerk. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
offer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 458) 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas Representative Dewey Short, a 

Member of this House, has been served with 
a subpena to appear as a witness before the 
United States District Court for the District 
of Columbia, to testify at Washington, D. C., 
on the 16th of April, 1956, in the case of the 
United States of America v. Aldo Lorenzo 
Icardi, Criminal Case No. 821-55; and 

Whereas by the privileges of the House 
no Member is authorized to appear and tes¬ 
tify, but by order of the House: Therefore 
be it 

Resolved, That Representative Dewey 
Short is authorized to appear in response to 
the subpena of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia in the 
case of the United States of America v. Aldo 
Lorenzo Icardi at such time as when the 
House is not sitting in session; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That as a respectful answer to 
the subpena a copy of this resolution be sub¬ 
mitted to the said court. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

FACILITATING THE CONSTRUCTION 
OF CERTAIN DRAINAGE PROJECTS 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 6268) to fa¬ 
cilitate the construction of drainage 
works and other minor items on Fed¬ 
eral reclamation and like projects, with 
a Senate amendment thereto, disagree 
to the amendment of the Senate, and 
ask for a conference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Tlie SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Cali¬ 
fornia? [After a pause.] The Chair ^ 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. Engle, Aspinall, 

Metcalf, Celler, and Berry. 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR 
THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, by direc¬ 
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call up 
House Resolution 444 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as 
follows: 

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. 
9893) to authorize certain construction at 
military installations, and for other purposes, 
and ail points of order against said bill are 
hereby waived. After general debate, which 

shall be confined to the bill and continue 
not to exceed 4 hours, to be equally divided 
and controlled by the chairman and ranking 
minority member of the Committee on Armed 
Services, the bill shall be read for amend¬ 
ment under the 5-minute rule. At the con¬ 
clusion of the consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the committee shall rise and re¬ 
port the bill to the House with such amend¬ 
ments as may have been adopted, and the 
previous question shall be considered as 
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except one motion to recommit. 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Brown], and at this 
time I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, House Resolution 444 
provides for an open rule, waiving points 
of order against the bill, and would allow 
4 hours of general debate on the bill. 

The total of all authorizations granted 
in the bill is $2,156,730,000; $133,394,000 
is to cover the increased cost of projects 
previously authorized. 

Tlie Army is authorized $304,562,000 
for operational, training, maintenance, 
and production facilities: also medical, 
administrative, and housing facilities. 
This amount includes an authorization 
for the expansion and improvement of 
the NIKE defense facilities of the con¬ 
tinental United States and key overseas 
bases, and facilities in support of the 
intermediate range ballistics missile pro¬ 
gram. 

The Navy is authorized $401,194,000. 
The funds will be used to modernize its 
shore establishment, for the develop¬ 
ment of several strategic overseas sta¬ 
tions, and to replace certain badly de¬ 
teriorated structures. Authorization is 
also included to establish 4 new instal¬ 
lations and to make engineering studies 
with respect to 3 other installations. 

The Air Force is authorized $1,137,- 
280,000. Of this amount $80,942,000 is 
for the continental aircraft control and 
warning system which includes the so- 
called SAGE project, the semiautomatic 
ground-environment air-defense system. 

Several new sections were added to 
the bill. One section is designed to .in¬ 
crease construction efficiency by the use 
of modular design. Another section pro¬ 
vides that family housing to be con¬ 
structed for military and civilian person¬ 
nel must be justified by the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Committee; and a third section per¬ 
mits the purchase by the Government 
of Wherry housing pi'ojects which, it is 
pointed out in the committee report, will 
effect large savings. 

The bill as originally presented to¬ 
taled approximately $2,174,000,000 and 
as reported totals $2,156,000,000, or a de¬ 
crease of $18 million. 

In view of the large amount of money 
involved, adequate time is provided in 
the resolution for debate on this meas¬ 
ure and I urge the adoption of House 
Resolution 444. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may require. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New 
York has very ably and very well de¬ 
scribed H. R. 9893 which the adoption 
of this resolution. House Resolution 444, 
will make in order for consideration a 
little later. 

This bill carries authorizations of ex¬ 
penditure of huge funds, up into the 
billions of dollars, for military con¬ 
struction of different types throughout 
the country and the world. Any Mem¬ 
bers who may be interested in checking 
the authorizations for military construc¬ 
tion within their own States will find in 
this very able report the complete list¬ 
ing by States, starting on page 34. 

The bill contains several items or pro¬ 
visions or authorizations that have been 
the cause of some concern to a number 
of us and was gone into rather thor¬ 
oughly by the Committee on Armed 
Services and by the Committee on 
Rules. One of the things that I would 
like to call to your attention which is 
contained in this bill is the provision 
for the purchase of new acreage in the 
United States by the military forces of 
a total of 749,099 acres of land to be 
owned by the Government of the United 
States. The amount of land now owned 
by the Government is amazingly and 
alarmingly large. Yet, as explained by 
the committee, the purchase of this huge 
amount of land by the military forces of 
the country is necessary in order that 
we may have room for our guided missile 
testing. However, this continuous and 
continual accumulation of land by the 
United States Government is a matter 
that should give us grave concern, and 
I hope will be watched closely in the 
future. 

I want to also call to the attention of 
the House, as mentioned by the gentle¬ 
man from New York, that this bill car¬ 
ries authorization for the so-called 
SAGE program, the program for semi¬ 
automatic ground en'vironment, air de¬ 
fense system, and IRBM radar system 
setup so that we can automatically de¬ 
fend the United States through the use 
of guided missiles and so forth and so 
on, so that approaching aircraft may 
be traced through this automatic sys¬ 
tem. This matter was given consider¬ 
able attention not only by the Commit¬ 
tee on Armed Services but by individ¬ 
ual Members of the House and by the 
Committee on Rules. And, I am happy 
to be able to report to the House this 
afternoon that as the result of the dis¬ 
cussions that took place between the 
leadership of the House and the leader¬ 
ship of the Committee on Armed Serv¬ 
ices and between the members of the 
Committee on Rules and the discussion 
that took place during the hearings on 
this bill between the leadership and the 
members of the Committee on Armed 
Services, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Vinson], the chairman of the Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services, will offer an 
amendment at the proper time in the 
consideration of this bill that will pro¬ 
tect the interests of this country in con¬ 
nection with the SAGE program and will 
save hundreds of millions of dollars for 
the taxpayers of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I think we have seen in 
connection with this particular measure 
the responsibilities of the House and of 
its various committees are well met. I 
want to congratulate at this time, if I 
may, the majority leader of the House, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCormack], who has taken a personal 
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interest in this matter, as well as an offi¬ 
cial interest, and the chairman of the 
Committee on Armed Services, the gen¬ 
tleman from Georgia TMr. Vinson], as 
well as the members of the Committee 
on Rules, who joined with him and with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts in 
working out this agreed amendment for 
the benefit of the United States of 
America. 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
have no further requests for time. 

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

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

ABSENCE OP A QUORUM 

Mr. KILBURN. Mr. Speaker, I make 
the point of order that a quorum is not 
present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. 
Mr. KILBURN. Mr. Speaker, I with¬ 

draw the point of order. 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR 
THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

Mr VINSON. 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. 9893) to authorize cer¬ 
tain construction at military installa¬ 
tions, and for other purposes. 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
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. 9893, with Mr. 
Delaney in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read¬ 

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself 55 minutes. 
(Mr. VINSON asked and was given per¬ 

mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to announce that at 3 o’clock I shall 
move that the Committee rise to enable 
the minority to hold a very important 
conference. 

After the conference report on the 
farm bill is agreed upon tomorrow I shall 
ask that the House again resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the 
consideration of this bill. I am in hopes 
that we may be able to dispose of the bill 
tomorrow: and if not, on Thursday. At 
the end of the consideration of the bill, I 
shall ask for a rollcall vote. 

Mr. Chairman, H. R. 9893 is the mili¬ 
tary construction bili for fiscal year 1957. 

Under the provisions of this bill as it 
appears today, the military departments 
will get the following authorizations: 
Army- $304, 562, 000 
Navy- 401, 194, OOO 
Air Force ---1,137. 280, 000 

In addition to these amounts, which 
total $1,843,036,000, the bill provides au¬ 

thority for housing for the Chairman, 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, and some of his per¬ 
sonnel, $300,000; housing for overseas 
areas under the surplus commodities 
program, $150 million; and emergency 
construction, $30 million. 

This makes a total so far of $2,023,- 
336,000. 

In addition to these authorities, the 
bill through amendments of prior public 
works laws grants additional authorities 
for each of the departments, as follows: 
Army- $435, 000 
Navy- 1, 250, 000 
Air Force- 131, 759, 000 

The grand total granted by all author¬ 
ities in the bill Is $2,156,730,000. 

This amount will be reduced by $72 
million by reason of the fact that on 
March 20 the House passed Senate bill 
3452, which contained authority in the 
amount of $72 million for the distant 
early warning line. The language of that 
bill has been extracted from this public- 
works bill in the interest of having the 
additional DEW line authority provided 
at the earliest possible date. I might 
mention that this bill has also passed the 
Senate and has been signed by the Presi¬ 
dent. At the appropriate time I will of¬ 
fer an amendment to strike from the bill 
the authorizing language for the $72 mil¬ 
lion which was the subject of Senate bill 
3452. This will leave the bill with a net 
authorization of $2,084,730,000. 

It has always been my view that when 
the Congress is faced with a bill of this 
size—and a bill which involves so much 
matter of a highly detailed nature—the 
Congress should be informed as to how 
the bill was put together and the manner 
in which it was reviewed by the various 
authorities with responsibility for scru¬ 
tinizing it as it is assembled for final 
submission to Congress. I would like to 
describe briefly, then, the manner in 
which the program was originally pre¬ 
sented by the field offices of the depart¬ 
ments, the review within the military 
departments themselves, and the review 
given all three programs by the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense. Lastly, I will 
mention the review given by the Armed 
Services Committee. 

As I have said, the Army would get 
$304 million in authorization under the 
bin. The field, however, requested $600 
million. So the Army program as pre¬ 
sented to the committee had been cut in 
half. 

The Navy program in the bill is $401 
million. The field offices of the Navy had 
requested $1.8 billion. So the Navy pro¬ 
gram represents today less than 25 per¬ 
cent of the field requests. 

In the case of the Air Force the pro¬ 
gram in the bill is about $1.1 billion. But 
the field offices of the Air Force had re¬ 
quested $2.8 billion. The Air Force pro¬ 
gram, therefore, represents less than 40 
percent of the program as submitted by 
the field. So we have before us in this 
bill a total program which represents 
only about 40 percent of what the field 
offices of the military departments re¬ 
quested. Or to put it another way, the 
field requests totaled $5.2 billion, while 
this bill contains authority for about 
$2.15 billion. There has been a total re- 
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duction, then, of over $3 billion from 
the amount requested by the field down 
to the bill which we have before us today. 

Much of this reduction in the program 
was done by the Secretaries of the indi¬ 
vidual military departments, but the Of¬ 
fice of the Secretary of Defense reduced 
the bill by about one-third—or $1 bil¬ 
lion—prior to submitting it to the Con¬ 
gress. 

The only conclusion 1 can reach from 
these figures is that we have before us a 
very tight and closely scrutinized mili¬ 
tary construction program. The com¬ 
mittee itself made some 75 amendments 
to the original bill, and in the process 
eliminated items in the amount of $32 
million and added items in the amount of 
$14 million. The committee’s action, 
therefore, was a net decrease of $18 mil¬ 
lion. I realize that this does not repre¬ 
sent a very great amount when com¬ 
pared to the whole bill, but I do believe 
it establishes this fact: that the program 
as submitted simply did not lend itself 
to any great variation. 

It was sound as submitted, and it is 
even somewhat sounder after the com¬ 
mittee’s deliberations. 

There are about 400 named installa¬ 
tions in this bill, the greatest number of 
them, of course, in the Air Force section. 
And there are about 2,700 individual line 
items. 

In order that this number of trees 
wouldn’t cause the House to lose sight of 
the forest, I had the committee report 
this year prepared in such fashion that 
I believe any question which any Mem¬ 
ber of the House might have will find its 
answer somewhere in the report. 

And I feel also that the Member will 
not haye to indulge in any extended 
search to find his answer because the re¬ 
port is broken down in logical manner so 
as to lead a questioner pretty directly to 
the answer he is seeking. 

The Army portion of the bill starts on 
page 2 of the report, the Navy portion 
starts on page 7, and the Air Force por¬ 
tion starts on page 11. 

The portion of the bill headed “General 
provisions’’ is dealt with starting on page 
22 and the special deliberations which, 
I believe, contains matter of particular 
interest to many of the Members begins 
on page 25. 

A complete breakdown by State—and 
by service—begins on page 34. This tab¬ 
ulation will show exactly how much each 
of the services proposes to construct in 
each of the States and in the various 
overseas areas. 

Because the report has been prepared 
in the manner which I have described, I 
will deal only briefly with each of the 
three services and similarly with the 
general provisions and other matters of 
particular interest. 

ARMY 

The Army portion of the bill repre¬ 
sents $304,562,000. Eighty-six million 
dollars of this is in the United States; 
30 million is overseas, and almost 190 
million is for classified construction. 

Almost 140 million of the classified con¬ 
struction is for the tactical defense of 
cities, military bases, and industrial cen¬ 
ters. This is the Nike program. 
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About $40 million is devoted to con¬ 
struction for the Army’s part of the mis¬ 
sile program including the Redstone bal¬ 
listic missile. The rest of the program 
for the Army is broken down by cate¬ 
gories on page 3 of the report and, follow¬ 
ing that breakdown, by the various tech¬ 
nical services and continental armies. 

Section 104 would establish certain 
military installations as permanent. On 
March 2, Secretary of the Army Brucker 
took appropriate action to make these 
stations permanent and I therefore will 
offer an amendment to strike section 104 
from the bill. 

Section 105—still in the Army title— 
refers to a special study relating to the 
San Jacinto Ordnance Depot in Houston, 
Tex. There is good reason to believe that 
this depot should be moved for the reason 
that it constitutes a danger to the sur¬ 
rounding area and is located on land 
which is extremely valuable for other 
purposes. 

The Army would be authorized to ac¬ 
quire about 28,000 acres at a cost of $1.2 
million under the bill. This is a sub¬ 
stantial acreage, I realize, but the com¬ 
mittee was encouraged to find that this 
was substantially less than has been 
through the last several years. 

NAVY 

The Navy portion of the bill—title II— 
calls for authorization in the amount of 
$401,194,000. For the most part, the 
Navy program, as was true of the Army 
progi'am, is for additional facilities at 
existing installations. The Navy this 
year, however, does have 4 new bases in 
the program and 1 base which, although 
previously used, will be so substantially 
changed in type and mission as to be 
virtually a fifth new base. 

These new Navy bases are set out on 
page 25 of the report. There is 1 in 
Maine, 1 in Mississippi, 1 in California, 
and 1 in North Carolina. You will also 
note that amoung the new bases is a dy¬ 
ing field for the Naval Academy at Anna¬ 
polis. This has not been pin-pointed as 
to location since the bill provides au¬ 
thority for a special location study with 
respect to this installation and two 
others. 

Shipyard facilities of all kinds total 
about $45 million. Aviation facilities, 
which comprise over 50 percent of the 
program, calls for over $205 million. 
Supply facilities have about $19 million 
and the Marine Corps gets over $23 mil¬ 
lion. The rest of the breakdown by type 
will be found on page 10 of the report un¬ 
der the headings of ordnance facilities, 
service school facilities, and so forth. 

Section 202 of the Navy bill was in¬ 
serted by the committee for the purpose 
of authorizing a special study to find a 
proper bombing target in the Norfolk, 
Va., area; and objective examination of 
the Poi-t Chicago, Calif., naval magazine 
which has been a subject of discussion by 
the committee for over a year; and the 
location of the John H. Towers Field at 
Annapolis which I mentioned before. 

The Navy would be granted authority 
to acquire 713,000 acres at a cost of over 
$47 million under this bill. Over half 
of this land is required for two installa¬ 
tions, Fallon, Nev. and the marine base 
at Twenty-nine Palms, Calif. Other 

substantial acquisitions are as follows; 
32,500 acres for the new Navy base at 
Lemoore, Calif.; 9,500 acres for the new 
base at Meridian, Miss.; 32,000 acres for 
a bombing target to be used in conjunc¬ 
tion with the Jacksonville Naval Air 
Station. 

I will deal with this land question for 
each of the services a little later on. 

AIR FORCE 

Title III of the bill covers the Air Force. 
As has been true for the past several 
years, the Air Force program exceeds 
both of the other two services together. 
The Air Force would get $1,137,280,000; 
$661 million of this amount would be for 
the United States, almost $313 million 
outside the United States, and $163 mil¬ 
lion under the category of classified con¬ 
struction. 

I mentioned previously that there were 
about 400 named military installations in 
the bill not counting the various classi¬ 
fied locations which would add sub¬ 
stantially to this number. The Air 
Force under the bill gets authority for 
construction at 205 major installations 
of which 144 are in the United States 
and 61 overseas. 

The whole Air Force program is aimed 
at having the 137 Wing Air Force in being 
and ready to go in 1957. I have good 
reason to believe that after next year, the 
Air Force program will go down rather 
substantially and will level off within 2 
or 3 years. 

On page 12 of the report, there is a 
table which sets out the authorities 
granted the various commands of the Air 
Force both inside and outside the United 
States. The Air Defense Command this 
year gets by far the largest share of the 
program, $188 million. The table shows 
that the Strategic Air Command is next 
in order followed by the Aircraft Control 
and Warning System. 

Starting at the bottom of page 12 of 
the report, the missions and principal 
elements of the various command pro¬ 
grams begin with the Air Defense Com¬ 
mand first followed by the Air Materiel 
Command and so forth. On page 17, the 
program is again broken down by types 
of things to be constructed. As would 
be expected, operational and training 
facilities comprise the largest part of 
the program—$354 million, or 31 per¬ 
cent of the total. Research and devel¬ 
opment is next in size followed by hous¬ 
ing and community facilities. 

The direction of the Air Force pro¬ 
gram is well pointed up by the fact that 
administrative facilities comprise only 
eight-tenths of 1 percent of the total 
program. 

Much of the operational and training 
category is for airfield pavements, prin¬ 
cipally runway additions for both fight¬ 
ers and bombers. Almost all of this ad¬ 
ditional pavement is made necessary by 
reason of the B-52’s coming into pro¬ 
duction together with the so-called 
Century series fighter planes. These are 
the F-lOO, F-102, and so forth. 

SAGE 

As you are aware, the project called 
SAGE has received a great deal of public 
discussion. Because the committee real¬ 
ized the importance of SAGE in our de¬ 
fense system, it made a very special 
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study of it. I believe that SAGE itself 
is dealt with rather exhaustively in the 
committee report starting on page 18. 

However, since SAGE constitutes only 
one portion of our air-defense system, it 
must be considered in connection with 
our total defense system. I would, 
therefore, like to take a few minutes to 
describe the defense system generally 
and the part that SAGE plays in it. 

What does SAGE mean? SAGE is a 
short title derived from the words “semi¬ 
automatic ground environment.” Ac¬ 
tually, it is nothing more than a project 
designed to shorten the time between the 
discovery of an enemy plane and the use 
of our planes and missiles to bring it 
down. The idea behind SAGE is not 
new. SAGE merely provides, as I have 
said, a semiautomatic operation of our 
radar-warning system. It replaces, in 
other words, the manual operation 
which is now used. 

The need for semiautomatic opera¬ 
tion becomes evident when one considers 
the great volume of flight information 
which must be poured into the system. 
Surprisingly enough, this volume of in¬ 
formation is just about as large in peace¬ 
time as it is in wartime. The reason 
for this is that all aircraft flights must 
be watched and identified by our defense 
system. 

In the United States, each day there 
are 30,000 scheduled flights, plus a great 
many more which are unscheduled. In¬ 
formation concerning these flights is fed 
into our defense system from 13 different 
sources. 

The first source is the heavy radars 
within the United States. 

The second is the heavy height-finder 
radars. Height finders are necessary 
because most radars do not give altitude. 

Third, are the small gap-filler radars 
between the large radars. These cover 
the areas which the large radar equip¬ 
ment cannot see. 

Fourth, with respect to civilian planes, 
flight plans and other information are 
released from the Civil Aeronautics Ad¬ 
ministration flight centers.- 

Fifth, for military aircraft, similar in¬ 
formation is relayed from the military 
flight service. 

The sixth soui'ce is the pine tree line. 
This is the name given that part of the 
radar fence which laps over into Canada. 

Seventh, there are our early warning 
lines. One is the Mid-Canada line, 
sometimes called the McGill line, which 
extends across Canada from British Co¬ 
lumbia to Newfoundland. The other is 
the Dew line—distant early warning— 
which extends for some 3,000 miles across 
the top of Alaska and Canada. 

Eighth, there are radars in southern 
Alaska. 

Ninth, there are Navy picket ships 
along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts. 

Tenth, supplementing the coverage at 
sea, are the constellation early warning 
and control planes which fly out of New¬ 
foundland and Alaska. 

Eleventh, is the radar on the Texas 
towers which are built on ocean shoals 
off the Atlantic seaboard. 

The 12th source of information is the 
Ground Observer Corps. 
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The 13th source of information is the 
Air Weather Service. In order to suc¬ 
cessfully assign and guide weapons, we 
must know the weather. 

That is the Air Defense System as a 
w'hole. What specific part does SAGE 
play in this system and exactly what is 
it? 

There are three major elements to 
SAGE. First, there are direction or com¬ 
bat center buildings which house a huge 
electronic brain. Second, there are 
leased communication circuits which 
connect the rest of the air-defense activ¬ 
ities with these combat centers. And 
third, there is equipment at the radar 
and other sites which converts the raw 
information which is received into a form 
which can be sent over the leased circuits. 

In the SAGE system, there will be 
eight combat centers in the United 
States. These will, in turn, be divided 
into 32 subsectors. Each of the 40 sec¬ 
tors or subsectors will have a computer 
building with the electronic brain which 
I have mentioned. Each of these build¬ 
ings will be of the blockhouse type and 
will cost about $31/2 million each. 

At the risk of oversimplifying of what 
SAGE does, it can be said that all of the 
portions of the air-defense system which 
are in one way or another tied into SAGE 
will feed the SAGE system information. 
The large electronic brains will assimi¬ 
late this information and provide the 
military commanders involved with the 
kind of guidance with respect to speed, 
direction, height, weather, and every 
other kind of information required by 
him to make the decision as to what air 
base or air bases should send off its 
planes, what missile sites should be 
alerted, and whether other combat cen¬ 
ters further along the line of flight of 
the enemy airplane should be fed the in¬ 
formation which has been gathered. 

Actually, the only portion of the SAGE 
system which has become a matter of 
controversy is that relating to the leased 
telephone circuits which will carry the 
information in the SAGE system. 

Because of the doubt raised by the 
Comptroller General as to the authority 
of the Air Force to enter into the large 

and expensive contracts for communica¬ 
tion services involved in SAGE, the com¬ 
mittee inserted a new section 303 which 
you will find on page 51 of the bill. This 
section would give the positive and afdi-- 
mative authority of the Congress to the 
SAGE system and the contracts which 
are a part of it. Since the time that that 
section was inserted, better language has 
been devised and I will offer an amend¬ 
ment to insert this new language in place 
of the present setion 303. 

The big question on SAGE is the large 
contingent liability which the Govern¬ 
ment might have to assume should the 
communication contracts be canceled 
prior to the 10-year period for which they 
run. 

Actually, there is little reason to be¬ 
lieve today that the contracts, or any 
substantial number of them, will be can¬ 
celed. However, the possibility is al¬ 
ways there and the Congress must be 
aware of it and give its sanction before 
the possibility is allowed to arise. 
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On page 20 of the report under the 
heading “Contingent Liability,” I have 
placed a simple mathematical example 
as to how the liability could arise. The 
concept is a fairly complicated one and 
I felt that this would permit the Mem¬ 
bers to see just what was involved. 

I would like to say that I feel there 
has been a great deal of apprehension— 
and I might say, misapprehension—con¬ 
cerning SAGE. I don’t know how it 
arose but I do feel that this is the time 
to clear up the question once and for all. 

It is quite true that the contingent 
liability which the Government might 
incur is a large one. But, as I have said, 
to my mind, it is a highly unlikely one. 
Indeed, it could most probably arise only 
if an entirely new air defense system 
should be developed within the next few 
years or—such a firm peace should de¬ 
scend upon the world as to make air 
defense unnecessary. This latter is 
something which we can almost devoutly 
wish for but something which I feel all 
will agree cannot be depended upon. 

New language has been proposed for 
insertion in place of the present section 
303 and I believe this new language will 
allay any fears which may still remain 
as to excessive rates being charged or 
excessive benefits in any way accruing 
to the telephone companies. The lan¬ 
guage will require the General Services 
Administration to keep constant surveil¬ 
lance over the rates and to appear before 
Federal and State regulatory bodies to 
insure that the Government receives 
every benefit in the ratemaking process 
as is possible. 

Also, the amendment will give the Gen¬ 
eral Accounting Office a full and free 
hand in the auditing of all contracts re¬ 
lating to SAGE prior to any final pay¬ 
ment being made. 

I simply do not know how much fur¬ 
ther we can go in protecting the Gov- 
ei-nment but I will welcome any sugges¬ 
tions which any Member of the House 
has toward this end. 

Now, I think those remarks coupled 
with the information which you will find 
in the report cover SAGE adequately. 

I have mentioned the land acquisi¬ 
tions proposed for the Army and the 
Navy and I would like to refer in similar 
fashion to the Air Force program in this 
respect. The Air Force program for 
land contemplates the acquisition of 
about 53,000 acres at a cost of about 
$2414 million. 

In view of the continued development 
of jet aircraft and the need for longer 
runways and safety zones, I feel the land 
proposed for acquisition by the Air Force 
is not excessive. 

'The general provisions which start on 
page 58 of the bill are somewhat different 
this year than they have been in the past 
and I would like to spend a few minutes 
describing these provisions and what 
they do. You will note that the report 
deals with these in some detail starting 
on page 22. 

Sections 401 through 405 provide no 
new or unusual authority and are either 
identic^ or very similar to previous 
public-'^rks laws. 

Section 406 is new in a public works 
bill but is very similar to authority which 

has been contained in annual appropria¬ 
tion acts. Simply stated, it permits the 
military departments to acquire lands 
which do not exceed $5,000 in cost. This 
authority will eliminate the literally 
hundreds of minor land items which are 
normally contained in public works 
bills—and many of these acquisitions 
involve only a few hundred dollars. 

Section 407 provides authority for the 
replacement or restoration of facilities 
which have been destroyed by negligence 
or acts of God. This authority has been 
granted the individual military depart¬ 
ments for several years. 

Section 408, again, is similar to au¬ 
thority which has been granted in annual 
appropriation acts. In essence, it grants 
authority to the military departments for 
the construction of urgent items which 
could not—or at least have not—been 
anticipated. Naturally, these items will 
occur even under the best of planning. 
The committee has added a subsection 
which wiU give it surveillance over the 
exercise of this authority. 

Section 409 makes provision for hous¬ 
ing for the chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff and certain of his personnel. 
The House passed this in last year’s pub¬ 
lic works bill but it failed of enactment 
in conference. 

Section 410 is a device whereby old 
construction authorities are rescinded if 
not used within a certain period of time. 
This clears up the books in an automatic 
fashion. 

Section 411 merely extends and in¬ 
creases the authority to use surplus com¬ 
modities for the construction of family 
housing overseas. This is the fourth 
time this authority has appeared in a 
public works bill. 

Section 412 permits the renting of 
houses at our Nike sites. The authority 
has been limited to 1,000 units, and this 
section will increase it to 3,000 units. It 
is a natural expansion to keep pace with 
the progress of our Nike defenses. 

Section 413 will permit certain family 
housing at the Air Force Academy to be 
built on a somewhat larger scale than 
is otherwise authorized under the law. 

Section 414 makes it unnecessary that 
construction funds for armories and 
other Reserve facilities be used to pay 
rentals. This will leave more funds 
available for new construction. 

Section 415 permits the redistribution 
of certain family housing which has been 
previously authorized. In other words, 
the advent of the new title VIII will 
permit the construction of housing at 
certain installations where it was previ¬ 
ously thought it would be necessary to 
build appropriated funds housing. This 
section provides a reasonable latitude in 
the plan for family housing. 

Section 416 could be called the lease- 
purchase plan for our petroleum storage. 
It will permit 5-year leases on storage 
facilities which will be located out of 
vulnerable areas of the country. Private 
enterprise was unwilling to engage in 
construction for this storage under leases 
which would extend for only 1 year. 
This is entirely understandable. The 
section also provides for an option in the 
Government to purchase these storage 
facilities, and the rent which has been 
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paid will constitute part of the purchase 
price. 

Again, the committee, pursuant to a 
subsection inserted by it, will receive 
periodic reports as to the progress of this 
petroleum storage program. 

SPECIAL DELIBERATIONS 

Sections 417, 418, and 419 are new 
authorities inserted by the committee 
and represent the committee’s view that 
it fails to perform its proper function if 
it does not, from time to time, give the 
departments guidance in certain areas of 
activity. 

Section 417 will encourage the use of 
modular construction which, simply 
stated, is the decimal system applied to 
building materials. 

I invite the Members’ attention to the 
description of modular construction 
which starts on page 25 of the report. 

Everyone who has had a house built or 
even who has built closets, or furniture 
himself, knows how much lumber or 
other building material is wasted. The 
use of a 4-inch module, which is the size 
contemplated, simply eliminafes this 
kind of waste. 

The most everyday example is the new 
type brick which is 4 inches wide, 4 inches 
thick, and 8 inches long. All of the lum¬ 
ber which would be used in the construc¬ 
tion is simply divisible by 4 inches. Sav¬ 
ings up to 15 percent in construction 
costs are said to be wholly realistic 
through the use of this construction 
method. 

Section 418 does two things. First, it 
requires that any family housing pro¬ 
posed for construction for military use 
shall be justified to the Armed Services 
Committees. This part of section 318 
has two important advantages. First, it 
permits the Armed Services Committees 
to reenter an important military field 
from which they have been, in a sense, 
excluded for the past few years. This 
exclusion was by no means deliberate and 
was merely what I might call an inci¬ 
dental effect of the housing law. 

In any event, the Armed Services Com¬ 
mittees will, under this provision, be 
able to keep their finger on what has 
become in our modern military force one 
of the most important elements of our 
defense from the standpoint of obtaining 
and keeping the best personnel. 

The second effect is that a forum will 
be pi'ovided for discussion of the always- 
present problem as to whether the mili¬ 
tary may be overbuilding in the field of 
family housing in a particular area. This 
possibility of overbuilding is, of course, 
a matter of constant concern to local 
private interests and the provision of an 
appropriate forum for discussion of this 
important matter is a highly desirable 
thing. 

The second portion of section 418 
limits to 20 years the period of mortgages 
covering houses built for the militai’y. 

Now, I have heard some objections to 
the insertion of this provision. And I 
would like, therefore, to explain the basis 
on which the committee took this ac¬ 
tion and leave it up to the House to 
decide whether the committee did the 
right and proper thing. 

Here are the facts: A Capehart house, 
for example, costing $13,500 to build, will 

have added to it almost $8,500 in interest 
during the 25 years which the mortgage 
will run. This makes the house cost 
about $22,000. 

This same house if amortized over a 
period of 20 years, costs about $20,064, or 
$1,878 less. 

Now, this $1,800 is not a great deal of 
money, but when it is multiplied by the 
100,000 units already authorized, it 
means a saving of about $187 million. 
This saving is doubled to $374 million 
when one considers that the current plan 
is to increase the authorization to 200,000 
units. 

COMPARATIVE HOUSING COSTS 

And while I am on the subject of 
relative costs of family housing for our 
military, I would like to have the record 
show the committee’s views in this re¬ 
spect. 

An appropriated-funds house is amor¬ 
tized through housing allowances in 16 
years. 'The cost of the house is $13,500, 
plus $3,513 in interest at 3 percent. The 
total cost of the house is, therefore, 
$17,013. 

The shortest time in which a Capehart 
house can be amortized is 18 years. The 
total cost of this house is $19,338. This 
cost is made up of the original $13,500, 
plus $5,838 in interest at 4^4 percent. 
This house, therefore, costs $2,325 more 
than the appropriated-funds house. 

A Capehart house amortized over a 
period of 20 years costs $20,064. This 
cost is made up of $13,500 plus $6,564 in 
interest at 4l^ percent. This house costs 
$3,051 more than an appropriated-funds 
house. 

A Capehart house amortized over a 
period of 25 years costs $21,942. This 
cost is made up of $13,500 plus $8,442 in 
interest at 4iA percent. This house costs 
$4,929 more than an appropriated-funds 
house. 

A Capehart house with a 25-year mort¬ 
gage costs $1,878 more than a Capehart 
house with a 20-year mortgage. 

In round numbers, then, a Capehart 
house at 25 years costs $5,000 more than 
an appropriated-funds house and a 
Capehart house with a 20-year mortgage 
costs $2,000 less than one with a 25-year 
mortgage. 

Now, those are the facts. 
WHERRY HOUSING 

The last section which I wish to deal 
with is section 419. I will try to cover 
this briefly since the report contains the 
complete story on this section. You will 
find this referred to in the report on 
page 27 and it extends over to page 30. 

Briefly, then, this section would au¬ 
thorize the acquisition of the Wherry 
housing projects which have been built 
for military—and in some cases, civi¬ 
lian—use. A Wherry house costs $9,000, 
or less, to build. The sponsor of the 
project has a right to future income 
under his lease for a period of either 50 
years or 75 years. During the 50-year 
period, the Government will appropriate 
in housing allowances $54,000 before the 
house is owned by the Government. 
. This is $54,000 for a $9,000 house. 

In the case of the 75-year lease, the 
$9,000 house will cost $81,000. 

I do not believe any of us have ever 
been aware of how expensive this house 
is, but since the committee became aware 
of it, we have been attempting to devise 
some reasonable way whereby they could 
be acquired and save the Government 
literally hundreds of millions of dollars 
over the years. 

There are some 82,000 Wherry houses 
in existence today and even if we take 
those with the 50-year leases, the sav¬ 
ings are nothing less than fantastic. 

Existing law does provide a method 
whereby these Wherry projects can be 
acquired. However, since what the 
Wherry sponsor owns is not physical 
structures but only the right to future 
income, an appraisal of fair-market 
value on a project which has even a mod¬ 
erate vacancy factor, develops an 
amount of compensation which is so 
small as to make it unlikely that the 
sponsor would sell. 

In other words, present law would help 
those who do not need any help, and 
does not return a fair value to those 
projects which are already in trouble. 

Section 419 provides what the com¬ 
mittee believes is a reasonable method of 
acquisition and will afford the Wherry 
project owners a fair and equitable value. 

At the bottom of page 28 and extend¬ 
ing on to page 29, are actual mathemat¬ 
ical examples of what a Wherry sponsor 
would get in the way of compensation 
should he wish to sell his project to the 
Government. 

KALKASKA-MANISTEE 

Now, I believe that there is only one 
really controversial item in the bill and 
that is the question of the location of an 
Air Defense Command base—this is a 
base for fighter interceptor airplanes— 
in the northern Michigan area. 

Today there is a gap in our defense 
line across the northern part of the 
United States and this gap will be filled 
by the airbase which will be built in 
what has been called the Traverse City 
area. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base is about 75 
miles south and east of the Traverse City 
area and Kinross Air Force Base is about 
the same distance north of the Traverse 
City area. This means that there is a 
gap of somthing in the order of 150 miles 
which is today not adequately protected. 

I think a brief history of the attempts 
to locate an Air Defense Command base 
in this part of the country will be 
helpful. 

Public Law 534, dated July 27, 1954, 
authorized the construction of an Air 
Defense Command base in what was des¬ 
ignated as the “Traverse City area’’ of 
Michigan. 

’The first site selected by the Air Force 
was known as the Long Lake site. This 
site was for some reason abandoned and 
a second site known as the Benzie 
County site was selected. 

Because of complaints that the loca¬ 
tion of the base at this second site would 
interfere with the famous Interlochen 
Music Camp, a subcommittee of the 
Armed Services Committee made an on¬ 
site inspection and stated as its position 
that it did not feel the base should be 
located within less than 15 miles of the 
music camp. 

No. 58- 2 
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The Air Force then moved the site to 
Cadillac, Mich. The Appropriations 
Committee refused to appropriate funds 
for the construction of the base at this 
site and the Air Force selected a fourth 
site. The fourth site was at Kalkaska, 
Mich. 

Again, objections arose with respect to 
the selection of this site and the Armed 
Services Committee, after hearing testi¬ 
mony, both pro and con, decided to exer¬ 
cise its own authority with respect to 
the location of military installations and 
placed the base at Manistee. 

It should be understood that from a 
purely tactical standpoint, any one of 
these sites would appear to be wholly ac¬ 
ceptable. The great advantage of the 
Manistee site, in the opinion of the com¬ 
mittee, is the fact that it will not and 
cannot interfere with the homes, busi¬ 
nesses, or other activities in that part of 
Michigan. The committee hopes that 
this will settle the matter once and for 
all. 

As I have mentioned before, the com¬ 
mittee has 3 amendments of a substan¬ 
tial nature to offer and 1 amendment to 
correct an error in addition. The first, 
designed to strike section 104 which ap¬ 
pears on page 8 of the bill and relates to 
the permanent Army stations. 

The second, to insert a new section 
303 on page 51. This amendment will 
provide new language relating to SAGE. 
This is as follows: 

On page 51, strike all of section 303 and 
Insert in lieu thereof the following new sec¬ 
tion 303: 

“Sec. 303. Section 1 of the act of March 30, 
1949 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended by 
the addition of the following: 

“ ‘The Secretary of the Air Force is author¬ 
ized to procure communication services re¬ 
quired' for the Semiautomatic Ground En¬ 
vironment System. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 10 
years from the date communication services 
are first furnished under such contract. The 
aggregate contingent liability of the Govern¬ 
ment under the termination provisions of all 
contracts authorized hereunder may not ex¬ 
ceed a total of $222 million, and no termina¬ 
tion payment shall be final until audited and 
approved by the General Accounting Office, 
which shall have access to such carrier rec¬ 
ords and accounts as it may deem necessary 
for the purpose. In procuring such services, 
the Secretary of the Air Force shall utilize 
to the fullest extent the facilities and capa¬ 
bilities of communication common carriers, 
Including cooperatives, within their respec¬ 
tive service areas. Negotiations with com¬ 
munication common carriers, including co¬ 
operatives, and representation in proceedings 
involving such carriers before Federal and 
State regulatory bodies where such negotia¬ 
tions or proceedings Involve contracts au¬ 
thorized by this.paragraph shall be in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 201 of 
the act of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 
U. S. C. A., sec. 481) 

And the third one will lower the bill 
by $72 million by reason of the fact that 
the House has already passed S. 3452, 
which provides this needed authority for 
the distant early warning line. 

The fourth amendment, which will ap¬ 
pear on page 59 of the bill, will merely 
change two totals which are in error. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. VINSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. On page 10 of 
the bill, lines 3, 4, and 5, there is an 
authorization for the Navy underwater 
sound laboratory at New London, Conn., 
research and development facilities and 
land acquisition. Is it fair to say that 
in view of this item’s being in^the bill, 
it is anticipated that this important 
work in the near future will be carried 
on in buildings of more permanent na¬ 
ture than those presently used? 

Mr. VINSON. It is to be hoped that 
in all these places that are of a per¬ 
manent nature the construction will be 
made permanent as soon as possible and 
as fast as economy will permit us to do 
so. 

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

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Throughout the bill 
there is reference to community facili¬ 
ties in the matter of construction. I 
am curious to know what is meant by 
the phrase “community facilities.’’ 

Mr. VINSON. It means facilities such 
as chapels, swimming pools, recreation 
facilities, clubs. 

Mr. GROSS. By clubs, does the gen¬ 
tleman mean officers’ clubs? 

Mr. VINSON. Clubs of various kinds 
fall within that classification. 

Mr. GROSS. One other question, 
since we are on this Navy phase of the 
bill: is it provided in this bill that an air¬ 
training center shall be established at 
Annapolis? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. What we are do¬ 
ing in this bill is to set up a commission 
to locate a suitable place. In view of the 
fact that over half of the money in 
title II goes for naval aviation we feel 
that it is highly important that the men 
at the Academy have some air training. 
That must take place at some air base. 
We hope to be able to convince the com¬ 
mittee that the proper thing to do is to 
provide an aiifleld for the Naval Acad¬ 
emy. It may be, however, that some 
existing field will be recommended. But 
the fundamental .idea is there must be 
some naval aviation training at the 
Naval Academy. 

Mr. GROSS. Does not the gentleman 
think that is going to be tremendously 
expensive in view of all the naval air 
training centers we have? 

Mr. VINSON. No. The type of train¬ 
ing there will be different from the type 
of training received at the other naval 
training centers. These are midship¬ 
men. They must be trained in certain 
things. They must know the planes, 
they must know what it is to fly before 
they go on to more advanced training. 
Eliminations may occur there, and some 
young men will be found not to have 
qualifications to fly; therefore, it is one 
of the economies of this to learn that 
soon instead of later on. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mi-. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, pur¬ 
suant to the remarks made by the gentle¬ 
man from Iowa, title II having to do 
with the Navy, properly carries out the 

ApHl 10 

mission of the Navy as it is divided in the 
whole command; is that true? 

Mr. VINSON. Exactly. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Practically all of 

this appropriation follows out the mis¬ 
sion which has been previously assigned 
to the Navy? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. All three of these 
services have military missions. This 
whole bill seeks to carry out the military 
missions assigned by the Department of 
Defense. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. In connec¬ 
tion with the discussion which the gen¬ 
tleman had with our colleague from Iowa 
on the John H. Towers Field at Annap¬ 
olis, it appears in two places. There is 
an outright authorization for it, includ¬ 
ing plans and specifications for aviation 
facilities of $4 million. Then over on 
page 23 of the bill, section 202, it is listed 
as among a group of facilities on which 
the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 
to obtain information on engineering, lo¬ 
cation, planning, and so forth. 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. 
Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. Will the 

gentleman reconcile those two items? 
Mr. VINSON. There is no conflict at 

all. On page 15 it is stated: 
Naval air facility, John H. Towers Field, 

Annapolis, Md.: Land acquisition, and plans 
for specifications for aviation facilities, $4 
million. 

That is for the establishment of the 
field at the Academy, establishing it in 
broad language. But we do not pinpoint 
it, and say in what area it is going to be. 
We do not know at this time just where 
it should be. That is the purpose of sec¬ 
tion 202. We hope we will not bother 
the people there about it, so we thought 
the best thing to do is to have a board 

•go out and make an examination to see 
at what point it should be, whether in 
that county or somewhere else. It may 
go over into Montgomery County, it may 
go to some other counties in there. But 
there is no conflict between those two 
provisions. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin. On page 23 
it is confined to what we might call a 
site study? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes; that is right. 
Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 

woman from New York. 
Mrs. ST. GEORGE. On page 27 of the 

report, under title VIII, Wherry housing, 
it is stated: 

In the committee’s opinion, however, the 
time has come when this unusually expen¬ 
sive program must be reviewed and action 
taken which will eliminate costs which are 
wholly unnecessary. 

May I say to the distinguished chair¬ 
man of the Committee on the Armed 
Services that I agree heartily with that. 
However, at Stewart Field in my district 
I have been recently notified that they 
are going to increase the program in 
connection with Wherry housing. While 
we need the housing. I would prefer to 
see it put on a more permanent basis. 
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Mr. VINSON. I am going to discuss 

the Wherry housing phase a little later 
on. I am glad the gentlewoman raised 
that question. I shall discuss title VIII, 
what the gentlewoman refers to as the 
Capehart bill, and the Wherry bill. I 
doubt very seriously whether the Depart¬ 
ment, in view of the Capehart law, will 
recommend any Wherry housing at the 
designated place the gentlewoman 
speaks of, or anywhere else for this rea¬ 
son: A Wherry house cost $9,000, and 
before the Government owns that house 
the Government will have spent $54,000 
on a house that originally cost $9,000. 
The Capehart provision is far better, 
although I do not think the Capehart 
provision is as good as direct appropria¬ 
tions. However, we have got to provide 
accommodations, housing facilities, for 
our armed services or else the morale 
of the forces is seriously impaired. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I thank the gen¬ 
tleman.. May I say I feel sure that in 
his very able hands this will be taken 
care of. I do not think morale is greatly 
benefited by this Wherry housing prop¬ 
osition which is most unsatisfactory in 
some instances. 

Mr. VINSON. It is not in the interest 
of the economy, of the country to have 
the Government spend $54,000 before the 
Government gets title to a $9,000 home. 

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. They need good 
housing. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. Will the gentleman ex¬ 

plain that? 
Mr. VINSON. I will do that a little 

bit later. I am coming to that, and if 
you will just bear with me, I believe I 
will cover the matter to the gentleman’s 
satisfaction. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. I notice on 
page 6 of the report reference is made 
to the NIKE program, and it is stated 
it will be expanded. 

Mr. VINSON. Well, the NIKE pro¬ 
gram is a part of our overall defense 
system. NIKE is located in various cit¬ 
ies of the country. We have to go in 
and defend these communities, and buy 
properties. We have to rent homes 
there, too, for the men to live in. That 
is the system that detects incoming 
planes, and I am going to discuss all of 
that a little bit later. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. May I call 
the chairman’s attention to this, that in 
the district I have the honor to repre¬ 
sent the NIKE installation has been 
placed on the promontory in Jackson 
Park and while our people are willing to 
make any sacrifice necessary for the na¬ 
tional defense there is a feeling that the 
installation could have been placed else¬ 
where advantageously or that in any 
event some compensation should be 
made by the Federal Government to pro¬ 
vide other recreational facilities to re¬ 
place those destroyed. 

Mr. VINSON. Now, we are in this 
kind of a position. In many communi¬ 
ties that question arises, but the defense 

of this country is No. 1. It is the para¬ 
mount duty of the Government to pro¬ 
vide adequate defense. If it takes Jack- 
son Park to protect the great city of 
Chicago and that area, much as we 
hate to disturb parks, they have to give 
way to the secui’ity of the Nation. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. And the gen¬ 
tleman will agree with me that the Fed¬ 
eral Government should play fair with 
the municipal governments and the park 
districts? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes; and I think the 
Government does play fair. If they saw 
some of these prices we have to pay, why, 
they would have no complaint. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Does the gen¬ 
tleman know that no money has been 
paid Jackson Park and that there is no 
money to recondition the property for 
the recreational use of the people? 
Jackson Park represents a large invest¬ 
ment of the money of the people of my 
community. Why should its lands and 
facilities be taken over without even a 
gesture toward paying a token of what 
would be paid a private owner? 

Mr. VINSON. If the gentleman will 
come by the committee, we will help you 
get Jackson Park straightened out. But 
we have to have Nike sites in the Chi¬ 
cago area. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. I at this time 
merely wish to inquire of the chairman— 
for whom I share with all Americans a 
profound admiration—if there is suffi¬ 
cient authorization in the present bill 
for an appropriation later to provide for 
payment to the park district. 

Mr. VINSON. It is not mentioned in 
this bill. There is no way by which the 
Committee on Appropriations could 
make any money available. Here is an 
authorization bill, and the Committee on 
Appropriations cannot go beyond the 
authorization. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Then will the 
chairman agree to an amendment to the 
present bill that will furnish authoriza¬ 
tion for such an appropriation if later 
the appropriation should be proposed? 

Mr. VINSON. Well, I will have to see 
the amendment and get all the facts. I 
think if the gentleman will contact the 
committee counsel and myself and the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Short], 
why, we may be able to dispense with an 
amendment and accomplish what he 
wants. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. I appreciate 
most thoroughly the fine cooperation of 
the distinguished gentleman, and wish 
him to know my gratitude. 

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

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from California. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Chairman, I take 
this opportunity to express the thanks 
of the people of the Port Chicago area in 
California for the consideration the gen¬ 
tleman from Georgia and his great com¬ 
mittee have given the problems of the 
Port Chicago naval ammunition center 
and your thoughtfulness in sending a 
subcommittee out into that area. And, 
I want to take this opportunity also to 
thank the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Price], the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr, Short], the gentleman from Okla¬ 

homa [Mr. WicKERSHAM], and the gen¬ 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Lankford], 
for the great study they have given to 
the problem and the thoughtful recom¬ 
mendations that are included in their re¬ 
port. ’The people in the area involved 
appreciate the consideration you have 
shown them. 

Mr. VINSON. And I want to take this 
opportunity, Mr. Chairman, to thank the 
distinguished gentleman from Cali¬ 
fornia for his cooperation, aid, and as¬ 
sistance in trying to work out a solution 
of this naval magazine problem in his 
district. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, will the- 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I notice we still have 
Mr. Truman’s airbase with us in this 
bill, Grandview, Mo. 

Mr. VINSON. I am not going to let 
the gentleman get me off on that now, 
but we are all cocked and primed to give 
the gentleman all that information when 
the bill is considered under the 5-minute 
rule. I said to my able assistant, Mr. 
Kelleher, “You be sure to get me all the 
information about Mr. Truman’s air¬ 
base.” So we will have it here. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 35 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I have never in the 
years I have been in this body served 
with a finer gentleman, abler legislator, 
a more resourceful and astute tactician, 
or a harder worker than the gentleman 
from Georgia, our very distinguished and 
understanding chairman. Carl Vinson’s 
business is work, his hobby is work, his 
recreation and pastime is work. I know 
of no man who devotes so many hours of 
serious study and arduous labor to the 
task before him than does the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Vinson], 

How fortunate this country is that we 
had his services during two world wars 
and the Korean conflict, and most of all 
in this postwar period of transition and 
readjustment which in many respects is 
the most difficult period we have gone 
through in this country. I am not prone 
to flattery nor do I indulge in fulsome- 
ness. I do try to give credit where credit 
is due. 

I happen to know that the gentleman 
from Georgia and our able and faithful 
counsel, Mr. Kelleher, whom the gentle¬ 
man assigned to this piece of legislation, 
spent endless hours going over these 
myriad projects—and there are hundreds 
of these posts and installations in this 
bill; there are thousands of items con¬ 
nected with each one of these particular 
projects spelled out in thick volumes of 
hearings and studies. For a whole week 
the House Armed Services Committee de¬ 
voted itself to title I, the Army section of 
the bill. For another whole week we de¬ 
voted our efforts to the consideration of 
title II, the Navy section. Another week 
was devoted to the consideration of title 
III, the Air Force section of the bill. 
But long though we were in session as a 
full committee, from 10 to 12 in the 
morning and from 2 to 4 in the after¬ 
noon scrutinizing with painstaking care 
and almost infinite patience, the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia as chairman of this 
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Impoi'tant committee and Mr. Kelleher 
our counsel spent endless hours long be¬ 
fore the projects were brought to our 
consideration in the bill now being dis¬ 
cussed. 

So I am constrained to express my 
personal thanks and my admiration, and 
I am sure I speak for all members of our 
Committee on the Aimed Services as I 
do for the entire membership of this 
House when I say we shall forever feel 
indebted to the gentleman from Georgia 
for his long and distinguished career in 
this body and for the valuable contribu¬ 
tions he has made not only to our na¬ 
tional defense but to the strength in 
every way of our great Nation. 

You know the dean of the Congress 
who served longer than anyone else was 
the late Adolph Sabath, of Illinois, who 
served in this body for 46 years. But I 
want to remind the Members of the 
House that our beloved Speaker and the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia 
are now rounding out 44 years of service 
in this body. Sam was elected in a regu¬ 
lar election and Carl came to Washing¬ 
ton in the same Congress in a special 
election about 6 months later; but both 
of them, are now challenging the all- 
time record established by the gentleman 
from Illinois for length of service in this 
body. We hope they will excel it. I 
believe they will. 

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

Mr. SHORT. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from New York. 

Mr. COLE. I am curious to know if 
the gentleman knows of any way by 
which those of us who share the thoughts 
he has just expressed, indicating the high 
esteem in which the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson], chairman of the 
Committee on the Armed Services, is held 
by all his colleagues, can join him in 
making certain those 44 years of service 
may be extended to not less than 50 
years of service. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I am 
trying in my feeble way to do that now. 
I am willing to contribute in any possi¬ 
ble way from my small substance or of 
my small talents to see that that is con¬ 
summated, and I think that all other 
Members of this body likewise would be 
happy to assist in any way. The gentle¬ 
man from Georgia, I have discovered a 
long time ago, is fairly capable of taking 
care of himself under any and all cir¬ 
cumstances. 

Mr. Chairman, anything I may say 
after the exhaustive and lucid analysis 
of the different sections of this bill would 
be repetitious. I know that a lot of 
statistics and figures are not very ro¬ 
mantic, entrancing or interesting to the 
general public. But if the Members of 
this body could have gone through tliis 
particular measure and could have lis¬ 
tened to all the hearings I think they 
would have found the story as it is writ¬ 
ten in our excellent repoi't, and from 
what we have been told today, is a very 
interesting and a very fascinating one. 
Certainly it is a story that cannot be 
told too often in these critical days. 

Mr. Chairman, this is what is termed 
a public works bill. It provides in this 
authorization $304,562,000 for the Army; 

$401,194,000 for the Navy; and $1,137,- 
280,000 for the Air Force. These 
amounts, together with Title IV, Housing 
Authority and Emergency Construction, 
in the amount of $180,300,000, totals 
$2,023,336,000. 

Iii addition to the authorizations listed 
above, the bill through amendments to 
prior public-works laws to cover in¬ 
creased construction costs, grants ad¬ 
ditional authorizations to the Army in 
the amount of $510,000; to the Navy in 
the amount of $1,250,000; and to the 
Air Force in the amount of $131,759,000. 

The grand total of all authorizations 
granted by this bill is, therefore, $2,156,- 
730,000. 

This bill was considered by the Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services over a period 
of about a month. There are more than 
300 named military installations in the 
bill, and in addition, there are a great 
number of unnamed classified installa¬ 
tions inside and outside continental 
United States. 

From the above, it is obvious that the 
presentation of details with respect to 
the bill would take a long time. We 
think you will find material to aid you 
in seeing what the committee had in 
mind, and the scope of their inquiries, 
from the report that we have filed. 

THE ARMY 

Now, let us take up the Army. In the 
Army title, 45 percent of the program, 
or $136.9 million, is for tactical facilities. 
This includes what is known as NIKE 
sites, both in the continental United 
States and at key bases overseas. As 
many of the Members know, they are 
located in defense of our principal in¬ 
dustrial centers and major metropolitan 
areas. An additional $8.5 million, or 2.7 
percent, is included for support facilities 
in the continental United States. 

In addition to the above amount, $36.6 
million or 12 percent, is for construction 
in support of the Army’s expanded role 
in guided missile, ballistic missile and 
rocket development. This request in¬ 
cludes $25 million in support of the 
IRBM, intermediate range ballistic mis¬ 
sile. Members will find more details on 
the NIKE and IRBM on pages 6 and 7 of 
the committee report. 

Some $22 million or 7.2 percent of the 
program is for troop and family housing 
and community support facilities. The 
Members will note that this request in¬ 
cludes only 3,875 enlisted men’s barracks 
spaces and 196 imits of family housing. 

The sum of $14.5 million, or 4.8 percent, 
is for facilities in support of Army avia¬ 
tion. 

Some 15.9 percent oi'-448.3 million, is 
for overseas construction, exclusive of 
tactical facilities, in Okinawa, Alaska, 
Caribbean, Hawaii, Germany, United 
Kingdom, and Italy. 

The remaining $37.7 million or 12.4 
percent, is for essential construction of 
facilities in the fields of research and 
development, training, medical, and 
communications necessary to the accom¬ 
plishment of the Army’s mission. 

You will find on page 3 of the com¬ 
mittee report, the Army’s program 
broken out in detailed categories. It in¬ 
dicates whether the construction is in 
the continental United States or over- 
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seas. Underneath that table, you will 
note that each of the technical services 
and each of the continental armies is 
dealt with individually by the type of 
facilities to be constructed and the por¬ 
tion of the program it represents. This 
continues over to page 4, where the Mil- 
ita,ry District of Washington, the Aimed 
Forces special weapons project, and 
other items are described as well as over¬ 
seas areas. 

Section 102 of the bill contains an 
authorization of $188,783,000 million, for 
classified military construction, and sec¬ 
tion 103 provides an increase of $485,000 
in authorization to meet deficiencies 
granted under the provisions of prior 
public works laws for construction at 
Fort Jay, N. Y., and at Adak, Alaska. 

Section 104 of the bill declares as 
peimanent installations. Camp Gordon, 
Ga.; Fort Jackson, S. C.; Camp Stewart, 
Ga.; Camp Chaffee, Ark.; and Port Leon¬ 
ard Wood, Mo. The reasons for taking 
this action is dealt with at length on 
pages 5 and 6 of the committee report. 
I am happy to report that the Secretary 
of the Army, on March 21, 1956, by a 
general order, has declared these same 
named installations permanent. 

Section 103 of the bill authorizes the 
Secretai-y of the Army to proceed with 
studies and planning relative to the 
siting of the ammunition depot at San 
Jacinto, Tex. On page 32 of the report, 
the various conflicting interests involved 
in the locations of ordnance depots and 
magazines, is dealt with in detail. 

the navy 

The next part of the bill is title H, 
for the Navy. The Navy title totals 
$401 million. This amount will enable 
the Navy to take another step forward 
in its planning to keep its shore estab¬ 
lishment in phase with the modei'n 
ships, aircraft, weapons, and equipment 
which it must operate and service. 

Under this program the Navy would 
get authority to build nearly 400 units 
of family housing at isolated overseas 
stations—they would get their family 
housing at continental stations under 
other provisions of law outside this pub¬ 
lic works bill—and to build bachelor 
quarters for about 2,300 officers and 
about 30,400 barracks spaces for en¬ 
listed personnel. That last figure for 
barracks spaces is relatively high for a 
Navy program. It is due chiefly to their 
need to replace old, inin-down barracks 
which were built during World War II 
to last for the duration, but which they 
have made do only with mounting main¬ 
tenance costs. In fact, about 20 per¬ 
cent of the whole Navy program is for 
the replacement of worn out structures. 
I should say here that the biggest re¬ 
placement project is that at the Naval 
Hospital, Great Lakes, Ill. At that lo¬ 
cation the temporary wood constructed 
hospital wards, built in 1943, are to be 
replaced with a permanent hospital. 
This will cost an approximate amount 
of $13 million. It will provide hospital 
care to Army, Navy, and Air Force per¬ 
sonnel serving in the area and their de¬ 
pendents—a population of nearly 70,- 
000 persons. 
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The introduction of greater numbers 

of high-performance jet aircraft into the 
fleet has resulted, directly and indirectly, 
in the Navy’s plan to establish three new 
air installations and to activate a new 
jet seaplane base at the site of a small 
World War II seaplane station. The 
only other new installation is an impor¬ 
tant naval radio station in northeast 
United States similar to the one we au¬ 
thorized a decade ago at Jim Creek in 
Washington. One of the important 
things about these new installations, 
with the possible exception of one, is the 
evidence that the communities where 
they are to be located want them. The 
one for which there may be some doubt 
of the community’s desire would not be 
definitely located without the concur¬ 
rence of the Senate and House Armed 
Services Committees. There is a provi¬ 
sion in this bill that would require the 
Navy to have a study made of possible 
sites and to come back to those two com¬ 
mittees with recommendations for the 
best solution of this problem. That pro¬ 
vision is in section 202 of the bill, which 
also directs the Navy to have studies 
made and to submit their recommenda¬ 
tions to the committees relative to two 
other controversial land-acquisition 
projects which are not included in the 
bill but have been deferred pending 
completion of the study. 

One of the aspects of defense of the 
country that seems to be of great con¬ 
cern to a large number of our people and 
has received a great amount of publicity 
in recent months is the guided missile. 
You will be interested in knowing that 
the Navy’s program includes an appre-, 
ciable amount for facilities in support 
of that weapon. 

Each year the committee makes a very 
careful study of proposed land aquisi- 
tions. This was particularly true this 
year of the Navy’s program—as it was 
unusually large for the Navy. The mem¬ 
bers of the committee made very search¬ 
ing inquiry into the need for every area, 
explored alternative means of meeting 
their requirements, heard friendly and 
opposing witnesses, and in every case 
which we approved, we could come to 
only one conclusion in the interest of 
our national defense—that the Navy had 
to have these lands if it is going to carry 
out the missions which the country has 
imposed on them. 

What I have been telling you of the 
Navy’s program is summarized at greater 
length and with more specific detail in 
the report. In the middle of page 8 of 
the report is a table which shows the 
various categories of the program. You 
will note that the great bulk of their pro¬ 
gram—about 65 percent—is for opera¬ 
tional facilities. These might be called 
the lifeblood of the Navy’s Shore Estab¬ 
lishment. They ai'e the types of facili¬ 
ties that permit the docking of the ships 
for overhaul and repair, replenishment 
of supplies and ammunition, that allow 
aircraft to take off and land and keep 
them flyable, that are used for storage, 
checking, and issuing of weapons and 
similar usual functions. I mentioned 
earlier the troop housing in the program. 
About 16 percent of the program is for 
this category. The other categories we 

consider to have equal importance but 
each is only a small percentage of the 
whole. 

Following the table on page 8 of the re¬ 
port is a summary of each identifiable 
portion of the program—or, as the Navy 
calls them—the sponsors programs. 
These start with the shipyard facilities 
and run through the 11 sponsors, includ¬ 
ing the aviation facilities for approxi¬ 
mately 50 percent of the whole Navy pro¬ 
gram, the Marine Corps facilities and 
finishes near the top of page 11 with 
the yards and docks facilities. 

AIR FORCE 

The Air Force portion of this bill pro¬ 
vides for construction of additional fa¬ 
cilities in phase with the buildup of the 
137-wing Air Force. The construction 
proposed is essentially that required to 
provide facilities necessary for effective 
sustained operations by the strategic, 
tactical, defense, support, and training 
forces. Included also are facilities for 
Air Reserve Forces and other essential 
air activities such as research and de¬ 
velopment and early warning systems. 
Air Force planning for the last several 
years has been focused upon attaining by 
the end of fiscal year 1957, the base struc¬ 
ture needed to properly house, train, and 
fight the forces. The program provided 
by this bill, plus that previously provided, 
will permit, on a selective basis, substan¬ 
tial completion of the bases required un¬ 
der present concepts to accommodate 
present types of operational equipment 
and weapons. However, future pro¬ 
grams must also provide large amounts 
to eliminate deficiencies remaining in 
the operational and support require¬ 
ments needed to attain full capability for 
launching defensive and offensive opera¬ 
tions and to make the adjustments 
needed for phased implementation of 
new weapons systems. 

The Air Force, during the last few 
years, has greatly increased its striking 
and defensive capability. At the end of 
the Korean conflict, July 1953, the Air 
Force had 106 combat wings. Today, it 
has 128 and is rapidly increasing to its 
goal of 137 wings by mid-1957. 

Not only have the number of combat 
wings increased during this period, but 
the quality of the Air Force has increased 
as well. The fighter interceptor inven¬ 
tory has been substantially modernized 
and completely equipped with all- 
weather jet aircraft. Strategic Air 
Command’s medium bomber and recon¬ 
naissance forces have been converted 100 
percent to B-47 aircraft and the heavy 
bomber wings are now replacing their 
B-36’s with B-52’s. The total aircraft 
inventory has increased during this pe¬ 
riod from 21,300 to 24,800. Addition¬ 
ally, the United States and Canadian 
early warning networks are well under- 
v/ay and \Vill be in operation by early 
1957. 

Commensurate with the rapid buildup 
of the Air Force and combat capability, 
it was necessary to pi’ogram a base struc¬ 
ture which could be achieved in the most 
economical and rapid manner possible 
and at the same time provide the re¬ 
quired base capability. The Air Force 
military construction program is aimed 
at providing the airbase facilities re¬ 

quired for a ready, effective Air Force 
of 137 wings. This is not a static condi¬ 
tion as there are constantly increasing 
construction requirements for warning 
systems, extensive test and operational 
facilities for new weapons systems and 
facilities to reduce the vulnerability of 
our retaliatory strike force. For ex¬ 
ample, the Air Force’s fiscal year 1957 
military construction request includes 
facilities for tactical and defensive mis¬ 
sile wings which will become a part of 
the 137-wing force during the fiscal year 
1958 and 1959 time period. It includes 
operational facilities required at exist¬ 
ing bases to implement the dispersal of 
the Strategic Air Command’s bomber 
force. 

The development of additional bases 
necessary to reduce the vulnerability of 
our retaliatory strike force, as well as 
sites for strategic long-range missiles 
will be phased through succeeding con. 
struction programs. These new and in¬ 
creasing demands make it appear that 
Air Force construction must continue at 
substantially its present level for some 
time to come. 

To accomplish the development of 
bases needed to meet these objectives, 
the major portion of the total authoriza¬ 
tion provided by the bill is for facilities 
at Air Force bases. Fifty-eight percent 
or $661,446,000, of the Air Force program 
total of $1,137,280,000 is for bases inside 
the United States, 28 percent, or $312,- 
834,000, is for bases outside the United 
States, and 14 percent, or $163 million, 
is for classified facilities. In addition, 
an increase of approximately $132 mil¬ 
lion in authorizations granted in prior 
years is included in the Air Force title 
of the bill to provide for increased costs 
on certain approved projects, bringing 
the total amount of additional authori¬ 
zation for the Air Force in the bill to 
$1,269,039,000, about 60 percent of the 
total amount of the bill. 

The largest portion of the program 
in continental United States, which 
amounts to $187,998,000, is for air de¬ 
fense command bases. Almost one-half 
of this amount is for operational and 
training facilities, consisting for the 
most part of runway extensions to pro¬ 
vide for the safe sustained operation of 
the high speed jet fighters assigned to 
all interceptor units. The air defense 
command program calls for the con¬ 
struction of one new base near Portland, 
Oreg., and provides a second increment 
at the two other new bases, Buckingham 
Air Force Base in Florida and Richard 
Bong Air Force Base in Wisconsin, each 
initially authorized last year. The pro¬ 
gram also includes $38 million for the 
establishment of operational sites and 
facilities for air defense missile systems. 

In addition to the $188 million for air 
defense command bases, $80,958,000 are 
included to expand the continental air¬ 
craft control and warning system. This 
expansion includes initiation of con¬ 
struction for one new SAGE—semi¬ 
automatic ground environment—instal¬ 
lation and provision of additional sup¬ 
port facilities at one of the SAGE sites 
started last year. One-fourth of the 
AC&W program is for family housing, 
essential if the Air Force is to retain in 
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service the highly skilled technicians 
■who are assigned to isolated AC&W sites. 
The program also adds facilities at exist¬ 
ing permanent and mobile radar sites 
and constructs 53 new gap-filler sites. 

The second largest segment of the 
continental United States program, 
$93,684,000, is for Strategic Air Com¬ 
mand bases. Actually, the program in¬ 
cludes much more than this amount for 
Strategic Air Command, as many of the 
Strategic Air Command requirements 
are included in the base programs of 
other Air Force commands where Strate¬ 
gic Air Command units are stationed or 
from which they will be operated. A 
substantial portion of the Strategic Air 
Command program is for operations and 
training facilities necessai-y for main¬ 
taining of Strategic Air Command’s con¬ 
stant readiness. Another important 
part of the Strategic Air Command pro¬ 
gram provides essential housing and 
community facilities which, for the most 
part, will replace substandard and worn- 
out temporary buildings. 

Over half of the Air Training Com¬ 
mand program of $80,177,000 is for air¬ 
field pavements to provide the capability 
to train student pilots safely in jet air¬ 
craft. Much of this advanced pilot 
training heretofore has been accom¬ 
plished in propeller aircraft. 

The Research and Development Com¬ 
mand program of $77,147,000 provides 
principally facilities for continuing the 
development of missiles systems and a 
nuclear-powered aircraft. 

The Air Materiel Command program 
of $56,712,000 provides facilities to sup¬ 
port the Air Materiel Command mission 
of depot maintenance and supply. A 
major portion of the total Air Materiel 
Command program is for projects sup¬ 
porting air defense and strategic com¬ 
mand units stationed on Air Materiel 
Command bases and for research and 
development activities. 

The tactical air command receives 
$35,977,000. This is largely for additional 
airfield pavements and aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities. 

The other Air Force commands in the 
continental United States have smaller 
programs percentagewise, amounting to 
about 4 percent of the total. 

The largest single major command 
program in the overseas portion, $97,- 
123,000, is for the United States Air 
Forces in Europe. One-third of this 
USAFE program consists of operations 
and training facilities and one-third for 
utilities projects, principally in Spain 
and the United Kingdom. Also included 
in the USAFE program is authorization 
for construction in Germany where, for 
the first time appropriated funds are to 
be provided for required construction 
v/hich was formerly accomplished by the 
Deutschemark support program of the 
Federal Republic of Germany. Under 
terms of the peace treaty, this support 
will be discontinued after fiscal year 1956. 

The program for Spain continues con¬ 
struction of the 4 phase I bases, the 2 
phase II bases, and the area POL system. 

The second largest portion of the over¬ 
seas program, or $70,250,000, is for the 
Northeast Air Command. Over one-half 
is for housing and community facilities 
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including 600 units of family housing at 
Ernest Harmon and Goose Bay. Ap¬ 
proximately 30 percent of the program 
is for operations and training facilities, 
mainly airfield pavements required to 
support operations of the strategic 
forces. 

The Military Air Transport Command 
program of $55,859,000 includes facil¬ 
ities only in the Atlantic area. These 
Atlantic bases contribute directly and es¬ 
sentially to the missions of the Strategic 
Air Command. 

The smaller Alaskan Air Command 
program of $36,172,000 consists princi¬ 
pally of operations and training facilities, 
and 250 units of family housing at Eiel- 
son Air Force Base, one of the three 
major bases in Alaska. 

The Far East Air Force program of 
$27,684,000 provides facilities in Japan, 
Philippine Islands, Okinawa, Hawaii, and 
other Pacific locations. A major por¬ 
tion of the Far East Air Force program 
is at Clark Air Force Base in the Philip¬ 
pines and at the Okinawa bases. 

The overseas program of the strategic 
air command of $25,746,000 is for bases 
on Guam and Puerto Rico. The major 
portion of the program provides opera¬ 
tional and aircraft maintenance facilities 
for the bases on Guam and 400 units of 
family housing. 

In summary, the Air Force’s fiscal year 
1957 military construction program in¬ 
cludes construction items to provide a 
minimum operational capability at all 
bases of the 137-wing Air Force; how¬ 
ever, a few serious deficiencies required 
for the existing weapons systems will 
remain since all important and desirable 
items cannot be provided in a single year. 
It includes only the most urgently needed 
troop housing and recreational facilities 
and family housing which can be built 
only by appropriated funds and which 
directly affects operational capability. It 
iricludes research and development facil¬ 
ities essential to carry out important 
new weapons development and opera¬ 
tional facilities required for tactical and 
defensive missiles. Finally, it provides 
for a start toward protecting our war- 
deterrent potential through decreasing 
its vulnerability by implementing initial 
dispersal of our strategic bomber striking 
force. 

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

Mr. SHORT. I am happy to yield to 
my friend from California. 

Mr. BALDWIN. In this bill theie is 
authorization for the purchase of Wherry 
housing. It is my understanding that 
there have been court decisions estab¬ 
lishing the principle that Wherry hous¬ 
ing is subject to taxation by local com¬ 
munities and districts. Has the com- 
™ittee given any consideration to the 
possibility of establishing some type of 
relief in lieu of tax? 

I can cite the example of one com¬ 
munity in my district where they have 
over 900 units of Wherry housing from 
which the county now receives some- 
toing over $40,000 per year in taxes. 
The transfer of those units from the 
present Wherry setup which makes them 
taxable, to Government control will 
cause the loss of a great deal of revenue 

to the county, in excess of $40,000. Since 
there is quite an impact on the local 
economy from this transfer I wonder if 
the committee has given consideration 
to some in-lieu tax principle which 
might be comparable to the in-lieu tax 
principle for Lanham Act housing? 

Mr. SHORT. It will, of course, as the 
gentleman says, cause a loss of revenue 
to the local community, but in addition 
to that, it is unfair, unjust, and discrim¬ 
inatory in my opinion to force the own¬ 
ers or operators of Wherry housing to 
pay taxes and then compete with tax- 
free Government-owned property. 

Of course there are many provisions 
in the bill dealing with Wherry housing. 
The trouble is that the formula is a bit 
obsolete, I think, in arriving at the fair 
market value, because the fair market 
value at the present time is arrived at, 
I believe, by figuring on the number of 
occupants in one of these housing units 
instead of taking into consideration what 
the houses originally cost or what it ■ 
would cost the Government to replace 
them at the present time. 

This whole proposition of Wherry 
housing and Capehart housing is tied in 
with appropriated-funds housing. Our 
committee is of the opinion that the 
cheapest and best way to erect these 
houses is by appropriated funds; it would 
be cheaper in the long run, but we sim¬ 
ply do not have the money; it would 
bankrupt the Government, and we are 
close enough to bankruptcy as it is, but 
we certainly do not have the money to 
build all these houses out of appropri¬ 
ated funds. That is the reason there is 
a tendency to go from Wherry housing 
to' Capehart housing, but attention 
should be given, of course, to making up 
for that tax revenue loss to the com¬ 
munity. 

Mr. BALDWIN. That is the question I 
specifically had in mind, whether the 
committee has given any consideration 
to the possibility of some in-lieu tax 
probably comparable to the type of in- 
heu tax principle applying to Lanham 
Act housing. 

Mr. SHORT. Yes; it was mentioned 
in committee, but it was not discussed to 
sny great length. No definite action 
has been taken. 

Ml’. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHORT. I yield. 
Mr. BAILEY. I would like to ask the 

gentleman about a phase of Wherry 
housing. It provides for the construc¬ 
tion of streets, sidewalks, sewage dis¬ 
posal, and other utilities; why cannot 
you figure in it the cost of school build- 
ings? They do everything else except 
build school buildings. 

Ml. SHORT. I know how tremen¬ 
dously interested the gentleman from 
West Virginia is in schools. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself l additional minute. 

Did the gentleman from West Virginia 
wish to say something further? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I would just like to 
have some comment from the gentleman. 

Mr. SHORT. I am for more and bel¬ 
ter schools, of course. I believe the gen- 
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tleman has raised a good point. How¬ 
ever, money spent on schools cannot 
build houses. 

Mr. WILSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

, Mr. SHORT. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. WILSON of California. I would 
like to point out that when the land is 
transferred to the Federal Government 
the children living in that Federal prop¬ 
erty entitle the local community to spe¬ 
cial school money under the gentleman’s 
bill H. R. 8185; so the local community 
will benefit to a slight extent anyway. 

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

Mr. SHORT. I yield. 
Mr. BEAMER. Before we get into too 

deep a discussion of comparisons I won¬ 
der if the gentleman can clear up a point 
for me. The Air Force base at Bunker 
Hill, Ind., is undoubtedly one of the most 
outstanding installations of the Tactical 
Air Force Command in the United States. 
All of you should visit it, if possible. 
They are not going to get enough hous¬ 
ing—and I wonder if this is prevalent 
generally—even to take care of the peo¬ 
ple presently on the base. This happens 
to be a new Air Force base and I am 
wondering if any provision is going to 
be made in order to take care of this in¬ 
creased Air Force installation. 

Mr. SHORT. We have gone about as 
far as we think we could go in this par¬ 
ticular bill. We have provided more 
housing on these bases at many installa¬ 
tions, but we are still suffering from an 
acute shortage of housing. That along 
with a lack of adequate medical care for 
dependents have been the two things 
that have contributed more to the dete¬ 
rioration of the morale of our armed 
services than any other two causes. I 
repeat, lack of adequate housing and 
lack of adequate medical care have cut 
down our enlistments. 

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

Mr. SHORT. I yield to the. gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. To aid in giving the 
gentleman from Indiana the correct in¬ 
formation, the Armed Services Com¬ 
mittee on Friday 2 weeks ago approved 
680 Capehart houses for Bunker Hill, 
which are now under design. 

Mr. BEAMER. I think that is a great 
relief. But because of the situation of 
the neighboring cities of Peru and Koko¬ 
mo, there is not sufficient houses to take 
care of the personnel, the enlisted men 
and the commissioned officers, and they 
are going to have the problem of taking 
care of the men who are coming to the 
base at the present time. 

Mr. SHORT. Lack of adequate hous¬ 
ing along with lack of adequate medical 
care have been two of the things that 
have contributed more I think to the de¬ 
terioration of morale in our Armed 
Forces than any other two factors. 

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

Mr. SHORT, I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from West Virginia. 

Mr. BAILEY. For the information of 
the gentleman from Indiana, may I say 

that I was speaking of Wherry, Capehart 
housing units on base. 

Mr. SHORT. Where we have Cape¬ 
hart, and particularly WTierry housing 
on base, and then the Government allows 
the Armed Forces personnel to go out and 
rent cheaper houses perhaps several miles 
from the base is unfair and discrimina¬ 
tory against Wherry housing. It also 
impairs the efficiency of our armed serv¬ 
ices. It should be stopped. 

Mr. BAILEY. A lot of things are un¬ 
fair and discriminatory. 

Mr. SHORT. That is another thing I 
think we should take up. We already 
have but we have not achieved worth¬ 
while results. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Missouri has expired. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
18 minutes to the gentleman from Louisi¬ 
ana [Mr. Brooks]. 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, we have had two very erudite 
speeches on this bill. We have had it 
well discussed fi'om a great many angles 
and at the present time I imagine a great 
many of us have formed in a general way 
our opinion regarding the merits of the 
measure. So well have these speeches 
been delivered that I would be loathe to 
take up the time of this committee here 
today were it not for the extreme impor¬ 
tance which I attach to this bill. I think 
it is so vital, it means the very safety, 
well-being and preservation of our coun¬ 
try. Therefore, in the L8 minutes al¬ 
lotted to me I am going to discuss some 
features of the measure that I do not 
think have been fully exploited up to the 
present hour. 

Mr. Chairman, the Air Force will re¬ 
ceive, under this bill, $1,137,280,000 of 
new construction authority plus an in¬ 
crease of $131,759,000 for projects au¬ 
thorized in prior years or a total of $1,- 
269,039,000. This is almost two-thirds 
of the total authority provided by the 
bill. I believe an analysis of the charac¬ 
ter of the Air Force and the nature of the 
base facilities to fight and support that 
force will explain the need for emphasis 
on the construction of airbase facilities. 

First, we must be aware of the key role 
being played by the Air Force as part of 
the team providing for the defense of our 
Nation. Each branch of our splendid 
forces in uniform, the Air Force, the 
Army, the Navy, and the Marine Corps 
have a definite and essential part in this 
effort. However, the nature of the Air 
Force mission and the history of the Air 
Force buildup create a separate problem 
when considering base facilities. Most 
important is the timing of our military 
actions after the outbreak of hostilities. 
The Air Force, by its nature must play 
the principal role during those critical 
first few days or weeks after a war begins. 
As such, its bases, as well as its forces, 
must have their maximum capability in 
being at the time a war begin if we are 
to survive that first critical phase and 
retain the ability to put all of our mili¬ 
tary forces and resources into play to 
assure an early and successful conclusion 
to that war. 

In defining the magnitude of the re¬ 
quirement to attain this objective of 

maximum capability for the bases, con¬ 
sideration must be given, not only to the 
cost, but also to the number and location 
of bases involved and the timing of ac¬ 
tions involved in the ultimate provision 
of facilities. The location and timing 
in the provision of Air Force base facili¬ 
ties are particularly vital since, to a 
much greater degree than with the other 
services who operate in the field or on the 
oceans in event of war, a large share of 
the bases developed and used by the Air 
Force in peacetime are also the bases 
from which their tactical units will fly 
their missions during that war. 

Modern aircraft require extensive fa¬ 
cilities for their operations and mainte¬ 
nance such as runways, parking aprons, 
hangars, and shops, and fuel storage 
tanks. Due to the long lead-time re¬ 
quired for the construction of these fa¬ 
cilities, it is essential that they be in 
place before actual hostilities break out 
so that, the day the “bell rings,’’ our 
air defense warning systems can sound 
the alarm, our fighter interceptor air¬ 
craft can rise to repel the attacking 
bombers, and our strategic air forces 
can launch their B-52’s and B-47’s in 
immediate retaliatory offensive actions. 
This requires the peacetime construc¬ 
tion of bases which are strategically 
placed around the world and to which 
our strategic air forces can deploy on 
D-day and start immediate operations. 
It also requires the peacetime construc¬ 
tion of staging bases between the home 
bases and targets where the aircraft can 
refuel and obtain repairs, if necessary; 
and bases from which immediate air sup¬ 
port can be given ground operations of 
our Army units. 

In considering the kinds of facilities 
and the magnitude of the construction 
required, certain major factors bearing 
on these requirements must be recog¬ 
nized. 

These factors include: 
The relatively small and inadequate 

facilities available to the Air Force at the 
conclusion of World War II, and the 
degree of postwar retrenchment dis¬ 
crepancies : 

The rapid increase in size and com¬ 
plexity of weapons, weapons carriers, 
and their logistic support systems; 

The changing concept of air warfare 
with inherent need for increased range, 
speed, and payload of aircraft; 

The need for the training and preser¬ 
vation of a force of highly skilled tech¬ 
nicians capable of maintaining and 
utilizing highly complex weapons; and 

The rising ascendancy of air power as 
a major force for defense and decisive 
strategic operations and as a vital com¬ 
ponent of joint operations. 

Consideration of these factors has 
necessitated the direction of the major 
portion of the Air Force construction 
effort to: 

Provision of additional facilities at all 
types of existing bases as well as the cori- 
struction of completely new bases in all 
parts of the world; 

Provision of large Increments of fa¬ 
cilities such as hangars, shops, and ware¬ 
housing required for the maintenance 
support of aircraft; 
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Constructing millions of square yards 
of airfield pavements, and millions of 
bari'els of fuel storage and distribution 
of facilities in consonance with the in¬ 
creased size, weight, critical takeoff and 
landing characteristics and increased 
fuel capacity and consiunption of mod¬ 
ern aircraft; 

Increased emphasis on adequate hous¬ 
ing, and welfare and morale facilities as 
a means to retaining in the service those 
skilled personnel necessary to maintain 
an efficient, well-trained force in con¬ 
stant readiness: and 

Development of a system of early 
warning, intercept control, and commu¬ 
nications to warn and defend against 
enemy attacks on this country and on 
our outlying possessions and interests. 

It takes a lot of bases and base fa¬ 
cilities to support these forces and to 
provide the capability needed to insure 
the national defense. 

On June 30, 1950, at the outbreak of 
hostilities in Korea, principal Air Force 
installations numbered only a little over 
200 and the number of wings had been 
reduced to 48. With the advent of new- 
type higher-performance aircraft, even 
most of these bases were inadequate and 
required substantial expansion in addi¬ 
tion to the need to provide the addi¬ 
tional bases required for the new wings 
being added to create the 137-wing force 
structure. 

The 137 wings which are commonly 
known as the force level of the Air Force, 
include only the combat wings such as 
strategic bombers and fighters; air de¬ 
fense interceptors, and tactical fighters, 
tactical bombers, and troop-carrier air¬ 
craft which support ground operations. 

In addition to the operating and stag¬ 
ing bases needed for these combat ele¬ 
ments, the Air Force construction pro¬ 
gram also includes bases and facilities 
for other fijfing operations such as Mili¬ 
tary Air Transport, logistic cargo trans¬ 
port, and pilot and crew training as well 
as bases for other types of training and 
indoctrination, logistic support, research 
and development, and security and ad¬ 
ministration. 

For these activities, the Air Force re¬ 
quires, by the end of fiscal year 1959, fa¬ 
cilities at over 3,000 different installa¬ 
tions of all types, of which about 360 
are major bases. Two hundred and four 
of these major installations will be in¬ 
side United States and 156 will be in 
overseas locations. The some 2,800 an¬ 
cillary type installations of the Air Force 
are scattered throughout the world and 
include the communications and radar 
warning sites on mountain tops and in 
the remote frigid reaches of Greenland, 
northern Canada, Alaska, and the Aleu¬ 
tians. 

This bill includes construction at 205 
of the major air installations, 104 of 
which are inside United States and 61 
are overseas. In addition, the program 
provides facilities at a number of 
other installations and sites, including 
A. C. & W. network projects, and facili¬ 
ties for the development, testing and op¬ 
eration of missile systems and for the 
continued development of the nuclear- 
powered aircraft. 

In the years since the outbreak of the 
Korean war, we have made considerable 

progress in developing the finest fighting 
Air Force in the world and the expan¬ 
sion of base facilities to accommodate 
that force. The Congress has made sub¬ 
stantial construction authorizations and 
appropriations for that purpose during 
the same period. Since the start of this 
base buildup program which dates back 
to 1950, approximately $7 billion have 
been appropriated. This amount has 
been put in place or will be under con¬ 
tract by April 1 of this year. 

The Air Force installations program, 
as you know, for the past several years 
has been aimed at providing airbase fa¬ 
cilities required for already, effective Air 
Force of 137 wings with a goal of having 
those wings in place by the end of fiscal 
year 1957. The construction for the Air 
Force provided by this bill will, with the 
exception of certain deficiencies, sub¬ 
stantially accomplish that original goal. 
This, however, by no means signifies sub¬ 
stantial completion of total Air Force 
construction requirements. In fact, 
many things remain to be accomplished 
in future years. Although this bill is 
designed to provide an operational capa¬ 
bility for all units of the 137-wing force 
on a minimum basis as planned through 
fiscal year 1959, many things remain to 
be done. 

These generally fall into two cate¬ 
gories. First is improvement of the 
present base structure. It has been rec¬ 
ognized that all important and desirable 
facilities cannot be provided in a single 
year or a few years. Even for the pres¬ 
ent force structure with manned aircraft, 
additional operational facilities must be 
provided after this year to attain a 
higher degree of the combat capability so 
essential to the security of the United 
States and its allies. 

Also, we must improve the conditions 
under which our men in uniform and 
their families must live and work. I am 
speaking of the so-called things for 
people-housing, both bachelor and fam¬ 
ily; welfare and recreational facilities; 
and adequate medical facilities. We 
have made progress on this in the last 
few years and will continue that progress 
by this bill, but more remains to be done. 
We have provided substantial amounts 
of family housing in the last 2 years and 
this bill provides another increment in¬ 
cluding 3,144 units for the Air Force. 
This bill also continues the program to 
provide needed personnel facilities and 
to replace the deteriorated and obsolete 
dormitories and medical facilities which 
were constructed for temporary use to 
meet World War II requirements and 
have now become health and fire hazards 
and are uneconomical to maintain. 
Many of these type facilities will still re¬ 
quire replacement after this year. 

Second, and even more significant in 
the things still to be done, is the provision 
of facilities to support new weapons sys¬ 
tems, operational concepts, and other 
technological advances, and, in view of 
increased enemy capabilities, to insure a 
greater degree of protection to the exist¬ 
ing forces. As I previously stated, this 
bill substantially meets the initial Air 
Force goal of bedding down the 137-wing 
force as originally planned by the end of 
fiscal year 1957. Actually, the construc¬ 
tion planned and programed up to this 
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point for the 137-wing force completes 
only the first phase of its development 
and provides a required degree of capa¬ 
bility for the present force to defend the 
country during the preparation for the 
second phase we are now entering. 

This second phase is the awesome era 
of intercontinental guided missiles, nu¬ 
clear-powered aircraft, space satellites, 
and other technological developments to 
bestir the imagination. This bill con¬ 
tains substantial amounts for facilities 
to support these types of things and in¬ 
creased amounts will be needed in the 
next years. 

I do not want to dwell further on the 
details of the requirements to support 
these weapons and equipment, but we 
must recognize that that era is rapidly 
becoming reality. We must pursue the 
implementation of these new weapons to 
the utmost if this country is to maintain 
the technological and military superior¬ 
ity which is so vital to maintenance of 
our national security. 

The construction being provided by 
this bill is necessary for the Air Force 
to carry out the responsibilities placed 
upon it by the American people to fill its 
role in the defense of this country. I am 
sure you will agree to its need and to the 
conclusion that this bill, as part of our 
defense program, is cheap insurance for 
that national security. 

That concludes my remarks with re¬ 
spect to the bill itself. There is, how¬ 
ever, one additional matter which I con¬ 
sider to be of sufficient moment to men¬ 
tion, and that is the extensive acquisi¬ 
tions of property by the three military 
services during peacetime. 

I am aware that as new weapons are 
developed, land needs change and are in 
many instances greatly magnified. I do 
feel, however, that all three depart¬ 
ments have utilized the power of emi¬ 
nent domain to an extent which is not 
wholly consistent with our normal demo¬ 
cratic processes. 

So many times, we find the Army, 
Navy, or the Air Force entering an area 
of the country and in somewhat arbi¬ 
trary fashion staking out extensive areas 
of fertile farmland or other valuable 
property and proceeding to use its power 
of condemnation to acquire the prop¬ 
erty—and to acquire it in a manner 
which sometimes appears to have ele¬ 
ments of arbitrariness in it. ^ 

It is my strongly held opinion that the 
whole subject of land acquisitions during 
peacetime—and particularly through 
the exercise of eminent domain—should 
be carefully reexamined by the military 
departments to the end that local peo¬ 
ple, whose only contact with the Fed¬ 
eral Government in many instances is 
in connection with the land acquisition, 
will not have created in their minds a 
picture of the Federal Government as 
a landgrabber. 

A reasonable admixture of common- 
sense, good public relations, and truly 
competent planning, can, in my opin¬ 
ion, eliminate many of the objections 
which we encounter concerning the land 
acquisition programs of the military. 

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



1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I yield to 
the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. Is there any money in 
this bill to provide for the building of 
a new NATO headquarters? 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. None that 
I know of, no. 

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I yield to 

the gentleman from Oklahoma. 
Mr. EDMONDSON. I should like to 

express my appreciation to the gentle¬ 
man for the very fine statement he is 
making. It is a very comprehensive and 
constructive statement concerning the 
need for these bases not only in the 
United States but overseas. 

We in Oklahoma are particularly 
proud of the part that two generals from 
Oklahoma play in this great construc¬ 
tion. Maj. Gen. Lee Washbourne, of Jay, 
Okla., is one of the important men in the 
installations program of the Air Force. 
Brig. Gen. Ben Talley, of Mangum, Okla., 
is the Army engineer in charge of base 
construction in North Africa. I know 
from talking to these two gentleman how 
great an undertaking it is and how im¬ 
portant it is to our country that we pro¬ 
ceed with it rapidly. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I thank 
the gentieman for his remarks. His 
great State of Oklahoma has played a 
vital part in this program. I have seen, 
some of his bases. I commend my col¬ 
league who has just spoken for his inter¬ 
est in the activities of the Air Force for 
the defense of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I want 
to say a few words in reference to a 
matter which has given me considerable 
concern in the last few years. That is 
the attitude of our Government and some 
of its branches in reference to moving 
into localities and taking over very often. 
I think, in an arbitrary manner, land 
which is needed for public purposes. 
It is true that in the case of a defense 
bill, the land taken is vital to the needs 
of the defense of the United States. In 
the process of taking this land from the 
localities, I think our services and agen¬ 
cies of Government could proceed in a 
little more diplomatic and a little more 
careful and a little more considerate 
manner. This bill alone provides for 
3,750,000 acres of land to be taken over 
for use by the Military Establishment, 
I will say in this particular bill the Navy 
is the principal offender in taking this 
land. I think if the defense services 
must have the land, and if no other land 
will meet their needs, they should pro¬ 
ceed with the least inconvenience to the 
local people possible under the circum¬ 
stances. I have seen cases where the 
services have moved in and taken over 
areas for bases or for facilities or for 
other needs where other areas would 
have cheerfully been given by the local 
communities for the pui’poses. So I say 
our people are defense minded, they are 
loyal, they are patriotic, but I think our 
Defense Department and the Bureau of 
Public Roads, and other departments of 
the Government, when they need land 

for public purposes could move in in a 
diplomatic and considerate manner in 
taking over this land and in the exer¬ 
cise of the great power of eminent do¬ 
main. In many instances, this is an 
extremely harsh remedy which is used 
by them. If other land is suitable and 
can be obtained without opposition, it 
should be given full consideration in the 
selection of needed locations and needed 
sites. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the gentleman from Cali¬ 
fornia [Mr. Engle], 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Chairman, I cer¬ 
tainly vigorously agree with the state¬ 
ments made in the last few sentences by 
the gentleman who preceded me with 
reference to the wide acquisitions of 
lands by the military department. Be¬ 
cause the committee of which I am chair¬ 
man has jurisdiction of the public lands 
and the public domain area of the United 
States, I would like to call the attention 
of the committee to what has been going 
on with reference to public land acquisi¬ 
tions by the military in the Far West. 
During the past several years I have been 
aware of an increasing concern through¬ 
out our western States over the con¬ 
tinued expansion of these single purpose 
or limited purpose reservations through 
public domain withdrawals. With a sin¬ 
gle exception, perhaps, of reservations 
created for management purposes by 
some Federal agency, the Defense De¬ 
partment has been and is one of the 
principal consumers of land for limited 
purpose utilization. 

I have been impressed by these facts: 
That the Defense Department agencies, 
other than lands withdrawn for Corps of 
Engineers civil works purposes, have 
withdrawn lands which in total area ex¬ 
ceed the States of Connecticut, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Maryland, New Hampshire, and 
Delaware combined; that if the corps 
civil-works lands are added, you must 
add an area exceeding the total acreage 
of 400 Manhattan Islands; and that if 
present applications by Defense agencies 
are approved, there will be added to the 
list of lands held by the military and 
withdrawn from multiple use and de¬ 
velopment, a land area greater than the 
combined acreages of the States of New 
Jersey and Rhode Island, plus 50 Dis¬ 
tricts of Columbia. 

The Defense Department today owns 
14 million acres of land in the United 
States, and if all of its applications are 
approved, it will hold 20 million acres 
of the land area of our country. 

The total land holdings, to include 
those presently held and those under ap¬ 
plication by the Defense Department in 
the continental United States exceed the 
combined areas of the States of Connec¬ 
ticut, Massachusetts, Maryland, New 
Hampshire, Delaware, New Jersey, and 
Rhode Island combined, plus 400 Man¬ 
hattan Islands, and 50 Districts of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

The Defense Department in this coun¬ 
try today owns an area greater than one- 
half the British Isles, and they claim that 
they need every square foot of it for 
their military installations. I have asked 
how other nations in Europe, Great 
Britain, and elsewhere throughout the 
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world, maintain their military profici¬ 
ency when, if you plastered the area 
owned by the Defense Department on 
those areas there would not be any area 
left. 

To put the matter another way, the 
present defense holdings are the equiv¬ 
alent of a strip of land 13 miles wide 
from New York to San Francisco. Pres¬ 
ent applications for defense withdrawals 
are the equivalent of an additional strip 
of land, from New York to San Fran¬ 
cisco, more than 3 miles wide, in addi¬ 
tion to present holdings. In other words, 
if you added what they are asking for 
to what they now have, you would have 
a strip of land more than 16 miles wide 
running from San Francisco to New 
York. 

I point out that the foregoing figures 
cover only the continental United States 
and do not include very substantial 
holdings in Alaska and Hawaii and other 
offshore areas. As of October 1, 1955, 
there were pending in the Department of 
the Interior applications from defense 
agencies for withdrawal of well in ex¬ 
cess of 4 million acres of public lands, 
with certain other pending applications 
bringing the real “loss” figure close to 7 
million acres. Three such pending ap¬ 
plications in the West, the Navy’s re¬ 
quest for 2.2 million acres in the Black 
Rock Desert-Salwave in northwestern 
Nevada, the Navy’s request for approxi¬ 
mately 1 million acres in' the Saline- 
Panamint Valley are in southeastern 
California, and the Air Force request for 
continuation of a withdrawal of 2.5 mil¬ 
lion acres in the Ojo-Gila Bend-Yuma 
area in Arizona have generated a real 
and understandable concern on the part 
of thousands of citizens living in those 
areas. 

The probable impact of these and 
other such withdrawals on future mul¬ 
tiple-resource utilization, to include for¬ 
age for grazing, water, fish, wildlife, 
timber, minerals and materials, and rec¬ 
reational, scenic and wilderness re¬ 
sources brought into sharp focus the 
need for an early examination into cur¬ 
rent withdrawal policies and procedures. 
It was in light of the foregoing that I 
addressed a letter on October 29, 1955, 
to the Assistant Secretary for Land 
Management in the Department of the 
Interior, asking that his office withhold 
approval of any requests for further 
withdrawals of public lands for military 
reservations or extensions of existing 
reservations until the Committee on In¬ 
terior and Insular Affairs of the House 
had an opportunity to relate the pend¬ 
ing defense application to overall public 
land policy. 

It must be remembered that in the past 
all they have had to do was to file an 
application with the Secretary of the 
Interior for the amount of land they 
needed, and because no one in any agency 
of the Federal Government has the 
knowledge to pass upon defense needs 
as weighed against other needs of the 
Nation, those applications were neces¬ 
sarily granted. 

It boils down to any agency in the 
Defense Department, Navy, Air Force, 
Marine Corps, or Army, being able to 
write out an application for a hundred 
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square miles of the State of Nevada and 
for all practical purposes by a stroke of 
the pen taking that area over. 

It was in the light of the foregoing 
that I addressed a letter, on October 29, 
1955, to the Assistant Secretary for 
Land Management, Department of the 
Interior, asking that his office withhold 
approval of any request for further with¬ 
drawals of public lands for military 
reservations, or extensions of existing 
reservations, until the Committee on In¬ 
terior and Insular Affairs of the House 
had an opportunity to relate the pend¬ 
ing defense applications to overall public 
land policy. 

In making this request I assured the 
Interior Department that we would give 
prompt consideration to the areas most 
urgently needed. 

On November 4, 1955, Mr. D’Ewart re¬ 
plied in a letter stating that Interior 
would honor my request and at the same 
time urging that the projected hearings 
be held at the earliest practical date in 
order to minimize delay in the matter 
of defense withdrawals where the need 
for it was established. 

Without going into detail as to the 
nature of the testimony received, I be¬ 
lieve the following figures will indicate 
that the conclusions we have set out 
were not arrived at without a some¬ 
what detailed inquiry. 

The fxiU committee took testimony on 
10 different days or for a period of ap¬ 
proximately 23 hours. Eight hundred 
and seventy eight pages of testimony 
were taken, and witness appearances to¬ 
taled 55. 

On January 6, 1956, witnesses for the 
Department of the Air Force solemnly 
advised our committee that not only did 
the Air Force not have too many acres 
for their needs in the States of Utah, 
Nevada, New Mexico, and Arizona, but 
also that their studies indicated that 
they would need to acquire additional 
substantial acreage. 

When we consulted the Defense De¬ 
partment, they with equal assurance and 
solemnity concurred in these declara¬ 
tions of the Air Force. 

On February 27 and 28, 1956, witnesses 
for the Department of the Navy advised 
the committee that in 1953 and again in 
1955 they had sought without success to 
effectuate joint utilization with the Air 
Force of 3,500,000 acres of the Nellis Air 
Force range in southern Nevada. 

On February 1. 1956, the committee 
requested the Department of Defense and 
the Department of the Air Force to sup¬ 
ply the conmittee with a justification for 
the utilization of these public land areas 
and especially for their refusal to make a 
joint utilization of the Nellis Air Force 
Base. 

On February 29 the Department of De¬ 
fense transmitted to the committee as 
much of the material requested on Feb¬ 
ruary 1 as was in existence. That indi¬ 
cated that there was no material in ex¬ 
istence which showed that the Defense 
Department had made any analysis at all 
of the possible joint utilization of those 
areas. 

On March 1 the Air Force advised the 
committee, further clarifying their ad¬ 
vice of March 14, that 2.2 million acres 
within the exterior boundaries of the 

Nellis Air Force Range were being de¬ 
clared surplus to Air Force needs. On 
March 30 the committee learned, through 
the Bureau of Land Management of the 
Department of the Interior, that the Air 
Force was declaring surplus to its needs 
225,000 acres at Wendover Bombing 
Range, in Utah and Nevada. In other 
words, in the 95 days that have elapsed 
since we called the defense agencies be¬ 
fore our committee to find out how they 
were using these huge public land areas, 
when the Air Force declared that it could 
not give up any of the land that it had, 
nor could it permit joint utilization of 
this area by the Navy; the Air Force has 
declared surplus to its needs 2,427,000 
acres of land. 

To put the matter another way, not¬ 
withstanding their declared position on 
January 6, the Air Force has since that 
date: Declared surplus to their needs 36.5 
percent of the total Air Force public do¬ 
main holdings in the continental United 
States. 

The rate of release appears to be 110,- 
000 acres per hour of hearings held by 
the Committee on the Interior and In¬ 
sular Affairs of the House. The fact of 
the matter is that the Air Force since 
the beginning of those hearings has re- 
lea^d public lands which it held and 
which it declared absolutely essential to 
the defense needs of this country, public- 
domain lands, at the rate of over 1,000 
acres an hour, over 25,000 acres a day 
since those hearings were first initiated. 

We think these facts show that the 
defense agencies do not know what they 
have or what they need. How many 
millions of acres are they still holding 
or applying for that they can get along 
without? 

As I said in the beginning, these mili¬ 
tary agencies have the capability of 
writing upon a piece of paper and taking 
over these huge public-domain areas. 
We now have a bill before us that has 
for ite purpose authorizing further land 
acquisitions by the various defense agen¬ 
cies. Some, if not all, of those are con¬ 
nected in one way or the other with 
these huge contemplated withdrawals 
which will approximate 6 million addi¬ 
tional public-land acres in the far west¬ 
ern part of the United States. 

What I am going to ask the Armed 
Sei vices Committee to do is to give us 
some help in finding a reasonable method 
of controlling the land-acquisition re- 
quiiements of these defense agencies 
and, further than that, setting up appro¬ 
priate procedures to hold under surveil¬ 
lance the uses that they are presently 
making in order that we do not have 
tremendous areas of the western part of 
the United States put in what I would 
call a legal icebox taken away from 
mining, lumbering, grazing, livestock, 
and all the other uses to which those 
areas can be put and reserved for a 
single-purpose military use when it is 
not necessary in the defense of the 
Nation. 

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

Mr. ENGLR I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. In view of the state¬ 
ment that tile gentleman just made in 

propoimding the inquiry, let me assure 
him that as far as the Armed Services 
Committee is concerned, and we cer¬ 
tainly have a strong interest in certain 
matters connected with the public do¬ 
main—so has the gentleman—I look with 
much favor upon his suggestion that 
some meetings be had to see if a work¬ 
able plan can be devised between the 
two committees so that there will not 
be any friction between the utilization 
of public domain from the Interior De¬ 
partment and between your committee 
and the Armed Seiwices Committee. I 
know we can do this. 

Mr. ENGLE. May I ask the distin¬ 
guished chairman a question? I assume 
that the authorizations in this bill for 
the purpose of acquiring private lands 
have not presupposed nor do they con¬ 
stitute a congressional approval of these 
pending public-land reservations? 

Mr. VINSON. Let me say there is 
not one line in this bill for authorizing 
the acquisition of public domain The 
only thing this bill will do is this: if 
public domain is set aside for military 
purposes, this bill authorizes money to 
be made available to settle private rights 
on those public domains. In other 
words, we cannot get 1 foot of the 
public domain except by permission of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. ENGLE. That is correct under 
the present procedures. 

Mr. VINSON. There is no authoriza¬ 
tion to take over any public domain. For 
ii^tance, if he sets aside so many acres 
of land in the public domain in Nevada 
and If there is any private interest in 
there, there is authorization to settle 
with those individuals, and that is as 
far as it goe.s. 

Mr. ENGLE. I realize that. 
Mr. VINSON. I understand the gen¬ 

tleman’s apprehension, and so does the 
committee. We do not want to be tak¬ 
ing all of the public domain. But you 
must bear in mind that the first duty of 
this Government is self-preservation 
If It becomes necessary, we have to do 

we regret that the 
conditions sometimes require us to do 
them. We cannot do all of our bombing 
practice out in the ocean, because there 
IS so much world commerce going on that 
we cannot control. So, we are forced to 
come back on the mainland, and we 
only want to take those lands which are 
absolutely necessary. Not 1 foot should 
be taken that cannot be clearly justified 
and it should be scrutinized very care¬ 
fully. We will be more than glad to 
sit down with the gentleman and his 
committee, which has jurisdiction of this 
matter, and see that there is a workable 
understanding reached. 

Mr. ENGLE. May I make this closing 
comment, that I heard what the dis¬ 
tinguished chairman had to say with 
reference to the care with which the 
committee goes into the matter of the 
acquisition of these private areas, that 
is, when money is allowed for condemna¬ 
tion proceedings, and I only hope that a ■ 
similar careful consideration in the light, 
of course, of defense needs, will be given 
when these great public land areas are 
taken over. 

Mr. VINSON. I will say to the gentle¬ 
man that I will take up with the Depart- 
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ment and request that, when they wish 1 
to take public domain, it be treated in | 
the same category as our other land ac- j 
quisitions by referring it to the commit- i 

tee as if it was being purchased. ! 
Mr. ENGLE. I thank the gentleman 

very much. We believe there should be 
congressional approval of the large pub¬ 
lic land withdrawals. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Delaney, 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. 9893) to authorize certain 
construction at military installations, 
and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

meaning simply because brave men fought 
bravely against brutal odds. 

Its importance runs far deeper than this. 
Bataan was a victory of the human spirit. 
It was such a victory because it was a strange 
and wonderful symbol of what the 20th 
century could mean to the human race. 
Ever since those terrible days in 1942 we 
have been aware of this symbolism. But it 
does no harm to repeat it now—because, like 

j all the great verities, it seems to acquire new 
t truth each time it is repeated. 

And so tonight we recall the victory of 
i Bataan: The demonstration to the whole 
' world that people of difference races, dif¬ 

ferent origins, different backgrounds, have a 
common cause in liberty. That the old and 
despicable balance of mastery and slavery, 
of colonial power and subject nation, can 

■ be wiped out in a spirit of mutual trust 
' and respect. That the men of the West and 
; the men of the East can face a common 
* foe in absolute and unquestioned equality, 
i That was the victory of Bataan. It was a 
I tribute to the people of the United States, 
! who never carried the mantle of Imperial- 
' ism with ease and who set out, from the 

moment they arrived in my country, to lib¬ 
erate the very nation that destiny had. 

\ placed under the aegis. It was a tribute to 

COMMIITEE ON INTERSTATE 
FOREIGN COMMERCE 

Mr. EDMONDSON. Mr. Speaker, I Vy fellow countrymen. who_ had the vision 

ask unanimous consent that the Com¬ 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com¬ 
merce may have permission to sit during 
general debate tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com¬ 
mittee on the Judiciary may sit during 
general debate on Thursday and Friday 
of this week and during sessions of the 
House next week. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

CITATION CONFERRED UPON HON. 
SAM RAYBURN, SPEAKER OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, un¬ 
der permission previously granted today, 
I include herewith the address by Gen. 
Carlos P. Romulo and the address by 
Hon. Sam Rayburn, Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, together with a copy 
of the citation conferred upon the 
Speaker, at the Bataan Day dinner, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, April 9, 
1956; 
Address Delivered by Gen. Carlos P. Romulo 

AT THE Bataan Day Dinner, Grand Ball¬ 
room OF THE Mayflower Hotel, Washing¬ 
ton, D. C., Molujay, April 9, 1956 

Mr. Speaker, fellow veterans of Bataan, 
ladies and gentlemen, 14 years have passed 
since the fall of Bataan. It seems like 14 
centuries. In the passage of time since those 
grim days, we have gone so far and been 
through so much that we are able—so soon 
after the event—to fit the epic of Bataan into 
the timeless pattern of history. 

In the military sense, the defeat at Bataan 
was not one of the world's great battles. It 
could even be argued that the course of the 
great War might not have been radically 
changed if the outcome had been different. 
Nor .was it, as so often happens in the hls- 
to^ of peace-loving nations, the kind of 
defeat that takes on a deep and emotionai 

and the courage to continue fighting for their 
fr^dom until they had earned it. and at the 
sarrie time to recognize that from a free and 
democratic people we could learn much, a 
country that could not possibly, by the very 
logic of freedom and democracy, remain as 
masters in our beloved island homeland. 

That was the victory of Bataan. It was 
a repudiation of the tempting hypocrisy of 
power-mad men who sang of Asia for the 
Asians when in fact they sought the dom¬ 
ination of the Asian peoples—and of their 
successors today who, like freaks bearing 
gifts, seek to persuade the peoples of Asia 
that their brand of slavery is a new kind of 
freedom. 

That was the victory of Bataan. It was a 
portent of things to come. For the first time, 
of their own free and positive choice, an 
Aslan people rose, almost unanimously, to the 
defense of an Occidental power—not be¬ 
cause America was white and Western, but 
because America was friendly and honest and 
just and, above all, dedicated to the idea 
of liberty. 

That was the victory of Bataan, it sealed 
the bond of friendship between Americans 
and Filipinos—a bond already established 
through the long years that led up, before 
the great war came, to the guaranty of na¬ 
tional Independence. As the long shadows 
of military defeat fell over those Filipino and 
American warriors in the tropical night on 
Bataan, the victory of the free spirit hovered 
overhead. It foretold the massive and excit¬ 
ing roster of nations that would quickly win 
their freedom in the years to follow—India, 
Pakistan, Burma, Ceylon, Indonesia, South 
Korea, and all the others. 

The victory at Bataan showed the way. It 
was important in time of war. It was even 
more important in the cold peace that suc¬ 
ceeded the war. For we can now place the 
troubled problems of relationships between 
nations against the background of the lesson 
we taught ourselves on Bataan. Today we 
are faced, not with the menace of imperial 
Japan, but with the menace of imperialistic 
communism. The threat is real; it is made 
even more real by the new and beguiling 
mask that the Communist leaders have been 
using during the past few months. Surely 
none of us can be misled by the current 
change in the party line; nowhere, in all the 
meanderings and maneuverings among the 
Communist leaders anywhere, have we seen 
any indication that the purpose is altered. 
Only the methods change, the tactics, the 
curiously tortured interpretations of things 
past. The goal remains. It is what it has 
always been; conquest of the world for the 

totalitarian philosophy of international 
communism. 

And it is more than ever clear that the 
tacticians of communism see all of Asia as a 
fertile field. They have played heavily on 
the unhappy memories of peoples who still 
recall the injustices of western colonial rule, 
who still have a long way to go before they 
feel themselves to be in full control of their 
own destinies. 

No country with such deep-etched mem¬ 
ories, no country with such insecurities, can 
feel safe from the subversive methods of 
Communist penetration. But now a new 
dimension must be added to the Communist 
menace, and that is the Communist pattern 
of economy. A new offensive has been 
launched by the Kremlin, the most dramatic 
example of which, in recent months, has 
been the proffer of assistance in the Middle 
East. In southeast Asia, Mr. Bulganin and 
Mr. Khrushchev have traveled far and wide, 
establishing personal contacts with Asian 
leaders. 

What is behind the new Soviet persuasion? 
The answer is: A system of economy which 
could easily be tailored to the needs of im¬ 
poverished areas. This system cannot be dis¬ 
missed as a failure. The Soviet salesmen are 
offering too much tangible assistance, both 
economic and military, to be dismissed as 
spokesmen for a hollow shell. And they are 
getting results. Under a dictatorship, they 
can act quickly and irresponsibly. Already 
they have, in a few short months, brought the 
Middle East to the brink of trouble. By con¬ 
trast, the slowness and deliberation with 
which we work—the very characteristic of the 
free society, in which no government can 
move faster than the public opinion is rep¬ 
resents—seems to be tantallzingly inade¬ 
quate. In the long run, the free-enterprise, 
libertarian system will win out—that we 
know. But it will do so not because we say 
so, but because we make it so. 

There is a clear and present danger that 
Asia’s underdeveloped countries may fall for 
the Soviet pattern of economy. We in the 
Philippines are resolved not to allow this to 
happen. We have been through too much- 
beginning with Bataan, continuing through 
the dreary and oppressive years of Japanese 
occupation, the terrible destruction that ac¬ 
companied our ultimate liberation, the 
mountainous difficulties we encountered in 
reestablishing stable government and a via¬ 
ble economy, and the long and dangerous 
years of coping with the Communist threat 
within our own borders—we have been 
through too much to relax now. 

It will not surprise you to learn that we 
feel that we are not strong enough to cope 
with the current Communist threat by our¬ 
selves. We take seriously the concept of the 
interrelationship of the entire free world, 
and-^knowing the American people better 
than any other nation—we have no mental 
reservations in accepting the leadership of 
the United States in this free-world coali¬ 
tion. 

In the past few weeks, some political fig¬ 
ures in the Philippines have been rather 
outspoken in their criticism of the scope 
and nature of American assistance to the 
Philippines. A few go further, and criticize 
the nature of the basic American relation¬ 
ship with the Philippines. Because we have 
a free democratic Government, some of these 
criticisms may be traced directly to politics. 
I do not apologize for it—I do not need to 
make any apologies to Americans who are 
themselves going into the exciting and quar¬ 
relsome months of an election year—but I 
think it is worthwhile to remind ourselves 

of the fact itself. 
Yet I am not sure that it is possible to 

dismiss the current uproar in Manila as 
being merely a matter of domestic politics. 
We must not. We must recognize that any 
small nation, like the Philippines, will al¬ 
ways find itself reexamining the nature of 
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Its ^eI^^tionshIp with a great nation like the 
United'States. To us and to you Bataan was 
a symbol of the bond between us. Bataan 
is of the past; but the bond lives, and must 
never be sliaken. 

And today'-we look to America for more 
than maintenance of that bond. We look 
to America for a strengthening of the bond. 
I suppose it is a natural human impulse to 
pay closest attention to those who waiver 
rather than to those you trust; to give 
greater help to the uncertain—the neutral¬ 
ists, if you will—than' to the committed. 
But this impulse, however human, does not 
always coincide with the realities of world 
affairs. It is not a device of domestic Phil¬ 
ippine politics to remind America of the 
continuing mutuality of our friendship. 

The other day, the New York Times, with 
journalistic acumen, put its finger on this 
matter in a direct and healthy way. It dis¬ 
cussed the current debate in Manila, and 
asked whether there were ways in which the 
United States can give further help to the 
Philippines without presuming, to interfere 
in our domestic affairs. The Times sug¬ 
gested in its editorial that such help might 
be given on several fronts: 

“One is a cool appraisal of all our policy 
In and toward the Philippines. This can¬ 
not be carried out if we permit side issues 
and minor matters to take the spotlight. For 
example, we do no possible good by an irre¬ 
sponsible threat”—I am quoting from the 
New York Times—“to curtail Philippine sugar 
in the American market unless the Philip¬ 
pines open up more widely to imports of 
American leaf tobacco. 

“A major problem that iugently needs so¬ 
lution is the question of American military 
bases in the Philippines. The principle is 
sound, but until there is fixed agreement 
there is always the chance of irritating fric¬ 
tion. Too much time has already been lost. 

“We need also a close coordination of our 
own activities in the area. This means bet¬ 
ter liaison in our Army, Navy, and Air Force 
and with the defense establishment of the 
Philippines. It means more effective eco¬ 
nomic and military aid, properly and 
promptly administered. 

“This is a good time for such an appraisal 
of policy.” 

I have quoted this editorial, not because 
it necessarily reflects the views of the Gov¬ 
ernment of the Philippines, but because it 
is a fine and important illustration of the 
spirit of Bataan in action, in the United 
States. It is a typical example of American 
fair-mindedness. This is the America I wish 
to commend to my people. For America is 
a Nation with instincts far closer to the 
aspirations of our fallible and striving human 
nature, a Nation whose heart is in the right 
place or, if it is not there at the moment, 
soon returns there. 

I have always believed that the harmony, 
the friendship, the blood brotherhood of 
Bataan, between the Philippines and the 
United States, form the rock on which the 
relations between our two countries are 
founded. This friendship, and the common 
cause from which it stems, are more im¬ 
portant than any difference of opinion which 
can ever arise between us: the differences 
are temporary because the friendship is last¬ 
ing. But it is not enough to recognize that 
problems do arise between friends. We must 
go forward to a solution of the problems, 
precisely because that is what friendship 
means. 

So today, in 1956, we recall the symbolism 
of Bataan—the spiritual victory that makes 
the military defeat look puny—and in the 
remembrance of that great moment in our 
common history we have the right to stand 
sl4e by side through all the years to come, 
c_grtain of the rightness of our cause and 

ythe timelessness of our friendship. 

Address op the Honorable Sam Rayburn, 

Speaker op the House op Representatives, 

Monday Night, April 9, 1956 

General Romulo, Mr. Justices, members of 
the Cabinet, my colleagues of the Senate 
and the House, ladies and gentlemen, I am 
deeply touched by the citation which I know 
is undeserved. I am profoundly grateful and 
words fail me to express my appreciation. 
When one is awarded a decoration by a 
friendly government, we in America give it 
such great Importance that in our Consti¬ 
tution it is provided that it needs congres¬ 
sional sanction before we can accept it. I 
am receiving this decoration, Mr. Ambas¬ 
sador, and please convey to President Mag- 
saysay my heartfelt thanks. I receive it in 
behalf of my colleagues of the United States 
House of Representatives because it is their 
collective decision that has given the Phil¬ 
ippines the legislation that is mentioned 
in the citation. I receive it in behalf of the 
American people whom we represent. I will 
deposit the decoration and the scroll with 
our State Department and will accept it 
when Congress gives me its approval. To 
your Government and to you. General, you 
who so worthily and so ably represent the 
Philippines in our country, my profound 
gratitude. 

My mind goes back in retrospect to the 
days when we had your great leader, Manuel 
Ii. Quezon, as your Resident Commissioner. 
I remember how he fought for the passage 
of the Jones Act. He was a patriot, and I 
wish to pay tribute to him tonight. Your 
country owes him much. He had worthy 
successors. You were the last Philippine 
Resident Commissiones, Mr. Ambassador. I 
will always remember your report to our 
Congress when you returned from Leyte and 
described the triumphal return of American 
and Filipino troops and the reconquest of 
the Philippines. How you eloquently and 
patriotically fought on the floor of the House 
for the Philippine Trade Act and the Philip¬ 
pine Rehabilitation Act is on the record'. 

Your speeches in behalf of the Filipino 
veterans have been most helpful to us in 
getting the Philippine side. You defended 
Philippine interests in a way that won our 
admiration. We treasure our association 
with you and with the other Resident Com¬ 
missioners. Here, too, Ocampo and Legarda, 
Earnshaw and Guevara and Gabaldon, Oslas 
and Paredes, Veyra and Yangco, Elizalde and 
Delgado worked hard and labored faithfully 
for the best Interests of the Filipino people. 

On July 4, 1946, the Independent Republic 
of the Philippines was proclaimed in accord¬ 
ance with the Tydings-McDuffle Act passed 
by the Congress in 1934, providing for Philip¬ 
pine Independence in 1946. This act showed 
the ancient principle of the Government of 
the United States; we want no foreign terri¬ 
tory and we covet not a foot of ground over 
which the flag of any other country flies. 

Tonight we commemorate the fall of Ba¬ 
taan. It was not a defeat: it was a victory. 
Our American and Filipino soldiers sur¬ 
rendered their arms; they did not surrender 
their spirit. They represented the uncon¬ 
querable spirit of freedom which is invinci¬ 
ble. Behind them stood the aroused deter¬ 
mination of two peoples welded together by 
a mutuality of ideals. Bataan is a lesson of 
courage and friendship, courage of the high¬ 
est order that withstood overwhelming odds 
and tested human endurance to the utmost, 
friendship of two peoples, each loyal to the 
other in the face of defeat and adversity. 

A broad mutuality of interests, a vast com¬ 
munity of ideals, a common liberation tradi¬ 
tion forged in the fire of war, and an abiding 
concern for the steady progress of the Philip, 
pine Republic have consistently underlined 
American policy toward the Filipino people. 

Through the whole pattern of Philipplne- 
American association, from the passage of the 

April 10 
Jones law through a succession of Philippine 
measures adopted by the United States Con¬ 
gress, notably the Tydings-McDuffle inde¬ 
pendence law, the Philippine Rehabilitation 
Act, the Trade Act, the Extension of the Trade 
Act, and the New Trade Act, the golden 
thread of interested and profound concern 
for the welfare of the Philippines runs with 
flawless consistency. 

Nor has that concern been unrecognized 
and unnoticed. In World War H, particu¬ 
larly in Bataan and on Corregidor, the un¬ 
swerving devotion and matchless gallantry 
of the Filipinos in the face of superior force 
not only contributed immeasurably to the 
success of the American strategy against ad¬ 
vancing totalitarianism, but also gave a new 
dimension to the story of human freedom, 
a new and incontestable proof that a people 
who have known freedom, of whatever race 
or clime, shall never relinquish that freedom 
without a fight. 

In the cold war, especially in the coun¬ 
cils of international diplomacy, the Philip¬ 
pines has always stoutly and firmly stood 
by the battle stations of liberty. In a seeth¬ 
ing and doubting continent, peopled by more 
than half of the human family, our most 
steadfast friends and allies are the Filipino 
people. The growing stature of their young 
nation in the international community is 
today the best refutation of all the motives 
of selfishness and Imperialism ascribed to 
American policy and leadership by the Com¬ 
munists. The Philippine Republic is the best 
evidence that the United States has never 
sullied her hands with the dross and stain 
of crass colonialism. 

It is to be hoped that the Philippines can 
hold out as tenaciously as she has done in 
the past against the blandishments of Com¬ 
munist propaganda, which even now is wean¬ 
ing many peoples away from the beaten path 
of militant democracy and assertive freedom 
and into the devious ways of apathy and 
neutralism. For no people, big or small, can 
of their own choice stay out of a mortal 
struggle in which, by its scope and implica¬ 
tions, is global and involves the whole human 
race. 

Moreover, with the march of events in 
Asia, there is no denying the fact that the 
newly independent nations of the Far East 
lie in the trajectory of Communist imperial¬ 
ism. The weapons employed at a given time 
by the adversary scarcely matter in the last 
reckoning; the ultimate effectiveness of such 
weapons in the overall Communist objective 
of enslaving peoples is what counts in any 
event. 

Now, more than ever, it is all to the good 
that the Filipino and American peoples re¬ 
affirm their common resolve to live by and 
fight .for the ideals consecrated by Bataan 
and Corregidor. 

Order of Sikattjna, Lakan Class, Conferred 

ON PpEAKER Sam Rayburn 

CITATION 

Speaker Sam Rayburn, United States legis¬ 
lator, statesman, patriot, uncompromising 
fighter for freedom, friend of the Philippines, 
who now holds the position of Speaker of 
the United States House of Representatives 
longer than any man in the history of his 
country and who voted for and piloted legis¬ 
lation which granted first autonomy and 
subsequently the complete independence for 
the Philippines; one whose assistance and 
counsel have been the guiding inspiration 
for all Philippine resident commissioners 
since the time of late Philippine Resident 
Commissioner Manuel L. Quezon: under 
whose leadership important trade and re¬ 
habilitation measures for the Philippines 
were approved by the United States Congress. 

The Order of Sikatuna, Lakan Class, is 
hereby conferred on Speaker Sam Rayburn 

in recognition of his services to .the free 
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A 
HIGHLIGHTS: Both Houses adopted conference r'y^port on farm bill. Ready for Presidentv 

iHouse continued debate on military cons^huctiok bill. House committee ordered re¬ 
ported bill extending export control a>7thority,\Senate committee reported second 
supplemental appropriation bill for 1956. Senate^received supplemental appropriation 
request for gypsy moth control, Sepate received USM proposed bill to strengthen 
authority over movement of diseased’ animals. Sen. Aiken introduced bill to provide 
compulsory inspection by USDA of ^.poultry. Sen, Hrm.phiW introduced and discussed 
bill to provide multiple use of/hational forests.^ 

/ HOUSE 

^"Tater conservation.,.,,,30 
Weather,,,21 
Wheat......1 
Wildlife.15 

1, FAPll PROGRAM, AdoptedAhe conference report on H. R. 12\^^the farm bill, by a 
vote cf 237 to 181 (4p* 5175, 5508). Previousl^^ the Hou^rejected, by a 
vote of 238 to 18V a moticn by Rep. Martin: to reccromit th^onference report 
with instructions^that the House conferees insist on provisa\ns to provide 
flexible suppoi^ at 821^ to 90^ of parity, provide dairy supports _ at 80/ to 
90^ of parity^ and eliminate the dual parity provision, the twcr^rice piano 
for wheat anja rice, a nd the provision for mandatory support off^d grains 

P. 5507 •Vs--.-. 

2, MILITARY CONSTRUCTIONj SURPLUS COiliODITIES, Continued consideration of H, R, 
9893, to authorize construction of certain facilities for the Armed Forces, 

including prevision for disposal of agricultural surpluses, p. 5509 

aIgN TRADE, The Banking and Currency Committee ordered reported with 
sp.nt H. R. 9052, to amend the Export Control Act of 19l9 to continue 
'additional two years the authority for the regulation of exports, p. 
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3efate / 

h* Agreed to the conference report on H. R, 12^ the farm bill_, 
h\a. vote of $0 to 35. This bill is now readv for the Fresident, pp, 

a8^,^[^50-73 
8^, Beall inserted a letter from the Mar'^’land Farm Bureau opposing the 

conferS^ce report on the farm hill. p. 5U38 
Sen.'^umphrev inserted a Co-op Service, Inc,, resolution favoring 100^ of 

parity for^ farr^'ers, aid. for the fanily-size farm, and t’ e V3e of atomic 
energy for\EA powerplants, p. 5390 

5, APIROF .JaTIOFsV Received from the President a 1956 supplemental appropriation 
estimate of ^OtXfOCO for "Salaries and expenses, Agric’^ltpl^al Research Service" 
to provide additional funds for g^rpsy moth control; to Appropriations Comaiit*- 
tee (S. Doc. 112),\p, 5.3BR / ■ 

6, AFIFaL .'’ISF ^‘^ES . Recei,ved from this Depax'tment proposed legislation to 
provide f’'rthor protection against the disseminatidn of diseases of live¬ 
stock and, poultry; to Agriculture and Forestry Coitmittee, p, 5388 

7. SlIP;^LEi:S lAL APPr.OprXLTIONS \ The Appropriations Committee reported ui-th 
am.endments H. R, lOOOi', the ^cond supplemental appropriation bill for 1956 
(S, Rept. 1725). p. 5391 (F(^ USBa items see Digest 5B.) 

\ j"! ontx)f 

( 

3. FEID CROPS, Received a resolution^x)f the N, Y, Legislatui'*e urging the removal 
of Federal restrictions on the raising, of crops for the feeding of livestock. 

p. 5388 

9. FATUHiL '‘.'S TjRPES, Sen, Feuberger critrfep-zed the natural reso\irce policies 
of the Adm. nistration, and inserted a rejiprt of the Joint Committee on the 
Economic “'epert on the subject.*' p, 5^07 \ 

10, "X/RDSTRY, Sen, Dorse criticized reg’.’lations the Fed, Housing Admin, Specify¬ 
ing the thickness of lumber to be used in housl^^onstr-'ction, and inserted a 
statemient he had prepared on the matter, p, 5i-!-3\ 

13., I‘-.'TPRQO?RXI"'R''TaL ■''ELaJ'iONS, The Government Operatitos Committee submitted 
an index to the rep<?rt, various St'^dv Committee, Sta^, and Survev Reports, 
and Support in ■ Dootiments of the Commission on Intergc'^^nmcntal Delations 
(S. Doc, 111), p". 5^30 

C 

ITEI' S IN ''J.'P.SNDIX 

12. FARJi PI uF Extension of remarks of Rep, Knutson stating th^, the Finn, 
primary yOte "is concrete evidence of farm wishes for adequate. 'lncom.e" and 
insertijlg a newspaper article "which reflects somiC of the reasons^ for the 
crushj^iig defeat of the Republican farm program..,", p, A2901 \ 

^tension of remarks of Fiep, Cretella stating that "I believe I h^ve no 
chpice other than to vote for the recommittal" of the farm bill and i^sert- 
yn'g 2 newspaper articles on this subject, p, .A2913 \ 

Rep, Dixon inserted a telegram from the Continental Baking Co, urgin^\him 
. to reject the conference report on the farm bi.Ll, p, A2920 

Rep, Seely-.Crox'jn inserted a newspaper editorial, "All Eyes On The House'V 
describing the nation xd.de interest in the farm bill, p, A2921 ' 

13, TDRTIEES, Rep, Rogers inserted three Few Engla.nd Governors' Textile Committee 
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Commissioner Mason recites the vir¬ 
tues of special advisory groups currently 
operating throughout the country who 
advise FHA on portions of housing pro- 
granis, and says: 

We will study carefully all the recommen¬ 
dations suggested by this group. FHA offi¬ 
cials plan to attend all the sessions of the 
Women’s Congress on Housing. 

I accept the sagacity and, above all, 
the courage of Messrs. Cole and Mason 
in this new venture in home-consumer- 
choice exploration in preference to the 
press releases of opposition to the idea 
distributed by those with no experience 
in the housing field. 

INTEREST INCOME EARNED ON 
GOVERNMENT OBLiGATTONS 

(Mr. McCarthy asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 ■ 
minute.) 

Mr. McCarthy. Mr. Speaker, I am 
introducing today a bill which iVjll re¬ 
move from tax-exempt status, under 
Federal income tax law, the interestxin- 
come earned on governmental obliga¬ 
tions of which proceeds are used to fiv 
nance private business enterprises. 

In recent years there has been an in¬ 
crease in the use by governmental units 
of their special financial advantages in 
order to attract new industries and bus¬ 
iness enterprises. This practice has 
made it possible in some cases for pri¬ 
vate firms to obtain funds for new con¬ 
struction at interest rates of 2 percent 
instead of the market rate of approxi¬ 
mately 4 percent. State governments, 
of course, may do as they wish about 
taxation. What is involved here is the 
use of a Federal tax advantage, given as 
an aid to governmental units for the 
conduct of traditional governmental 
functions, as a device to give special 
economic advantages in one area or 
State. Federal tax exemption on in¬ 
terest earned by bonds issued for in¬ 
dustrial and business development makes 
it possible for State and local govern¬ 
ments to give such special advantages 

) to particular businesses and industries. 
The advantages resulting from this spe¬ 
cial tax exemption can be just as eco¬ 
nomically destructive as the Imposition 
of discriminatory taxes. 

Section 274 of H. R. 8300, 83d Con¬ 
gress, which passed the House in 1954, 
contained a provision which indirectly 
attempted to get at this abuse. The sec¬ 
tion was not accepted by the Senate and 
was not agred to in conference. The 
House, however, had approved the pro¬ 
vision which would have disallowed as a 
deductible item for income tax purposes 
rent paid for facilities provided to pri¬ 
vate businesses through the issuance of 
tax-exempt governmental securities. 

Passage of this legislation would be 
in keeping with congressional respon¬ 
sibilities iiw interstate commerce. No 
State may apply a tariff or other trade 
restriction to the products of another 
State. The granting of special financial 
advantages, in effect a subsidy from 
exempted Federal tax revenue, does com¬ 
parable damage to commerce and in¬ 
dustry in other States. 

This point was recognized and stated 
clearly in a recent decision of the Florida 
Supreme Court, in the case of State 
against Town of North Miami, in these 
words: 

The financing of private enterprise by 
means of public funds is entirely foreign to 
a proper concept of our constitutional 
system. 

The passage of the bill would prevent 
unchecked and irresponsible bidding 
among communities for plants and busi¬ 
ness establishments. It would prevent 
the development of financial crises such 
as have developed in some areas as a re¬ 
sult of unwise or premature establish¬ 
ment of specially favored businesses. 
Some of these communities have found 
themselves obligated to continue subsi¬ 
dies to favored industries at the expense 
of other taxpayers, including established 
industries which are not given special 
preferential treatment. Because of an 
increased need for public services—po¬ 
lice protection, schools, roads, et cetera— 
resulting from the establishment of the 
new subsidized industry, fiscal needs of 
local governmental units have greatly 
increased without a corresponding in¬ 
crease in the tax base, or available reve¬ 
nue. In these cases essential services 
must be foregone, or the revenue must be 
raised through increasingly oppressive 
and regressive taxes. 

This bill would affect only artificial 
and special inducement, resulting from 
the indirect use of Federal tax law, in 
order to attract industry or business. 
Sound relocation decisions based upon 
markets, raw materials, power, labor 
supply, and other economic considera¬ 
tions would not be affected. 

Passage of this bill would help to in- , 
sure economically sound relocations and 
expansions of business and industry, or 
permanent benefit to the economy of the 
Nation and of the localities directly in¬ 
volved. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND 
FOREIGN COMM^HflCE 

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Speaker, Rask unan¬ 
imous consent that the Com’lnittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commence may 
have permission to sit tomorrow-xiuring 
general debate. ' 

The SPEAKER. Is there objectioxx to 
the request of the gentleman frW 
New York? \ 

There was no objection. 

f AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR 
THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
. that the House resolve itself into the 
' Committee of the Whole House on the 

State of the Union for the further con¬ 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9893) to au¬ 
thorize certain construction at military 
installations, and for other purposes. 

The motion v/as agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 9893, with 
Mr. Delaney in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I de¬ 
sire to make a brief statement. When 
general debate is concluded I will ask 
that section 101 be read for amendment, 
then move that the Committee rise. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 
may desire to the distinguished gentle¬ 
man from California [Mr. Roosevelt]. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mi’. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to proceed out of 
order and to revise and extend my re¬ 
marks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, as 

we are about to continue consideration of 
a bill involving the national defense of 
our counti'y and involving at the same 
time the lives of every American citizen 
of all backgrounds and colors, it would 
seem appropriate and important to com¬ 
ment on a most unfortunate and das¬ 
tardly action which took place last night. 

Nat “King” Cole, a Negro singer and 
pianist of renowned and outstanding tal¬ 
ent, an American who has brought not 
only acclaim to himself but outstanding 
recognition for our country all over the 
world, was brutally attacked, knocked to 
the floor without provocation, by a small 
group of white men. Fortunately, Mr. 
Cole, who is one of my constitutents, was 
not seriously injured and before going to 
the hospital for treatment returned to 
the stage where he had been giving a 
concert before 4,000 persons in Birming¬ 
ham, Ala., and was given a rousing ova¬ 
tion by the entire audience. The action 
of these true Americans, an entirely 
white audience, was the best possible 
answer to those who still adhere to vio¬ 
lence and bodily attack in order to dis¬ 
play their emotions. The ovation lasted 
for nearly 10 minutes and it is most for¬ 
tunate that it was able to take place, for 
it contrasts well with the dignified, 
orderly actions of those of the Negro race 

’ in another mass action, the bus boycott 
in the nearby city of Montgomery, Ala. 

Thus both white people and Negro 
people, all American citizens, displayed 
an example for all of us to remember, to 
be proud of, and to remain with us as we 
approach problems which arouse deep 
emotions and about which individuals 

! differ strongly and sincerely. 
Four men have been arrested and are 

held in custody to answer for their ac¬ 
tions in the dastardly attack upon Mr. 
Cole. I have every confidence that local 
authority will deal fairly and justly with 
these individuals. I hope that the ova¬ 
tion accorded Mr. Cole may wipe the 
memory of this incident from his mind 
and may encourage him to continue to 
place before his fellow citizens his un¬ 
matched talents. Under any circum¬ 
stances, we will add to our appreciation 
our admiration for his courage. 

Ml’. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle¬ 
man from Oklahoma [Mr. WickershamI. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chaii’man, 
I should like to commend the chairman 
of the Committee on Armed Services 
[Mr Vinson] and the other members of 
that committee in accepting and offer- 
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ing the amendment relating to certain 
new language relating to SAGE which 
amendment reads as follows: 

Six:. 303. Section 1 of the act of March 30, 
1949 (ch. 41, 50 U, S. C. 491), is amended by 
the addition of the following: 

"Tlie Secretary of the Air Force Is author¬ 
ized to procure communication services re¬ 
quired for the semiautomatic ground en¬ 
vironment system. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 10 
years from the date communication services 
are first furnished under such contract. The 
aggregate contingent liability of the Gov¬ 
ernment under the termination provisions 
of all contracts authorized hereunder may 
not exceed a total of $222 million and no 
termination payment shall be final until au¬ 
dited and approved by the General Account¬ 
ing Office which shall have access to such 
carrier records and accounts as it may deem 
necessary for the purpose. In procuring 
such services, the Secretary of the Air Force 
shall utilize to the fullest extent the facil¬ 
ities and capabilities of communication com¬ 
mon carriers. Including cooperatives, within 
their respective service areas. Negotiations 
with communication common carriers, in¬ 
cluding cooperatives, and representation in 
proceedings involving such carriers before 
Federal and State regulatory bodies where 
such negotiations or proceedings involve 
contracts authorized by this paragraph shall 
be in accordance with the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 201 of the act of June 30, 1949, as 
amended (40 U, S. C. A. 481) 

(Mr. WICKERSHAM asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION NEEDS IN ONE 

PACKAGE 

(Mr. LANE asked and was given per¬ 
mission to extend his remarks at this 
point in the Record.) 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
substantial package. 

The grand total of all authorities for 
military public works recommended by 
the Committee on Armed Services, 
reaches a figure of $2,156,730,000. 

It is moderate, however, in the light of 
the overall defense appropriation of $35 
billion requested by the President in 
January. 

Even this latter sum is a small price 
to pay in order to protect our national 
security and to assist in the defense of 
the free world. 

Our sole reservation may be that we 
are not spending enough to maintain our 
lead in airpower, and to accelerate the 
development of guided missiles. 

As for military public works, I am 
happy to note that the committee, in its 
own words “Is aware of the great need 
for family housing by all of the military 
servitees.” And that “It is the view of 
the committee that it has a direct re¬ 
sponsibility for the provision of family 
housing for military personnel.” 

This might appear to be a trifling mat¬ 
ter, at first glance. 

How can houses defend us? 
When the need is for superbombs and 

long-range planes and aircraft carriers 
and so many big items of military hard¬ 
ware. 

In answer to this, I would emphasize 
the human element. 

The oflScers and the noncommissioned 
ranks who devote their lives to the 
Armed Forces, are the very heart of our 
defense. We rely upon their skill, ex¬ 

perience, and devotion to duty, for an 
alert, well-trained Army, Navy, Air 
Force, and Marine Corps. In fact, we 
rely upon their knowledge and advice in 
order to keep our Nation ahead in 
weapons development, and in the ability 
to employ them effectively when neces¬ 
sary. 

The enemy is not only interested in 
our arms and equipment. 

He also evaluates the morale of our 
professional soldiers. 

Are they being compensated for the 
sacrifices they are making? 

Do their families have the accom¬ 
modations and the oportunities enjoyed 
by the average civilians? 

When a career member of our military' 
forces is transferred to a new duty as¬ 
signment either in the United States or 
overseas, he oftentimes finds difficulty in 
.securing suitable accommodations for 
his family convenient to his post or 
station. 

There has been some dissatisfaction 
on this point. 

It is good that H. R. 9893 has made a 
start tov'ai'd the solution of this problem 
by authorizing the construction of 3,740 
family units both here and abroad. This 
is a small beginning and a small part of 
the total military construction pro¬ 
gram—amounting to $80 million in 
round figures—but it is an acknowledg¬ 
ment of an obligation that has been neg¬ 
lected for too long. This consideration 
for family-housing needs will improve 
the morale of our professional soldiers, 
and will serve to make a career in the 
Armed Forces more attractive to young 
men who will thus be able to have their 
wives and children near them no matter 
where they may be stationed. 

The amendment to the National Hous¬ 
ing Act by Congress last year will help, 
but even when complemented by the 
construction of military housing recom¬ 
mended by this bill, a large deficit in ac¬ 
commodations will remain. 

As the American Legion observed: 
The largest portion of the housing in the 

proposed program is to staisfy Air Force re¬ 
quirements. The major single need by the 
Air Force for such housing is at aircraft con¬ 
trol and warning sites. These sites are, in 
practically all instances, located in inacces¬ 
sible areas throughout the country. Normal 
community support faciUtles are either non¬ 
existent or inadequate. 

As a whole, H. R. 9893 serves to meet 
the needs of our military plant and fa¬ 
cilities. Generally speaking, it may be 
regarded as a minimum program. While 
we may take exceptions to an item here 
or there, this legislation for national se¬ 
curity deserves prompt and impressive 
support. 

The Congress will retain its control 
under subsection (c) of section 408, re¬ 
quiring semiannual reports to the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and 
the House regarding military public 
works which may be urgently needed. 
In this manner, the committee can exer¬ 
cise surveillance over authority, which 
might, otherwise be susceptible to ex¬ 
travagance or abuse. 

It is essential to authorize the con¬ 
struction outlined in H. R. 9893, in order 
for the Armed Forces of the United 
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States to keep their facilities up to date 
and ready for any emergency. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman. I yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 

1 Mr. Ford]. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

the gentleman 5 additional minutes. 
(Mr. FORD asked and was given per¬ 

mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
provision in this legislation to which I 
must disagree with the committee. My 
disagreement places me in a very unen¬ 
viable position, primarily because almost 
universally I support the action taken by 
this committee under the leadership of 
the distinguished chairman and the dis¬ 
tinguished minority leader. 

Furthermore, in the main I believe my 
distinguished colleague the gentlewoman 
from Michigan [Miss Thompson] and I 
have agreed on mo.st legislation. How¬ 
ever, based on the facts as I have been 
able to determine them, it is my clear 
duty to disagree with the committee and 
with my colleague from Michigan. 

I disagree for two reasons: First, if the 
action taken by the committee is sus¬ 
tained. it will cost the Treasury of the 
United States a minimum of $5,188,950 
more; secondly, if the action of the com¬ 
mittee is sustained, there will be at least 
a 1-year delay in the construction of an 
an essential jet base in the State of 
Michigan. 

The authority for those two categori¬ 
cal statements is the Secretary of the Air 
Force. I have before me a letter ad¬ 
dressed to me dated March 21,1956, from 
the Honorable Donald A. Quarles, Secre¬ 
tary of the Air Force. I v/ill quote from 
this letter, in part, the pertinent por¬ 
tions. They are as follows; 

The design and acquisition of land at Kal¬ 
kaska Air Force Base are sufficiently complete 
to commence the immediate construction of 
the SAGE project and to permit construction 
of the runway to begin in July 1956. In addi¬ 
tion, this is the only site in the area that can 
become operational in time to meet an urgent 
air-defense requirement both for the air base 
and the SAGE project.. 

In other words, according to the Sec¬ 
retary of the Air Force, if the Air Force 
is not permitted to construct this base at 
Kalkaska, there will be a delay of at least 
a year. Yesterday the chairman of the 
Committee on Armed Services indicated 
in his remarks that there was an urgent 
need for the immediate construction of 
this base. If the base is not constructed, 
there will be a gap in our continental de- ' 
fenses. It seems to me it would be un¬ 
wise for the Congress, under these cir¬ 
cumstances, to take action which would 
delay the construction of this base at 
least a year. 

Secondly, on the question of economy, 
the Secretary of the Air Force says this: 

This site can be developed and operated 
With less expense than any other site that 
has been considered within the area of 
requirement. 

I would like to point out where the ad¬ 
ditional cost will be developed. First, I 
would like to say this: This problem, or 
this controversy, has been a long and sor¬ 
did one. I would be the very first to agree 
that many people are to blame. There 
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may be some committees which are to 
blame in this controversy, including my 
own committee, but when we reach a cer¬ 
tain point we have got to wipe out the 
past record and do what we can to rem¬ 
edy the situation as economically as pos¬ 
sible and as quickly as possible. 

Last July, the Air Force, after being 
precluded from going to the one site 
that they first wanted, by action of the 
Committee on Armed Services: and sec¬ 
ondly being precluded from going to an¬ 
other site which they wanted, by action 
of the Committee on Appropriations, se¬ 
lected the Kalkaska site. At that time 
the Air Force got letters from the chair¬ 
man of the four pertinent committees in 
the House and Senate authorizing con¬ 
struction at Kalkaska. I shall read 
these letters in chronological order. 

First, on July 28, 1955, the Honorable 
Clarence Cannon, chairman of the Com¬ 
mittee on Appropriations, said this in a 
letter addressed to the Honorable Harold 
E. Talbott. 

Dear Mr. Secretary: This committee has 
no objection to the Air Force proceeding with 
the Immediate, construction of an airbase at 
the so-called Kalkaska site in Michigan as 
requested in Mr. Oarlock’s letter of July 28, 
1955. It should be understood that funds 
can be made available from the appropria¬ 
tion for “Military construction, Air Force,” 
in the amount previously Justified and ap¬ 
propriated for an airbase in the Traverse 
City area. 

Sincerely, 
Clarence Cannon, 

Chairman. 

On July 29, 1955, Hon. Carl Vinson, 

chairman of the House Committee on 
Armed Services, wrote this letter to the 
Honorable Lyle S. Garlock, Assistant Sec¬ 
retary of the Air Force: 

De.ar Mr. Garlock: I have your letter of 
July 28, 1955, in which you indicate that it 
Is the intention of the Air Force to estab¬ 
lish the Traverse City area base at Kalkaska, 
Mich. 

I am gratified that final selection of this 
base has been made, since I know of its im¬ 
portance to our Air Defense Command. 

You request that this committee give its 
approval for the development of the airbase 
at the Kalkaska site. This request is some¬ 
what of a surprise to me. since I assume 
that the site selected is in the Traverse City 
area and this being so, this committee has 
no further function to perform or approval 
to give. The only remaining matter which 
would come within the cognizance of this 
committee would be the acquisition of the 
land necessary for the base, and I would 
expect that a project covering this land 
acquisition will in time be submitted to the 
committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
Carl Vinson, 

Chairman. 

On August 4, 1955, Senator Carl Hay¬ 

den, chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Appropriations, wrote to the Hon¬ 
orable Charles E. Wilson as follows: 

My Dear Mr. Secretary; The Senate Ap¬ 
propriations Committee has this day ap¬ 
proved reprograming requests of the De¬ 
partments of the Army and Air Force for 
military construction items as submitted 
and testified to by the Departments con¬ 
cerned. 

I omit one paragraph that is of no con¬ 
sequence here. 

In addition, the committee has approved 
the development of the Kalkaska, Mich., Air 

Force Base, for which funds have been pre¬ 
viously appropriated for a similar project in 
this general area. 

Very sincerely yours, 
Carl Hayden. 

Then on August 11, 1955, Senator 
John Stennis, chairman. Subcommittee 
on Real Estate and Military Construc¬ 
tion, wrote to the Honorable Lyle S. Gar¬ 
lock the following; 

Dear Mr. Secretary; Chairman Russell 
has referred to the Subcommittee on Real 
Estate and Military Construction your letter 
of July 28, 1955, regarding the development 
of a new airbase in the Traverse City, Mich., 
area. 

As you know, the authorization for this 
base is designated as “Traverse City area, 
Mich,” It appeals that this authorization 
is broad enough to support a location at 
any of the sites mentioned in your letter. 
The Senate Armed Services Committee was 
not responsible for the two previous changes 
in the proposed location of this base and, 
thus, has not had an opportunity fully to 
evaluate the comparative merits of the pro¬ 
posed sites. 

Then it goes on to say in effect, that 
“This cohimittee approves the Kalkaska 
selection.” 

Following the receipt of those four 
letters from the responsible chairmen of 
the pertinent committees, the Air Force 
in good faith went ahead to initiate con¬ 
struction at Kalkaska. 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the lady from 
Illinois. 

Mrs. CHURCH. I am wondering if 
the gentleman will state the purpose of 
the introduction of those letters which 
are, after all, in the nature perhaps of 
public official correspondence, but pri¬ 
vate letters from chairmen of commit¬ 
tees to the Secretary of the Air Force. 
Are we to conclude that this means that 
the recipients of those letters cleared 
them for release here today; or what 
is the situation in which they are brought 
to the House floor? 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I will say 
to the distinguished lady from Illinois 
that these letters are included in the 
published hearings of the Committee on 
Armed Services on H. R. 8625 and H. R. 
9893, beginning at page 6759. 

Mrs. CHURCH. I am very glad to 
have the gentleman clarify that and give 
the page and reference number. 

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

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. I desire to call the com¬ 
mittee’s attention to the fact that in the 
letter, which I wrote with a great deal 
of care, you will note nowhere that I ap¬ 
prove the selection. There is not a line 
in it where I approve this particular site. 

Mr. FORD. I believe the only fair as¬ 
sumption the Air Force could have was 
that with this letter and the other three 
they had the authority to proceed to 
spend funds in the Kalkaska area. 

Mr. VINSON. They have authority 
any place within the Traverse, area that 
meets the requirement of the statute, 
but you will not find one letter in my 
communication where I approve this 
particular site. I was surprised that 
they communicated with me because I 
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went under the assumption that they 
were following the law to put it in that 
area. That is all I was concerned with. 

Mr. FORD. The facts are, of course, 
that the Kalkaska site was within the 
area. 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. 
Mr. FORD. The Air Force in good 

faith proceeded to invest funds in the 
site at Kalkaska. 

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

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Is it not true, how¬ 
ever, that in a communication from the 
distinguished gentleman from Georgia to 
the Secretary of the Air Force he pointed 
out very definitely that whatever site was 
selected they would have to come back 
for approval by the Committee on Armed 
Services? Therefore they had no right, 
in my judgment, to expend any funds, as 
far as the acquisition of land was con¬ 
cerned, or the preparation of land in any 
way, without having had that prior ap¬ 
proval, 

Mr, FORD, The facts are that the site 
at Kalkaska requires the acquisition of 
no land other than that which "is do¬ 
nated. The land that was acquired by 
the Air Force from the State of Michi¬ 
gan, the Michigan Conservation Com¬ 
mission, 7,100 acres, was given to the Air 
Force for the compensation of $1. The 
good citizens of the Traverse City area 
went out and raised public funds to the 
extent of $84,000 by private subscription 
to purchase the additional 1,000 acres 
which are necessary. That money has 
been raised. All or most of the land has 
been acquired. So the Air Force does not 
have to put out 1 penny for the acqui¬ 
sition of 8,100 acres in the Kalkaska 
area. The net result is that there did 
not have to be any approval of the ex¬ 
penditure of funds for land. 

Mr. VINSON. I concur with the state¬ 
ment the gentleman has made. If there 
had been a purchase it would have had 
to be cleared, but having been donated 
it did not have to be cleared. 

The gentleman stated a moment ago 
that he found the difference in the cost 
to be $5 million. When the Committee 
on Armed Services went into this matter 
a few weeks ago we heard the testimony 
of Mr. Ferry. This is a question I asked 
him: 

What is the difference in cost between the 
Manistee site and Kalkaska site? 

Mr. Ferry. About $250,000. In first cost. 

I am going to put all this in the Rec¬ 

ord. I want this Committee to know all 
the facts. We have a good case to stand 
on. 

He said: 
The difference is brought about by the cost 

of the land lines which are used to connect 
up the SAGE installation into our defense 
network. The annual charges at Kalkaska 
are $1,040,000, as compared with $1,500,000 a 
year, a saving of almost a half a million 
dollars a year in land-line costs. 

That is the only difference in the cost, 
so Mr. Ferry advised the committee a 
few weeks ago. 

When my time comes, I am going to 
put his testimony in the Record. 

Mr. FORD. If I may go on to explain 
how the difference of $5,188,000 is devel- 
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oped, I will give the figures as submitted 
to me at my request by the Air Force, and 
I think I can rely on their accuracy. 
These in tmm are accurate. 

Mr. VINSON. Well, this is an Assist¬ 
ant Secretary. I assume when he was 
testifying before the committee he was 
just as accurate from the facts that he 
had as the officers who sent the informa¬ 
tion to the gentleman. Of course I rec¬ 
ognize that whenever you call for figures 
down there in the Department you 
always get confused and confounded. It 
all depends on who makes up the figures. 

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

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I have been listen¬ 

ing rather intently to the discussion, but 
I am somewhat confused. What v/as the 
intent of these letters that you quotfed? 
Were they written for the -purpose of 
either approving or disapproving this 
particular project? 

Mr. FORD. The letters I have quoted 
were written to the Secretary of the Air 
Force for the purpose of clarifying his 
authority to go ahead and initiate con¬ 
struction. The Air Force had written to 
the respective chairmen requesting au¬ 
thority to proceed at Kalkaska. The 
letters were written in reply giving such 
authority and as a result of the receipt of 
these letters construction was initiated. 

Mr. MARSHALL. But there was noth¬ 
ing in any of these letters that dis¬ 
proved this project. 

Mr. FORD. Certainly nothing that I 
saw in them disapproved the initiation of 
construction at Kalkaska. 

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

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. BECKER. I want to ask the gen¬ 

tleman when he can tell us what is going 
to be the difference in these figures. 

Mr. FORD. I v/ill do so right away. 
Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Chairman, I 

think the gentleman is making an ex¬ 
cellent statement and one in which I 
associate myself with him. 

Mr. Chairman, like the rest of my col¬ 
leagues from Michigan, I have been 
greatly distressed and concerned over 
this unfortunate controversy regarding 
the location of an Air Force jet inter¬ 
ceptor base in northwestern Michigan. 

My own congressional district is not 
In the slightest way involved over the 
location of this base. My only consid¬ 
eration, therefore, is of fixing on a final 
location which is best for the national 
defense and security of this country. My 
second consideration is to have this base 
built efficiently at least cost to the tax¬ 
payer. 

I understand that controversy rages 
around several locations and that from 
a standpoint of military security, 2 or 
3 would be of equal value. The dispute 
seems, however, to center between the 
so-called Kalkaska location and one 
near Manistee. I further understand 
that the Kalkaska site was already se¬ 
lected and that preliminary work to the 
extent of approximately $500,000 has al¬ 
ready been spent here. This has in¬ 
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eluded the clearing of a large amount of 
valuable timberland. 

I also understand that the Air Force 
has recommended construction at Kal¬ 
kaska and that annual operating costs 
at this location are about $460,000 less 
than at Manistee. From a standpoint 
of economy, therefore, there should be 
no doubt in anyone’s mind where the 
best location lies. 

Mr. Chairman, the average Michigan 
citizen does not care particularly where 
this base is to be built. He is, however, 
sick of this eternal bickering that has 
gone on in this matter for the past many 
months. He wants an airbase built with 
the best location from the standpoint 
of national security that is feasible and 
at the least possible cost that is con¬ 
sonant with national defense. And then 
he wants his Representatives in Con¬ 
gress to stop this quarreling and. get 
down to other business of national im¬ 
portance. We have other things to do 
here besides deciding on the location of 
one airbase. 

I have heard that certain part-time 
residents of the Kalkaska area have ob¬ 
jected on the grounds of property dam¬ 
age, noise, and other inconveniences. 
No doubt it is alarming to have jet 
planes fly over your cottage at night 
and at low altitudes. But I wonder if 
our summer vacationer would rather 
hear the sound of Communist jets in the 
skies over his head. As far as I am 
concerned, I believe that anyone in that 
situation ought to say a little prayer 
of thanks to the good Lord that Amer¬ 
ican boys are piloting those planes I 
think he ought to be grateful that our 
own pfiots are upstairs there watching 
over his freedom and the freedom of all 
of us. 

Mr. Chairman, in the absence of com¬ 
pelling arguments and facts in favor of 
the Manistee site, I intend to vote for 
the Kalkaska location. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I think the gentleman is 
makmg an excellent statement too and 
I think more people should hear it I 
make the point of order that a quorum 
IS not present. 

Mr. Chairman, will not 
the distinguished gentleman from 
Michigan withhold his point of no quo¬ 
rum? V/e are going to debate this con¬ 
siderably under the 5-minute rule 
tomorrow. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. This is 
very, very vital to Michigan. 

yiNSON. We are going to.have 
a full debate on that under the five- 
minute rule. We are merely trying to 
conclude the general debate today, and 
I am going to ask that at least an hour 
under the 5-minute rule be devoted to 
this particular item.' 

Mr. HOPTMAN of Michigan. I know 
but we always get cut off on that 5-min¬ 
ute rule. 

Mr. VINSON. No, the gentleman will 
not be cut off. I trust the gentleman 
will not insist on his point of order at 
this time. Let us finish the debate this 
afternoon, and I assure him that we will 
have ample time to debate this question 
tomorrow. There are several Members 
who want to speak—the gentlewoman 

wants to speak, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Fokd], and the gentle¬ 
man from Michigan [Mr. Knox]. You, 

yourself, probably want to speak and I 
want to speak. Let us try to finish the 
general debate this afternoon and to¬ 
morrow we will have a full debate on 
this and settle it once and for all. I 
hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] A quorum is 
not present. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair; 
Mr. Delaney, Chairman of the Com¬ 
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com¬ 
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9893) to authorize cer¬ 
tain construction at military installa¬ 
tions, and for other purposes, had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

ALGER HISS AT PRINCETON 
UNIVERSITY 

The SFE/KER. Under previous or¬ 
der of the Plouse, the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. Tumulty] is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

(Mr. TUMULTY asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, I ad¬ 
dress the Plouse today because of an arti¬ 
cle appearing in the Newark Star- 
Ledger, on page 1, headed ’‘Princeton 
Poll Backs Hiss Talk.” Excerpting the 
article, it reads: 

Undergraduates and faculty members of 
traditionally conservative Princeton Univer¬ 
sity are overwhelmingly in favor of permit¬ 
ting convicted perjurer Alger Hiss to speak 
here April 26, a straw poll on the campus 
Indicated today. 

The former State Department official, 
jailed 5 years ago for perjury in his witness 
stand denial of passing secret documents to 
confessed Communist spy Whittaker Cham¬ 
bers, was invited to Princeton by the Ameri¬ 
can Whlg-Cllosophic Society, undergraduate 
political science and debate organization. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to include this article in my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TUMULTY. The article contains 

criticism by Mr. Livingston T< Merchant 
and was voiced in a telegram which said 
that ‘‘Hiss’ appearance would do lasting 
and irreparable damage to Princeton.” 

The article further contains various 
quotations from this institution on the 
part of various undergraduates who 
back the society invitation to Hiss by a 
10-to-l ratio. 

For example, such comments as this, on 
the Hiss invitation from students ‘ is 
typical: 

‘‘I’d like to have a look at A1 Capon^, 
too.” 

“He served his time, didn’t he?” one ■, 
student asked, ‘‘is not that the all- i 
American way?” another one said. 

Typical faculty comment on Hiss’ in¬ 
vitation included history professor Eric 

: Goldman’s reply: 





"a*'. 
•i*. * ^ ‘ ■^- / * <* “’ 

♦. vTv' •>/*='* '■< '•*’/)*' 
i tt« : 

, >*5* il - -t " ?' •>• . . ^ •- w 
Mi'.- 

Irt . > . .fi * 

'"•‘ ’V^-y 

- *•''• t. ■* ..hs 

«. • '»- ■ -f'.Jjf*.,. < •■ t :,A “«* '3h i— 

V-.V. ■ ' •■ -^ 

•M» 

t. 

^ I 

..C. 
'•' f>> V 

U>Vv» 
-4. 

Vv^r- •' ‘ y ^ '’•"- •'«•’ 
V^-. r3 ..y *.1. ffr ■-^x^ -If 

^ r*-' .'* " :■ ihti* 

. ii ‘ -ll^: ^ . iu -r ^iUO'.frd 
.. ' «“■ cM* •' , - J. .. •' ■ew?'. rrf wi ,xi< Air 

* vM .■'•■IS'.. ■‘I# t-?-r;>-iuj; li’-i 

M. .-H “♦» 4li’-'■• V ■■‘;'4 ^fsi M »iat« r^iii- 
% .-iw, i’ ’’■.s'i tr» 

^•i^ -,u 
V'' -4 *V Tii»» 

^ >- rsf-^ t.v«r:^ 4Ri«'h 
, - ' * »f,-.-V* «'. r«frHi3tof 

, r •I' .? - • •^*'-Sc/-^.- >i;!?iaWil 
V.V" 

7* V »*' u'V Jetii--* Xtii^i ii'j* . 
V ^ iii'.. */.'4^'* 
>n’. >-V- t^ - ■».- ti T 

- ■■•« y >» tr Mt t'- .-a. ;■ «. 
; > ilk*, tv r..v»vvf* i , 

'•'I kV»'' i*'4? i.'j.a>eyu‘.,'wW*h.e 

■-• >. ' H^mS ■ 
*wtv? V I -Mtiv ttahAW i?va sen- 

, >-.■' ."* isiA.'tw*- V > 7.1 » ■ . ’• *r»v* T 
A • 

^ ^ •'^V V. *• • • . 
,.'*'V .’ - 1'. ■■ -• .sivS 
,S •VV.»'t»*. y V Vj ’ .1 . - :•:■ 

-. -; kC'-otJ. i )r - 
rstiwouff, l 

A-iHk. ^ Ki2> kC' - ■** 0% Ai; *r- 
t -U'. r*:.)aof -‘V-'l • .<>» "-IJaly X 

it r- 
^ «*! t,< m*’ ealr 

V 'WtflhJ.'im, r J avV' oev'i 
-%'■ . tVit'W ^ lu } AiCiiCArxiAil oTcr 

■ -tv .■tti.i'*fTj*ii}»te r rWiirtins 
?•■»’ ci ■»» ATr 7* rfr irt ini 

*» ^r■ ^ •*' All 0~?iOT;ST 

agUj Kx 

y **=» ^.— .i -.% •!• 

m Oi.nTA v- *pc3}t;^ ♦>0 icunM^nisr.' ' 

■■>> •../ . 

;‘:v;cT>y v-, 

-y'.' 
• A' ■ 

..Vv'V ■ 

■•J#- -T. 
>' . ' y-- 

ii-twv.- At -K.O- 
>5 r«t>n» 

-t* 
*» «w.4ir ■•^•ini- 

ahot 'lf be 
^ *■*!*;. 

M5fb:. AM : V.r/ t »»}. ujKJ tJ><r fruV't;. 

' " 7 

< 

«y^'^ ^ 

A* 

<*C 
■•.y 

-A;.'- ■ 

44 .xSicinfCtVl 
».--■{> V.i’KVAt,, 
•4: i Wi^i. ’’ 

'M, f !v>t haB 
V *-• >s4tinu47r 

‘ V V A' 'rw'lt. tirith 
■‘ %--r :•• ,-*\.-.'4nt 
t, T ♦y' ^VTh>- an-i 

•’ ^ -■.. - t e can- 
"i' ‘-yr .\C-* l»Si.l', - 

^ ^ y-,.’--* - *■ *' 
.-. -V*-. k.*;*'#.**^ r-V ‘ *■ 4 ^<;t 

' K'"ilf. i tr?' .ja- 
tivB 1-,‘rreo to Jo 

tiw U-Kt ta. f4’.**tc‘<ai» 7|t 'i.'- tocAbcii ot, 
Rub4^A^. 

1 h«VP i«*r.;: •;•..•-, Cit -V..'* p;j-t-tJin# , 
rC^irttrrrti'M C.r tfiUd .:-■»» ai'CA hnve ob- * 

rn iHf jnMWc'i; o; rr ■ y 
aji4. fkbw. i*<Ki r tniiT .neor.venloncf* 

dciifc' u k u-i^. •.•ta* tc hft 

;"in .iiyc: V*i(4‘rtffPJa f\Ir lOtoZ'. r*: .' 
>*4. .'TTf../, - vMott <-, yrtff t;' 

t ct ivc trr io ftaiib ^ 
y€£i<r7T>i cHl^V ‘•-hi* iktiorpooD fc’id ♦«. 
tj.otToW T.'b wlU >'A»o 4 f ill debate \r» 
th-"* .an.;' i MIe it .-.«ice sad for an • 
hope Otf si*nthaBi»n vil; 'riUidr/ry.• 
piviiit 0/Prrf-c. '/4, '■• .j 

To- CfcAlEVlAjM. r ic ChHfr m 
CKK'jit I'Aner aouaUcirJ a qacnua'i. ' 
no*. vjv»,;j:t 

ifit VlNS»i4;i ilr. CbR’rrattn. 1 .n*JMi 
that itie Coi-tiolitoc do now r>c. 

Tb‘ ixKfC^n » vt to. *• < . ■ '-«> 
.Vft-r-i.’Viy ibe .Ojua-n-ttee ro39; •»?{> * 

*hf »u«r1:>« tv^urotd the ota ^ 
Mr Ltii.A«fiy, rmtiifiiayo of . the Ct** t 
wttlre of tilt Vi’bo3i- ilo ise on the 
of tha Udiktri, rt jorted that*that Osaa-tv 5, 
niUcoe. havU'S bad ai>d-'P toiMl<leri>u«. 
the. bill .<H, R, ?-5Wi> to aethorize pr»* *1 
tJilu eojtftrucUoti a", inlUtary ImUuktii 
ti(JUS. and for cth-.T puriicwB, had evt;*- ' 
to no rescTutinn tise/eott. ' 

\ 

f dam- I 
ilencf*. I 
ive iet, '?ht: 

1383 AT vmNcnow 
tniovErc&ii 7 

yT^Tl-AKta Und<r previous ^7 
tf* r*. ^5**^*^ 4^tMpe st niKiil I dcr Kf the ttoi.:<.. the «er.tl«nt!tn Ir.ir;‘ 

ftur ^ Vy?'’*'' * t *'Mr, TowPtTYl is recogTil»r4 
our .’^air.k'Ky vaT^atk^nsn ratl^cr j i<,: lO^outes 

the »c^ <.f Cenitnantel m iho i <m.-.''XtrMt;LTy •«):«! end ut^s 

^ ’ P^'wdKsl^n to revise ond exteiid hu, iify 
em|CAin«? j iT^bove UtAhtuiyone V. txi-'»; • nrarks > » 

cueiit My 4 little I'^eyer 
•>f to ihe xfocA Lord u;»t Amer- 

be^ m>e ptloUn^. vlioirc planes. 1 
Lbink t .e od^ht, Ui be Kratefnl that our 

Mr TimiULTV. ?.tr, Spoalterr 1 'iu^ 
drew tbe bodar b<>cai;i;e ot aa artt#^ 
elf Bpppartpe Uie Newark St-w- 

-..-^,1, (.r- yom «-k. tv t«uea of .U j S" KUSvt ^ 

.’ in ibr atsen^o oi wm- ♦ 

Whi catnpnT 

Pi'paj^nient eScfMw' 

f Ai Cm a 

anerreranaatfei wt fmrulty aurnibera vt 
•v-'!,, a ^ <- -4., 4.. • . , tradficr, 4.)t <ouiit>*4ttw Pnopcmm Unlver- 
• In 4^- ^ t^^Ut to . aior cf # ,44^ f--jer«thet‘ li'.eir lu tevof of ptimsl- 
; *7 1 I'J V< tf for 5 iuju CMi-dcuid p-»*1-rev Alffa Hl«r vO 3i«rV 

.>•■1#^ Kk-y.lort. i bdv *ptU '2**. * »liaa' pou c>» 
■*■»' of Mlcllgirn j-fr J U-daj 4 

t .i:tti - u.- icii;»-run Is/ t«jrc»*r atat* 
- .- - - ^ 

r sr 
I<n4> 

^ V r>ts _« ? *»n wrdy.»ruo«»ptiw Sofslety, W!««rei-idi»4Vif 
>«i. vlreS^ vv. M/.C.hs.ffTrrn. ydD not i ptyiitioai e-’vaine i"3d d<>&«.tb ‘JrgaoiaitJoai. 

»4xillri*an «itUh<iHl ,«;? of no cuo- ? Mr. Soewir^r T naavlmoai cmu»v.7 
:nm? V.tf are ynintf ttfdebate thir t;Qn4 i ^ HKiyide thte ariiiJein tt»' rrnierVe, 
Sideraoly mider Uic* .‘'-mlitole rule) Th<f SPiSAi<i3i, Zs therit object kip?. 
lofiioi-j-nw. " • '*"j'»*rft *rti* no objfx'iiaii. l . '.j 



Public '-lands 
BEA.J.. 

PROCEEDIIGS 

OFFICE OF BUDGET AND 
(For Department Staff 

\lNiS 

I OF tNTEREST TO THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

■J Issued April ^3^ 1956 
NANCE For actions of April 12, 1956 

ly) 8Li.th*2nd, No*60 
CONTENTS 

Adjournment....7, Foreign trade.3 
Animal disease.,,13 
Appropriations.,8 
Depressed areas..23 
Disaster relief,..,,.Ih 

Employment..............,23 
Expenditures,.17 
.fAO......12 
^arm program.9,16,19 
Foreign affairs.,,.1|,11 
Foreign aid..,,,,U,5 

ealth..................18 
ghways...6 Reql'amaticn.2,27,28,29 

prices  .. .21 R^earch. .. .13,18 
....1 ^chool lunch,,8 

Legi?l^ative program..... ,6^"Soil exhaustion.23 
Lives^ck...2^ 
MilitaiV construction,.yll 
Mining..V........... ,/,28 
Natural rSources.20 

/ 

Surplus commodities,,.1,16 
Taxation..23 
Veterans' benefits,....,26 
IJatersheds...............6 
Mater conservation......22 Personnel. • • • • • y/*10,25 

HIGHLIGHTS; Senate passed second supplemerr^^ appropriation bill for 1956. House 
passed military construction bill. Sen. Johp^n suggested President approve farm 
bill. Senate made bill to increase U, S, i^onwibutions to FAQ its unfinished 
business. President signed Colorado Riv§T stor^e bill. Senate committee ordered 
reported Johnston retirement bill. 

HOUSE 

1, MILITAP.Y CONSTRUCTION; SURPLUS COMMODITIES. Passed-srith arvhdrents, _H. R. 9893, 
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authorizes the Secretary of Defense to use for fanilv housing construction 
in foreign countries, foreign currencies not to exceed '^■2^0 million acqxiired 
through provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act 
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2, RECLAMATyCON. The Interior and Insular Affairs Committee reported wi^out 
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Py^6ll . T 1 \ 
- The Irrigation and Reclamation Subcommittee of the Interior and InsulaL 
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the construction, operation, and maintenance of the Washoe reclamation - 

project, Nev, and Calif, p. D33U \ 
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p. ^12 
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veto of the farm bill, and s^’ggested that theRresident approve it. p, 9939 

10, PEPSO^TNEL; RETIREMENT, Th6 Post Office and Civil Service Committee ordered 
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\ 
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'American republics in maintaining the 
pftgce and the freedom of the Western 
Hemisphere, and of the importance of 
maintaining our traditional friendship 
with our sister nations in Latin Amer¬ 
ica. 

Among private or governmental peo¬ 
ple whose work brings them into contact 
with Latin America there is no need to 
underscore the importance of this great 
area to the United States, nor is it neces¬ 
sary to list the reasons for our growing 
interdependence. The facts are too self 
evident. They know that the population 
of Latin America is growing at the rate 
of about 2.5 percent a year, and at that 
rate may hit 500 million by the end of 
the century, just 44 years from now. 
They read the trade figures, which show 
that Latin America accounts for 22 per¬ 
cent of our total exports, and 32 percent 
of our total imports, and that 35 per¬ 
cent of all United States direct foreign 
investment is there or approximately 
$6,256,000,000. 

They know also that the Communist 
nations do not underestimate the impor¬ 
tance either of the area or its people. 
Far from attempting to conceal their in¬ 
terest, the Soviets have stated frankly 
and publicly that they hope to develop 
closer economic, cultural, and political 
ties with the Latin America republics. 

These are some of the considerations 
that we should all bear in mind while we 
celebrate this Pan-American Day. It is 
not only an occasion for festivities and 
rejoicing. It is an opportunity to pause 
and think seriously of the breadth and 
the depth of inter-American interde¬ 
pendence. For each American, in North 
America and South America, to ask 
himself what he can contribute person¬ 
ally to the solidarity of the free peoples 
of our wonderful Western Hemisphere, 
really the new world. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to, and a 
motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

SELECT COMMITTEE TO INVESTI¬ 
GATE PROBLEMS RELATING TO 
THE DETROIT AREA AIRPORTS 

(Mr. LESINSKI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 
1 minute, to revise and extend his 
remarks, and include a resolution.) 

Mr. LESINSKI. Mr. Speaker, I am 
today introducing a House resolution for 
the purpose of creating a select com¬ 
mittee of three Members of the House of 
Representatives to conduct a full and 
complete investigation relating to the 
problems of • the Detroit area airports, 
both civilian and military. 

The resolution calls for recommenda¬ 
tions by the committee as to which air¬ 
port should be utilized to the utmost for 
civilian purposes and for proper military 
relocation. It also calls for complete 
hearings and the subpenaing of any 
witnesses, records, documents, and other 
evidence as necessary. 

As you see, the resolution is not in¬ 
tended to prove a point, but simply to 
^nd out all the facts relating to the 

/Inany contradictory statements about the 

situation involving the subject airports. 
In order to project a practical resolution 
of this vexing problem, it is essential that 
all of the facts be known. 

As we know, the airlines exert a tre¬ 
mendous influence upon Congress. I 
have received a rumor that no action 
will be taken on this resolution. If this 
is true, it will be obvious to the public 
that the airlines are getting the same 
preferential treatment that the railroads 
received many years ago. 

My intention is not to force anyone 
into a position that is improper, but to 
bring about a solution by which the 
public will be pro^rly served. 

The text of the resolution is as fol¬ 
lows : 

Resolved, That there is hereby created a 
select committee to be composed of 3 Mem¬ 
bers of the House of Representatives to be 
appointed by the Speaker, 1 of whom he 
shall designate as chairman. Any vacancy 
occurring in the membership of the com¬ 
mittee shall be filled in the same manner 
in which the original appointment was made. 

The committee is authorized and directed 
to conduct a full and complete investigation 
and study of (1) whether the Detroit-Wayne 
Major Airport should be developed and uti¬ 
lized as the major civil air terminal serving 
the Detroit area, (2) whether the scheduled 
air carriers now using the Willow Run Air¬ 
port should transfer their operations t-o the 
Detroit-Wayne Major Airport, (3) whether 
the Willow Run Airport should continue to 
be operated under civil ownership as a joint 
civil and military airport, (4) whether Air 
Force Reserve fighter squadrons should be 
relocated from Selridge Air Force Base and 
established on the Willow Run Airport, (5) 
whether the naval air station should be re¬ 
located from Grosse He and established on 
the Willow Run Airport, (6) w'hether the 
Air National Guard squadrons now stationed 
at Detroit-Wayne Major Airport should be 
transferred to the Willow Run Airport, and 
(7) whether a master plan of all the air¬ 
ports in the Detroit metropolitan area can 
and should be established in order to most 
effectively utilize their facilities. 

The committee shall report to the House 
(or to the Clerk of the House if the House 
is not .in session) as soon as practicable 
during the present Congress -the results of 
its investigation and study, together with 
such recommendations as it deems advis¬ 
able. 

For the purpose of carrying out this reso¬ 
lution the committee, or any subcommittee 
thereof authorized by the committee to hold 
hearings, is authorized to sit and act during 
the present Congress at such times and 
places within the United States, whether the 
House is in session, has recessed, or has ad¬ 
journed, to hold such hearings, and to re¬ 
quire, by subpena or otherwise, the attend¬ 
ance and testimony of such witnesses and 
the production of such books, records, cor¬ 
respondence, memoranda, papers, and docu¬ 
ments, as it deems necessary. Subpenas may 
be issued under the signature of the chair¬ 
man of the committee or any member of the 
committee designated by him, and may be 
served by any person designated by such 
chairman or member. 

BATAAN DAY COMMEMORATION 
DINNER 

(Mr. LeCOMPTE asked and was given 
permission to address the House and to 
include a Bataan Day message from 
President Dwight D. Eisenhower to Pres¬ 
ident Ramon Magsaysay and also mes¬ 
sage from President Ramon Maysaysay 
to President Dwight D. Eisenhow'er.) 

Mr. LeCOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, it was 
rny privilege to be present the other eve¬ 
ning at the Bataan Day commemoration 
dinner at the Mayflower Hotel given by 
Gen. Carlos P. Romulo and the Philip¬ 
pine Association. It was a pleasure to 
see in attendance a large number of Sen¬ 
ators, Congressmen, Cabinet members. 
Justices of the Supreme Court, the high 
echelon of the State Department, our 
Armed Forces, leading businessmen and 
industrialists, with their ladies, all of 
them gathered together to honor the 
American and Filipino soldiers who put 
up that magnificent display of courage 
and heroism in Bataan. 

It was a splendidly arranged dinner 
W'orthy of the historic occasion for which 
it was held. Two addresses were de¬ 
livered, one by the host and the other by 
the guest of honor, our own Speaker Sam 

Rayburn, who was at the same time con¬ 
ferred the highest decoration in the gift 
of the Government of the Philippines. 
These two addresses and the citation 
were inserted in the Record by our dis¬ 
tinguished colleague, the Representative 
of Massachusetts, Congressman Mc¬ 
Cormack, April 10, 1956. 

I wish to comment on General 
Romulo’s speech because I believe it is 
a good example of how to talk to the 
American people. It was a forceful and 
vigorous one because it highlighted w'hat 
we should do in the Philippines that we 
are not now doing, but it was done in 
such a graceful, friendly way that no one 
can take exception to any part of it. 
There were no threats, no attempts at 
intimidation, no straining for political 
effect, no oratorical lamentations over 
our supposed failures. But it was clear 
and emphatic in its statement of facts 
of what our Filipino friends feel and 
want, as subtle as it was gentle, as diplo¬ 
matic as it was effective. It was sober 
and restrained, with a dignity that can¬ 
not help but command respect and ad¬ 
miration. 

I underscore General Romulo's speech, 
its tone and its style, because too often 
some of our foreign friends seem to think 
that to impress us they must either talk 
tough or adopt theatrical attitudes of 
disenchantment at what they magnify as 
our neglect of friends. They do not 
know or they choose to ignore that the 
American people cannot be intimidated 
and that an appeal to our inherent sense 
of fairness goes a long way with us be¬ 
cause it is always our endeavor to be rea¬ 
sonable and just. The standing ovation 
given General Romulo showed that he 
achieved the result he wanted to get. 
His speech was really an invitation to 
each of us in Congress to indulge in a 
searching national introspection. 

Two messages were read during the 
evening that revealed statesmanship of 
the highest order. I include the message 
of President Eisenhower to President 
Magsaysay and the latter’s reply: 

Bataan Day Message Prom President 

Dwight D. Eisenhower 

President Ramon Magsaysay: 

r send greetings, on behalf of the people 
of the United States, to our friends in the 
Philippines on this day of memories and 
dedication. It is fitting that Bataan Day 
should be the chosen time to commemorate 
Philippine-Ainerican friendship for it re- 
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minds us of tlie unity that was ours In times 
of stress and trial. 

The ensuing 14 years have brought ever- 
increasing understanding and cooperation. 
This year .you will mark the 10th anniver¬ 
sary of the independence of your nation. 
We can be Justly proud of the example of 
international brotherhood which we, to¬ 
gether, have provided during the past dec¬ 
ade. 

Our hearts should be filled with gratitude 
toward those brave men whom we remember 
on this day—not only for their service in 
war, but for the legacy of courage and in¬ 
spiration which they left for us to follow in 
time of peace. 

Dwight Eisenhower. 

April 9, 1956. 

Bataan Day Message From Presu)ent Ramon 

Magsatsay 

President Dwight D. Eisenhower: 

I am grateful to you for your message 
commemorating Bataan Day and I wish to 
reciprocate your cordial greetings. Our two 
peoples are united by #n imperishable bond 
that was forged in Bataan by the courage 
and heroism of our soldiers. 

We have fought together in war and are 
cooperating with each other in peace to up¬ 
hold freedom and democracy. Ours is a 
friendship based on mutual respect and be¬ 
ing on such a firm basis it is an enduring one. 

It is my hope that our close collaboration 
in working for the peace and security of the 
free world will continue to demonstrate that 
whatever inevitable temporary and super¬ 
ficial differences we may have from time to 
time, they are no barrier to the mutuality of 
our responsibility to serve the best Interests 
of our respective countries and our common 
dedication to fight for the democratic ideal. 

As we commemorate a historic event which 
signalizes a spiritual victory over a military 
defeat I wish to reiterate my people’s faith 
in the righteousness and invincibility of the 
cause of freedom and human dignity to 
which we are dedicated. 

Ramon Magsatsax. 

April 9, 1956. 

THE EXORBITANT PRICE OF SCRAP 
STEEL 

(Mr. BEAMER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. BEAMER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
call "the attention of the House and the 
entire country to a condition that has 
arisen and that is persisting in reference 
to the prices of steel and iron scrap. It 
happens that in the fifth district of In¬ 
diana which I have the privilege to 
represent we have some semi-integrated 
steel plants which have found it neces¬ 
sary to purchase most of their supply of 
material for smelting purposes from 
people who are charging exorbitant 
prices for scrap steel. 

This exorbitant increase in the price 
of scrap steel results from the large ex¬ 
portation of this scrap to other coun¬ 
tries. In fact, since 1953 it has multi¬ 
plied nearly 15 times. I hope that the 
Department of Commerce and other in¬ 
terested agencies will investigate this 
serious situation. 

Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEAMER. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCCORMACK. I agree with the 
gentleman. I am very much interested 
in this subject and had inserted in the 

Record the other day a compilation 
showing the tremendous increase in the 
amount of scrap metal being sent 
abroad. The gentleman says it has in¬ 
creased more than 15 times in a period 
of 2 years, from a little over 300,000 tons 
to over 5 million tons. The gentleman 
addresses the House on a very important 
subject. 

Mr. BEAMER. I thank the gentle¬ 
man from Massachusetts. 

ALGER HISS AT PRINCETON 
UNIVERSITY 

(Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked 
and was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex¬ 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, you will find, beginning on 
page 5512 of yesterday’s Record, the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Tumulty] expressed some criticism of 
the judgment of officials of Princeton 
University because they had agreed to '■ 

permit a Mr. Hiss to address the student i 
body. Unfortunately, as I understood I 
agreed with the gentleman because I 
thought he was only criticizing their 
judgment. 

Thinking over his argument and the 
principle involved last night, and this 
morning I am convinced that something 
more than a question of policy is in¬ 
volved. 

I want to go one step further than we 
did yesterday and go along with the idea 
that it is improper for any institution 
of learning to bring in a speaker, es¬ 
pecially one who is known throughout 
the Nation and who has heretofore pub¬ 
licly been engaged in an effort to over¬ 
throw our Government by force and 
violence who has been convicted of de¬ 
liberately intentionally giving false 
testimony to speak before and advise a 
student or any other group as to the 
foreign policy we should follow on a 
matter where he has heretofore served 
the interest of an enemy country. I 
think we might just as well bring in an 
embezzler who was seeking a position 
in a bank to explain banking procedure. 
It is my purpose to withdraw any 
thought or expression of opinion that 
you were right in only questioning their 
judgment. I think we should have gone 
further and asserted that no one who 
was an advocate of a policy or program 
the adoption of which would mean the 
end of our form of government. 

PRINCETON UNIVERSITY 

(Mr. TUMULTY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, In 
in answer to my distinguished colleague, 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Hoffman], may I say that I agree quite 
thoroughly with him. I spoke extempo¬ 
raneously yesterday, and I thought I 
made myself clear. I said I thought that 
Dr. Dodds, the president of Princeton 
University, should take Mr. Hiss and 
throw him out by the scrUff of the neck. 
I do not concede that educators have 

the right to permit the universities un¬ 
der their control to be used by the ene¬ 
mies of our country to advance their 
cause. I assume an educator is sup¬ 
posed to teach his students, and I assume 
when students do something wrong, 
whether they are children of 6 or chil¬ 
dren of 18, the educator would and should 
reprove them. I said I thought Dr. 
Dodd, president of Princeton, should put 
the “children” involved—because that is 
what they are—over his knee and pad¬ 
dle their Red aspirations thoroughly. 
So, I agree with the gentleman, and 
thank him for his interest as he is a dis¬ 
tinguished American. 

Students having such a disregard for 
college and country should be disciplined 
by the faculty—if the faculty is doing its 
duty to the students and their parents. 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR 
THE MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the further con¬ 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9893) to au¬ 
thorize certain construction at military 
installations, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 9893, with 
Mr. Delaney in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog¬ 

nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Ford]. 

(Mr. FORD asked and was given per¬ 
mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, at the 
time I was speaking yesterday, I pointed 
out that if the action of the committee 
stands as it is, the construction of this 
vitally important jet base in the State 
of Michigan will be delayed 1 year, and, 
secondly, an additional cost of a mini¬ 
mum of $5,188,950 wiU be involved. 

At this time I should like to point out 
again that the statement as to delay 
is predicated on a letter I received from 
the Secretary of the Air Force on March 
21,1956. I quoted the pertinent portions 
of the letter in my remarks yesterday. 

At this point I should like to turn 
specifically to the cost factor. The testi¬ 
mony before the House Committee on 
Armed Services indicates first that if the 
Air Force is required to change the site 
from what is known as the Kalkaska site, 
which is here [indicating on chart] to 
the Manistee site, which is here, the loss 
in dollars will be a minimum of $350,000 
and probably closer to $500,000. The 
reason for that wasteful expenditure is 
precisely this. The Air Force last Au¬ 
gust got concurrence from the respec¬ 
tive committees of the House and Senate 
for the initiation of construction at the 
so-called Kalkaska site. The Air Force 
in good faith went ahead with that con¬ 
struction. They have done design work 
on the runways. They have made defi¬ 
nite plans. They have signed contracts; 
There is no doubt that they have spent 
at least $350,000 and probably closer to 
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$500,000, •which amount of money will 
be totally wasted if the base is changed 
from Kalkaska to Manistee. 

Secondly, this base is a very impor¬ 
tant part of our national-defense pic¬ 
ture. It is tied in with what we call the 
SAGE system; that is, semiautomatic 
ground environment program. It is a 
lO-year lease between the Air Force and 
Western Electric and constituent com¬ 
panies of the A. T. & T. When you figure 
the cost on the SAGE system, you have 
to figure what the operational cost will 
be over a 10-year period. There will be 
a minimiun annual excessive cost if the 
site is at Manistee over Kalkaska of 
$270,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan LMr. FordJ 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 5 minutes additional. 

Mr. FORD. There is a very distinct 
possibility that the annual excessive cost 
could go up to $460,000. So, if you take 
$270,000 times 10, it is an excess cost 
$2,700,000. Or, if you use the figure 
$460,000 and multiply it by 10, it comes 
to $4,600,000. 

I am sure that many Members wonder 
why there is a differential on an an¬ 
nual basis. The reason is very simple. 
The SAGE system ties into certain basic 
vital trunklines that the telephone com¬ 
pany has throughout the country. It so 
happens that at the present time the 
Michigan Bell Telephone Co. has a ma¬ 
jor trunkline which runs more or less 
up through the Cadillac area, northward 
into Michigan. The SAGE system com¬ 
munication lines are tied into that trunk¬ 
line. The facts and figures indicate that 
from this trunkline which runs up like 
this [indicating on chart] the Kalkaska 
site is approximately 24 miles closer to 
the trunkline than the Manistee site 
would be. It is purely a mathematical 
problem, measuring the distance from 
each site to the trunkline. If you take 
the rate which is identical for each site 
and multiply it by the distance, you ar¬ 
rive at the figure. As I indicated, the 
10-year differential between the two 
sites in dollars will be a minimum of 
$2,700,000 and potentially it could be 
$4,600,000. 

Those facts and figures can be sub¬ 
stantiated by the Air Force. I have 
asked them to check and doublecheck 
with the people who will do the con¬ 
struction, and there is no question in my 
mind that they are accurate. 

The third factor that involves this 
$5 million excessive cost is this: In the 
letter from Secretary of the Air Force 
Quarles on March 21, after I asked him 
as to the comparative cost figures for 
initial construction, he indicated that 
the Kalkaska site initial construction 
cost would be $938,950 cheaper than the 
Manistee site. 

When you add it all up, the picture is 
precisely this: If we move from Kal¬ 
kaska to Manistee we throw away at 
least $350,000 and possibly $500,000. If 
we move from Kalkaska to Manistee we 
charge ourselves, the Federal Govern¬ 
ment, at least $2,700,000 more and pos¬ 
sibly $4,600,000 more over a 10-year 
period. If we move from Kalkaska to 
Manistee we find that in the latest fig¬ 

ures submitted by the Air Force there 
is a differential in cost of construction 
of almost $1 million. When you take 
the cost and the delay, it seems to me 
that the position of the committee was 
in error. 

I intend to offer an amendment to re¬ 
store the language the way the Air Force 
proposed. I would certainly hope that 
the members of this committee would 
support this amendment. It has been 
a very unfortunate situation that has 
developed over a period of about 2V2 

years. I dislike very greatly getting into 
this problem, but when you see the facts 
and figures I feel that you cannot help 
taut take the course of action I have 
taken. 

There is one point I should like to 
bring out. It has been stated, and I 
think it is accurate, that the former 
Secretary of the Air Force promised the 
gentlewoman from Michigan [Miss 
Thompson] that this base would be con¬ 
structed in her district. It was origi¬ 
nally proposed that the base be in what 
was called the Long Lake area, which 
is somewhere around here as indicated 
on this map. That was vetoed because 
it was felt it would be too close to a very 
famous music camp. Then the Air Force 
proposed that it be built in w'hat w-e call 
the Benzie site. The Committee on 
Armed Services through one of its sub¬ 
committees vetoed that site. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, 'will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman is not 
accurate w'hen he says the Committee on 
Armed Services vetoed the Benzie site. 
What the Committee on Armed Services 
did after our own investigation was de¬ 
termine that it should not be located 
within 15 miles of the music center. 

Mr. FORD. The gentleman from 
Georgia is very correct. The net effect, 
however, is that the Benzie site was ve¬ 
toed. When the Benzie site was removed 
as a possible site, the Air Force then 
went down to what we call the Cadillac 
site. The Benzie site and the Cadillac 
site are both within Miss Thompson’s dis¬ 
trict. The district line runs right here. 
Here is the 11th District and here is the 
9th District. 

In December of 1954 or in January of 
1955 the gentlewoman from Michigan 
I Miss Thompson], according to her tes¬ 
timony in these hearings, contacted the 
chairman of the Committee on Appro¬ 
priations and other members of the 
Committee on Appropriations indicating 
her objection to the .Cadillac site. Our 
committee, the Subcommittee on Mili¬ 
tary Appropriations, at the request of 
the gentlewoman from Michigan [Miss 
Thompson] undertook a thorough inves¬ 
tigation of the cost and the selection of 
this site. The committee requested from 
the Air Force all the factual data we 
could accumulate. That factual data 
was submitted to our committee, and our 
committee felt, after looking at the m- 
formation, that we as a committee could 
not approve the construction of this site. 
In effect we agreed with the gentlewom¬ 
an from Michigan [Miss Thompson]. 

The Air Force then had two alterna¬ 
tives left. They could go to the Kal¬ 
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kaska site, or they could go to the Mani¬ 
stee site. The Air Force then decided on 
their own that they would select the Kal¬ 
kaska site. They were not directed by 
Mr. Vinson’s committee, nor were they 
directed by Mr. Cannon’s committee, nor 
by the subcommittee under the gentle¬ 
man from Texas [Mr. Mahon]. 

The Air Force selected this site out of 
these two alternatives. Then they got 
permission to go ahead, and they did in¬ 
vest this money to get construction start¬ 
ed. They have a contract for 7,100 acres 
of State-owned land in this area. Tlie 
State conservation commission approved 
the contract. They have it on a $l-a- 
year lease. Actually, they have to clear 
considerable fine timberland. They went 
ahead and cleared one-third of it when 
this committee action was taken about 
3 weeks ago. 

I might say one further thing. The 
gentlewoman from Michigan I Miss 
Thompson] was promised that this base 
M'ouW be in her district. On this chart 
you see the dividing line between the 
gentlewoman’s district and the district 
of the gentleman from Michigan I Mr. 
KnoxI. 'This base is 1 mile from Miss 
Thompson’s district, and Traverse City 
is a sizable community in her district. I 
would say with complete assurance that 
probably 90 percent of the economic ben¬ 
efits and impact would accrue in the fol¬ 
lowing way. Here you see a town of 
1,250 people, and here is a community 
with 16,900 people. The answer is that 
most of the economic benefit will accrue 
that way. 

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

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. The fact of the matter 

is that even if she were assured that this 
air base would be in her district, it might 
just as well be 100 miles away as 1 mile 
away. The fact remains that according 
to your proposal, it will not be located in 
her district; is that not correct? 

Mr. FORD. Technically, you are cor¬ 
rect, but I do not think we can justify the 
expenditure of $5 million extra and the 
delay of 1 year because a base is geo¬ 
graphically situated 1 mile across a con¬ 
gressional district line. 

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

Mr. FORD. I am delighted to yield. 
Mr. VINSON. Does not the distin¬ 

guished gentleman from Michigan think 
that it comes with poor grace for him 
to be discussing the matter of delay? 

Mr. FORD. I am very glad that the 
gentleman raises that question. 

Mr. VINSON. If I may finish my 
question—in the fii’st instance, the Air 
Force put it at Cadillac and the gentle¬ 
man and his committee delayed it until 
this present day. 

Mr. FORD. I am pleased the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia raised that question 
because our committee was not asked to 
take any action on this problem until 
the distinguished gentlewoman from 
Michigan requested such action. She is 
a highly respected Member of this 
and when she made the charges, which 
she did, it was incumbent u^n a re¬ 
sponsible committee of this body to Icwk 
at the facts. We did that, and after 
getting the facts from the resixmsitale 
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authorities in the Air Force, we agreed 
with the gentlewoman from Michigan 
[Miss Thompson]. 

Mr. VINSON. May I say in view of 
that statement, let us not talk about de¬ 
lay because the committee which refused 
to appropriate the money delayed it and 
it is still delayed. As a matter of fact, 
it may be that after a while it may be 
decided that the security of the country 
does not require any base up there at 
all. But, for the time being, let us for¬ 
get about delay because I do not think 
it comes with good grace for our good 
friend to be talking about delay. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
20 minutes to the gentleman from Mich¬ 
igan [Mr. Knox]. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, it is with 
some regret that I find myself con¬ 
strained today to take the well of this 
House in the name of the people of this 
Nation, and also in the cause of na¬ 
tional security, but I feel constrained to 
do so because this recommendation of 
the Committee on Armed Services will 
cause the taxpayers of this Nation to for¬ 
feit a half-million dollars that has al¬ 
ready been spent on a site that was se¬ 
lected by the Air Force. As Mr. Ford has 
said, it had the approval of the four 
committees which have jurisdiction over 
such facts. 

Mr. Chairman, in the very able re¬ 
marks by my distinguished and esteemed 
chairman of the Committee on Armed 
Services on Tuesday on the pending leg¬ 
islation, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Vinson] very properly pointed out 
to the Members of this body the vital 
character of this base in the Traverse 
City area. The distinguished chairman 
discussed with the Members the fact that 
approximately 150 miles of vital indus¬ 
trial area will be left unguarded until 
such time as the base in this area is com¬ 
pleted. His very able remarks bear re¬ 
peating at this time. I quote from the 
distinguished gentleman’s remarks of 
Tuesday: 

Today there Is a gap in our defense line 
across the northern part of the United States 
and this gap will he filled by the airbase 
which will be built in what has been called 
the Traverse City area. 

Wurtsmtth Air Force Base is about 75 
miles south and east of the Traverse City 
area and Kinross Air Force Base is about the 
same distance north of the Traverse City 
area. This means that there is a gap of 
something in the order of 160 miles which 
is today not adequately protected. 

That is the end of the quotation from 
my distinguished friend’s remarks of 
Tuesday. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I support the con¬ 
cern expressed by the chairman of the 
Committee on Armed Services on this 
project. 

On January 18,1955,1 wrote Hon. Carl 

VmsoN, chairman of the Committee on 
Armed Services, the following letter: 

As the Representative of the 11th Con¬ 
gressional District of Michigan, I have been 
called upon to request of your committee, 
an appointment for a delegation from Trav¬ 
erse City, Grand Traverse County, and the 
city of Kalkaska, Kalkaska County, for the 
purpose of conveying to the Armed Services 

Committee their position on the location of 
the propHJsed jet airbase which was au¬ 
thorized by Congress on July 27, 1954. 

Both groups are interested in giving the 
committee all of the factual information 
they have, and which they believe to be in 
the best interest as far as the jet base is 
concerned. 

It is my hope that you will look kindly 
upon this request and Inform me at your 
earliest convenience of the date set for the 
Traverse City and Kalkaska delegations to 
meet with you. 

The distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia, chairman of the Committee on 
Armed Services, replied to me immedi¬ 
ately, and I should like to quote from 
that letter which the chairman sent to 
my oflBce. 

I quote from Mr. Vinson’s letter as fol¬ 
lows: 

The committee has been faced in the past 
on several occasions with the same problem 
which exists here, that is, the selection by 
one of the departments of a site for a mili¬ 
tary installation only to have the site se¬ 
lected unsatisfactory to people in the im¬ 
mediate or adjoining areas. 

It has been the experience of the com¬ 
mittee that unless there are obvious and 
compelling reasons for reconsideration of 
the site selected, and these reasons should, 
in the last analysis relate directly to our de¬ 
fense, no useful purpose is served by en¬ 
gaging in action which can well be con¬ 
strued as substituting the judgment of the 
committee for the qualified people in the 
military departments. 

It is my judgment that the defense 
posture of the United States and our mil¬ 
itary greatness may in large part be at¬ 
tributable to the efforts and wisdom of 
the distinguished chairman of the House 
Armed Services Committee. I believe 
his counsel merits great attention by the 
Members of the House. 

'Therefore I believe it is essential that 
the base in the Traverse City area be 
completed with the utmost expedition at 
the location to be selected by the De¬ 
partment of the Air Force based on con¬ 
siderations of military suitability and 
economy. These objectives can only be 
realized by continuing the base at Kal¬ 
kaska. 

Mr. Chairman, when the military con¬ 
struction bill is read for amendment I 
shall join with my colleague from Mich¬ 
igan [Mr. Ford] in offering an amend¬ 
ment to section 301 of H. R. 9893, to pro¬ 
vide for the continuation of construction 
already begun on a jet interceptor base 
at Kalkaska, Mich., rather than to start 
all over again at a new location with a 
jet base at a site to be selected at Manis¬ 
tee, Mich. Not to continue the base at 
Kalkaska will mean a 1 year’s delay in 
the completion of a jet base so vital and 
urgent to our northern defense perimeter 
by the Department of the Air Force. 

At this point, Mr. Chairman, I call to 
your attention an article appearing in 
the Washington Post of April 6 entitled 
“A Wonder of the World Takes Form in 
the Arctic.” This article brings to the 
attention of our country the 3,000-mile 
radar defense system known as DEW 
line. If this new radar system is going 
to accomplish its purpose, then it is most 
essential that we have the necessary jet 
interceptor bases along the northern 
perimeter of the United States to receive 
the alert from the radar to intercept the 
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enemy before he can strike with his 
devastating bombs on the industrial cen¬ 
ters of the United States, which are the 
nerve centers of the production of 
weapons and material for our security. 

The Kalkaska base site is one of the 
overall vital installations in this system 
according to the Department of the Air 
Force. 

We once again go back to the distin¬ 
guished chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee which he well documented in 
his statement on Tuesday, that there is 
this gap and that unless it is filled we will 
be vulnerable as far as any enemy may be 
concerned. 

Our amendment to continue the base 
at Kalkaska will save the American tax¬ 
payers millions of dollars in construc¬ 
tion and maintenance costs. So, as an 
aside, the savings will benefit the same 
taxpayers who in a few days will be called 
upon to make their final tax accounting 
for the year 1955. 

Our amendment to continue the base 
at Kalkaska will be in accord with the 
expert strategical and military judgment 
of the Department of the Air Force and 
will be in accord with the House and 
Senate Committees on the Armed Serv¬ 
ices and the Committee on Appropria¬ 
tions, which have previously specifically 
and expressly approved the location of 
the jet base in the Kalkaska area. The 
amendment that will be offered to re¬ 
tain the jet base at Kalkaska has the 
support of the Department of the Air 
Force because of urgent defense consid¬ 
erations. It has the support of Sena¬ 
tor Potter of Michigan and a large ma¬ 
jority of the members of the Michigan 
delegation in the Congress. 

Senator Potter gave a release and I 
am going to read the release that Sen¬ 
ator Potter issued to the press on Mon¬ 
day, March 12, in which the Senator 
said: 

There is but one paramount consideration 
In the construction of this base and that is 
oiu' effort in furthering the defense of our 
entire country. Such a base should not be 
located or relocated for any reasons of lo¬ 
cal interests. An air base is a matter of na¬ 
tional concern. My position has always been, 
and still is, what is in the best interests 
of our national defense—■ 

And he continued on. “■ 
Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr. Chairman, 

will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KNOX. I yield to the gentleman 

from Michigan. 
Mr. CEDERBERG. I want to associ¬ 

ate myself with' the remarks of the gen¬ 
tleman from Michigan. I served as a 
member of the Subcommittee on Appro¬ 
priations that handled the hearings on 
this base in northern Michigan. I was 
interested personally in a base in my dis¬ 
trict, this identical base, but after going 
over the facts with the Air Force I came 
to the conclusion, reluctantly I may say, 
and I am not so sure that the Air Force 
was right, that they should have put it 
in my district, but nevertheless we have 
reached the point now where the Kal¬ 
kaska site should be maintained. The 
very fact that the Michigan Department 
of Conservation has ah'eady leased some 
seven or eight thousand acres to the Fed¬ 
eral Government for this site, the clear¬ 
ing of the site is underway at the present 
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time, the fact that it will cost more to 
have the base located in Manistee than it 
will at Kalkaska, is something that this 
Congress ought to take into considera¬ 
tion, and that includes not only the orig¬ 
inal cost, but the accruing annual costs 
which are a factor here. It seems to me 
that this body in its wisdom ought to 
restore the Kalkaska site because it is 
the logical site from the national defense 
point of view. I do not think we ought 
to delay this airbase 1 year longer. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman’ will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr, KNOX. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. In reply to the state¬ 
ment of the distinguished gentleman, I 
read from the record the testimony of 
Mr. Ferry of the Department of Defense. 
I asked this question: 

From the military standpoint are they 

equal? 
Mr. Ferry. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. I believe that 
from a military standpoint that may be 
true; however, there are economic factors 
involved here as far as costs are con¬ 
cerned that some are not familiar with. 

Mr. VINSON. I will put in a telegram 
I received this morning from some tele¬ 
phone people up in that section which 
assures me that we need not be disturbed 
by any excessive charges on account of 
the operation regardless of the site 
chosen. The telegram says: 

In the opinion of the Michigan Independ¬ 
ent Telephone Association, the telephone 
section of the Michigan Public Utility Com¬ 
mission and our office, we assure the Con¬ 
gress and the Air Force of approximately the 
same operational costs of the SAGE device 
at Manistee as at Kalkaska. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. May I ask the 
distinguished chauman of the Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services a question? 
I would not dispute those figures, al¬ 
though I understand the Air Force has 
figures that do not quite bear that out. 
In view of the fact that the State De¬ 
partment of Conservation has already 
leased some seven or eight thousand 
acres, should that not be taken into con¬ 
sideration? 

Mr. VINSON. May I call attention to 
the fact that it was developed in the 
committee, by witnesses who testified, 
that litigation is now in process on ac- 
coimt of this land being made available. 
Is that the fact? I ask the distinguished 
gentleman, is that not the fact? 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, I will be 
very happy to answer that. question. 
There is no litigation as far as the 8,000 
acres of land is concerned. The Con¬ 
servation Department has leased 8,000 
acres of State-owned lands at a cost to 
the Federal Government of $1 a year for 
a 99-year term lease. Now, the rest of 
the property, which is privately owned, 
is being purchased by a group of citizens 
who have put up their own dollars in 
order to acquire the property to be deeded 
in title to the Federal Government for 
airport purposes. Now, there has been 
some $19,000 of that money expended at 
this time, Mr. Chairman, and I believe 
further proceedings have ceased since the 
action of the committee. 

Mr. VINSON. It is true, is it not, that 
we accorded you, as we do all Members, 
the privilege of testifying, and you heard 
the witnesses testify that litigation was 
taking place now by citizens of that 
community involving either taxes or 
use of money in connection with the 
establishment of this base? 

Mr. KNOX. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
you have reference to what we in Mich¬ 
igan know as the swamp tax fund. The 
State of Michigan pays back to the 
school districts of each district in the 
State of Michigan 10 cents an acre for 
all of those lands that are held by the 
State of Michigan in title, which they 
can use for school and township purposes. 
Now, I understand that Mr. Comfort of 
St. Louis, Mo., has gone into the courts 
and is endeavoring to get an injunction 
to restrain the county from releasing 
those funds that were dedicated for 
school purposes and compel the State to 
pay them. Now, that is a matter of local 
concei-n; that is not any concern of the 
Congress at all. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr. Chairman, if 
the gentleman will yield further, I want 
to state very definitely that my district 
is not involved in this in any manner. 
And, I am sure that the chairman will 
agree with me in this, that the location 
of airbases, when you come to decide 
whether you are going to put an airbase 
in a given location, is an area proposi¬ 
tion and not pinpointed. It is not 
whether a military base could not be 
built here or there or anywhere. In 
fact, is it not a fact that the Air Force 
has stated that there will be a 1-year de¬ 
lay if there is a change of location in 
this area? 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. KNOX. I yield. 
Mr. VINSON. I agree with you that 

we designate an area, the Traverse City 
area, and following that out, it ulti¬ 
mately was decided it would be Cadillac, 
and the gentleman’s committee said, 
“No, we are not going to let you place it 
at Cadillac: you must go somewhere 
else’’ Now, is that not a fact? 

Mr. CEDERBERG. Let me say this. 
I was not on the subcommittee at that 
time. I had left the subcommittee when 
that decision had been made. But, just 
let me say this: Originally the Traverse 
City area was decided upon. Kalkaska 
is closer to the Traverse City area than 
any other location. Is that not correct, 
Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. VINSON. That may be, but this 
other site is in the same area, too, and 
Cadillac was in the same area, and your 
committee was the one that said, “No, we 
are not going to let it go to Cadillac,’’ 
and that is in the area. Now, I do say, 
and I repeat, with all deference to my 
good friend from Michigan, it does not 
come with good grace for any of you to 
talk about delay. 

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

Mr. KNOX. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. It also should be pointed 
out, however, that the first delay in this 
controversy resulted from action taken 
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by the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Armed Services when they drew a 
15-mile circle around the Interlochen 
Music Camp. That decision by the com¬ 
mittee then forced the Air Force to go to 
Cadillac. 

Mr. VINSON. Then, when we drew a 
limitation of 15 miles, then you stepped 
into the picture and said, “Now, the Air 
Force has made a further survey, and we 
are not going to let you go down to 
Cadillac.’’ So, it may not be becoming 
to me to talk about delay, but I think 
certainly is not becoming to you to talk 
about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

(Mr. KNOX (at the request of Mr. 
Vinson and Mr. Short) was permitted to 

proceed for 10 additional minutes.) 
Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield further? 
Mr. KNOX. I yield. 
Mr. FORD. To conclude my com¬ 

ment, we all admit that this action by 
the committee will result in a year’s de¬ 
lay. There does not seem to be any 
doubt about that. So, I am willing to 
assume some responsibility for the delay, 
and I presume that the members of the 
Armed Services Committee will likewise 
assume some responsibility. The delay 
that came about through our Committee 
on Appropriation resulted from a request 
of the gentlewoman from Michigan to 
Mr. Cannon and Mr. Mahon to investi¬ 
gate the selection at Cadillac. At her 
request the committee did go into the 
matter. We did not get into it until we 
were specifically asked to do so. We 
did not initiate the inquiry. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. KNOX. I am glad to yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I had re¬ 
solved to say not one word before the 
House on this matter because of the 
awful mess we are in. The grave mistake 
was made after I, as chairman of the 
Committee on Armed Services, named 
Mr. Shafer, Mr. Rivers, and Mr. Wicker- 
sham as a subcommittee and sent our 
counsel, Mr. Blandford, to Michigan to 
inspect these sites. That subcommittee 
reported to the full committee. The full 
committee on their recommendation and 
after a personal inspection by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Air Force, decided to send it 
to Cadillac. When the matter came to 
the Committee on Appropriations the 
Subcommittee on Appropriations arro¬ 
gated to themselves by an unlawful 
transgression upon the jurisdiction of a 
standing legislative committee of this 
House the power to say, “No, we will not 
vote funds to send this to Cadillac. 

We could have avoided this nasty fight 
and bitterness if the will of the Commit¬ 
tee on Armed Services after they had 
explored the matter and after the deci¬ 
sion had been made by the Secretary of 
the Air Force, had been carried out. We 
have reached the point where I do not 
care how the House votes on the matter, 
but I wanted to get just a little dime s 
worth in the Record in order that truth 
might be known. 

No. 60- ■7 
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Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, the ques¬ 
tion of delay, of course, is a very im¬ 
portant one as far as I am concerned. 
The fact that the airbase is located in 
my district was not my doing. It was 
the doing of the Air Force and had been 
approved by these committees. I hold in 
my hand affidavits fro’m people in the 
area who have expanded their business, 
who have contracted for new dwellings, 
new facilities, amounting to $462,685. 
These people acted in good faith. The 
Air Force informed them that the air¬ 
base was going to be constructed there. 
They also informed the Corps of Engi¬ 
neers that they should proceed with the 
acquisition of the privately owned land. 
Everything went along in accord with 
the best interests of the Air Force. 

Mr. Chaii’man, if this committee rec¬ 
ommendation should prevail, you are 
going to break faith with the people who 
took Congress at their word as of 1 year 
ago and approved this jet interceptor 
base in the Kalkaska area. These people 
have no method of recovery. They will 
have to take their loss. There is 1 man 
contracted for $150,000 in order to get 
necessary facilities in there which would 
go along with the needs as far as the 
Air Force is conceined. 

I think it is very vital that this ques¬ 
tion be settled once and for all so that 
we should not cause a 1-year’s delay, 
plus^the fact that we would be wasting- 
half^ a million dollars that the Air Force 
has already spent at the Kalkaska site; 
also the fact that the Air Force has said 
that it will cost from $270,000 to $500,000 
more annually to operate at the Manistee 
site than it will at the Kalkaska site 
where they are now located. 

Mr. Chairman, I should like to bring 
to your attention a statement in the 
hearings before the Committee on Armed 
Services. The gentleman from Okla¬ 
homa [Mr. WicKERSHAM], a member of 
the committee, speaking to Mr. Ferry 
said: 

If you desire to expand in the future can 
you expand at one base as easily as you can 
at the other? 

Mr. Ferry. No, sir. -We can expand more 
readily at the Kalkaska site than at the Man¬ 
istee site because ■ of soil conditions. -We 
run into a rather difficult peak situation. It 
would be difficult to extend our runways. 

Those are not my words, those are the 
words of the military experts. I do not 
believe that they should be ignored. We 
are rapidly developing new weapons com¬ 
ing in with bur new-type planes that 
have been known to fly close to 1,000 
miles an hour. You know that when 
they come to put these planes on the 
bases they, must extend present runways. 
It is impossible for them to operate off 
the same runways we are operating from 
today, where our planes are flying only 
450 to 600 miles an hour. 

The amendment that will be offered is 
supported by the people of the commu¬ 
nity of Kalkaska and Traverse City, 
Mich., because of their patriotic aware¬ 
ness of the vital part that such a base 
would play in the Nation’s defense 
against an enemy attack. The people of 
Kalkaska are virtually unanimous in 
their view that if the Air Force wants 
Kalkaska, Kalkaska wants the Air Force. 

I have here a letter that I should like 
to read to the Members. This is ad¬ 
dressed to Merle C. Lutz, president of 
the Kalkaska Air Base Committee, Inc.: 

Dear Sir: loast summer I was only able 
to spend about 2 weeks up at Torch Lake. 
For 3 days out of those 2 weeks, I carried 
a petition around opposing the airbase. 
As I talked to the various types of people 
up there, that is renters, owners, and per¬ 
manent residents, I became aware of the 
fact that there were two sides to the story. 
However, I am of the opinion now that there 
are three sides to the story: The permanent 
•residents’, those of us who are summer 
resorters’, and the Air Force. As I talked 
about the airbase with different people, I 
became less sold on my side of the story. 
I felt like an aristocrat robbing the le.ss for¬ 
tunate of their right to make a living. This 
was the argument used by the residents. 
They said that the airbase would bring 
business to them. I don’t believe that this 
would be the case, because from my expe¬ 
rience with the Armed Forces I have found 
that they don’t use too many civilians. 

I have now had a chance to look at the 
situation objectively, and I feel that we, as 
citizens of the United States, have an obli¬ 
gation to our country. That obligation is to 
back our Armed Forces. I have two brothers 
who have served, and I have many friends 
who have, and are now in the service. I 
have talked with them and heard of their 
experiences. I think that it is the least we, 
who do not have to spend 2 or 3 years out 
of our lives (Important years, I might add) 
in this type of service can do. 

The men who will be stationed at this base 
are of the highest caliber. They are risk¬ 
ing their lives so that the Midwest area will 
be safe from enemy attack. With this in 
mind, I have come to the conclusion that 
we need ihis base, and if the Air Force thinks 
that the Kalkaska site is the best, then let 
them put it there. Tlie only thing we as 
resorters and permanent residents can do is 
make them welcome and ignore the few who 
may. on occasion, misbehave. 

I do not know on what side of this issue 
you and your committee stand, but I have 
put a great deal of thought into this situa¬ 
tion, and I feel that I must take this position. 

This letter is signed by J. L. Anderson. 
Here is a young lady who on request 

circulated a petition to oppose the air¬ 
base at Kalkaska but now she has a com¬ 
pletely different view of the Air Force 
and has withdrawn all of her objections 
to the Air Force being located at Kal¬ 
kaska. 

After testifying before the House 
Committee on Armed Services in the 
support of the Kalkaska site, the Air 
Force representatives informed the com¬ 
mittee that the Kalkaska area was de¬ 
sirable from an operational and com¬ 
munity support viewpoint meeting every 
criteria of the Air Force. They stated 
that Kalkaska represented the cheapest 
site for construction of any of those 
that could be considered. 'They also re¬ 
ferred to the substantial work that al¬ 
ready had been done at Kalkaska. They 
have described the project as being 
ui’gent and of the utmost importance. 
These representatives stated to the com¬ 
mittee that one of the reasons for the 
Air Force support of the Kalkaska site 
over any other site was the fact that 
Kalkaska had the most to offer in terms 
of community support—with respect to 
housing, schools, churches, and social 
centers close to their base, which is one 
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of the factors in the selection of such 
a thing. That committee was informed 
by the Department of the Air Force that 
the development of the base at Kalkaska 
in terms of original construction costs 
would be $200,000 less than the cheapest 
Manistee site, and that furthermore 
there would be annual savings in main¬ 
tenance costs of $250,000 to $500,000 by 
locating the base at Kalkaska as com¬ 
pared with the Manistee site. With re¬ 
spect to cost, the Air Force representa¬ 
tive also informed the committee, which 
I have stated before, that the Federal 
Government has already invested ap¬ 
proximately $500,000 in the project at 
Kalkaska. They also went into the ques¬ 
tion of delay of 1 year. I certainly do not 
have any forewarning, nor do I believe 
any Member of the Congress has, that 
the enemy is going to withhold striking 
at this Nation for 1 year until we have 
an Air Force base constructed in this 
vital spot so far as the protection of the 
United States is concerned. 

I also want to say I do not believe I 
could conscientiously go along with the 
proposition of once again putting the 
needle into the taxpayer’s arm and giv¬ 
ing him another injection saying we are 
just going to toss away $500,000 of your 
money and move it from that particular 
site over to another site and then say 
once again we are going to put the needle 
in and take out some more blood in the 
form of $270,000 to $500,000 for every 
year and then on as long as that base 
is in existence. 

Mr. Chairman, I cannot believe that 
we have that kind of money in the 
United States- of America to wilfully 
waste when we have the documents from 
the Air Force as to the amount of money 
that they have spent and the amount of 
additional money it is going to take in 
order to construct this base at Manistee 
plus the fact that you cannot expand at 
Manistee—according to the Air Force, 
and these are not my words but the 
words of the Air Force officials—they 
are not able to expand in that area. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been said on the 
floor that the State of Michigan made 
available to the Air Force on a 99 year 
lease base approximately 8,000 acres of 
State-owned lands and has already cut 
a large part of the timber located on that 
land. I am informed that if the Con¬ 
gress sustains the action of the Commit¬ 
tee on Ai-med Services and provides for 
the, transfer of this jet base from Kal¬ 
kaska to Manistee that the State Con¬ 
servation Commission which has full 
control and jurisdiction over the prop¬ 
erty in the State of Michigan, and which 
also takes in this area in Manistee, will 
be prope not to make additional land 
available for the base. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. KNOX. In connection with the 
essentiality of this jet interceptor base to 
our national security, the executive com¬ 
mittee of the American Legion, Depart¬ 
ment of Michigan, at a meeting held in 
Detroit on March 18, 1956, adopted a 
resolution expressing the views of their 
great patriotic organization that the 
base should be retained at Kalkaska. 
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This resolution is on the subject of air- 
defense site, and it reads: 

RESOLTmoir 

Whereas the air-defense program of the 
United States, and in particular the defense 
of the Great Lakes area, including Michigan, 
may be seriously impaired by a controversy 
involving the location of an airbase in Michi¬ 
gan; and 

Whereas if permitted to become a political 
issue, rather than standing exclusively as a 
problem in national security, we of this area 
may lose a vital segment of our northern 
defense line: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the executive committee of 
the American Legion, Department of Michi¬ 
gan, in spring meeting assembled in Detroit, 
Mich., this 18th day of March 1956. That the 
Department of Defense and particularly the 
Department of the Air Force should be the 
determining agencies as to the location of 
this Important air-defense site based on its 
strategic mission and the economic formulas 
■within which our military organization must 
operate: and be it further 

Resolved, That the American Legion, De¬ 
partment of Michigan, does through this in¬ 
strument call to the attention of each mem¬ 
ber of Michigan’s congressional delegation 
the need for a united front in aiding the 
Department of the Air Force to locate as 
expeditiously and as economically as possible 
the needed air-defense base in northern 
Michigan that will meet the specifications 
and requirements of the Air Force. 

(Approved by the National Security Com¬ 
mission, March 17, 1956.) 

Unanimously adopted by the executive 
committee of the American Legion, Depart¬ 
ment of Michigan, at a meeting held in De¬ 
troit, Mich., March 18, 1956. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Mary¬ 
land [Mr. Devereux] . 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mr. Chairman, this 
question comes up about the location, 
whether we go to Manistee or let the 
base remain in Kalkaska. There have 
been many statements made on the floor 
of the House with respect to the delay, 
costs, and so on. I might say that the 
committee is not in a particularly good 
position to talk about costs. All the 
facts and figures are in the hands of the 
Air Force. But one particular point I 
would like to address myself to is the 
question of the continuing cost, as far 
as SAGE is concerned. Apparently they 
did not think of that when they recom¬ 
mended the base at Benzie, which would 
be just as far removed from this cross- 
State telephone cable as the proposed 
base at Manistee. 

On the question of responsibility for 
delays, I think, too, the Air Force must 
shoulder a very definite responsibility. 
They knew the thinking of the commit¬ 
tee, the Congress, and despite the number 
of assurances given to Miss Thompson, 

they deliberately located the base out¬ 
side of that particular congressional dis¬ 
trict. Many of us have talked about the 
question of national concern. I might 
say I was the member of the committee 
who moved that the base be relocated 
from Kalkaska to Manistee. The reason 
I made that motion was simply this, and 
I think it is a matter of national con¬ 
cern, too: If the executive department 
can make certain commitments to a 
Member of the legislative branch, as ap¬ 

parently they did—and nobody has re¬ 
futed it yet—then they are placing the 
Member in such position as to seriously 
embarrass him. 

If we allow this sort of thing to go on 
we then permit the executive branch of 
the Government to exercise authority 
which they have no right to exercise: in 
other words, they can go to any one of 
us and have us stick our necks out, have 
us go forth and say the Department’s 
going to do such and such in an area. 
The individual Member would naturally 
publicize that and without any aye, yes, 
or no, or justification the Department 
would say they had changed their mind 
and were going to locate this particular 
base some other place. 

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

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield to the gen¬ 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. It is a matter of record, 
is it not, that the former Secretary of the 
Air Force stated to the gentlewoman 
from Michigan [Miss ThompsonI, that 
this base would be located in her district? 

Mr. DEVEREUX. That was certainly 
my understanding: and the testimony 
that we have before us from the gentle¬ 
woman from Michigan bears that out. 
As I have said, nobody yet has refuted it. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman from 
Maryland has stated, I believe, that he 
offered the motion to make this change 
in designated sites. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. That is correct. 
Mr. VINSON. Another question; Is it 

not a fact that when that motion was 
made the roll was called and 21 members 
of the Committee on the Armed Services 
voted to make the change? 

Mr DEVEREUX. That is correct. 
Mr. Chairman, I think this is something 
extremely vital. 

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

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. I think the gentleman is 

making the most important statement 
that has been made in this debate on the 
subject of the authority or lack of au¬ 
thority of the Air Force to change the 
location of bases at its whim and caprice. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. I thank the gen¬ 
tleman from Iowa. It is certainly true 
that to allow this to go on would make 
it possible for the executive branch to 
put any Member in a most embarrassing 
position if they were, so to speak, to pull 
the rug out from under him- To carry 
this a little further, suppose the execu¬ 
tive branch found 1, 2, or 3 Members ^ 
this body who did not go along with 
them, did not believe in some of their 
proposals: it would be a very very simple 
matter to put that Member of this body 
in a position so that they could go out 
and embarrass him politically to the ex¬ 
tent that they could get rid of him. I 
do not suggest that that factor is present 

' in this case, but I do suggest the possi¬ 
bility, and I do direct to your attention 
the fact that we should be on guard 
against such a move. 

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

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield to the gen¬ 
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON. I have heard a good 
deal of debate to the effect that this 
kind of installation is of benefit to the 
local community. I have a jet air base 
in my district near Pittsburgh. It is 
anything but a benefit: as a matter of 
fact the people of the area wish they 
would take it some place else. We would 
like to have the jet air force base re¬ 
moved from the immediate Pittsburgh 
area. I ask it for the people of my dis¬ 
trict, and I ask it on behalf of the peo¬ 
ple of the city of Pittsburgh and of the 
county commission. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. I can appreciate 
the gentleman’s statement as far as 
benefits are concerned. I must say, how¬ 
ever, that I believe the Kalkaska loca¬ 
tion will be just as beneficial to the 9th 
Congressional District as it will be to the 
11th, and without all the headaches and 
noise. 

Mr. FULTON. May I comment on 
that? 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Certainly. 
Mr. FULTON. When these new jets 

are taking off, when they are maneuver¬ 
ing, when they swoop low and come in 
low over chimney tops, when they stand 
and rev up beginning before the crack 
of dawn, it has depressed property values 
around our airport. Likewise, it inter¬ 
feres with civilian and commercial avia¬ 
tion. Our air base in the Pittsburgh 
area should be considered solely on the 
basis of national security and the condi¬ 
tions existing in our community. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. The question of de¬ 
lay and the action of the Armed Services 
Committee suggests allowing a gap to 
exist in the defenses of our country. 
That I cannot subscribe to despite the 
fact there have been letters read sup¬ 
porting that position. If any delay ex¬ 
ists I think that much of it must be 
ascribed immediately to the Air Force. 

Knowing what the situation was, they 
have never yet justified not having lo¬ 
cated at Manistee, which was one of the 
sites being considered. From a military 
point of view we have had testimony to 
the effect that both sites are equally suit¬ 
able. So my question is. Under such 
conditions and with such a background 
why did not the Air Force then locate at 
Manistee rather than at Kalkaska? 

If they went ahead with their plans 
and so on I would suggest they have 
made an error, though they were tech¬ 
nically within the law, I grant that, but 
they were in error in policy in not having 
located at Manistee. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
3 minutes to the distinguished gentle¬ 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Bailey]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I feel 
that I would be remiss in my duty ^ a 
citizen of the State of West Virginia 
and as one of the State’s Representatives 
in the Congress of the United States, if 
I failed at this time to register a vigorous 
protest against the pending legislation. 
I speak not only for myself but I speak 
the sentiments of the entire West Vir- 

La delegation. 
ome 2 years ago when we were con- 
■ring a military construction bill, 1 
[ projects proposed for West Virgima. 
as told at that time if I did not press 
se projects there would be some- 
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thing included in the next proposal. I 
find, Mr. Chairman, considering this par¬ 
ticular bill, H. R. 9893, and the com¬ 
mittee report accompanying it, that once 
more West Virginia is being treated not 
only as a stepchild, as I said 2 years 
ago, but now we are down to the cate¬ 
gory of a fosterchild and soon we will be 
just a ward of the Government. 

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

Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from the Sixth District of West 
Virginia. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
compliment my colleague, the gentleman 
who represents the Third District of 
West Virginia, on his forthright and 
timely remarks. He has been trying for 
a long time to have recognition given 
toward West Virginia as a State which 
has many advantages to offer in regard 
to certain types of militai'y installations. 
I, too, have been disturbed and con¬ 
cerned at not finding anything listed in 
this bill for West Virginia. My State, of 
all the 48 States, is the 1 State that has 
apparently been omitted, and I know 
that this cannot be a matter of oversight. 
The citizens of my State have made their 
share of the contributions to our na¬ 
tional welfare in time of peace, and they 
have made their share of the saci'ifices 
in time of war. They rightfully expect 
to receive a just proportion of the appro¬ 
priations for military installations, but 
they have been disappointed. It is com¬ 
mon knowledge that the economy of 
West Virginia has been seriously im¬ 
paired by the closing down of coal mines 
throughout the past 3 or 4 years. Inas¬ 
much as we have heard it said that a 
chain is only as strong as its weakest 
link, is it not important to the economy 
of the body politic that every segment 
of that economy be healthy and stable? 
Is it not important to the economy of the 
whole Nation that the economy of a sin¬ 
gle State like West Virginia be lifted out 
of the doldrums? I should think that 
this would be imperative, not only from 
the standpoint of the economic welfare 
of the country but also from the stand¬ 
point of our country’s defense, I, there¬ 
fore, add my protest to that of my dis¬ 
tinguished colleague, and I hope that 
our protests will be heard by those whose 
responsibility it is to give consideration 
to the location of military installations, 
and consideration to the authorization 
of expenditures for military projects. 
West Virginians do not ask for mercy. 
We only ask to be given justice. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chaii'man, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the gentle¬ 

man from Georgia. 
Mr. VINSON. May I state to the Com¬ 

mittee, to the distinguished gentlemen 
from West Virginia, and to the country 
at large, that there is an item in this bill 
for West Virginia. It is a classified item. 
It is one of the most classified in all of 
the classified items referred to in the 
bill, and it involves immediately an ex¬ 
penditure of about $1,500,000, and will 
ultimately cost $20 million. I cannot dis¬ 
cuss any more about it. West Virginia 
has not a single military installation in 
it until this bill becomes law. 
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Mr. BAILEY. I want to thank the dis¬ 
tinguished chairman of the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to leave 
one further thought. Back in World 
War I the Government came into West 
Virginia and invested $134 million in an 
armor plate plant at Charleston. It 
was operated during World War I. It 
was operated partially for a couple of 
years during World War II. It is now 
in mothballs and is costing the Govern¬ 
ment nearly $1 million a year in main¬ 
tenance. They came in in World War II 
and built an ammonia plant in the city 
of Morgantown, and that today is rented 
out to private capital and the Govern¬ 
ment is getting about a quarter of a 
million dollars a year rent. It is time 
we were getting plants for jobs for our 
people. 

We authorized some $3 billion for 
militaiy installations at home and 
abroad, only 2 years ago. Now we pro¬ 
pose another $2 billion and not a single 
cent is allocated for West Virginia. In 
view of the statement of Chairman Vin¬ 
son that our State is to have an in¬ 
stallation out of the present authoriza¬ 
tion I shall withhold an amendment I 
have to ask approval of one of the proj¬ 
ects rejected by the committee 2 years 
ago. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the remainder bf the time to the gen¬ 
tleman from Michigan I Mr. Hoffman! . 

(Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, being an advocate of econ¬ 
omy, I expected, and fully, to go along 
with my colleague from the Fifth Con¬ 
gressional District of Michigan [Mr. 
Ford]. I understood from the statement 
that he made that we, by adopting his 
amendment, would save something like, 
oh, over $400,000 a year on the tele¬ 
phone service. Now I find—at least, my 
figures show or my information is—that 
that is not correct. 

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

Mr. HOPRMAN of Michigan. If you 
give me another minute, I will yield 
for a question. 

Mr. FORD. If I had the time I would 
be very glad to. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield. 
Mr. FORD. On that question. I have 

in my hand a communication from the 
Secretary of the Air Force which reads 
as follows: 

The Kaleva Telephone Co. has offered to 
relinquish without cost that portion of their 
franchise area as directly affects the SAGE 
land line rental at the Manistee location. 
This offer would not reduce the difference to 
any sizable degree inasmuch as the differ¬ 
ence in cost is based upon a requirement to 
install additional commuiiication facilities 
and the distances involved. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I think 
you read that yesterday, did you not? 

Mr. FORD. I do not believe I did 
yesterday. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I 
think so. 

Mr. FORD. I made the statement 
without referring to the specific location. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. All 
right. Anyway, we all know how and 
where you get your figures, and I know 
the gentleman would not intentionally 
mislead me, and I know he did not. He 
may be right, but I just do not accept 
those figures. It is a little bit like a law¬ 
suit I tried once. We had a fellow on the 
witness stand and we tried to get him to 
tell the fair market price of junk. The 
lawyers tried, but we could not get an 
answer. The question related to the fair 
market price of junk. We could not get 
anything out of him. Finally Judge Ses¬ 
sions, later a Federal judge at Grand 
Rapids, tried for an answer. And all 
anyone got out of that gentleman, all we 
got out of him when we asked him to give 
us the fair market price of junk was, "Do 
you want to buy, do you want to sell?’’ 
Now, there you are. You get all sorts of 
figures at different times from different 
sources. The gentleman gets his figures 
from the Air Force. I get mine from the 
hearings and from the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

I listened to my friend from Grand 
Rapids. I admire him, because he is able, 
industrious, and always endeavoring to 
do a better and better job. I have great 
admiration for my colleague from the 
Upper Peninsula, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Knox]. He served 16 

years in the Legislature of Michigan. He 
was speaker for 6 years. He is an astute 
politician, and I know of no one in Mich¬ 
igan that I would rather have support me 
in the coming election in Michigan in 
the Fourth Congressional District. But 
here is a lady in distress because of the 
action of the Secretary of the Air Force. 
There is merit in her claim. I know 
where I will have to go. I will just have 
to do it, notwithstanding my personal de¬ 
sire to vote with my other colleagues 
from Michigan. The Air Force and the 
gentlemen have outmaneuvered her. 
There is no question about that. They 
are adroit. They are capable. They are 
experienced. They are good at this po¬ 
litical game. And that is all right. I 
have no complaint, but I think the north¬ 
ern peninsula of Michigan has enough up 
there just now. It has no need for politi¬ 
cal patronage for the 11th District, nor 
will anything be saved or the security of 
the Nation be advanced by building the 
base at Kalkaska. I go along with the 
general, the gentleman from Maryland, 
General Devereaux, who just preceded 
me a minute ago. I think there will not 
be a gap in our national defense if the 
base goes where the armed services said 
it should to Manistee. That location is 
less than 80 miles from Kalkaska. After 
all, the Armed Services Committee repre¬ 
sents all of our national-defense organi¬ 
zations, not just the Air Force. The 
judgment of that committee and of those 
upon whom it relied I rather accept than 
the reported statement of the Air Force. 

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

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. KNOX. To my esteemed col¬ 
league from Michigan, I might say to 
him that I have not tried to outmaneuver 
anyone at alL 
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Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Well, I 
think you have been negligent if you 
have not, if you thought the base should 
remain at Kalkaska. There is nothing 
wrong in outmaneuvering somebody. 
That is what the armed services try to 
do all the time, and it is only because of 
their success that we won and maintain 
our freedom. 

Mr. KNOX. I agree with you. In 
this particular case they have endeav¬ 
ored to outmaneuver the Air Force, 
which caused great injury to the people 
I represent, who pledged themselves to 
bring community support to that base 
which is sorely needed in any Air Force 
base selected throughout this country. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. That is 
all right. You-have done very well for 
them, and I know they will be lucky to 
be able to keep you. Look what you 
have done for them. You have an air¬ 
port—a jet base—over here at the Soo 
[pointing to the map], just a little bit 
southeast, a whale of a big oiie. I have 
been up there. I have seen it. It is a 
fine one. 

They have an airport over here in the 
other district, the district represented 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Bennett] . He is another good man. 
They will keep him here if they are wise. 
Frank Hook is running against him. 

Then they have this one at Marquette. 
Then they have one which is not marked 
on this chart, up here. They have a 
field there that I think is 2 or 3 miles long 
and about a mile and a half wide. How¬ 
ever, there are no buildings there. They 
put that up there during the war to de¬ 
fend Mr. Knox’s locks, or more accu¬ 
rately, the Nation’s locks. 

Then, over and above everything else, 
if my information is correct, the gentle¬ 
man from Michigan [Mr. Knox] has up 
there the best trout-fishing stream that 
there is in the world. And they moved 
another big plant up there. The geritle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Knox! is a 

real go-getter. 
What is the sense of putting all up 

there in one spot where all can be de¬ 
stroyed in one raid when they do not 
need them all up there? Will you accept 
the judgment of the Committee on the 
Armed Services instead of the judgment 
of the Air Force spokesman? 

I will say to the gentleman, I sympa¬ 
thize with you; my heart goes out to you. 
I hope you tell those bureaucrats at the 
powerplant at the Soo, at St. Marys, the 
next time I come up there to fish on that 
river, instead of sending their patrol 
boat out to drive me off, that they give 
me permission to fish there as does the 
Coast Guard the plant employees. They 
let the people who live there at the Soo 
and the gentleman himself fish up there. 
All he has to do is to go over there and 
they recognize him, at least they should, 
and they say to him—at least they should 
because he is their good and faithful 
servant—“Here is your rod, here is the 
boat, there is the motor, and we will send 
somebody along to fish with you.” Me, 
I have to sneak in around the edge and 
when they catch me, I have to call Wash¬ 
ington and get somebody to rescue me. 

I go along with the General from 
Maryland who served with much distinc¬ 

tion with the Marines. Here they prom¬ 
ised to put this base in the Sixth District 
of Michigan. Of course, that should not 
stand in the way of our national defense, 
if that was involved; but it is not. It is 
just a question of who gets the pie. I 
should like to see it located in the district 
Miss Thompson represents, because we 
all admire her and we know the value of 
her services here. And located thei’e it 
will cost no more to be as efficient as 
elsewhere, moreover, the executive de¬ 
partment should be made aware of the 
fact that they should give us an honest, 
sound opinion in the first instance and 
cannot without reason disregard a sol¬ 
emn promise. 

What do you think about it? You are 
not going to turn down a woman Member 
who asks for something like that which 
has been promised to her or a Member 
when the keeping of the commitment 
will serve the interests of the country, 
are you, just because we have on the 
other side the gentleman from Michi¬ 
gan? I know my friend, Mr. Ford, the 
gentleman from the Fifth District. He 
is a great economist. He in effect says 
you are going to pour this money down 
a rathole if you vote with the armed 
services. I do not think so. That is not 
according to the testimony we get here. 
But if it is true—if it is true, there are a 
lot of ratholes we are pouring money 
down and if tax dollars are to go down a 
rathole I would rather have one of my 
own selection and one in Michigan than 
3 or 4 thousand miles away. The com¬ 
mittee says the amendment will not save 
anything, will not weaken our defense. 
I will go along. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Pennsyl¬ 
vania [Mr. Fulton]. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I should 
like to say this to those Members of the 
House who refer to these jet Air Force 
bases as benefits. In my district south 
of Pittsburgh we have one of the largest 
jet Air Force bases in the world. These 
jet plane installations near large indus¬ 
trial and residential areas are not un¬ 
mixed blessings because of crowding air 
lanes and excessive noise from takeoffs 
and tuning up planes. 

I formally ask the Committee on 
Armed Services, through the chairman 
and the distinguished ranking minority 
member, the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Short] as well as all of the members 
of the Committee on Aimed Services, and 
the Department of Defense, to make a 
suiwey to find the best strategic location 
for the jet airbase at the Greater Pitts¬ 
burgh Airport. The present Air Force 
base is causing unavoidable trouble on 
the matter of air traffic, noise, and 
danger, and has caused real concern in 
our district. 

I ask that attention be given to this 
serious problem that has been studied by 
the Allegheny County Aeronautics Com¬ 
mission, as well as by the Board of Com-, 
missioners of Allegheny County and 
civic groups, each of whom want action 
for relocation. The Air Force jet base 
to protect our area should be located 
where it should be for defense and stra¬ 
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tegically, not just because it may be in 
my own or any congressional district. 

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

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Oklahoma. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
as a member of the Committee on Armed 
Services, in the absence of anyone else 
speaking on this matter, we should be 
delighted to have the base in Oklahoma. 

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

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Texas. 

Mr. DIES. Mr. Chairman, I think 
there is enough noise in Oklahoma now. 
Let us send it to the quiet State of Texas. 

Mr. MA'TTHEWS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Florida. 

Mr. MATTHEWS. I should like to say 
to the gentleman I surely would like to 
have the Committee on Aimed Services 
consider that base for the Eighth District 
of Florida. We have many communities 
that would be delighted to have the base. 

Mr. FULTON. No Federal installa¬ 
tions should be located by the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense except for strategic pur¬ 
poses, and for efficiency and economy. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mi'. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FULTON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Mai'yland. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. I am glad tfie gen¬ 
tleman brought up the question about 
the feeling of the people in the different 
communities. The testimony before our 
committee indicated that there was op¬ 
position from a group, of people from 
Kalkaska as to locating the base there, 
whereas the people from Manistee who 
appeared before our committee were in 
favor. I know some people will say that 
the groups that appeared before us in 
opposition to the Kalkaska site were not 
representative, but there is no question 
about the fact that there was a definite 
feeling among some people who had an 
interest in Kalkaska that they did not 
want it, whereas at Manistee the people 
who appeared before us did want it. 

Mr. 'FULTON. May I close by saying 
that these Air Force bases that use these 
modern jets that start revving up around 
4 or 5 in the morning and go right 
through from time to time to midnight, 
should be placed farther away from the 
great industrial and residential centers 
than they are now. I wish the Commit¬ 
tee on Armed Services would take that 
into consideration. Especially these jet 
and missile bases should be located away 
from residential centers. A survey made 
as to how close to the centers of defense 
areas, these new-type speedier planes, 
and guided missile installations, should 
be built for best defense. I cannot see 
how the boimdaries of a congressional 
district get mixed into the decisions on 
these vital strategic matters, and they 
should not be any factor where the se¬ 
curity of an area, or of the whole Ameri¬ 
can people is involved. 

Mr SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Nevada 
[Mr. Young]. 
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(Mr. YOUNG asked and was given per¬ 
mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, on page 
13 of the pending legislation there is con¬ 
tained an item of some $8,304,000 for 
the purpose of expanding the naval 
auxiliary air station at Fallon, Nev. 

I might say in a prefatory manner 
that there is no lack of unity in Nevada’s 
delegation in the House of Representa¬ 
tives with regard to this project. Last 
week, after much deliberation, I came 
out in favor of it. But I think there are 
certain circumstances surrounding the 
selection of this area that warrant the 
attention of the members of the com¬ 
mittee. 

My remarks might be entitled “The 
Expansion of the Fallon Naval Auxiliary 
Air Station,” or “Why Did the Air Force 
Change Its Mind”? or “What Will Hap¬ 
pen With Regard to 1,800,000 Acres of 
Contaminated Land in Southern Ne¬ 
vada”? 

Last year in August the Navy filed an 
application for some 2,846,000 acres in 
northwestern Nevada for the purpose of 
establishing two gunnery ranges, one 23 
by 50 miles and the other 30 by 50 miles 
in size. In the 1957 budget there was 
contained an additional request for some 
300,000 acres, bringing the total to about 
3,100,000. When the final area is se¬ 
lected, I am sure this amount will be re¬ 
duced to a minimum, considerably below 
this total. 

Considerable opposition arose among 
my constitutents following this an¬ 
nouncement. In contrast to West Vir¬ 
ginia, Nevada has some 14 installations 
varying in size from 3 acres to about 3 
million acres. About 10 percent of our 
land area is now either held by the mili¬ 
tary or included in applications which 
are now pending. Sometimes there is 
almost a sardonic twist in Nevada’s mot¬ 
to, which is “All for our country.” 

’There was some difficulty in getting 
Information in regard to this application 
last fall. However, I do want to com¬ 
mend the Navy for its cooperation since 
the beginning of this year. 

I think most people who considered 
•the desirability of this installation ap¬ 
proached the problem with three ques¬ 
tions in mind: First, is there a need for 
this installation? Second, was the area 
selected in fact the best area in- which 
to locate these two gunnery ranges? 
Third, if the answers to those two ques¬ 
tions are in the affirmative, what can be 
done to lessen the impact upon the local 
nonmilitary use? 

I think the Navy has convincingly 
proved it has a need for this area. They 
are flying at the present time only 34.5 
percent of the necessary sorties on the 
west coast. However, when considering 
this need, I could not help reflecting 
occasionally on a statement I overheard 
a few months ago in an elevator in the 
House Office Building. A passenger 
asked one of the riders, a military 
colonel, how things were. The colonel 
responded, “Pine; we have crises we 
not even used yet.” 

I feel, though, on balance, that the 
Navy did demonstrate convincing need' 
for this area. 

Another question presented was this: 
Is the area being sought in northwestern 
Nevada of 3,100,000 acres in fact the 
best area? One of the most persistent 
inquiries that was heard in m^ State 
was this: Why cannot the Air Force or 
the Navy Air Force use jointly with the 
Air Force some 3,300,000 acres that have 
already been withdrawn in the southern 
part of the State? The Air Force, in 
response to a Navy inquiry in 1953 and 
again in 1955, stated categorically there 
was no possibility of any joint use. The 
Department of Defense and the Air 
Force before the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs in January again re¬ 
iterated that statement. It was with 
some surprise that on March 1 we re¬ 
ceived word from the Air Foi'ce that 
slightly in excess of 1 million acres would 
be made available for joint use by other 
agencies. Mr. Chairman, it was quite a 
bit in excess of 1 million acres. As a 
matter of fact, the total released for 
joint use was approximately 2,200,000 
acres. This, of course, was somewhat 
embarrassing to the Navy, which was 
then forced to reexamine the plans made 
with regard to acquisitions which they 
were seeking in northern Nevada. Had 
the Air Force, when the Navy previously 
requested joint use of the southern Ne¬ 
vada range, indicated such use was pos¬ 
sible, perhaps, the Navy would not have 
been justified in spending some $11 mil¬ 
lion at Fallon and currently carrying out 
a program of about $5 million to improve 
the facilities at the Fallon Airbase. But, 
acting on the assurance of the Air Force 
that joint use was not possible in south¬ 
ern Nevada, the Navy then proceeded to 
expand the facilities at Fallon. If they 
were now to move to southern Nevada, 
there would be a waste of about $15 mil¬ 
lion and delay in obtaining the ranges 
necessary to carry out their air-to-air 
gunnery training. So for this reason I 
feel, then, that the acquisition in north¬ 
ern Nevada should be supported. What 
will happen to the land that has been 
released by the Air Force of some 2,200,- 
000 acres? Fortunately, the Atomic 
Energy Commission apparently desires 
to take over some 341,000 acres and is 
considering an additional 240,000 acres. 
There would then be 1,800,000 acres re¬ 
maining for joint use by other services. 
Why cannot this be turned back to the 
Department of the Interior or to the 
General Services Administration and 
used for mining, grazing, or recreation? 
The reason it cannot be turned back is 
simply this: It has been contaminated 
by unexploded ordnance. There are ap¬ 
proximately 1,800,000 acres in southern 
Nevada which are not suited for farming 
nor for mining, nor is it safe for recrea¬ 
tional use or hunting. It would cost 
about $18 million to decontaminate this 
land and again make it suitable for use 
for nonmilitary purposes. I would like 
to suggest to the Committee on Armed 
Services that they very carefully scruti¬ 
nize requests that have been submitted 
by other branches of the armed services 
to make sure that there is no possibility 
of using the 1,800,000 acres which is now 
contaminated in southern Navada. 

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

Ayril 12 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. 
Mr. ENGLE. Would the gentleman 

indicate why the Navy cannot fly its air¬ 
planes for gunnery practice over this 1 
million acres of land or in excess of 1 
million acres of land which is contam¬ 
inated? As I understand it, they do 
not want the surface anyway, but they 
just want the air space there to fly 
around in. Why can they not go down 
to the other area at Las Vegas and have 
their gunnery practice and use this con¬ 
taminated area? 

Mr. YOUNG. It is contended by the 
Navy that there are plans currently un¬ 
der consideration by the Atomic Energy 
Commission for the establishment of a 
joint ballistics range in that vicinity for 
the next 2 years according to the infor¬ 
mation received by us, and they will fly 
some 50 to 70 missions or sorties each 
year, requiring the use of that range for 
about 10 days out of each month. Be¬ 
cause of this the Navy claims that it is 
not usable so far as their purposes are 
concerned. 

Mr. SHORT. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. YOUNG. I yield. 
Mr. SHORT. I think the answer to 

the question of the gentleman from Cali¬ 
fornia [Mr. Engle] is that the Navy base 
is too far removed from the area to make 
a round trip by jet plane, to the training 
area and perform the training mission 
over the area. 

Mr. ENGLE. That is what I under¬ 
stood to be the reason, but I figured out 
how long it would take them to go down 
there in a modern jet, and it seemed to 
me it would take about 4 minutes. 

Mr. YOUNG. The Navy is also seek¬ 
ing to get 800,000 acres within the gen¬ 
tleman’s district. I am sure the gentle¬ 
man does not desire them in his district. 
Perhaps the Navy would do well to in¬ 
vestigate the 1,800,000 acres now lying 
contaminated in southern Nevada. 

I would like to discuss one more aspect 
of this problem. The Navy has re¬ 
quested a standard withdrawal order 
with regard to the millions of acres they 
are seeking in northern Nevada. Many 
of the sportsmen, nonmilitary users, 
miners, and sportsmen are reluctant to 
see a standard withdrawal order given 
the Navy. Even if they acquiesce in the 
Navy’s request for the land, they would 
like to see inserted in the withdrawal 
order, which will be written by the Sec¬ 
retary of Interior, certain safeguards 
and provisos which will assure to them 
the fact that they will have an oppor¬ 
tunity to use this area along with the 
military service. 

I would like to include at this point 
certain suggested provisos and com¬ 
ments of the Navy thereon. I will rec- 

. ommend that provisos such as these be 
included in any withdrawal order issued 
by the Department of the Interior, affect¬ 
ing this land: 

The following general statement Is con¬ 
sidered as an essential part of the answers 
to questions 4, 5, and 6 which follow and it 
must be considered along with all answers 
which pertain to other uses of the areas in 
question insofar as time is concerned. In 
seeking the use of these areas to reduce its 
training deficit the Navy has computed the 
capacities of these proposed ranges as: 
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Black Rock (30 by 50 nautical miles) : 
18,600 annu^ sorties. 

Sahwave ^3 by 50 nautical miles): 16,000 
annual sorties. 

These capacities were not computed on 
full year-round naval use but on partial use, 
time-wise, to accommodate the various in¬ 
terests desiring to use them. For the two 
areas, computations were: 

Black Rock: Estimated utilization 180 week 
days. Not used about 1 month in the spring 
and 1 month in the fall for cattle roundups. 
Not used at other times during the year for 
stock inspection, provision of salt, etc. 

Sahwave: Estimated utilization 143 week 
days. Not used during January, February, 
and March during sheep grazing. Not used 
1 month in the spring and 1 month in the 
fall for cattle roundups. Not used at other 
times for stock inspection, provision of salt. 

Bearing on questions 5 and 6 is the Navy’s 
previously stated position that land with¬ 
drawals should be standard by public-land 
order with certain exceptions hereinafter in¬ 
dicated and that the requirements of all lo¬ 
cal interests and the Navy be determined 
locally, and detailed arrangements worked 

out locally. 
4. Question. Would there be any objection 

to the conduct of geologic exploration activi¬ 
ties on the area withdrawn if it did not in¬ 
terfere with training activiUes of the base? 

Answer. No objection as long as the ex¬ 
ploration is conducted during the time when 
the range is being used for sheep grazing and 
cattle roundup. 

5. Question. In the event that the Navy s 
request for withdrawal is approved, the fol¬ 
lowing provisos for withdrawal orders have 
been suggested with respect to grazing, tak- - 
ing wildlife, water, timber harvesting, ma¬ 
terials, etc. Would such provisos be ob¬ 
jected to by the Navy? If so, why? If in¬ 
cluded, would they interfere with the train¬ 
ing objectives of the Navy? 

Answer. Subject to comments made above, 
the Department of the Navy prefers that 
withdrawal be accomplished by a standard 
withdrawal order as stated in answer 41 pre¬ 

viously submitted. 

GRAZIKG 

Question. Grazing use of the lands shall 
be administered by the Bureau of Land Man¬ 
agement under the provisions of the act of 
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1267), as amended by 
the act of June 29, 1936 (49 Stat. 1976; 43 
U. S. C. 315, et seq.), at such times and in 
such manner as may be agreed upon by the 
Bureau of Land Management and the De¬ 
partment of the Navy. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy has 

no objection. 
Question. The lands shall continue under 

the administration of the Bureau of Land 
Management for grazing purposes except for 
such times as their exclusive use is required 
for the purpose for which they are reserved 

by this order. 
Answer. The Department of the Navy has 

no objection provided the agreement men¬ 
tioned in the question above is included in 
this question. 

Question. Grazing use of the withdrawn 
lands shall be administered by the Bureau of 
Land Management. Such use shall be per- 
irutted at the discretion of the official of the 
:^reau of Land Management in charge, dur¬ 
ing the period from - to 
_ of each year, during 
which season no use of the lands for bomb¬ 
ing or gunnery shall be permitted: pro¬ 
vided that the Navy officer in charge may 
authorize grazing use earlier or later in all 
or part of the withdrawn lands if such use 
will not interfere with military use of the 

lands. 
Answer. The Department of the Navy has 

no objection provided minimum time re¬ 
quired, as stated above, will not be de¬ 

creased. It is not planned to use these 
ranges for bombing purposes., 

TAKING WILDLIFE 

Question. The taking of all species of wild¬ 
life upon the withdrawn lands shall be strict¬ 
ly in accordance with the game laws of the 
State of Nevada, and the Department of the 
Navy shall take appropriate measures to as¬ 
sure the continual enforcement of such laws. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy con¬ 
curs that the taking of all species of wildlife 
should be in accordance with the laws of 
Nevada, but will not undertake to assure the 
continual enforcement of such laws as far as 
nonmilitary personnel are concerned, but will 
issue appropriate directives to its personnel. 

Question. Except for training purposes or 
the security of the military project and its 
personnel, the use of firearms for any pur¬ 
pose is prohibited on the withdrawn lands 
and all of the lands shall be closed to the 
taking of wildlife. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy con¬ 
curs as a preferable alternate to the question 

above. 
WATER 

Question. The withdrawal made by this 
order shall not extend to any nonnavlgable 
waters in or upon the lands. Any such 
waters not heretofore appropriated shall con¬ 
tinue subject to such appropriation, includ¬ 
ing appropriation by the Department of the 
Navy, as may be authorized by applicable 

law. 
Answer. The Department of the Navy does 

not contemplate development of water re¬ 
sources within the ranges. The position of 
the Department of the Navy was stated by 
the general counsel of the Navy in his state¬ 
ment of January 28. 

TIMBER HARVESTING 

Question. The timber resources on the 
lands shall be subject to management and 
disposal by the Bureau of Land Management 
pursuant to applicable law. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy has 
no objection provided harvesting does not 
conflict with operational requirements. 

MATERIALS 

Question. 'The mineral materials in or on 
the lands shall be subject to disposal by 
the Department of the Interior pursuant 
to the act of July 31, 1947 (61 Stat. 681) as 
amended by the act of July 23, 1955 (69 Stat. 
367; 30 U. S. C. 601, et seq.) under such 
reasonable restrictions as may be required 
by the use of the lands for military pur¬ 
poses. and as may be agreed upon by the 
Department of the Interior and the Depart¬ 
ment of the Navy. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy has 
no objection, provided the mining of mineral 
materials does not conflict with operations 
requirements. 

ALL INCLUSIVE 

Question. The Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment may issue leases or permits for the 
surface use of such lands and conduct 
sales of timber or other materials thereon, 
under applicable laws, and otherwise admin¬ 
ister the lands, provided that all documents 
authorizing the use of or access to the lands 
shall provide that every person occupying 
the lands under authority thereof shall va¬ 
cate them during the periods of firing or 
other conflicting use by the Army, without 
compensation for loss of use of the lands or 
for damages caused by Army use. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy con¬ 
curs except to change tlie word “Army ’ to 
Navy and provide that the administration of 
the lands is subject to the same provision as 
that applying to documents. 

6. Question. The following have been sug¬ 
gested as provisos to be Inserted in a with¬ 
drawal order with respect to managem^t 
and harvest of game in the area being sought. 
Would these provisos be objected to by the 

Navy? If so, why? If included, would they 
interfere with the training objectives of the 
Navy? If not acceptable in present form, 
would you suggest amendments which would 
make them acceptable? 

(a) Provision should be made for an open 
hunting season of 6 weeks starting about 
October 1. 

(b) A provision for approximately a 2 
weeks’ hunting season on antelope and sage 
hen. 

(c) Permission for wardens to conduct pe¬ 
riodic inspections of the areas, including 
wildlife surveys, in cooperation with the 
Navy. 

(d) No special privileges to military per¬ 
sonnel in connection with hunting and fish¬ 
ing. 

(e) Fish and game laws of the State to be 
adhered to at all times, including regulations 
set up by the commission. 

(f) Operations for predator control shall 
be provided by mutual agreement. 

(g) Other mutual problems shall be ar¬ 
ranged in cooperation with the Navy. 

Answer. The Department of the Navy con¬ 
curs in questions (a), (b), and (c), provided 
the restrictions would not decrease the time 
that ranges would be available, and subject 
to the Navy desire that a standard with¬ 
drawal order be issued. 

(d), (e), (f), and (g) : The Department of 
the Navy has no objection. 

I think from the investigation which 
has been conducted under the very able 
leadership of the gentleman from Cali¬ 
fornia [Mr. Engle] in the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs of this House, 
a, number of important conclusions can 
be drawn and observations made. 

First, the fact that approximately 2V2 
million acres have been released by the 
Air Force since the committee hearings 
began early in January justifies the sus¬ 
picion that perhaps more land was being 
held than was actually needed. Land 
has been released since the commence¬ 
ment of the January hearings at the rate 
of 25,000 acres per day, over 1,000 acres 
per hour, or almost 17 acres per minute. 

Secondly, this astonishing rate of re¬ 
lease might suggest that the method of 
review by the armed services and De¬ 
partment of Defense of its military hold¬ 
ings has not been adequate or effective. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Young! 
has again expired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Cederberg]. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. Mr. Chairman, I 
reluctantly take this time, but I feel it 
is necessary to cool the air and probably 
get some of the facts before you in these 
last moments. 

I want to say definitely that as far as 
I am concerned, and I am sure I speak 
for my colleagues [Mr. Ford and Mr. 
Bentley] who have also spoken on this 
matter that we have no personal con¬ 
siderations in this affair whatsoever. 
There are none as far as I am concerned. 
However, we have facts here that I think 
we ought to consider. I notice my sood 
friend the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Devereux] when he made his re¬ 
marks, said: 

If we change the present location from 
Kalkaska to Manistee. 

I think the general was right when he 
said “Present location,” for to all m- 
tents and purposes the present location 
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is at Kalkaska. I am interested in noth¬ 
ing but the facts. The State Depart¬ 
ment of Conservation in Michigan has 
already leased approximately 8,000 acres 
to the Air Force. They have made con¬ 
tracts for clearing the land. As a mat¬ 
ter of fact, the land is in the process of 
clearance at the present time. There 
have been very definite statements made 
that any change in this location will de¬ 
lay the operational date of the base by 1 
year. That is a factor that I think this 
House should take into consideration. 

Secondly, there are disputes as to 
whether or not there will be any addi¬ 
tional cost. The Air Force has stated 
that the cost will be between $270,000 
and $500,000 per year more to operate 
the base at Manistee over Kalkaska. 
Those are facts that I think this body 
ought to take into consideration. Per¬ 
sonalities should mean absolutely noth¬ 
ing. As a matter of fact, I have several 
constituents who have cottages at Torch 
Lake. They write me and say they do 
not want the base at Kalkaska. I write 
them back and say I am sorry but as 
far as I am concerned I think that 
Kalkaska is the logical place for it. I 
will read what I wrote to one of my 
constituents: 

While I appreciate your personal interest 
In this matter due to the location of your 
summer home at Torch Lake, my personal 
opinion from having diligently studied all 
of the facts is that the base should be lo¬ 
cated in Kalkaska County for economic as 
well as tactical reasons. 

I think the tactical reason is the 1 
year’s delay in this very vital important 
network of our Air Force. The President 
has just sent a request for half a billion 
dollars more for our continental defense 
and I do not see how this body can in¬ 
telligently suggest that we ought to take 
this base from Kalkaska, and put it over 
at Manistee in view of the fact that to 
do so would mean 1 year’s delay in mak¬ 
ing it operational. That is my own 
opinion and the very fact that there are 
dollar's involved here from the United 
States Treasury is something that we as 
responsible Members of this body ought 
to take into consideration. 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, will 
be gentleman yield? 

Mr. CEDERBERG. I yield to the gen¬ 
tlewoman from Illinois. 

Mrs. CHURCH. I am tremendously 
impressed with the earnestness of the 
gentleman, but there is a practical mat¬ 
ter in which I am very much interested; 
namely, the variation in the estimate of 
cost. I am wondering if those estimat¬ 
ing cannot get any closer to an esti¬ 
mate than the difference between $200,- 
000 and $500,000. That is a very loose 
estimate, and therefore in my mind is 
subject to great question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 1 additional minute. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. I yield. 
Mr. FORD. In response to the inquiry 

by the gentlewoman from Illinois, I have 
before me data prepared for the Air 
Force by the company that probably will 
provide these facilities. They indicate 

that the Manistee site in question is sim¬ 
ply farther away from the main trunk¬ 
line. If you use 383 circuits the cost dif¬ 
ferential per year is $270,000. If you 
use 683 circuits the cost differential per 
year is $390,000. 

Mrs. CHURCH. I appreciate that, but 
I hope the gentleman will let me make 
the suggestion that it seems very remark¬ 
able that business people cannot come 
any closer than the difference between 
$200,000 and $500,000. Such a guess 
cannot be effective in influencing the 
decision of thoughtful Members. 

Mr. FORD. I can give the gentle¬ 
woman the answer to that. The Air 
Force and Western Electric felt they had 
to have 613 circuits between the main 
trunkline and the base at either site or 
at any site. On subsequent analysis, 
however, they decided they could reduce 
it from 616 circuits to 383. That is why 
there is a variation of between $270,000 
and $460,000 per year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has again ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the remainder of my time to the gentle¬ 
man from Michigan [Mr. Knox]. 

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

Mr. KNOX. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. I want to say in 
view of the costs involved, whether it be 
$270,000 or $460,000, that one of the 
important facts we overlook, I think, is 
the 1-year delay in making this base 
operational. I think that is very im¬ 
portant. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time has ex¬ 
pired. The Clerk will read the bill for 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc.— 

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing per¬ 
manent or temporary public works, including 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 
equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

Technical Services Facilities 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: 
Training and storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory (California Insti¬ 
tute of Technology), California: Research 
and development facility, $143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Main¬ 
tenance facility. $2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Util¬ 
ities, $88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Eispot, Oregon; Storage 
facilities, $258,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, and utilities, 
$5,259,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: 
Utilities, $693,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Opera¬ 
tional facilities and maintenance facilities, 
$832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South 
Carolina: Administrative facility, $98,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Opera¬ 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. 

April 12 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pa.: 
Maintenance facilities, $631,000. , 

Sharpe General Depot, Calif.: Maintenance 
facilities, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Md.: Troop hous¬ 
ing, community facility, and operational 
facility, $889,000. 

Camp Detrlck, Md.: Storage facilities and 
utilities, $913,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research 
and development facilities and utilities, 
$867,000. 

(Signal Corps) 

Fort Huachuca, Arlz.: Troop housing, 
maintenance facilities, storage facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Fort Belvoir, Va.: Storage facility, training 
facility, operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, research and development facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $492,000. 

(Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustls, Va.: Operational facility, 
maintenance facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia: Research and develop¬ 
ment facility and community facility, 
$4,209,000. 

Field Forces Facilities 

(First Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Mass.: Land 
acquisition, $302,000. 

Fort Dix, N. J.; Training facility, $54,000. 
Oswego, N. Y.: Training facilities and land 

acquisition, $583,000. 
Fort Totten, N. Y.: Troop Housing, storage 

facilities, and utilities $1,212,000. 

(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Ky.: Maintenance facilities, and 
community facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Md.: Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, medical 
facility, troop housing, and utilities, 
$5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pa.; Ad¬ 
ministrative facility, storage facilities, and 
utilities, $190,000. 

(Third Army Area) 

Port Bennlng, Ga.: Administrative facili¬ 
ties. maintenance facilities, communications 
facilities, and community facilities, $422,000. 

Fort Bragg, N. C.: Administrative facilities, 
operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

Charlotte Aimed Forces Induction Station, 
N. C.: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Ala.: Troop housing, train¬ 
ing facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

Fort Rucker, Ala.: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
storage facilities, administrative facilities, 
trailer site facilities, land acquisition, and 
utilities, $7,300,000. 

(Fourth Army Area) 

Fort Bliss, Tex.: Training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Tex.: Community facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, 
$2,457,000. 

Fort Sill, Okla.: Training facilities, 
$4,173,000. 

(Fifth Army Area) 

Fort Carson. Colo.: Storage facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, troop housing, train¬ 
ing facilities, and land acquisition, 
$3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison. Ind.: Troop hous¬ 
ing, $140,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: Communications 
facilities and troop housing, $1,092,000. 

Fort Riley, Kans.: Administrative facilities, 
community facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $1,519,000. 
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St. Louis Support Center, Mo.: Adminis¬ 
trative facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Wash.: Community facilities, 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
family housing, and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, Calif.: Maintenance facility and 
community facility, $223,000. 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, Calif.: 
Community facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Ariz.: Troop housing, 
research and development facility, and stor¬ 
age facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, 

$4,111,000. 
(Armed Forces special weapons project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000; 

(Tactical site support facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, storage facilities, 
and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 
(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and 
maintenance facilities, $1,688,000. 

Fort Richardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,- 

000. . . 
Whittier: Storage facilities and training 

facilities, $2,849,000. 
Wildwood Station (Kenai): Storage facil¬ 

ity, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational 
facilities, and maintenance facilities, medi¬ 
cal facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

nance Depot, Texas; such studies to he com¬ 
pleted hy January 31, 1957. Expenditure of 
$25,000 out of appropriations available to the 
Department of the Army is authorized for 
such studies. 

TITLE II 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: 
Land acquisition, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, 
land acquisition and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks. Hawaii: Family hous¬ 
ing and land acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal sys¬ 
tem for Army, Navy, and Air Force facilities, 

$1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
storage facilities, training facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the .^my may 
establish or develop classified military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 
stalling permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prep¬ 
aration, appurtenances, utilities, and equip¬ 
ment, in a total amount of $188,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 
is amended with respect to Port Jay, N. Y., 
uhder the heading “Continental United 
States” and subheadings “Field Forces Fa- 
cities (First Army Area)” in section 101, by 
striking out “$731,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$1,081,000.” and in clause (1) 

" of section 502, by striking out “$224,927,000” 
and “$533,904,000” and inserting in place 
thereof “$225,277.000” and “$534,254,000.” 

respectively. , _ , 
(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 

534, 83d Congress, as reads “Adak Station, 
Alaska' Operational Facilities (including 
troop housing), $70,000” is amended to read 
“Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facilities 
(including troop housing), $180,000” and 
clause (4) of section 502 thereof, is amended 
bv striking the figure “$462,600” and insert¬ 
ing in place thereof “$572,600.” 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall 
make all necessary studies, by contract or 
otherwise, to determine an appropriate site 
for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord- 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by ^ acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or Installing per¬ 
manent or temporary public works, includ¬ 
ing site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 
Shipyard Facilities 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Mass.: Replace¬ 
ment of pier, and plans and specifications for 
drydock facilities, $7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, S. C.: Dredg¬ 
ing equipment, $148,000. 

Naval minecraft base. Charleston, S. C.: 
Operational facilities, personnel facilities, 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, community facilities, se¬ 
curity faoilities, and utilities, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, Calif.: Facili¬ 
ties for remedying effects of ground subsi¬ 
dence and waterfront facilities, $5,984,000. 

Navy underwater sound laboratory. New 
London, Conn.: Research and development 
facilities and land acquisition, $340,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Va.: Person¬ 
nel facilities, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Va.: Utilities and 
land acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama 
City, Fla.: Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, Calif.; Plans 
and specifications for drydock facilities, 

$1,300,000. 
Naval industrial reserve shipyard. Tampa, 

Fla.; Land acquisition, $200,000. 

Fleet Base Facilities 

Naval station. Key West, Fla.: Utilities, 

$927,000. 
Naval station. Long Beach, Calif.; Water¬ 

front facilities, $2,256,000. 
Naval station. New Orleans, La.: Utilities, 

$226,000. 
Naval station, Newport, R. I.: Waterfront 

facilities, personnel facilities, community 
facilities and utilities, $11,672,000. 

Naval station, Norfolk, Va.: Personnel facil¬ 
ities, $2,844,000. 

Naval station. Orange, Tex.: Flood-protec¬ 
tion facilities, including land acquisition, 

$265,000. 
Aviation Facilities 

(Naval air training stations) 

Naval Auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange 
Grove, Tex.; Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field, 
Tex.: Personnel facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, community facilities, station and air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, and utilities, 

$2,247,000. 
Naval air station, Glynco, Ga.: Airfield 

pavements, personnel facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land 
acquisuion, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Tex.: 
Personnel facilities, training faculties, air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tenn.: Fuel 
storage facilities, and aircraft maintenance 

facilities, $511,000. 
Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mis^: 

Site preparation, utilities, plans and specifi¬ 
cations for jet aircraft training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Fla.: Conimu- 
nity facilities and plans and specifications 
for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, 
Fla,: Land acquisition, $13,000. 

(Fleet support air stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, Calif.; Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, N. J.; Navi¬ 
gational aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, 
Calif.: Personnel facilities and utilities, 
$778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, airfield pavements, station 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Fla.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, personnel faculties, 
storage facilities, operational facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, community facilities, and utili¬ 
ties, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Va.: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, N. C.: 
Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, 
operational facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, personnel facilities, communications fa¬ 
cilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, 
Calif.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
land acquisition including not to exceed 
$660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, 
Calif., to partially defray the county’s cost 
in relocating the Niland-Blythe Road, $831,- 
000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nev.: 
Training facilities, aircraft maintenance 
facilities, community facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, N. C.: Air¬ 
field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, naviga¬ 
tional aids, aircraft, and station maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 
$6 million. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Fla.: Navi¬ 
gational aids, operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Fla.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, Calif.: Plans 
and specifications for development of master 
jet aircraft facilities, and land acquisition, 

$10,089,000. 
Naval air station, Miramar, Calif.; Pereon- 

nel facilities, operational facilities, training 
facilities, ordnance facilities, land acquisi¬ 
tion, and obstruction removal for flight 
clearance, $8,835,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, Calif.: 
Land acquisition, $89,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, 
Calif.: Airfield pavements, ordnance and 
ammunition storage facilities, aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, waterfront facilities, op¬ 
erational facilities, navigational aids, and 
land acquisition, $13,072,000. 

Naval air station Oceana, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 
operational facilities, community facilities, 
training facilities, ordnance facilities, open 
storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, 
and relocation of Coast Guard facilities. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, R. I.. 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, and naviga¬ 

tional aids, $2,753,000. Q„nfnrit Fla • 
Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Fla.. 

Aircraft Inalntenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments, personnel facilities, ana utilities, 

^^NavkTair station, Whidbey Island, Wash.: 

Utilities, $149,000. x 
(Marine Corps air stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau- 
C - Aircraft and station maintenance 

^ ’administrative facilities medical 
fUnities personnel facilities, training facili¬ 
ties operational facilities, covered and cold 
storage facilities, community facilities, fue 

No. 60-8 
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dispensing facilities, and wtiiities, $17,- 
384,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, 
N. C.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
$170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Calif.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, airfield pavements, storage fa¬ 
cilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi¬ 
cal facilities, training facilities, personnel 
facilities, operational facilities, and utilities, 
$6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, 
Calif.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, air¬ 
field pavements, personnel facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, community facilities, fuel stor¬ 
age and dispensing facilities, land acquisi¬ 
tion, and utilities, $12,556,000. 

(Special purpose air stations) 

Kaval air facility, John H. Towers Field, 
Annapolis. Md.; Land acquisition, and plans 
for specifications for aviation facilities, 
$4 million. 

Naval air development center, Johns- 
ville. Pa.: Plans and specifications for re¬ 
search and development facilities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J.: Re¬ 
search and development facilities and 
equipment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Md.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities and research 
and development facilities, $475,000. 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, 
Calif.: Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, 
N. J.: Research and development facilities, 
$128,000, 

Supply Facilities 

Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: 
Utilities, $149,000. 

Naval supply depot. Newport, R. I.: Stor¬ 
age facilities, $390,000. 

Naval supply center, Oakland, Calif.: 
Utilities, $50,000. 

Naval supply depot, Seattle, Wash.: Re¬ 
placement of seawall, $199,000. 

Marine Corps Facilities 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Ga.: 
Storage facilities, personnel facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, community facilities, and 
Utilities. $1,742,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, 
Calif.: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, personnel facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, and community facilities, 
$3,436,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, N. C.: 
Personnel facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, training" facilities, community facili¬ 
ties, medical facilities, storage facilities, and 
Utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot. Parris Island. 
S. C.: Personnel facilities, administrative 
facilities, storage facilities, training facili¬ 
ties, community facilities, and utilities, $4,- 
266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton. 
Calif.; Utilities, boat basin facilities, and 
land acquisition, $3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, 
Bridgeport, Calif.: Utilities $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center. Twentynine 
Palms, Calif.: Community facilities and land 
acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, 
Portsmouth. Va.: Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va.: 
Training facilities, ammunition storage and 
ordnance facilities, community facilities, 
and utilities, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego. 
Calif.; Personnel facilities and community 
facilities, $1,679,000. 

Ordnance Facilities 

Naval ammunition depot. Bangor, Wash.: 
Ordnance facilities, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, S. 
C.: Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, 
Calif.: Research and development facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments and fuel storage and dispensing fa¬ 
cilities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J.: Ord¬ 
nance facilities, $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Calif.: 
Ammunition storage and ordxiance facilities, 
$1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingliam, Mass.: 
Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, 
$993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal 
Beach, Calif.: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va.: Am¬ 
munition storage and ordnance facilities and 
utilities, $3,480,000. 

Service School Facilities 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: Earth¬ 
work and land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Brainbridge, Md.: 
Personnel facilities, training facilities, and 
utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, N. Y.: 
Personnel facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, Calif.; 
Training facilities, personnel facilities, and 
utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center, Dam 
Neck, Va.: Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Ill.: 
Personnel facilities, and training facilities, 
$8,413,000. 

Medical Facilities 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, 111.: Medical 
facilities, $12,730,000. 

Naval hospital, Portsmouth, N. H,; Hos¬ 
pital elevator. $57,000. 

Communications Facilities 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Md.; 
Communications facilities, personnel facili¬ 
ties, and utilities. $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and 
land acquisition, $2,450,000. 

Naval communication station, San Fran¬ 
cisco. Calif.: Communications facilities, and 
personnel facilities. $2,029,000. 

Naval communication station, Seattle, 
Wash.; Communications facilities, $45,000. 

Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: 
Communications facilities, $83,000. 

Office of Naval Research Facilities 

Naval research laboratory. District of Co¬ 
lumbia: Plans and specifications for re¬ 
search and development facilities, $1,300,000. 

Yards and Docks Facilities 

Public-works center, Norfolk, Va.: Utilities 
and land acquisition. $443,000. 

Naval construction battalion center. Port 
Hueneme, Calif.: Replacement of wharf, and 
storage facilities, $2,581,000. 

Outside the United States 

Shipyard Facilities 

Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Phil¬ 
ippine Islands; Waterfront facilities, $1,637 - 
000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands; 
Utilities at Olongapo, flood control and drain¬ 
age facilities and community facilities, 
$9,378,000. 

Fleet Base Facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational 
facilities, and laundry and dry cleaning fa¬ 
cilities, $2,351,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
Utilities, $680,000. 

Aviation Facilities 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan;'Airfield 
pavements, aircraft maintenance f.acilities, 
fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Point. Oahu, 
Territory of Hawaii: Personnel facilities and 
aircraft maintenance facilities, $870,000. 

A])ril 12 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine 
Islands: Personnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, personnel 
facilities, communications facilities, family 
housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$4,572,000. 

Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan; Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, 
dredging, navigational aids, and fuel-storage 
facilities, $1,704,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Oahu. Territory of Hawaii; Aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, airfield pavements, and 
operational facilities, $1,045,000. 

Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French 
Morocco: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto 
Rico; Aircraft maintenance facilities, air- 
fied pavements, fuel storage facilities, ord¬ 
nance facilities, personnel facilities, medical 
facilities, and utilities. $4,470,000. 

Navai air station, Sangley Point, Philip¬ 
pine Islands: Airfield pavements, breakwater, 
and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

Supply Facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement 
of fuel storage facilities, $5,000,000. 

Naval station. Argentia, Newfoundland: 
Fuel storage facilities, $1,599,000. 

Naval supply depot. Subic Bay, Philippine 
Islands: Covered and cold storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, waterfront facil¬ 
ities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

Ordnance Facilities 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: 
Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey. 
French Morocco: Ordnance facilities, $245,- 
000. 

Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: 
Ordnance facilities, $241,000. 

Communications Facilities 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Oki¬ 
nawa: Communications facilities, $75,000. 

Naval communication station. Guam, Ma¬ 
riana Islands; Communication facilities, 
$222,000. 

Naval communication facility, Philippine 
Islands: Communications facilities, and 
land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

Yards and Docks Facilities 

Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Util¬ 
ities, $2,210,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is 
authorized to obtain, by contract such en¬ 
gineering, location, and site planning stud¬ 
ies as may be necessary to enable him to 
determine the feasibility and advisability of 
establishing, continuing, or relocating the 
following facilities: Naval air station, Nor¬ 
folk, Va. (bombing targets): Naval air fa¬ 
cility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Md.; 
Naval magazine. Port Chicago, Calif. Ex¬ 
penditures not to exceed $100,000 for such 
studies may be made out of the appropria¬ 
tion “Military Construction, Navy.” The 
Secretary of the Navy shall report to the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Sen¬ 
ate and House of Representatives the con¬ 
clusions of these studies together with such 
recommendations as he shall consider ap¬ 
propriate. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop classified naval instal¬ 
lations and facilities by constructing, con¬ 
verting, rehabilitating, or installing perma¬ 
nent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appur¬ 
tenances. utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $42,997,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 155, 82d Congress, as 
amended, is amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, as amended, strike 
out so much thereof under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading 
“Supply Facilities” as reads as follows: 
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“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
bulk storage: $2,766,500”; and insert in place 
thereof the following: 

‘‘Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and Jet fuel 
bulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,- 

500.” 
(b) In section 201, under the heading 

‘‘Outside Continental United States” and 
subheading ‘‘Communication Facilities”, 
strike out so much thereof as read as follows: 

‘‘Naval communication station, Philippine 
Islands: Consolidated communication facil¬ 
ities; $2,694,500”; and insert in place thereof 
the following: 

‘‘Naval communication station, Philippine 
Islands; Consolidated communications, fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $2,694,500.” 

Sec. 205. Public Law 534, 83d Congress is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading 
‘‘Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Aviation Facilities”, change the amount 
for “Naval air missile test center (San 
Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, Calif.”, from 
“$1,132,000” to “$1,816,000.” 

(b) In section'201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading 
“Ordnance Facilities,” change the amount for 
“Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev.” 
from “$308,000” to “$538,000.” 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for inside continental United States from 
“$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; and total 
amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000.” 

Sec. 206. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 
is amended as follows; 

(a) In section 201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading 
“Shipyard Facilities,” change the amount for 
“Naval electronics laboratory, San Diego, 
Calif.”, from “$143,000” to “$162,000.” 

(b) In section 201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading 
“Fleet Base Facilities,” change the amount 
for “Navy Department, District of Colum¬ 
bia”, from “$81,000” to “$114,000.” 

(c) In section 201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Aviation Facilities,” change the amount 
for “naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, 
Calif.” from “$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike 
out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.; Aircraft 
maintenance faciUties, training facilities, 
communication facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, $4,660,000”; and insert in place thereof 
the following: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Va,: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
communication facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $4,660,000.” 

(d) In section 201, under the heading 
“Outside Continental United States” and 
subheading “Ordnance Facilities,” strike out 
so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: 
Testing facilities, and railroad facilities and 
barricades, $1,132,000”; and insert in place 
thereof the following: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: 
Testing facilities, railroad facilities and bar¬ 
ricades, and land acquisition, $1,132,000.” 

(e) In section 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for Inside continental United States from 
“$299,690,600” to “$299,826,600”; and the to¬ 
tal amount from “$564,224,300” to 
“$564,360,300.” 

title III 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop military installa¬ 
tions and facilities by acquiring, construct¬ 
ing, converting, rehabilitating, or Installing 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, for the following 
projects: 

Inside the United States 
Air Defense Command 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, 
Fla.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hos¬ 
pital and medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvement, 
$13,168,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minn.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquistlon, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, 
Colo.: Housing and community facilities, 

$342,000. 
Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vt.; 

Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, and housing and community facilities, 
and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Mont.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and group improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition and family housing, 
$2,470,000. 

Grand Porks Air Force Base, Grand Porks, 
N. Dak.; Operational and training facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $1,999,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, 
Mo.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Corapolis, Pa.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,087,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, 
Calif.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $2,966,- 

000. 
K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, 

Mich.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements. and land acquisition, $5,051,000. 

Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Mich.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $2,906,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, 
Mich.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, 
$2,156,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath 
Falls, Oreg.: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,- 

000. 
McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash.: 

Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition, 

$1,514,000. 
McGhee-Tyson Airport. Knoxville, Tenn.; 

Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Major Field, Greenville, Tex.; Operational 
and training facilities, and land acquisition, 
$440,000: Provided, however, That none of 
the funds here authorized for appropriation 
shall be expended until the field has been 
recaptured by the United States. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Air¬ 
port, Minneapolis, Minn.: Operational and 
training facilities, and maintenance facili¬ 
ties, $3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $21,215,- 
000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, 
Del.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara 
Falls, N. Y.: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth. Mass.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition and 
family housing, $11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base. Camarillo, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $2,292,000. 

Paine Air Force Base. Everett, Wash.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland. Oreg., area; Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, supply facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquieitlon, $13,- 
508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base. Presque Isle, 
Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base. Kansasville, 
Wis.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative faclUties, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground 
Improvements, $6,801,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, 
Mich.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, 
Iowa: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $2,- 
288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, N. Y.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhamp- 
ton Beach, N. Y.: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $5,- 

441,000. 
Truax Field, Madison, Wis.: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, housing and community facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,874,000. 

Wurtsmlth Air Force Base, Oscoda, Mich-: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
land acquisition and family housing, $3.- 

278,000. 
Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngs¬ 

town, Ohio: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition. 

$2,255,000. 
Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Ariz.: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, housing 

don, $3,545,000, 
Various locations: Operational and traln- 
e facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
cilitles, administrative facilities, housing 
id community facilities, utilities and 
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groxind Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$37,760,000. 

Air Materiel Command 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Ala.; 
Housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,541,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, N. Y.; Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, research, development and test 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $17,966,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements 
and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pa.; 
Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
Calif.: Administrative facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, 
Wash.: Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino. 
Calif.: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, $1,- 
572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pa.; 
Maintenance facilities, administrative facil¬ 
ities, and utilities and ground Improvements. 
$3,983,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Ga.; Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, 
Maine: Supply facilities, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, 
Wash.: Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, 
Okla.: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, $3,- 
498,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station. Shelby, Ohio; 
Family housing, $89,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, 
Ohio.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im-. 
provements, and land acquisition, $17,- 
138,000. 

Various locations: Administrative facili¬ 
ties, housing and community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $444,000. 

Air Proving Ground Command 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Flaj; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $21,094,000. 

Air Training Command 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Tex.; Hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Ala.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, 
Tex,: Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston Tex.: 
Land acquisition, $63,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Chey¬ 
enne. Wyo.: Housing and community facili¬ 
ties, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, 
Tex.; Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss.: Land 
acquisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex.: Hospital and medical facilities, $3,- 
440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Tex.; Utili¬ 
ties and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $225,000. 

Laughton Air Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities $212,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colo.: Land 
acquisition, $1,587,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,902,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $21.- 
650,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans.: 
Land acquisition, $396,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta. Ga.; 
Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nev.; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, Calif.; 
Utilities and ground improvements, $111,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex,: Land acquisition, $133,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock. Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,164,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville. Ill.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, supply facilities, 
and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, 
Tex.: Hospital and medical facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $6,842,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nev.: Supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $2,221,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla.; 
Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $716,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Okla.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, $90,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Ariz.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition, $6,- 
347,000. 

Air University 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery. Ala.; 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $215,000. 

Continental Air Command 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $9,563,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga,: 
Housing and community facilities, $345,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, N. Y.: 
Utilities and ground improvements, $205,000. 

Headquarters Command 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: 
Utilities and ground improvements, $8,000. 

Military Air Transport Command 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, 
Md.: Operational and training facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, housing and community facili¬ 
ties, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base. Charleston, 
S. C.; Operational and training facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $868,000, 

April 12 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Del.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, administration facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements. $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrlghtstown, 
N. J.: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facili¬ 
ties, administrative facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Palm' Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, 
Fla.: Operational and training facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Va.; 
Operational and training facilities, $768,000. 

Research and Development Command 

Canal Air Force Plant No. 62, Hartford, 
Conn.: Research, development, and test fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, Calif.; Re¬ 
search, development, and test facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamagordo, N. 
Mex.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment, and test facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian 
Springs, Nev.: Housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and grotind improve¬ 
ments and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, N. 
Mex.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and research, devel¬ 
opment, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

Laredo Test Site, Laredo. Tex.: Research, 
development, and test facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisitions, $1,219,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, 
Mass.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, development 
and test facilities, housing and community 
facilities^ utilities, and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

National reactor test station, Idaho Falls, 
Idaho: Operational and training facilities, 
research, development and test facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, 
$11,415,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Fla.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, research, devel¬ 
opment and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

Sacramento Peak Observatory. Sacramento 
Peak, N. Mex.: Family housing $153,000. 

Strategic Air Command 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Tex.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 
043,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla.; Housing 
and conununlty facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $1,003,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, La.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisition, $531,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Tex.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and housing 
and community facilities^ $922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Ky.: 
Operational and training facilities, and util¬ 
ities and ground Improvments, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth. Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and main¬ 
tenance facilities, $2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, Calif.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
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facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, 
Okla.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, 
Miss.; Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,654,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, 
Ariz.: Operational and training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $503,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine; Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $7,665,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, 
S. Dak.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, 

$943,000. 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Wash.; 

Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $4,457,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kans.; 
Operational and training facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $1,271,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Tex.; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Miss.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,483,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Fla.; 
Operational and training facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities, and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Ga.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$1,131,000. 
Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, . 

La.; Operational and training facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and utili¬ 
ties and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebr.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
ments, $4,685,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, 
Ark.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, 

$1,528,000. 
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, 

Ohio; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,- 

952,000. 
Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine; 

Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Fla.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community facil¬ 

ities, $3,262,000. 
Malstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, 

Mont.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain 
Home, Idaho; Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebr.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, supply facil¬ 

ities, housing and community facilities, util¬ 
ities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition and family housing, $5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Fla.; 
Housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $786,000. 

Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, 
N. Y.: Housing and community facilities, 

$1,491,000. 
Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouthr 

N. H.; Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, 

$661,000. 
Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kans.; 

Operational and training facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, housing aJid community facilities, util¬ 
ities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $923,000. 

Tinner Air Force Base, Albany, Ga.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$781,000. 
Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, N. Mex.; 

Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, $2,791,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, 
Mass.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, 
Mo.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $815,000. 

Tactical Air Command 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Okla.; 
Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $330,000. 

Blythevllle Air Force Base, Blytheville, 
Ark.; Operational and training facilities and 
maintenance facilities, $933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, N. Mex.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and relocation of structure, $4,- 

505,000. 
Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, S. C.; 

Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 
England Air Force Base, Alexandria, La.; 

Operational and training facilities, mainte- 
and housing and community facilities, 
$2,919,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Tex.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
merits, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash.; 
Operational and training facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$1,111,000. 
Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle 

Beach, S. C.; Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, and housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, N. C.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 

nance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tenn.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Golds¬ 
boro, N. C.; Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
hospital and medical facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $6,637,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, S. C.; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, $3,805,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah; 
Operational and training facilities, $67,000. 

Special Facilities 

Various locations; Research, development 
and test facilities, administrative facilities, 
and land acquisition, $1,240,000. 

Aircraft Control and Warning System 

Various locations; Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing, and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition and family 
housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 
Alaskan Air Command 

Eielson Air Force Base; Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $14,984,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $5,444,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training 
facilities and supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport, Operational and 
training facilities, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $7,055,- 

000. 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, $6,628,000. 

Far East Air Forces 

Hlckam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Ha¬ 
waii: Operational and training facilities, 

$991,000. 
Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston 

Island: Operational and training facilities 
and housing and community facilities, 

$724,000. 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, land ac¬ 
quisition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

Military Air Transport Service 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, $55,- 

859,000. 
Northeast Air Command 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and family hous¬ 
ing, $70,250,000. 

Strategic Air Command 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guana; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilites and ground im¬ 
provements, and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $14,000. 
Northwest Air Force Base. Guam: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities and main¬ 
tenance facilities, $229,000. 
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Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,523,000. 

United States Air Forces in Europe 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housng and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and erection of prefabricated struc¬ 
tures, $97,123,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of .the Air Force 
may establish or develop classified military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 
stalling permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prep¬ 
aration, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 
ment, in the total amount of $163 million. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the act of March 30, 
1949 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended 
by the addition of the following: 

“The Secretary of the Air Force is au¬ 
thorized to procure communication services 
required for the semiautomatic ground en¬ 
vironment system. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 
10 years from' the date communication serv¬ 
ices are first furnished under such contract. 
The aggregate contingent liability of the 
Government under the termination provi¬ 
sions of all contracts authorized hereunder 
may not exceed a total of $222 million, and 
no termination payment shall be final until 
audited and approved by the General Ac¬ 
counting OflSce which shall have access to 
such carrier records and accounts as it may 
deem necessary for the purpose. In procur¬ 
ing such services, the Secretary of the Air 
Force shall utilize to the fullest extent the 
facilities and capabilities of communication 
common carriers, including cooperatives, 
within their respective service areas. Ne¬ 
gotiations with communication common 
carriers, including cooperatives, and repre¬ 
sentation in proceedings involving such car¬ 
riers before Federal and State regulatory 
bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 
ings involve contracts authorized by this 
paragraph shall be in accordance with the 
provisions of section 201 of the act of June 
30, 1949 as amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481).” 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, 84th Con¬ 
gress, is amended, under the heading "Con¬ 
tinental United States” in section 301, as 
follows: 

Under the subheading “Air Defense Com¬ 
mand”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weap¬ 
ons Center, Fort Myers, Fla., strike out 
“$11,577,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$15,462,000.” 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Air¬ 
port, Duluth, Minn., strike out “$1,200,000” 
and insert in place thereof "$1,623,000.” 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. 
North Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$7,709,000.” 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee 
area, Wisconsin, airbase to be known as 
“Richard Bong Air Force Base”, strike out 
“$16,608,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$23,859,000.” 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh 
Airport, Coraopolis, Pa., strike out “$404,000” 
and insert in place thereof "$525,000.” 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force 
Base, San Rafael, Calif., strike out “$1,501,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$2,229,000.” 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Munic¬ 
ipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oreg., strike 
out “$2,042,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,656,000.” 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Air¬ 
port, Knoxville, Tenn., strike out “$582,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$817,000.” 

(9) with respect to Minot site, North Da¬ 
kota, strike out “$5,339,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$6,603,000.” 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Munic- 
IpM Airport, Niagara Falls, N. Y., strike out 

“$1,748,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,575,000.” 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, 
Everett, Wash., strike out “$1,039,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,199,000.” 

Under the subheading “Air Materiel Com¬ 
mand”—with respect to Searsport Air Force 
Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine, strike out 
“$133,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$329,000.” 

Under the subheading “Air Training Com¬ 
mand”—' 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force 
Base, Houston, Tex., strike out “$2,816,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$3,438,000.” 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force 
Base, Greenville, Miss., strike out “$349,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$500,000.” 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, 
Phoenix, Arlz., strike out “$1,557,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,923,000.” 

(4) with respect to Neills Air Force Base, 
Las Vegas, Nev., strike out “$1,153,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,837,000.” 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, 
Sherman, Tex., strike out “$956,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,210,000.” 

(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force 
Base, San Antonio, Tex., strike out “$549,000” 
and insert in place thereof "$730,000.” 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, 
Belleville, Ill., strike out “$1,247,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,862,000.” 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, 
Panama City, Fla., strike out “$478,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$534,000.” 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, 
Enid, Okla., strike out “$871,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$1,181,000.” 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force 
Base, Chandler, Arlz., strike out “$1,045,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,215,000.” 

Under the subheading “Air University”—■ 
With respect to Maxwell Air Force Base, 
Montgomery, Ala., strike out “$2,661,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “Continental Air 
Command”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, 
San Antonio, Tex., strike out “$590,000” and 
Insert in place thereof “$697,000.” 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, 
Marietta, Ga., strike out “$758,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$859,000.” 

Under the subheading “Military Air Trans¬ 
port Service”—With respect to Charleston Air 
Force Base, Charleston, S. C., strike out 
“$4,032,000” and Insert in place thereof 
“$5,306,000.” 

Under the subheading “Research and De¬ 
velopment Command”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 
Muroc, Calif., strike out “$12,429,000” and 
Insert in place thereof “$13,299,000.” 

(2) with respect to Hartford Research Fa¬ 
cility, Hartford, Conn., strike out “$22,375- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$25,780,000.” 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force 
Base, Alamogordo, N. Mex., strike out “$4,965,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$5,637,000.” 

Under the subheading “Strategic Air Com¬ 
mand”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, 
Abilene, Tex., strike out “$4,214,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$4,656,000.” 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force 
Base, Rapid City, S. Dak., strike out 
“$12,380,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, 
Topeka, Kans., strike out “$4,753,000" and 
Insert in place thereof “$5,885,000.” 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force 
Base, Great Falls, Mont., strike out “$5,435,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$6,713,000.” 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, 
Savannah, Ga., strike out “$4,115,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$4,951,000.” 

(6) with respect to Plnecastle Air Force 
Base, Orlando, Fla., strike out “$4,118.- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$5,559,000.” 

April 12 

Under the subheading “Tactical Air Com¬ 
mand”—With respect to Larson Air Force 
Base, Moses Lake, Wash., strike out “$3,574,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$4,724,000.” 

Under the subheading “Aircraft Control 
and Warning System”—With respect to 
“Various locations” strike out “$100,382,- 
000” and insert in place thereof 
“$120,382,000.” 

(b) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, is 
amended, under the heading “Outside Conti¬ 
nental United States” in section 301, as 
follows: 

(tt With respect to Kenai Airfield under 
the subheading “Alaskan Air Command” 
strike out “$356,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,247,000.” 

(c) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, as 
amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$743,- 
989,000”, “$530,563,000” and “$1,279,902,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$800,913,000”, 
“$532,454,000” and “$1,338,717,000”, respec¬ 
tively. 

(d) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, is 
amended, under the heading “Continental 
United States” in section 301, as follows: 
Under the subheading “Air Defense Com¬ 
mand” with respect to Klamath Falls Air¬ 
port, Klamath Falls, Oreg., strike out 
“$4,133,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$5,077,000.” 

(e) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, as 
amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$405,- 
176,000” and “$415,005,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,949,- 
000”, respectively. 

TITLE IV 

General Provisions 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military 
department may proceed to establish or de¬ 
velop installations and facilities under this 
act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 
3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. 
The authority to place permanent or tempo¬ 
rary improvements on land includes au¬ 
thority for surveys, administration, overhead, 
planning, and supervision incident to con¬ 
struction. That authority may be exercised 
before title to the land is approved under 
section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and even though the land is held 
temporarily. The authority to provide fam¬ 
ily housing includes authority to acquire 
such land as the Secretary concerned deter¬ 
mines, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Defense, to be necessary in connection with 
that housing. The authority to acquire real 
estate or land includes authority to make 
surveys and to acquire land, and interests in 
land (including temporary use), by gift, 
purchase, exchange of Government-owned 
land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be ap¬ 
propriated such sums as may be necessary 
for the purposes of this act, but appropria¬ 
tions for public works projects authorized by 
titles I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, 
$86,016,000; outside the United States $29,- 
763,000; section 102, $188,783,000; or a total 
of $304,562,000; 

(2) for title n: Inside the United States, 
$296,572,000; outside the United States, $61,- 
625,000; section 203, $42,997,000, or a total of 
$401,194,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, 
$661,446,000; outside the United States, $312,- 
834,000; section 302, $163 million; or a total 
of $1,137,280,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named In 
title I, II, or in of this act may, in the dis¬ 
cretion of the Secretary concerned, be in¬ 
creased by 5 percent for projects inside the 
United States and by 10 percent for projects 
outside the United States. However, the 
total cost of all projects in each such title 
may not be more than the total amount au- 



5581 1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 

thorized to be appropriated for projects in 
that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 
(1) tlie President determines that com¬ 

pliance with section 4 (c) of the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Procurement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 
153 (c)) for contracts made rxnder this act 
for the establishment or development of 
military installations and facilities in for¬ 
eign countries would interfere with the car¬ 
rying out of this act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comp¬ 
troller General have agreed upon alternative 
methods for adequately auditing those con¬ 

tracts; 
the President may exempt those contracts 
from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United 
States under this act shall be awarded, inso¬ 
far as practicable, on a competitive basis to 
the lowest responsible bidder, if the national 
security will not be impaired and the award 
is consistent with the Armed Services Pro¬ 
curement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may acquire land, and interests 
in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost (exclu¬ 
sive of administrative costs and deficiency 
judgment awards), which the Secretary con¬ 
cerned determines to be urgently required 
in the Interests of national defense. The 
authority under this section may not, how¬ 
ever, be used to acquire more than one parcel 
of land unless the parcels are noncontiguous 
or, if contiguous, do not exceed $5,000 in 

total cost. 
Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military 

departments may, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Defense, acquire, construct, re¬ 
habilitate, or install permanent or temporary 
public works, including site preparation, ap¬ 
purtenances, utilities, and equipment, to 
restore or replace facilities damaged or de¬ 
stroyed in a total amount not to exceed $30 

million. 
Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as 

may be prescribed by the Secretary of De¬ 
fense, the Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments may expend out of appropriations 
available for military construction such 
amounts as may be required for the estab¬ 
lishment and development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing (except family quarters), convert¬ 
ing, rehabilitating, or installing permannt 
or temporary public works determined to be 
urgently required, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for 
projects not otherwise authorized by law 
when the cost of the project is in excess of 
$25,000 but not in excess of $200,000, sub¬ 
ject to the following limitations: 

(1) No such project, the cost of which is 
In excess of $50,000, shall be authorized un¬ 
less approved in advance by the Secretary of 
Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is 
In excess of $25,000 shall be authorized un¬ 
less approved in advance by the Secretary 
of the military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be 
made for any project authorized under this 

section. 
(4) The cost of conversion of existing 

structures to family quarters may not exceed 
$50,000 in any fiscal year at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military de¬ 
partments may expend out of appropriations 
available for maintenance and operation 
amounts necessary to accomplish a project 
which, except for the fact that its cost does 
not exceed $25,000, would otherwise be au¬ 
thorized to be accomplished under subsec¬ 

tion (a). 
(c) The Secretary of Defense shall report 

in detail semiannually to the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Committees of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives with respect to the exer¬ 
cise of the authorities granted by this sec¬ 

tion. 

(d) Section 26 of the act of August 2, 
1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is 
repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, 
acting through the Secretary of a military 
department, may provide family housing for 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
and certain commissioned officers and en¬ 
listed personnel attached to his staff by the 
construction or rehabilitation of five sets of 
family housing, and emergency communica¬ 
tion facilities, without regard to the second 
proviso of section 3 of the act of June 12, 
1948 (62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the 
act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $300,000 
available to the military departments for 
military construction may be utilized for 
the purposes of this section without regard 
to the limitations on the cost of family 
housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authoriza¬ 
tions for military public works to be accom¬ 
plished by the Secretary of a military depart¬ 
ment in connection with the establishment 
or development of military installations and 
facilities, and all authorizations for appro¬ 
priations therefor, that are contained in acts 
enacted before July 15, 1952, and not super¬ 
seded or otherwise modified by a later au¬ 
thorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and 
for appropriations therefor that are set forth 
in those acts in the titles that contain the 
general provisions; 

(2) authorizations for public-works proj¬ 
ects as to which appropriated funds have 
been obligated in whole or in part before 
July 1, 1957, and authorizations for appro¬ 
priations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guar¬ 
anty for family housing in the amount of 
$100 million that is contained in section 302 
of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress; 

and 
(4) the authorizations for public works 

and the appropriation of funds that are con¬ 
tained in the National Defense Facilities Act 
of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 881 and the 
following). 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 
407 of the act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 
1119), as amended, is further amended to 

read as follows: 
“In addition to family housing and com¬ 

munity facilities otherwise authorized to be 
constructed or acquired by the Department 
of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is au¬ 
thorized, subject to the approval of the 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget, to 
construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 
family housing for occupancy as public quar¬ 
ters, and community facilities, in foieign 
countries through housing and community 
facilities projects which utilize foreign cur¬ 
rencies to a value not to exceed $250 million 
acquired pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assist¬ 
ance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through 
other commodity transactions of the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appro¬ 
priated to the Secretaries of the military de¬ 
partments such amounts other than foreign 
currencies as are necessary for the construc¬ 
tion, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of 
family housing and community facilities 
projects in foreign countries that are au¬ 
thorized by section 407 of the act of Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, 
but the amount so appropriated for any 
such project may not be more than 25 per¬ 
cent of the total cost of that project. 

SEC 412. Section 515 of the act of July 15, 
1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read 

as follows: 
“SEC. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1967, 

and 1958 the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, 
and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to 
lease housing facilities at or near military 

tactical Installations for assignment as pub¬ 
lic quarters to military personnel and their 
dependents, if any, without rental charge 
upon a determination by the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee that there is a iack 
of adequate housing facilities at or near such 
military tactical installations. Such hous¬ 
ing facilities shall be leased on a family or 
individual unit basis and not more than 
3,000 of such units may be so leased at any 
one time. Expenditures for the rental for 
such housing facilities may be made out of 
appropriations available for maintenance and 
operation but may not exceed $150 a month 
for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. The net floor area limitations pre¬ 
scribed by section 3 of the act of June 12, 
1948 (5 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to 47 
units of the housing authorized to be con¬ 
structed at the United States Air Force 
Academy by the act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 
47). The net floor area limitations lor those 
47 units are as follows: 5,000 square feet 
for 1 unit for the superintendent; 3,000 
square feet for each 2 units for deans; 
and 1,750 square feet for each of 44 units for 
department heads. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense 
Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 
882), is further amended by striking out 
clause (a) and inserting in place thereof the 
following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or trans¬ 
fer, construct, expand, rehabilitate, convert 
and equip such facilities as he shall deter¬ 
mine to be necessary to effectuate the pur¬ 
poses of this act, except that expenditures 
for the leasing of property for such purposes 
may be made from appropriations otherwise 
available for the payment of rentals and 
without regard to the monetary limitation 
otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to 
be constructed at a military installation un¬ 
der title IV of the Housing Amendments of 
1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 
authority under the act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119). the act of July 15, 1955 
(69 Stat. 324), and this act to provide hous¬ 
ing at that Installation may be exercised 
at other military installations of the depart¬ 
ment concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military 
departments are authorized to contract for 
the storage, handling, and distribution of 
iiquid fuels for periods not exceeding 5 years, 
with option to renew for additional periods 
not exceeding 5 years, for a total not to 
exceed 20 years. This authority is limited to 
facilities which conform to the criteria pre¬ 
scribed by the Secretary of Defense for pro¬ 
tection, including dispersal, and also are 
included in a program approved by the 
Secretary of Defense for the protection of 
petroleum facilities. Such contracts may 
provide that the Government at the expira¬ 
tion or termination thereof shall have the 
option to purchase the facility under con¬ 
tract without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 
and 3734 or the Revised Statutes, as amended, 
and prior to approval of title to the underly¬ 
ing land by the Attorney General: Provided 
further. That the Secretaries of the military 
departments shall report to the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Committees of the Senate and the House 
of Representatives with respect to the names 
of the contractors and the terms of the 
contracts, the reports to be furnished at 
times and in such form as may be agreed 
upon between the Secretaries of the military 
departments and the Committees on Armed 

ervices. 
SEC. 417. In the design of the family hous- 

ig and other repetitive-type buildmgs in 
tie Continental United States authorized 
V this act, the military departments shall, 
o the extent deemed practicable, use the 
rinclple of modular design In order that 
be facility may be built by conventional 
onstruction, on site fabrication or factory 
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fabrication, ■whichever the successful bidder 
may elect. 

Sec. 418. Notwithstanding the provisions 
of any other law, no contract shall be en¬ 
tered into by the United States for the con¬ 
struction of family housing units by or for 
the Use of military or civilian personnel of 
any of the military services of the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense unless such housing has 
been Justified to the Armed Services Commit¬ 
tees of the Senate and House of Representa¬ 
tives. 

Sec. 419. Section 404 of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955 is amended to read as 
follows: 

“Sec. 404. 'Whenever the Secretary of De¬ 
fense or his designee deem it necessary for 
the purposes of this title, he may acquire by 
pxurchase, doiration, or other means of trans¬ 
fer (but not by condemnation), any land 
or (with the approval of the Federal Hous¬ 
ing Commissioner) any housing financed 
with mortgages Insured under the provisions 
of title 'VIII of the National Housing Act as 
in effect prior to the enactment of the Hous¬ 
ing Amendments of 1955. The purchase price 
of any such housing shall not exceed the 
actual cost (as that term is defined in sec¬ 
tion 227 (c) of the National Housing Act with 
respect to new construction) of the housing 
as determined by the Commissioner less de¬ 
preciation thereon at a rate of 2 percent 
per annum, less the amount of accumulated 
unexpended reserves for replacement, and 
less the principal amount and accrued in¬ 
terest under any mortgage or other indebted¬ 
ness outstanding thereon and assumed by 
the Government. Property acquired under 
this section may be occupied, used, and im¬ 
proved for the purposes of this section prior 
to the approval of title by the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral, as required by section 355 of the Re¬ 
vised Statutes, as amended. The authority 
so to acquire housing may be exercised by 
acquiring the capital stock of a corporation 
owning and operating housing financed with 
mortgages insured under the provisions of 
title HI of the National Housing Act as in 
effect prior to the enactment of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955, but without deduction 
for such reserves for replacement as are held 
by the corporation at the time of the trans¬ 
fer of the capital stock to the Government.” 

Mr. VINSON (interrupting the read¬ 
ing of the bill). Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that further reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, that it be 
printed in the Record at this point and be 
open to amendment at any point in the 
bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Vinson: On 

page 8, strike all of section 104 and on line 
25, change “Sec. 105” so as to read "Sec. 104.” 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, in ex¬ 
planation of the amendment just offered, 
may I say that section 104 designated 
certain camps as permanent installa¬ 
tions. In view of a communication re¬ 
ceived on March 21 from the Secretary 
of the Army designating, in his capacity 
as Secretary of the Army, the identical 
camps as permanent. I, therefore, de¬ 
sire to strike from the bill section 104. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia (Mr. Vinson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent to insert at this 

point in the Record the letter received 
from the Secretary of the Army. 

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

There was no objection. 
(The letter referred to follows:) 

March 21, 1956. 
Hon. Carl Vinson, 

Chairman, Committee on Armed Serv¬ 
ices, House of Representatives. 

Dear Mr. Chairman: This letter will con¬ 
firm my personal conference with you this 
morning. 

You will recall that General Taylor and 
I, in January of this year, discussed with 
you Army plans for a review of Army in¬ 
stallations. At that time I agreed that the 
Army would be prepared to inform you by 
April 15 of those posts within the con¬ 
tinental United States which it felt Jus¬ 
tified as designating permanent installa¬ 
tions. 

I am pleased to be able to Inform you 
that the Army studies on this subject have 
been completed. After a careful review of 
the recommendations of the Army staff, I 
am today designating Camp Gordon, Ga., 
Camp Stewart, Ga., Fort Jackson, S. C., Camp 
Chaffee, Ark., and Fort Leonard Wood, Mo., 
as permanent Army installations. My de¬ 
cision with respect to these five stations is 
based entirely upon military requirements 
and long-range estimates pertaining to the 
strength of the Army. I am confident that 
you and the members of your committee 
will support my decision in this respect. 

The designation of the five stations men¬ 
tioned in the preceding paragraph repre¬ 
sents a maximum estimate as to future re¬ 
quirements for Army Forces in the United 
States under planned worldwide deploy¬ 
ments. I do not anticipate that any ex¬ 
tension of permanent Army establishments. 
Including the five stations in question, can be 
Justified within the foreseeable future. 

Sincerely yours, 
Wilber M. Brucker. 

Secretary of the Army. 

Mr. VINSON. .Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Vinson: On 

page 29, following line 21, insert the follow¬ 
ing language: 

“Majors Field, Greenville, Tex.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $440,000: Provided, however. That 
none of the funds here authorized for ap¬ 
propriation shall be expended until the field 
has been recaptured by the United States.” 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
purpose of this amendment is to have the 
Air Force recapture a field at this desig¬ 
nated point in Texas. After it has been 
recaptured and the title to the field is 
back in the Government, then we au¬ 
thorize an expenditure of $440,000 for 
improvenrent of the base. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

(Mr. GROSS asked and was given per¬ 
mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I take 
this time because during the early part 
of general debate I asked the gentleman 
from Georgia a question concerning the 
Grandview Air Force Base, which I prefer 
to call the Truman Airport at Kansas 
City. The gentleman from Georgia at 
that time said he would have some in¬ 
formation later. My question is. How 
much has been expended on this Truman 
Airport at Kansas City up to this time? 

April 12 ■ 
Mr. VINSON. Knowing the interest I 

of the distinguished gentleman from ■ 
Iowa in a great many of these things, ■ 
and knowing he would propound some ■ 
Inquiry along this line, here are the 1 
facts: The total amount of construction ■ 
authorized for this installation for the 1 
fiscal year 1955 is $3,402,000. I 

Mr. GROSS, "fhat is the airbase? • 
Mr. VINSON. Total amount of funds ■ 

applied to this authorization through 
fiscal year 1955 is $15,600,000. The fiscal 
year 1956 military construction program 
contains line items in the amount of $3,- 
402,000. I knew the gentleman was go- j 
ing to ask for that information, so I am 
happy to give it to him. ; 

Mr. GROSS. That is the deal that * 
started out at $9 million, then went to $13 
million, and now is going to come to 
what?—$19 million or something like 
that before they get through with it? 

Mr. VINSON. Well, I will give you 
the whole history if you want it. 

Mr. GROSS. No; I do not want the 
whole history. But, would you mind 
answering this question? Have they got¬ 
ten rid of the septic tanks out there? 

Mr. VINSON. I am sorry. I do not 
know. But I will ask my committee to j 
designate the gentleman from Missouri ' 
[Mr. Short], or someone else, to go down 
and find out. 

Mr. GROSS. Another question I 
would like to ask the gentleman is this: 
Has the Continental Air Command been 
moved down there yet? 

Mr. VINSON. No, it has not. 
Mr. GROSS. And never will be, will 

it? 
Mr. VINSON. I doubt it. 
Mr. GROSS. And we were sold this 

bill of goods on the premise that the 
Continental Air Command would be 
moved to Grandview? 

Mr. VINSON. This is a veiy impor¬ 
tant base to that great section of the 
country. I think all of this information 
should place the gentleman in a very 
receptive mood so that he will take the 
viewpoint of the Committee on Armed 
Services on this bill. 

Mr. GROSS. I have fought this deal 
for a long time, but I think I know when | 
I am licked, so I am not going to offer 
an amendment to the Grandview appro¬ 
priation. Now I see a provision in this 
bill for a $300,000 appropriation to build 
a housing setup for the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. I wonder if the 
gentleman would explain that. 

Mr. VINSON. With pleasure. In the 
last authorization bill that same item 
appeared, but when it reached the Sen-* 
ate it was deleted and w'e could not 
place it back in conference. So, again 
this year we bring it before the commit¬ 
tee for its consideration. Now, the plan 
is this: There is no permanent residence 
for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff. It is proposed to construct on 
what is known as the Naval Observatory 
site up on Massachusetts Avenue two 
or three buildings for him and his as¬ 
sistants which will cost in the neigh¬ 
borhood of $300,000. This includes a 
very important communications center. 
The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff must have some of his officers with 
him all the time, and it is highly im- 
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portant that facilities be made available 
to his close personnel who must carry 
out his orders promptly. 

Mr. GROSS. Does not the gentleman 
think he is going overboard with a 
$300,000 appropriation for this purpose? 

Mr. VINSON. Of course, it does not 
mean just one building; it means several 
houses up there will cost that much. 
Those and the important communica¬ 
tions facility. 

Mr. GROSS. Even if you divide 5 
into $300,000, you have some pretty ex¬ 
pensive buildings going up there to house 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff and the people that attend him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Iowa has expired. 

(Mr. GROSS asked and was given 
permission to proceed for 5 additional 
minutes.) 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield further, there are 
59 officers in this area that have homes 
provided by the Congress and main¬ 
tained. Now, the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff has no permanent domi¬ 
cile fixed by the Congress. 

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

Mr. GROSS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. In further answer, we 
all know that the Commandant of the 
Marine Corps has a very fine residence 
here in Washington, as well as the Chief 
of Naval Operations. These buildings 
provided for in this authorization will be 
erected on ground already owned by the 
Government. Not only will the money 
be spent on the homes, but a rather ex¬ 
tensive communications system will be 
set up. And, if we should ever have 
another Pearl Harbor, we would not want 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
the most powerful military man not only 
in our own Nation but perhaps in the 
world, to be without adequate quarters. 

Mr. GROSS. I do not think we would 
like to see the Vice President of the 
United States wiped out in a bombing 
raid, either, but we do not provide him 
with a $300,000 home. 

Mr. SHORT. They should have done 
it a long time ago. 

Mr. GROSS. I do not agree with the 
gentleman. In my opinion, there are 
plenty of houses available, for instance, 
at Fort McNair. What is wrong with 
those houses? 

Mr. SHORT. Well, those houses are 
already occupied. They have a shortage. 

Mr. GROSS. Then, let us move some¬ 
body out. 

Mr. SHORT. Certainly we should 
have a respectable, decent home for the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
that is commensurate with his dignity 
and importance in the management of 
affairs of the most powerful nation on 

Mr. GROSS. The question is, Should 
we pay out money at the rate of $300,000 
for a house? 

Mr. SHORT. This $300,000 is not for 
a house. It is for houses and an inter¬ 
communication system. 

Mr. GROSS. I think the gentleman 
well knows that the bulk of the $300,000 
will go into a house. 

Mr. SHORT. It should. 
Mr. GROSS. For one person, the 

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff? 
Mr. SHORT. It should. 
Mr. GROSS. That is for 1 house, to 

house 1 man and his family. I do not 
agree with that at all. I think you are 
going far overboard. You are going to 
build something here that will come close 
to being goldplated. I do not think we 
are in a position in this country today 
to finance that sort of thing. 

Mr. SHORT. $300,000 today does not 
build too fine a house in Washington. 

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman from 
Missouri says that $300,000 does not build 
a good house? 

Mr. SHORT. It is the same as an item 
we approved last year. 

Mr. GROSS. I will say to the gentle¬ 
man that I intend to offer an amendment 
to strike it out. It probably will not 
succeed. 

Mr. SHORT. I do not think it will. 
Mr. GROSS. I am certainly going to 

try to stop it. I do not seem to have 
much luck on items of that kind, but I 
shall try. 

I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee this question. Do I under¬ 
stand that there is $800 million in this 
bill for overseas bases? 

Mr. VINSON. The total amount for 
the Army overseas is $29,763,000; for the 
Navy, $61,625,000; for the Air Force, 
$312,834,000. About $400 million of the 
$2 billion represent authorizations out¬ 
side of the United States. 

Mr. GROSS. In other words, approxi¬ 
mately half a billion dollars will go for 
installations outside the United States? 

Mr. VINSON. For various things. 
Mr. GROSS. The gentleman cannot 

tell us where those bases are? I sup¬ 
pose that is classified. 

Mr. VINSON. I may say that they are 
all over the world. If the gentleman will 
examine the report, the report will give 
him as much information as to where 
they are located as it is possible to di¬ 
vulge publicly. 

Mr. GROSS. Can the gentleman tell 
us whether there is any money in this 
bill to expand or to build airbases in 
Iceland? 

Mr. VINSON. It is not listed. 
Mr. SHORT. If the gentleman will 

allow, the gentleman will get a complete 
list of these projects if he will turn to the 
report at pages 42 and 43. 

Mr. GROSS. I am very much inter¬ 
ested in the proposed expenditure for 
overseas purposes. 

iJlr. SHORT. We all are. 
Mr. GROSS. Because we are learning 

that many of these nations are going 
neutral on us. I wonder what is going to 
happen to the installations for which 
we are making expenditures if these na¬ 
tions become neutrals at a time when we 
are going to need them most. I wonder 
how much of this money ought to be ex¬ 
pended on overseas bases. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I do not 

think the gentleman need worry about 
this item as much as some of the others, 
because they cannot transfer this house 

to Russia or any other nation. It is go¬ 
ing to be in this country. 

Mr. GROSS. I was not talking about 
that $300,000 house; I was talking about 
the militaiT installations in foreign 
countries upon which we have already 
expended billions of dollars and upon 
which it is now proposed to spend an¬ 
other half billion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia [Mr. Vinson], 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. I desire to state to the 
Committee that this is what is known 
as the SAGE amendment which was 
printed in the Record. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Vinson: On 

page 51, strike all of section 303 and insert 
in lieu thereof the following new section 
303: 

“Sec. 303. Section 1 of the act of March 
30, 1949 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended 
by the addition of the following: 

“ ‘The Secretary of the Air Force is au¬ 
thorized to procure communication services 
required for the Semiautomatic Ground En¬ 
vironment System. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 10 
years from the date communication services 
are first furnished under such contract. 
The aggregate contingent liability of the 
Government under the termination provi¬ 
sions of all contracts authorized hereunder 
may not exceed a total of $222 million, and 
no termination payment shall be final until 
audited and approved by the General Ac¬ 
counting Office, which shall have access to 
such carrier records and accounts as it may 
deem necessary for the purpose. In pro¬ 
curing such services, the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent 
the facilities and capabilities of communi¬ 
cation common carriers, including coopera¬ 
tives, within their respective service areas. 
Negotiations with communication common 
carriers including cooperatives, and repre¬ 
sentation in proceedings involving such 
carriers before Federal and State regulatory 
bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 
ings involve contracts authorized by this 
paragrap shall be in accordance with the 
provisions of section 201 of the act of June 
30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A., sec. 

481)’ 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
mendment was discussed during the 
»resentation of the rule and also v/hen 
addressed the Committee during gen- 

ral debate. The amendment was 
ilaced in the Congressional Record on 
ast Tuesday. I understand that it is 
n thorough accord with the viewpoints 
if all the gentlemen who have interested 
hemselves with the Committee on 
irmed Services on this matter. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
trill the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Does this 

imendment apply to the matter of 
5AGE that was discussed on the noor 
luring general debate, at which tirne 
fie gentleman paid a very kindly tribute 
,o the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr McCormack] and myself? 
Mr. VINSON. It does, and I am going 

Mr BROWN of Ohio. I intended to 
fiow'my wife that kindly reference in 
,he Congressional Record and I coum 
lot find it in the Record. I just 

9 No. 60- 
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wondered if the gentleman would be 
willing to reinsert it in the Record so 
that Mrs. Brown and Mrs. McCormack 
could know that Mr. McCormack and I 
were doing something that was of bene¬ 
fit to our country. 

Mr. VINSON. I am going to do that 
right now. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. And will the 
gentleman permit it to remain in the 
Record? I would appreciate having 
that comment again. 

Mr. VINSON. Recognizing the fact 
that I have to be before the Rules Com¬ 
mittee in a few days, I will be sure to 
have it in the Record. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. We are waiting 
for the gentleman’s appearance before 
the Rules Committee. 

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

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Kansas. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. In the rapid reading 
by the Clerk of the amendment, I was 
not able to catch all of the last phrase 
about appearance before State and Fed¬ 
eral regulatory bodies. 

Mr. VINSON. We are following the 
law as it is today. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. Would the gentle¬ 
man mind stating briefly what this sec¬ 
tion 201 is about? I am not familiar with 
it myself. 

Mr. VINSON. The amendment reads 
in part as follows: 

In procuring such services, the Secretary 
of the Air Force shall utilize to the fullest ex¬ 
tent the facilities and capabilities of com¬ 
munication common carriers, including co¬ 
operatives, within their respective service 
areas. Negotiations with communication 
common carriers, including cooperatives, 
and representation in proceedings Involving 
such carriers before Federal and State regu¬ 
latory bodies where such negotiations or 
proceedings involve contracts authorized by 
this paragraph shall be in accordance with 
the provisions of section 201 of the act of 
June 30, 1949. 

The basic act reads: 
Provided, That contracts for public utility 

services may be made for periods not exceed¬ 
ing 10 years; and 

(4) with respect to transportation and 
other public utility services for the use of 
executive agencies, represent such agencies 
in negotiations with carriers and other pub¬ 
lic utilities and in proceedings Involving car¬ 
riers or other public utilities before Federal 
and State regulatory bodies; 

Provided, That the Secretary of Defense 
may from time to time, and unless the Presi¬ 
dent shall otherwise direct, exempt the Na¬ 
tional Military Establishment from action 
taken or which may be taken by the Ad¬ 
ministrator under clauses (1), (2), (3), and 
(4) above whenever he determines such ex¬ 
emption to be in the best interests of na¬ 
tional security. 

Mr. SCRIVNER. I thank the gentle¬ 
man. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
a very well prepared statement giving 
some detail about this amendment, and it 
is as follows; 

I wish to draw the particular attention 
of the House to the last sentence of the 
amendment which I have just offered. 
That sentence reads as follows: 

Negotiations with communication com¬ 
mon carriers, Including cooperatives, and 
representation in proceedings involving such 

carriers before Federal and State regulatory 
bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 
ings involve contracts authorized by this 
paragraph shall be in accordance with the 
provisions of section 201 of the act of June 
30, 1949, as amended (40 USCA, sec. 481). 

The law which I have cited gives the 
Administrator of General Services Ad¬ 
ministration authority to represent agen¬ 
cies of the Government, including the 
Defense Department, in negotiations 
with carriers and other public utilities 
and in proceedings involving carriers or 
other public utilities before Federal and 
State regulatory bodies. 

So far the authority granted is entire¬ 
ly clear. However, the language in the 
law immediately following that which I 
have just quoted permits the Secretary 
of Defense, on his own initiative, to ex¬ 
empt the Department of Defense from 
the exercise of the authority granted to 
the Administrator of General Services. 
That means that when the Secretary has 
exempted himself, the General Services 
is excluded from any of the activities 
which are the subject of the law which 
I quoted. 

The only thing which can prevent the 
Secretary of Defense from exempting 
himself is for the President to “otherwise 
direct.’’ If the President otherwise di¬ 
rects, then the General Services steps in 
the picture and performs all of the func¬ 
tions which are described in the law. 

The authority given the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration is an important au¬ 
thority and it was granted to that agency 
by the Congress with the thought that 
the General Services Administration 
should maintain a proper surveillance of 
the utility contracts entered into by the 
United States. I believe this was a wise 
provision of law. 

I am aware that former President Tru¬ 
man took proper and strong action to 
prevent any exemption by the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense under section 201 (a), 
which was to the effect that General 
Services Administration should partici¬ 
pate actively in these utility contracts. 
However, President Eisenhower revoked 
former President Truman’s letter so that 
today the Secretary of Defense is free 
to exempt himself, and, therefore. Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration has no voice 
in these matters. 

If the Secretary of Defense does ex¬ 
empt himself, it simply means that the 
Department of Defense is in the position 
of being both the contracting party and 
the representative of the Fedei-al Gov¬ 
ernment. 

I might say that it is the intention of 
the committee to closely follow and 
watch any rates charged for communi¬ 
cation services in any contracts made 
under the provisions of this section and, 
particularly so, if the Secretary of De¬ 
fense should exempt the Defense Depart¬ 
ment from any jurisdiction by the 
Administrator of General Services, and if 
the Pi’esident does not direct otherwise. 
The committee is cooperating as effec¬ 
tively as possible with the Defense De¬ 
partment, but recognizes that this field 
is a very delicate one, in which the in¬ 
terest of the Federal Government should 
be adequately and thoroughly protected. 

I sincerely trust that the Secretary of 
Defense will not exempt the Department 
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of Defense. The effect of that would be 
to eliminate the General Services Admin¬ 
istration from any consideration of these 
very important matters. If the Secre¬ 
tary seeks to exempt himself, I sincerely 
trust that President Eisenhower will, in 
accordance with the law and the intent 
of the law, “direct otherwise” and there¬ 
by bring the General Services Admin¬ 
istration into the picture. 

I believe that the House and the coun¬ 
try owe a debt of gratitude to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCormack], the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Brown], and the gentleman from 
Virginia, Judge Smith, and to the House 
Armed Services Committee for the de¬ 
voted manner in which we both have 
studied and pursued all of the phases re¬ 
lating to the SAGE system. It is through 
their combined efforts that the esti¬ 
mated annual cost of communication 
services for SAGE, after it is in full op¬ 
eration, have been cut from $240 million 
a year to $157 million a year. This is a 
savings of $83 million per year, or a sav¬ 
ings of $830 million over the 10-year 
period. 

I repeat, in my judgment the House 
and the country owe a debt of gratitude 
to our distinguished colleagues, to the 
distinguished gentleman from Massa¬ 
chusetts [Mr. McCormack], and I wish 
to so state publicly. 

Again, I want to take this opportuni¬ 
ty publicly to express my appreciation 
and I am sure the thanks of.the Con¬ 
gress and the country at larg^e for the 
deep interest that the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
McCormack], the distinguished gentle¬ 
man from Ohio [Mr. Brown], the dis¬ 
tinguished gentleman from Viriginia 
[Mr. Smith], and the entire 37 mem¬ 
bers of the Committee on Armed Serv¬ 
ices have shown and the part they have 
played in bringing about a reduction 
ftom $240 million in annual charges 
down to $157 million or a saving of some 
$83 million a year. As this is a 10-year 
contract, the scrutiny by these gentle¬ 
men and others will bring about a sav¬ 
ing of $830 million. I think all who 
played any part in this are entitled to 
the thanks of the Congress and the 
country for that saving. I thing this 
bears the repetition I have given it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. 

Vinson: On page 59, lines 3 and 4, strike 
“$292,572,000” and insert “$296,572,000”; 
and on line 5, strike “$397,194,000” and 
insert “$401,194,000.” 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment is a technical amendment 
merely correcting certain figures in the 
bill. The bill is loaded down with fig¬ 
ures of all sorts and, of course, they must 
be made accurate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike out the last word. 
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Mr. Chairman, a little earlier in the 
day the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Devereux] made some very effective re¬ 
marks during which he said in sub¬ 
stance that the Department of Defense 
at times places Members of the Congress 
in a very bad position by some of the 
things that are done. The delegation 
from the State of Massachusetts can well 
subscribe to that fact. We have in Mas¬ 
sachusetts the Murphy Army General 
Hospital. The Members are well ac¬ 
quainted with that hospital because the 
Department of Defense for the last 2 
fiscal years have been trying to close it. 
But the House of Representatives very 
wisely and very kindly and very gener¬ 
ously followed the request and the rec¬ 
ommendation of the united Massachu¬ 
setts delegation in this body and put in 
the appropriation bill the necessary 
money to keep the Murphy Army Gen¬ 
eral Hospital open during the last fiscal 
year, and the present fiscal year. We 
received assurances that if the appro¬ 
priations necessary were put into the 
bill that the hospital would be kept open 
during the fiscal year for which funds 
were appropriated. They kept that 
promise in the last fiscal year. For the 
present fiscal year, money has been ap¬ 
propriated to keep it open until June 30, 
1956. But, we are faced with a rather 
unpleasant situation where the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense has utilized some of 
the space in the Murphy Army General 
Hospital for Air Force activities, and 
while that is inconsistent with the un¬ 
derstanding which we thought existed, 
nevertheless, it was not a suflacient 
occupation of space to destroy completely 
the effectiveness of the hospital as such. 

We now find that they are going to 
move the Army engineers in there, and 
that plans are underway to do so, and 
that this is being done administratively. 
Now if that is done before June 30, and 
before we have an opportunity to pass 
upon the Defense Department appropri¬ 
ation bill, at least as one member of the 
Massachusetts delegation, I shall con¬ 
sider that such. action is inconsistent 
with the expressed or implied promises 
made to the Massachusetts delegation. 

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

Mr. McCORMACK. I will be glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Arkansas, 
because the Arkansas delegation is in 
a similar situation. 

Mr. NORRELL. I would like to say 
that the entire delegation from Arkansas 
goes along with you on your Massachu¬ 
setts hospital, as well as that great Army 
and Navy hospital in Arkansas. Those 
two hospitals ought not to be closed, 
and I hope that the Armed Services will 
see to it that as far as they are con¬ 
cerned they are not closed, and I am 
sure the Appropriations Committee will 
do likewise. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I thank the 
gentleman. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the 
distinguished gentlewoman from Mas¬ 
sachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It 
seems incredible to me that this hospital 
should be closed at this time. When 

we hear that civilian defense is asking 
for more beds and more hospitals, when 
all of our hospitals in Massachusetts are 
so crowded that we cannot get people in, 
then to close it when the East is so in¬ 
flamed, it seems to me incredible. I do 
not understand it. My own feeling is 
that many of the people who have sug¬ 
gested closing it will regret it. What on 
earth will we do if we suddenly have a 
lot of wounded people, or if we have an 
epidemic? I have tried to get people 
into civilian hospitals and could not do 
it, and in two instances they died. I 
speak with great feeling. 

Mr. McCORMACK. May I ask the 
gentlewoman if the statement I just 
made, that the Massachusetts delega¬ 
tion understood, either expressly or by 
implication, that if the Congress put in 
the necessary appropriation to keep the 
hospital open for this fiscal year, they 
would do so during the fiscal year? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes. 
That was my very definite understand¬ 
ing. One reason they did not have more 
patients at the Army hospital is because 
they have been shipping them out every¬ 
where where they should not go. There 
are a great many women who expect to 
have their babies there. I do not know 
where they can go if they cannot go to 
this hospital. 

Mr. McCORMACK. So, we are faced 
with this situation, that administra¬ 
tively they are moving in there other 
activities for nonhospital purposes. I 
have no contixjversy with the Army en¬ 
gineers, because they have to go where 
they are told to go, but if they go in the 
hospital, then the hospital is destroyed 
for hospital purposes. If the money is 
carried in the next appropriation bill 
to keep it open, they will say “Why, the 
hospital is closed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has 
expired. 

(By unanimous consent, Mr. McCor¬ 
mack was granted 5 additional minutes.) 

Mr. McCORMACK. It is closed. May 
I make one further observation? Sev¬ 
eral weeks ago we passed a bill unani¬ 
mously to provide additional medical 
services for dependents of men in the 
service. We wisely did so. Men who 
are in the service in all parts of the 
world, serving their country, must know 
their dependents are taken care of. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson] 

handled that bill, and it was a very, very 
fine bill, and it was passed unanimously. 
Naturally, that bill will require addi¬ 
tional hospitalization. 

I wrote the Secretary of the Army 
calling his attention to that fact in re¬ 
lation to Murphy General Hospital, and 
I suggest that my friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. Norrell] keep that bill in mind 
also in relation to the hospital in 
Arkansas. 

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

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. GAVIN. I listened with a great 

deal of interest to what the gentleman 
has had to say about the Murphy Gen¬ 
eral Hospital and I concur in everything 
the gentleman has stated. As a member 
of the subcommittee of the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Committee, several years ago we 

spent several days visiting Murphy Gen¬ 
eral Hospital. Tliere has been an at¬ 
tempt made to close that hospital for the 
post several years. I agree with what you 
have to say about the hospital. Murphy 
General Hospital is a very important seg¬ 
ment of the hospital program in the Bos¬ 
ton area. It is a facility that is greatly 
needed throughout that section of the 
country. It is utilized and necessary. 
What the objective is to close the hos¬ 
pital I cannot understand, but several 
years ago we conducted a very thorough 
investigation of the Mui-phy General 
Hospital and the committee determined 
it was essential to the hospital program 
in the entire Boston area. I assure the 
gentleman that I will be only too pleased 
to cooperate in any way I can to see that 
the Murphy General Hospital remains in 
operation. It is doing a great and needed 
work and it is essential that it should be 
continued. It would be in my opinion a 
serious mistake to close this institution. 
This matter should be pursued futher to 
see that this hospital remains in opera¬ 
tion. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I appreciate the 
remarks of the gentleman from Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

May I say the Army Engineer Head¬ 
quarters should be in Boston. The hos¬ 
pital is out in Waltham, and it will cost 
four or five hundred thousand dollars 
for the Army engineers to go in there. 
There is a new Federal lease-purchase 
building proposed for Boston, and it is 
intended that the Army engineers will 
occupy at least 100,000 square feet of 
space in there, if a certificate of deed 
comes from the Defense Department. 
The Army engineer headquarters be¬ 
longs properly in Boston. 

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

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. PHILBIN. I want to associate 

myself completely with the most appro¬ 
priate remarks made by the majority 
leader. Repeatedly, year after year, we 
have been assui'ed by the Defense De¬ 
partment that the Murphy General Hos¬ 
pital would remain open to serve our 
armed services personnel and their de¬ 
pendents. There is a real, urgent need 
for it. If it is to be deactivated, as is now 
proposed, and steps are already under 
way to that end—the equipment is being 
moved; patients are refused admission; 
personnel is being reassigned, then we 
will be without a general Army hospital 
in Massachusetts for the fii’st time in a 
great many years. 

In these circumstances, it will be nec¬ 
essary for those requiring medical treat¬ 
ment to which they are entitled as mem¬ 
bers of the armed services in an Army 
general hospital, to travel all the way to 
Phoenixville, Pa., to secure it. 

I think this situation is something that 
requires our careful, immediate atten¬ 
tion. I would like to commend the able 
majority leader for setting forth the 
facts and the urgency so clearly, suc¬ 
cinctly, and forcefully. I assure him of 
my complete cooperation and hope his 
and our combined efforts to clear and 
settle this question will be successful at 
a very early date. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I appreciate the 
gentleman’s remarks. 
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Mr. JOHANSEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. 
Mr. JOHANSEN. Do I understand 

the distinguished majority leader to say 
that the hospital is still operating but 
that currently military installations are 
being put in the same building ? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes. 
Mr. JOHANSEN. I am most inter¬ 

ested in that because at the time of the 
closing of the Percy Jones Hospital in 
Battle Creek, my distinguished predeces¬ 
sor, Mr. Shafer, sought to secure the 
transfer to Percy Jones of the Armed 
Services Medical Program Agency with 
the understanding that a military plant 
or hospital would be maintained in that 
Government-owned installation. At 
that time he was told by the Defense De¬ 
partment that it was impossible to have 
a military installation in the same prop¬ 
erty as a hospital because it would deny 
to that hospital the protection of the 
Geneva Convention. At that time my 
distinguished predecessor responded to 
that argument that it was completely 
farcical and fantastic. I want to know 
whether that argument is still relied on 
by the Defense Department. 

Mr. McCORMACK. In reply to the 
gentleman’s statement I may say that 
there was a distinct understanding that 
this hospital would be operated during 
this fiscal year. Plans are now under 
way to occupy a great majority of the 
space there so there will be no hospital 
and then when we make an effort to get 
appropriations for next year they will 
make the argument that there is no hos¬ 
pital there. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has ex¬ 
pired. 

(On request of Mrs. Rogers of Massa¬ 
chusetts, Mr. McCormack was allowed 
to proceed for 1 additional minute.) 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
would like to remind the House that 
some years ago when the Murphy Gen¬ 
eral Hospital was closed at great ex¬ 
pense, a few months afterwards war was 
declared and it had to be reopened at 
great expense. I am very suspicious and 
superstitious that they should want to 
close this hospital with the situation as 
difficult and precarious as it is today re¬ 
garding a world conflagration. 

Mr. McCORMACK. All I ask is that 
they agree to keep this hospital open 
the balance of this year until Congress 
has an opportunity of determining 
whether or not there should be appro¬ 
priations made to keep it open during 
the next fiscal year. 

My remarks apply also to the Arkan¬ 
sas Hospital. I think good faith re¬ 
quires them to keep the expressed or 
implied promise they have given to the 
Massachusetts delegation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has 
again expired. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, has the 
amendment been voted on? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not yet. 

Mr. VINSON. T ask for a vote on the 
Vinson amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

another amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Vinson; On 

page 57, strike all of lines 6 through 9 and 
on line 10 following the word “Congrep,” in¬ 
sert the words “as amended,”; and on lines 
12 and 13, strike the figures ‘‘$458,563,000” 
and “$1,207,902,000” and insert in lieu there¬ 
of “$530,563,000” and “$1,279,902,000.” 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, this is a 
reduction of $72 million in the bill due 
to the fact that that item was taken from 
this bill and put in another bill which 
has already passed the House and Senate 
and has been signed by the President. 
The $72 million, therefore, should come 
out of the pending bill. 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I join in the remarks 
made by the distinguished gentleman 
from Georgia, chairman of the Commit¬ 
tee on Armed Services, about the saving 
as a result of the alertness of the gentle¬ 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCor¬ 
mack], in connection with these SAGE 
contracts. I include as a part of my re¬ 
marks the following editorial taken from 
the Boston Sunday Post of April 8, 1956; 
McCormack’s Scrxjtiny of SAGE Contracts 

Results in Projected $830 Million Saving 

(By John Kelso) 

Washington, April 7.—House Majority 
leader John W. McCormack, of Boston, has 
made a projected saving of $830 million for 
the American taxpayers. 

This whopping pre-April 15 saving re¬ 
sulted from the close scrutiny McCormack 

gave the contracts setting up the multi- 
billlon-dollar program known as SAGE—• 
semi-automatic ground environment. 

SAGE will complement DEW—distant 
early warning line—to form a protective 
radar screen in the atomic age around the 
United States. 

When plans for SAGE first hit Capitol Hill 
one figure in them called for an annual 10- 
year expenditure of $240 million. 

This has since been pruned to $157 mil¬ 
lion—a saving of $83 million a year, or $830 
million for 10 years. 

McCormack stood virtually alone In Con¬ 
gress in his determination to get a much 
closer look at the costs involved in SAGE. 

His fight has also meant that Congress first 
must authorize the project before any funds 
can be appropriated for it. It was planned 
originally to push SAGE through by means 
of a budget item. 

Legislation which would authorize SAGE 
will reach the House floor this coming Thurs¬ 
day. There is a distinct possibility, it was 
said, that further cuts in the program will be 
made after this open debate. 

The exact item on which the $83 million 
annual cut was made, acording to a tran¬ 
script of a hearing, involved in yearly pay¬ 
ments of the Government for the use of tele¬ 
phone lines essential to the continental de¬ 
fense project. 

Mr. Chairman, as a result of the pub¬ 
licity that the distinguished majority 
leader gave to this last fall, the rural 
telephone companies throughout the 
United States were aware of their part 
in this SAGE organization. Some of 
them wrote to me. I have taken the 

floor and come down to the well of the 
House twice to discuss this matter with 
Members of the House and members of 
this committee. As a result of the pub¬ 
licity initiated by the majority leader, 
the rural telephone companies were 
aware of the part they were going to 
play in this vast SAGE organization. 

When I presented the matter to the 
committee, the chairman of the Com¬ 
mittee on the Armed Seiwices, and the 
members of that committee, gave me a 
very com’teous and attentive hearing 
and wrote into this bill and into the re¬ 
port language which I believe protects 
to the utmost the interest of the rural 
telephone companies. However, after 
the hearing before the committee and 
after the courtesy that was shown and 
after the distinguished gentleman from 
Georgia directed the Armed Forces to 
permit the rural telephone companies to 
participate in SAGE, a representative of 
the rural telephone companies had a 
conference with a representative of the 
Air Force. That was an unsatisfactory 
conference because the Air Force said: 
“Well, you, the rural telephone com¬ 
panies, are represented by the Bell Sys¬ 
tem, or you are represented by the inde¬ 
pendent telephone companies.” 

At a result of that, the head of the 
National Rural Electric Cooperative As¬ 
sociation, who was representing the rural 
telephone companies, said: 

Our people do not feel they are getting a 
fair shake in this matter. They want some 
representation in the SAGE project other 
than that of the Bell companies and the 
United States Independent Telephone Asso¬ 
ciation. 

Since then, however, the Bell com¬ 
panies have by letter to Mr. Riggs Shep- 
perd, president. National Telephone Co¬ 
operative Association, said: 

I have been asked by this company— 

American Telephone & Telegraph Co.— 
to inform you that it would be happy to have 
a representative of your organization as one 
of its members— 

Of the Industry Committee. 
After I received a copy of this letter 

yesterday I called the Air Force and they 
said they would be happy also to have a 
representative of the Rural Telephone 
Association on the Industry Committee. 
So I feel as a result of the activities of 
the Armed Services Committee and its 
distinguished chairman, and as a result 
of the publicity that the distinguished 
majority leader gave this matter last 
year, the interests of the rural telephone 
companies are now adequately and 
amply protected. 

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

Mr. METCALF. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from* Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. I want to thank- the 
gentleman for the contribution he has 
made, for it was he who brought to the 
attention of the House and the commit¬ 
tee the importance of including the local 
telephones and the co-ops in this SAGE 
program. 

Mr. METCALF. And the gentleman 
from Georgia deserves and merits the 
thanks of the rural telephone companies 
everywhere for his contribution. 
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(The letter to Mr. Sheppard is as fol¬ 
lows:) 

April 10, 1956. 

Mr. Riggs Sheppard, 
President, National Telephone Cooper- 

ative Association, South West Texas 
Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Hondo, 
Tex. 

Dear Riggs: I had expected to hear from 
you before this time with regard to the 
selection of a representative of the National 
Telephone Cooperative Association for the 
Industry Coordinating Committee for SAGE. 
As we discussed on April 3, following Mr. 
Thiessen’s request to Mr. Todd, Of the Moun¬ 
tain States Telephone & Telegraph Co. that 
your association be represented, this commit¬ 
tee asked me to inform you that it would be 
happy to have a representative of your or¬ 
ganization as one of its members assuming 
he has the necessary security clearance. 

The industry committee, as I mentioned 
to you, includes representatives from the 
Lincoln Laboratories, Bell Laboratories, the 
Air Defense Engineering Service, Western 
Electric, manufacturers of independent tele¬ 
phone equipment, USITA, and Rural Elec¬ 
trification Administration as well as repre¬ 
sentatives of the operations and engineer¬ 
ing department of A. T. & T. The commit¬ 
tee’s primary responsibility is to consider in¬ 
dustry proposals and coordinate the provi¬ 
sion of telephone facilities and equipment 
for the various SAGE sites. Their activities 
relate principally to the technical considera¬ 
tions involved in the installation and main¬ 
tenance of the telephone and signaling 
equipment required. 

As explained to you the committee has no 
responsibility for the location of SAGE sites 
and only comes into the picture after a site 
has been established by the Air Defense Com¬ 
mand and the orders have been Issued by the 
ADC for the provision of the facilities re¬ 
quired. It was my impression after we had 
discussed the committee’s responsibility that 
you would like to check further with some 
of your members and officials and would let 
me know your desires. 

As I indicated in our telephone conversa¬ 
tion, we will be very happy to assist your 
association in any way practical in obtaining 
security clearance for your representative if 
it is decided that you would like to have 
someone on the Industry Committee. 

We also discussed the possibility of fur¬ 
nishing you with site location information, 
facility requirements, etc., as soon as such 
advice is received from the Air Defense Com¬ 
mand and it is determined that the location 
Is in the operating area of one of your mem¬ 
bers. As you probably know, for the con¬ 
venience of the Air Force, this Information is 
generally furnished through the Long Lines 
Military Communications Office of this com¬ 
pany to the associated companies who in 
turn notify the independent companies or 
cooperatives involved. I find that in addition 
our Long Lines people can readily furnish 
direct to you the information relating to 
your members if you will kindly give me a 
list of them. 

It would be helpful to have your decision 
regarding the selection of a committee mem¬ 
ber as soon as possible. In the meantime if 
there are any questions in connection with 
the SAGE project as it affects your telephone 
cooperative association or any of its members 
or if I can help in any other way, please do 
not hesitate to call me. 

Your very truly, 
L. L. Moody. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the committee amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

• Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. Vin¬ 

son: On page 68, line 1, strike out “(a)” 
and strike out all of subsection (b) which 
appears on line 8 through line 12. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, the ef¬ 
fect of the amendment is this: Under the 
Capehart law the life of the military 
housing mortgage is 25 years. The Com¬ 
mittee on Ai'med Services reduced it to 
20 years. We abandoned the position we 
had previously taken, and we are re¬ 
storing it back to 25 years. 

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

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. On page 68, section 418, 
there is this language: 

Notwithstanding the provisions of any 
other law, no contract shall be entered into 
by the United States for the construction of 
family housing units by or for the use of 
military or civilian personnel of any of' the 
military services of the Department of De¬ 
fense unless such housing has been justified 
to the Armed Services Committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives. 

I wonder why that language. 
Mr. VINSON. I will tell you why. 

Under the Capehart amendment it is 
provided for the construction of 100,000 
units fo^'the armed services. The Armed 
Services Committee feel that they should 
know and have knowledge of what con¬ 
struction is going on for the armed per¬ 
sonnel. Now, we will have Wherry 
houses, we have private-enterprise 
houses, and we have Capehart houses, 
and we want to be sure that there are not 
going to be too many houses and that 
they will not be put in places where 
they are not warranted or justified. The 
other day the Air Force asked for over 
30,000 units, and we had to break that 
down. Here it is broken down. We took 
up each one of these items at each 
instaiiation, and we found out how many 
Wherry houses there were, how many 
private-enterprise houses there were, and 
how many other houses, to see whether 
or not they were justified in building 
Capehart houses. 

Mr. GROSS. Have there been serious 
abuses? 

Mr. VINSON. Well, it just started. 
It is just going into effect. It just 
started, and we want to put our finger on 
it. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, wiil 
the gentieman yieid? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the distin¬ 
guished Speaker. 

Mr. RAYBURN. I know that recentiy 
the Army, the Air Force, and so forth 
have recommended the buiiding of 50,000 
units at various places. A great many of 
them were to be at places where there 
are Wherry houses. Now, I want to ask 
the gentleman if he and his committee 
are going to keep their hands on this 
thing so that when there are Wherry 
houses, with the Government making a 
90 percent guaranty on the loan, 
whether or not his committee and those 
working with him are going to see to 
it that where these Wherry houses are 
buiit and are sufficient that their vaiue 
is not going to be destroyed by buiiding 

other houses by the Army, the Navy, or 
the Air Force. 

Mr. VINSON. I will say to the distin¬ 
guished gentleman from Texas, the hon¬ 
orable Speaker of the House, that is the 
very purpose of section 418. Were it not 
for that section, the Congress would 
have no control over it at all, because 
strictly speaking today they can build 
100,000 units without coming before the 
committee. But, we had an understand¬ 
ing that they must clear these things 
even before this bill goes into law. 
Therefore, the Air Force appeared before 
the committee the other day and asked 
for several thousand units, and we made , 
them break it down to where Wherry 
houses are to be built, where private en¬ 
terprise houses are to be built, and that 
is the purpose of it. We will watch it 
very closely. If the House passes this 
bill in the language it is in, you can rest 
assured that the distinguished gentle¬ 
man from Missouri [Mr. Short], the 
distinguished gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Rivers], and myself, and 
others who constitute the subcommittee 
will look into this closely. We will be 
satisfied that there is an absolute bona 
fide need before we approve any one of 
them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle¬ 
man from Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a 

committee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment: On page 15, line 

21, Insert: 
“Naval air facility, John H. Towers Field, 

Annapolis, Md.: Land acquisition, and plans 
for specifications for aviation facilities, 
$4,000,000.’’ 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to state that those are all the commit¬ 
tee amendments. I offer a suggestion to 
the distinguished gentleman from Mich¬ 
igan [Mr. Ford], that he offer his 
amendment at this time. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Ford: On page 

29, line 3, strike the words “Manistee Air 
Force Base, Manistee, Mich.,’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the words, “Kalkaska Air Force 
Base, Kalkaska, Mich.’’ 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
should like to see if it is possible to 
reach an agreement on time on this 
amendment. I am very anxious that 
the gentlewoman from Michigan [Miss 
Thompson] be permitted to address the 
Committee for at least 20 minutes. The 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Ford] 

is recognized now for 5 minutes. I 
should like 5 minutes myself, and I be¬ 
lieve the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Knox] would like 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. If the 
gentleman is offering a unanimous- 
consent request, reserving the right to 
object, I very much desire to have 3 
minutes in order to apologize to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Knox]. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman. I ask 
unanimous consent that debate on this 
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amendment and all amendents there¬ 
to close in 45 minutes with the under¬ 
standing that the gentlewoman from 
Michigan [Miss Thompson] will have 
at least 20 minutes. 

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

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Michigan [Mr. Ford] is recog¬ 
nized for 5 minutes on his amendment. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment puts the airbase back where 
the Air Force has been constructing an 
airbase for the past 7 or 8 months. The 
question legitimately is asked. Why did 
the Air Force initiate construction at 
that base? The Air Force did it in good 
faith because on July 28, 1955, the chair¬ 
man of the House Committee on Appro¬ 
priations by letter approved construc¬ 
tion at Kalkaska. The Air Force initi¬ 
ated construction in August of last year 
at the Kalkaska site because on July 29, 
1955, the Honorable Carl Vinson, chair¬ 
man of the House Committee on Armed 
Services, in a letter to the Assistant Sec¬ 
retary of the Air Force, said; 

I am gratified that final selection of this 
base has been made, since I know of its Im- 

jjortance to our Air Defense Command. 

The Air Force initiated construction 
last August because on August 11 the 
1955, Senator Hayden, chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, in 
a similar letter said: 

In addition, the committee has approved 
the development of Kalkaska, Mich., Air 
Force Base. 

Tire Air Force initiated construction 
last August because on August 11, the 
chairman of the Senate Committee on 
Military Construction, the Real Estate 
Subcommittee, in a letter to the Air 
Force told them to go ahead. 

The Air Force in good faith initiated 
this construction in August of 1955, 
spending taxpayers’ money to get the 
job done. Now we find that they in ef¬ 
fect are told they must change to an¬ 
other site. 

If the Manistee site is selected, we will 
find this will be the result: In the first 
place, the Air Force will waste at least 
$500,000 of funds which in good faith 
they have spent on the Kalkaska site. 
In addition, there will be an increased 
cost at Manistee on an annual basis for 
a 10-year period of $3,900,000. That is 
the additional cost of SAGE at Manistee 
over Kalkaska. 

In addition, if the Air Force cannot 
construct its base at Kalkaska and has to 
do it at Manistee, there will be $938,000 
in additional initial construction cost. 
In other words, you are going to find, 
if this amendment is not agreed to, that 
at least $5 million more will be spent on 
the Manistee site than would be spent on 
the Kalkaska site. 

Furthermore, we have another prob¬ 
lem. The people of Traverse City, Mich., 
a community of 18,000, after getting 
word that the Air Force would proceed 
and authority was given by the responsi¬ 
ble chairmen of the various committees, 
went out and raised on their own $84,000 
to buy land for the Air Force. That land 
is in the process of being procured. 

I am told that the community of Man¬ 
istee, the alternative site, has refused to 
offer any funds for the procurement of 
land, and that that will put an additional 
$134,000 burden on the Federal Treas¬ 
ury. 

How can we in good faith, after these 
people in this community have gone out 
and raised $84,000, tell them, “No, we 
are changing the base”? I cannot un¬ 
derstand that. 

Thirdly, the Michigan State Conserva¬ 
tion Commission agreed to make 7,100 
acres of State-owned timberland avail¬ 
able to the Air Force to build this air¬ 
base at Kalkaska. A contract was 
signed. They started to cut the land. 
Now this committee says they cannot 
proceed. 

The State Conservation Commission 
has said, and I have in my hand a news¬ 
paper article concerning it, that they 
will not sign a contract with the Air 
Force for any other locality. If you 
move the airbase to the Manistee site, 
the Air Force has to procure 5,400 acres 
from the State Conservation Commis¬ 
sion, and they say they will not author¬ 
ize it. I do not blame them, because we 
have broken faith with them already, if 
this amendment is not agreed to. They 
cannot have any faith in our judgment 
if we are going to sign a contract and 
then the Air Force is told they cannot 
carry out its responsibilities. I am re¬ 
liably informed they will not make any 
other contract with the Air Force for 
State-owned land. 

In conclusion, let me say just this: 
On the basis of dollars, on the basis of 
time, on the basis of good faith with the 
State Conservation Commission, and the 
people of Traverse City, in my humble 
judgment we ought to agree to this 
amendment permitting the Air Force to 
continue construction at a site where 
they have been building since August of 
1955. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog¬ 
nizes the gentlewoman from Michigan 
[Miss Thompson] for 20 minutes. 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I appreciate the privilege of 
speaking before the House on a subject 
that has become very controversial in 
my district, and which I sincerely hope 
may be resolved by this great body. I 
am not here to ask for anything that is 
unfair, or that is not right. 

On February 10, 1954, I received a 
letter from the Secretary of the Air 
Force, Harold E. Talbott, stating that a 
jet air base would be located in the Ninth 
Congressional District, in the Traverse 
City area. Not knowing the probable 
pros and cons in relation to a jet airbase, 
I was very happy and expressed my ap¬ 
proval. Of course, it never occurred to 
me to influence the Secretary in the ex¬ 
act choice of the site. That was his busi¬ 
ness, and to have it within my district 
was enough for me. 

The Air Force engineers first explored 
the possibility of placing the base in the 
Long Lake area. Grand Traverse County, 
but immediately Dr. Joseph E. Maddy, 
owner and operator of the National 
Music Camp, and some others, protested 
against that site because of its nearness 
to that institution—a distance of about 10 
miles. At this point, I want to call your 
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attention to the fact that the Air Force 
withdrew from the Long Lake site be¬ 
cause of its proximity to an established 
resort area. 

After the Secretary received the above 
objections, he ordered the Air Force en¬ 
gineers to recommend another site. 
They then proposed the Benzie County 
site in Homestead Township. Immedi¬ 
ately Dr. Maddy objected to that site 
stating that it would also be objection¬ 
able to the music camp. 

Representative Paul Sshafer, of Mich¬ 
igan; Victor Wickersham, of Oklahoma; 
and Mendel Rivers, of South Carolina, 
all members of the House Armed Serv¬ 
ices Committee, sustained his objections. 

When the Homestead site was ruled 
out by the Shafer subcommittee, the 
Secretary had to select another site. He 
designated Cadillac on December 2, 1954. 
At this point, the Secretary became very 
angry because I had accused him of not 
being honest with me. From then on he 
refused to answer my daily telephone 
calls over a period of 5 days. I then 
wrote-him a letter and waited 10 days 
for a reply. None came. My colleagues 
will appreciate my position at that time. 
Six months after the selection of the 
Benzie site was made public, the Secre¬ 
tary abruptly switched sites with no ex¬ 
planation to me. During those 6 months 
he repeatedly assured me that the base 
would be built in Benzie County. On his 
advice, I relayed this information to my 
'constituents. To say the least, I was 
subjected to embaxTassment and a feel¬ 
ing that pressures, unknown to me, had 
been brought to bear on Secretary 
Talbott. 

I then saw Secretary Wilson and as a 
result. Secretary Talbott called me. He 
suggested that I should go ahead and do 
whatever I thought would be best. I 
went to Congressman Mahon and he sug¬ 
gested that I should state my case before 
him and Chairman Vinson. I did so to 
them and in the presence of Secretary 
Talbott, General Hipps of the Air Force, 
and committee counsel. The Secretary 
neither confirmed nor denied the state¬ 
ments which I made to him in repeating 
his earlier conversations with me and his 
promises. 

In July 1955, the House Appropriations 
Committee ruled out Cadillac. 

The next step was for the Secretary to 
designate Kalkaska or Manistee, even 
though the Kalkaska site had been re¬ 
jected as early as June 1954 because of 
the need for development of a highway 
to Traverse City upon which it would be 
dependent for community support. Sec¬ 
retary Talbott chose Kalkaska, out of my 
district, and refused to suiwey the Man¬ 
istee site until ordered to do so by the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Mili¬ 
tary Construction of.Jhe Appropriations 
Committee, Hon. George Mahon. With¬ 
in a few days, the President accepted 
Secretary Talbott’s resignation because 
of alleged irregularities in office. When 
the new Secretary Donald A. Quarles, 
took over, he stated to me that he had no 
reason to rescind Secretary Talbott’s de¬ 
cision. This reply was to my plea to 
Quarles in favor of a site in the ninth 
district. 

The 11th District—Kalkaska—has a 
population of 227,810, considerably less 
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than the Ninth District, which has 275,109 
people. In spite of that difference, the 
11th District already has a jet air base 
at Kinross, and has been awarded an 
International Pulpwood mill at the Sault. 
The Ninth District has no Federal in¬ 
stallations. 

The Manistee site, which has been 
designated by the House Armed Services 
Committee for development, has many 
advantages. Located in the north-cen¬ 
tral portion of Manistee County, it is 
almost equidistant from four cities, 
namely, Manistee, Frankfort, Traverse 
City, and Cadillac. In the center of a 
square served by these four communi¬ 
ties, the site can draw on their joint com¬ 
munity support. The cultural, educa¬ 
tional, recreational, hospital, and retail 
facilities of all four will be available to 
personnel of the proposed interceptor 
base. In addition, the nearby villages 
of Kaleva, Copemish, Brethren, Bear 
Lake, Onekama, Benzonia, Beulah, 
Honor, Mesick, and Wellston willingly 
offer community support. The towns¬ 
people of these cities and villages have 
officially expressed a welcome to the Air 
Force and pledged their cooperation in 
making the existence of airmen at the 
base as comfortable and enjoyable as 
possible. Organized conservation groups, 
agricultural groups, and business people* 
^n Manistee County have publicly prom¬ 
ised support. There is no foreseeable 
objection to be raised by groups or indi¬ 
viduals to the location of the base in 
Manistee County, as have been at other 
sites. 

Ffom a transportation standpoint, th6 
Manistee site has excellent facilities. 
Four motor freight lines and two rail¬ 
roads coming into the area would provide 
the Air Force with maximum freight 
service. One of these railroads and two 
bus lines provide passenger service. Cap¬ 
ital Airlines, based nearby at Traverse 
City, now furnishes air connection to any 
point in the world. The cities of Mani¬ 
stee and Frankfort have developed 
harbors on Lake Michigan which could 
economically be the terminals for fuel 
pipelines from the base, using Great 
Lakes tankers. Passengers may embark 
from either Frankfort or Ludington by 
way of ferry to Wisconsin ports. Five 
paved roads provide a network linking 
the communities in the area for automo¬ 
bile travel. In summary, all phases of 
transportation are available to a degree 
not found anywhere else in northwestern 
Michigan. 

From the communications angle, 
Manistee is the only site which has of¬ 
fered the free use of telephone facilities 
to the Air Force. The Kaleva Telephone 
Co. has agreed, in writing, to make avail¬ 
able its franchise for SAGE installations 
at no cost. 

The House should give great weight to 
the statements of the Air Force, made 
before the House Armed Services Com¬ 
mittee as late as March 7, 1956, to the 
effect that any and all of the sites that 
have been surveyed in the Traverse City 
area are acceptable from the standpoint 
of national defense. All of the Manistee 
sites can serve the defense perimeter es¬ 
tablished by the Air Defense Command in 
northern Michigan. I desire to call my 

colleagues’ attention to the fact that the 
one and only requirement of the Air 
Force was that a jet base be built in the 
vicinity of Traverse City. The Manistee 
site is approximately 30 miles from 
Traverse City, and meets all operational 
requirements. 

When I came to Congress in 1951 I did 
not know a single Member of the Con¬ 
gress of the United States. I went into 
the House dining room one morning and 
the only person there was my good friend 
and colleague, the Honorable Paul* 
Shafer. I would like to read a letter 
which I have, written by Mr. Shafer be¬ 
fore he died. It is dated August 12, 
1954, and is addressed to the Honorable 
Harold E. Talbott, Secretary of the Air 
Force, the Pentagon, Washington, D. C.: 

Dear Mr. Secretary; I am taking the lib¬ 
erty of commenting further with reference 
to the jet interceptor base to be located in 
the Traverse City area, Mich. 

Let me say first of all, that I am sorry, Mr. 
Secretary, that differences developed be¬ 
tween us and that our tempers caused our 
discussion to become rather heated. 

I am most anxious to see this problem re¬ 
solved In the best Interests of our defense 
program and to the satisfaction of the 
greatest number of Interested persons 
possible. 

Naturally I cannot alter the decision of 
the Armed Services Committee, and have no 
desire to do so, but perhaps a compromise 
solution Is possible. 

My sole Interest throughout has been that 
of protecting the National Music Camp at 
Interlochen. For that reason I have avoided 
suggesting any specific alternate site. 

However, it is my hope that a solution Is 
possible which will still locate the base with¬ 
in the Ninth Congressional District. I be¬ 
lieve this is possible, since I know you have 
surveyed and considered at least one other 
such site. 

If it is possible to locate a site within the 
Ninth District which meets your require¬ 
ments and conforms to the committee rec¬ 
ommendations, I will be entirely satisfied. 

I sincerely trust that you and I will see 
eye to eye on any f uture matters which may 
require our joint consideration. 

Cordially, 
T5 > C! H k YTTCT* 

Mr. Shafer wrote this letter on Au¬ 
gust 12, 1954. He died on August 17. 
1954. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of this situa¬ 
tion, I respectfully urge the House to 
confirm action taken by the House Armed 
Services Committee, and direct that the 
Air, Force build the proposed base at the 
Manistee site, which is obviously the 
most desirable from a noise, safety, con¬ 
struction, and operational viewpoint. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Massar 
chusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I was tremendously impressed 
with the statement of the very able and 
splendid gentlewoman from Michigan, 
Judge Thompson, and as I listened I felt 
I could not do anything else but vote to 
have the site in her district as a matter 
of simple justice and I should know if 
I did not do so that I would have no pro¬ 
tection in the future from promises by 
one of the services that an installation 
would go into my district. It seems to 
me that as a matter of honor and fair 

play the site should be placed in the 
district of the gentlewoman from Mich¬ 
igan. It would be very unfair not to do 
so and I am very sure that Secretary 
Quarles if he understood the situation 
would agree with that. 

I have a very fine airfield in my own 
district. I have found Secretary Quarles 
extremely fair and very helpful and al¬ 
ways cooperative when he understands a 
situation. It seems to me clearly that 
justice is on her side, and I believe that 
she will be successful and that the Con¬ 
gress will support her. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. I 
yield to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. What was the vote 
in the Armed Services Committee to des¬ 
ignate the Manistee site? 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. I yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. Here is what the record 
shows, and this is from the minutes of 
the committee. It is permissible to use 
this. 

The committee considered the item for 
Kalkaska Air Force Base, Kalkaska, 
Mich. It was moved and seconded'that 
this air defense base be relocated at 
Manistee, Mich., rather than at Kal¬ 
kaska. A rollcall vote on this motion 
was as follows: 

Yeas—Mr. Vinson, Mr. Short, Mr. Cole, Mr. 
Johnson, Mr. Gavin, Mr. Hebert, Mr. Van 
Zandt, Mr. Price, Mr. Cunningham, Mr. 
Fisher, Mr. Bates, Mr. Hess, Mr. Nelson, Mr. 
Doyle, Mr. Devereux, Mr. O’Konski, Mr. Mil¬ 
ler, Mr. Bray, Mr. Bennett, Mr. Wilson and 
Mr. Huddleston. 

Twenty-one Members voted to locate 
the site as in the bill. 

Those voting in the negative are as 
follows: 

Mr. Durham (proxy), Mr. Rivers (proxy), 
Mr. Winstead, Mr. Hardy, and Mr. Green 
(proxy). 

Present, Mr. Wickersham. 

Twenty-one Members voted to change 
the site based upon the testimony that 
there is no military difference between 
them. What happened? I asked Mr. 
Forry this question: 

From a military standpoint, they are 

equal? 
Mr. FoRRY. Yes, sir. 

When he stated that from a military 
standpoint they were equal, then as one 
member of that committee I wanted to 
cast my vote to help right a wrong that 
had been done an honorable Member of 
this House. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 

ania. 
Mr WALTER. As I understand it, the 

roposed site is in the center of a, locality 
1 which there are a number of cities and 
’wns? _ 
Miss THOMPSON of Michigan, Yes. 
Mr. WALTER. Would that not ob- 

iate the necessity of constructing the 
sual facilities that must be constructed 
ffien a new base is erected anywhere? 
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Miss THOMPSON of Michigan. I 
■would think so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog¬ 
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Knox], 

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

Mr. KNOX. I yield to the able gentle¬ 
man from Michigan. 

Mr. BENTLEY. We have heard some 
information about the amount of money 
that has already been invested in the 
Kalkaska site by the Air Force, about a 
half million dollars. I wonder if the 
gentleman can tell us what this invest¬ 
ment consists of? 

Mr. KNOX. To my distinguished col¬ 
league, I will say that the investment is 
mostly in plant, engineering, and surveys 
that have been made by the Air Force 
with a view to getting the base under 
construction in July of this year as au¬ 
thorized by the Congress and as so 
urgently demanded by our national 
security. 

Mr. BENTLEY. Has there been any 
actual physical work done on that Kal- 

Mr. KNOX. Yes, by the Department 
of Conservation of the State of Michi¬ 
gan who have given a 99-year lease. The 
timber was taken to such an extent that 
the conservation department people 
now feel they will have to continue the 
cutting of this timber in order that they 
can do some replanting. 

Mr. BENTLEY. How much timber has 
been cut approximately? 

Mr. KNOX. I cannot say in acreage, 
but better than one-third of the cutting 
operations have been completed. 

Mr. BENTLEY. Right up to this mo¬ 
ment? 

Mr. KNOX. Right up to this moment, 
that is correct. 

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

Mr. KNOX. I yield to the distin¬ 
guished gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. CEDERBERG. We have heard 
the statement that the military aspects 
of both sites are the same. The Kal¬ 
kaska site is in the Senate bill, the mili¬ 
tary location is all the same, the State 
has granted leases to 8,000 acres of land; 
we have spent a half million dollars. I 
cannot understand why we should 
change the location. 

Mr. KNOX. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. However, I would 
point out that the military aspects are 
not the same in that the Manistee site, 
according to Air Force testimony, cannot 
be as readily expanded as can the Kal¬ 
kaska site. 

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

Mr. KNOX. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia, the distinguished chair¬ 
man of the Armed Services Committee. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman asks, 
“In view of the fact this military in¬ 
stallation is the same, why are you mak¬ 
ing the change?” I will tell you the rea¬ 
son why. Twenty-one Members voted 
to make the change. As I said a moment 
ago, we wanted to do right by a Member 
of this House who had been the victim of 
unfortunate circumstances. That is the 
reason. And I base my vote entirely 
upon that ground. 

Mr. KNOX. I may say, Mr. Chair¬ 
man, in all fairness, that I am carrying 
no torch for the former Secretary of 
the Air Force. 

Mr. VINSON. Let me say this; I 
know this situation from the very be¬ 
ginning, and I want to say again the 
only way that this House can do justice 
to the gentlewoman from Michigan is to 
vote down the amendment that has 
been proposed by your colleague. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, I should 
make it clear that I served notice on the 
House membership in this past week that 
I was going to offer an amendment to 
the bili. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Ford] has offered the same amendment 
that I was to offer, and therefore I am 
supporting his amendment. The main 
reason I am supporting the amendment 
is in the cause of national security and 
the need for keeping faith with the 
patriotic citizens in the Traverse City 
area of Michigan. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to go back to 
my point that a defense gap is left to¬ 
day in our northern defense perimeter 
for the security of the metropolitan areas 
of Michigan, Illinois, Indiana, and 
Ohio. I would repeat, as I stated be¬ 
fore on the floor of this chamber, that 
the 1-year delay, in my estimation, could 
create circumstances leading to another 
Pearl Harbor. The Commvmist menace 
is such that we can ili afford complacency 
with respect to any gaps in our defenses. 
I believe it is time that we recognize the 
fact that we leave to the Air Force mat¬ 
ters involving of judgment that is pe¬ 
culiarly in the competence of military 
experts. In building air bases abroad it 
is the Air Force that selects sites in all 
foreign countries. We do not dictate to 
them where they shall build that foreign 
base, on what section of ground, in what 
country, or any other matter. We give 
the Air Force that prerogative. They 
are the military experts, and I for one 
today am not going to substitute my 
judgment for that of the military ex¬ 
perts. We have an Air Force today that 
we expect to be in complete command of 
the skies. Why? Just so that we will 
never have a catastrophe in this country 
that would be equal to some of those in 
foreign countries. I am quite disturbed 
over the entire situation, and I do hope 
that the membership will support the 
Ford amendment when it comes time to 
vote on its passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog¬ 
nizes the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Deverettx]. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mr. Chairman, I 
probably will not take the 5 minutes. I 
do not Relieve it is necessary, since we 
have had a great deal of discussion about 
this whole proposition. I must simply 
reiterate my position on it, that we can¬ 
not allow the Executive to take such 
action as it did in the case of the gentle¬ 
woman from Michigan. If they can do 
that we certainly are not keeping faith 
with the gentlewoman from Michigan 
or the Congress. The Air Force made a 
commitment and promised that this jet 
base would be located in her district. I 
think they should have gone through 
with it. And, if we allow ourselves to be 
placed in a position like this, v/e will be 

derelict in our duty insofar as the over¬ 
all picture of our Government is con¬ 
cerned. 

Now, I would like to quote just one lit¬ 
tle paragraph from a release from the 
chief of the Michigan Conservation De¬ 
partment, forestry division, dated March 
10,1956. 

No material damage has been caused by 
timber-cutting operations ■which started on 
the site (Kalkaska) 2 weeks ago. 

A swath of jackpine was being cut to clear 
space for a runway at the rate of 40 cords per 
day. However, the Department Immediately 
sent out word to successful bidders to hold 
up any cutting of red pine. The jackpine 
already cut was mostly mature timber and 
ready to be cut anyway. The cutting “might 
even improve the area from a game stand¬ 
point,” he said. 

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

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield to the gen¬ 
tleman.. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, I should 
like to say this, that as far as the site 
is concerned, if it were within my power 
certainly I would be willing to dedicate 
that part of Kalkaska County to the 
Ninth Congressional District of Michi¬ 
gan, if it would help any. I am con¬ 
cerned about one factor only and that is 
the national security of my country. 

Mr. DEVEREUX. I think it has been 
demonstrated that the Committee on 
Armed Services also is concerned with 
the national security of our country. 
We considered this whole proposition at 
some length and came to the conclusion, 
by a vote of 21 to 5, that this is the 
proper thing to do. National security 
does not rest necessarily upon the loca¬ 
tion of a jet base at one place or an¬ 
other. There are other considerations 
to be kept in mind. I think the support 
of a Member of this House is also a mat¬ 
ter of national security; the question 
whether we are going to carry out our 
traditional legislative responsibility or 
whether we are going to abdicate our 
responsibility and allow an executive 
department to dictate however they will. 

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

Mr. DEVEREUX. I yield to the gen¬ 
tleman. 

Mr. FORD. On March 16, 1956, the 
Michigan State Conservation Commis¬ 
sion said this: 

The state Conservation Commission de¬ 
clared itself today as unanimously and em¬ 
phatically opposed to any shift of the pro¬ 
posed Northern Lower Peninsula Jet Air Base 
from Kalkaska to Manistee area. 

Here is what several members were 
quoted as saying when this matter was 
brought up. Commissioner Lawrence J. 
Gotschall of Baldwin, Mich., said: 

I went for it once but I wouldn’t go for 
it again. 

Other members of the Commission 
chimed in and said, “Good, good, good.” 

Mr. DEVEREUX. It seems to me that 
is simply an expression of pressure on 
the House of Representatives as to the 
action they shall take. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Dev¬ 
erettx] has expired. The Chair recog¬ 
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Hoffman] for 3 minutes. 
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(Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, my purpose is to most humbly 
and sincerely ap9logize to my good friend 
and colleague from northern Michigan 
[Mr. Knox]. He has taken time to ex¬ 
press disapproval of what I said earlier. 
I never questioned his ability, his pa¬ 
triotism, his effectiveness, his sincerity, 
nor his desire that the security of our 
Nation be advanced or pi-otected. That 
was not my purpose. I am very sorry if 
he took offense when I said that he went 
out fishing. I hoped that his constituents 
had a high enough opinion of his value 
to them and to the district to take him 
fishing. They should. I never knew that 
it was a fault to be a fisherman. St. 
Mark tells us that both Simon and An¬ 
drew, his brother, were fishers in the Sea 
of Galilee and Jesus said that if they 
would come after Him, He would make 
them fishers of men. The only thing 
wrong with the fishermen of today is 
that they are inclined a little bit to ex¬ 
aggerate, or so it has been said. But I 
noticed here today that others than fish¬ 
ermen followed along the same line of 
exaggeration. 

Figures do not mean a thing today. It 
all depends on the source from which 
the figures are derived. When you talk 
about security, what nonsense that i^. 
Look at this chart. Here is Kalkaska 
[indicating on the map]. Now it is pro¬ 
posed to move the base over here to 
Manistee—about 75 miles. If you listen 
to my colleague from the northern pen¬ 
insula, you would think that the whole 
Nation was going to be threatened be¬ 
cause the base was going to be moved a 
few miles southwest. 

This talk about timber being wasted 
Is all nonsense. Does timber become 
valueless when it is cut? Certainly not. 

There is no question of national de¬ 
fense here today. Nor is there an econ¬ 
omy issue unless we accept without ques¬ 
tion the figures of the Air Force—I will 
accept the record made by the committee 
and its report and recommendation. The 
question is as was indicated by the gen¬ 
tleman from Maryland, General Deve- 

REUX, and by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson]. When an ex¬ 
ecutive department makes a promise as 
to what will be done and then just ar¬ 
bitrarily changes its mind without good 
cause, are we going to let it switch us 
back and forth? It is the Supreme Court 
that kicks us around most of the time. 
Now, again an executive department is 
trying it. When, if ever, will we assert 
ourselves and take over our functions, 
express our will and say to these people 
to whom we give jobs and authority 
through our appropriations and legisla¬ 
tion that they must keep their word as 
given to us? That is the issue here and 
it is the only real substantial one. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog¬ 
nizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Vinson] to close debate on the pending 
amendment. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentlewoman from Michigan has been 
the victim of an unfortunate series of 
circumstances beyond our control. The 

10 

way to right that is to vote down this 
amendment. I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle¬ 
man from Michigan [Mr. Ford]. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. Ford) there 
were—ayes 52, noes 85. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I demand 
tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Gross: On page 

62, strike out lines 11 through 24. 

(Mr. GROSS asked and was given per¬ 
mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment would strike out lines 11 
through 24, the provision in the bill 
which would provide for a $300,000 hous¬ 
ing setup for the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

The section apparently provides for 
5 housing units, 1 for the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 4 other 
structures. This seems to me to be a 
pretty plush expenditure for the Chair¬ 
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. If the 
expenditure were divided evenly among 
five structures it would be $60,000 for 
each structure, but I do not think any¬ 
one in this Chamber believes that the 
noncommissioned officers who will be 
stationed there are going to have a $60,- 
000 house to live in. We have no detailed 
information from the committee con¬ 
cerning this expenditure. The report 
does not break it down as to how much 
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff is going to get for his housing, so 
it is reasonable to assume that the bulk 
of the expenditure will go for a mansion 
for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we could 
very well house the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff at Fort Meyer. 
There are some pretty good buildings 
there, or down at Fort McNair. There 
are some good building units there. They 
are nicely located. I would not mind liv¬ 
ing in one of those houses between the 
Anacostia and the Potomac. I see no 
reason why simply because a mistake was 
made in providing houses for other mem¬ 
bers of the Joint Chiefs of Staff that we 
have to go overboard and spend $300,000 
on this kind of enterprise. I do not 
know what the reason was which made 
the other body refuse to approve the ap¬ 
propriation that was in this bill last year 
for this purpose, but I have an idea, how¬ 
ever, that the reason was that it would 
be throwing money away pretty fast. 

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

Mr. GROSS. Yes, I will be glad to 
yield to the chairman if he can shed 
some light on this expenditure. 

Mr. VINSON. In connection with the 
action of the other body, later as the body 
gathered information about this, they 
were willing to bring in a separate bill 
bill to cover it. But I suggested to let it 
ride for the year so that it would be 

brought in this year as it is now. Of 
course, you can say that a $300,000 house 
is a very expensive house—and it is a very 
expensive house. But, this is being built 
in accordance with the dignity and re¬ 
sponsibility and high office of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. There will not ’^e just 
one house, there will be a series of homes, 
and this is necessary. I want this coun¬ 
try, the greatest Nation in the world, to 
house its officials in the proper kind of 
dwelling. I do not want it to be said 
that the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the right- 
hand advisers of the Congress on mili¬ 
tary matters as well as of the President, 
has to live in some hothouse or some 
rented house. The Government ought 
to provide it. Of course, $300,000 is a 
considerable amount of money for a 
house. The gentleman from Iowa does 
not have that kind of a home and neither 
do I, nor do other Members of the Con¬ 
gress, but the .Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff is under the obligation of 
entertaining officials. His dwelling must 
be a place of dignity. It must be an im¬ 
posing home, and in addition to that 
there are 3 or 4 other houses for his aides 
to live in. The gentleman should look at 
it in the light that this is almost a public 
building, you might say. 

Mr. GROSS. Let me say to the gentle¬ 
man that this goes beyond just satisfy¬ 
ing the dignity of an officer in the United 
States Army. It seems to me that with 
this kind of legislation, we are establish¬ 
ing some kind of military royalty in this 
country. 

Mr. VINSON. We are doing nothing 
of the kind. Let us have a vote on the 
gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. GROSS. I am perfectly willing for 
the Members to vote on my amendment, 
but I must say that I will have no part 
in building this $300,000 home for offi¬ 
cers of the United States Army when we 
have plenty of military housing now 
available in this area in which the Chair¬ 
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff or any 
other military officer can live in dignity 
and comfort. 

Mr. VINSON. Of course, may I point 
out to my distinguished friend that this 
provision of $300,000 would not be before 
us if it provided for a dwelling place for 
just one individual. This is a series of 
houses. There will probably be 4 or 5 
houses which will be built on Govern¬ 
ment-owned land. 

Mr*^ GROSS. What is it proposed to 
spend on the house for the Chairman of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff? The gentle¬ 
man must know that. 

Mr. VINSON. The entire thing can¬ 
not exceed $300,000. 

Mr. GROSS. But what is proposed to 
be spent on this one house? 

Mr. VINSON. I regret that I do not 
have the breakdown on that, but the en¬ 
tire group of houses will not exceed 

)0,000. 
Mr GROSS. I understand that per- 
;tly, but I would like to know what you 
2 going to spend on this plush estab- 
hment. I am willing to bet that before 
u get through, you will spend a half to 
o-thirds of the $300,000 on a home for 
2 Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
im saying to you tnat the taxpayeis 

No. 60- 
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of the United States do not have that 
kind of money. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I sincerely trust that 
as the facts have been developed that the 
Committee will vote this amendment 
down. I want to make this statement. 
This request comes directly from the 
other end of the avenue. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, I ask for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a 
division (demanded by Mr. Gross) there 
were—ayes 34, noes 54. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for 
tellers. 

Tellers were refused. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair¬ 

man, I offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. O’Hara of Illi¬ 

nois: On page 58, immediately after line 20, 
insert: 

“Sec. 402. (a) In the case of the construc¬ 
tion of any tacticai instaliation and faciiities 
performed before or after the date of enact¬ 
ment of this act in a portion of a park lo¬ 
cated in a municipality, which portion is 
leased for such purpose, or is being used 
under a license or other arrangement, for a 
nominal consideration, the Secretary of the 
military department having Jurisdiction over 
such installation shall pay a reasonable 
rental (as determined by impartial appraisal, 
or as agreed to by the local agency having 
jurisdiction over such park) for the use of 
such portion, without regard to any pro¬ 
vision of such lease, license, or arrangement, 
specifying a nominal consideration for such 
use. 

“(b) In the case of the construction of 
any tactical Installation and facilities per¬ 
formed before or after the date of enactment 
of this act in a portion of a park located in 
a municipality, the Secretary of the military 
department having responsibility for such 
construction shall perform such construc¬ 
tion, or in the case of construction performed 
before the date of enactment of this act shall 
modify such construction, so as to make 
such installation consistent with the con¬ 
tinued use of such park as a park and recre¬ 
ational area, through landscaping, altera¬ 
tion of buildings or construction of build¬ 
ings, planting or replanting of trees and 
shrubs, and otherwise improving the area 
surrounding such construction. The Secre¬ 
tary concerned is also authorized in any such 
case (1) to reimburse the local agency having 
Jurisdiction over such park, from sums ap¬ 
propriated therefor, for the cost to such 
agency of providing additions to the park, or 
of providing additional park and recreational 
facilities elsewhere, comparable to the por¬ 
tion of the park on which the construction 
has been performed, or (2) to provide such 
additions, or additional park and recreational 
facilities, directly from sums appropriated 
therefor.’’ 

And renumber the following sections ac¬ 
cordingly. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, I ask unanimous consent to pro¬ 
ceed for 10 minutes. 

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

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 

from Illinois is recognized for 10 minutes. 
Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair¬ 

man, at the outset I wish to state that in 

the event the Committee on Armed 
Services does not approve of this amend¬ 
ment and the chairman of that great 
committee makes a clarifying and satis¬ 
factory statement I shall not press fur¬ 
ther this amendment. 

Mr. VINSON. Is the gentleman pre¬ 
dicting defeat for his amendment? 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. I would pre¬ 
fer to talk about that after I have pre¬ 
sented the case of the people of the dis¬ 
trict I have the honor to represent and 
the distinguished chairman has given 
his assurance, as I believe he will, that 
there is within the committee the power 
and the will to accomplish what is sought 
in my amendment. 

Nevertheless, I have felt this was a 
matter that should be brought to the 
attention of the House. The situation 
is not peculiar to Chicago. Something 
of the sort obtains in many of the large 
cities of the country. There are many 
Members who have an interest in the 
subject springing from the concern of 
their constituents. 

In our program of tactical installa¬ 
tions, which those responsible for our 
national security believe necessary, we 
are selecting sites in the hearts of our 
cities. These installations are attended 
with deposits of explosives of high 
power, and there is definitely a certain 
degree of danger. 

Whether these installations will be 
outmoded within the next year or two 
no one knows. From the progress we 
are making it is presumed they may be. 
Also we have heard the great chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations 
from this well state that in the event of 
a war none of these installations would 
be effective, that the decisive blow would 
have been struck within a matter of 
hours or a day. I concede that we in 
prudence and in good commonsense can 
take no chance, but we are in a field 
where there is little historic background 
and everything is more or less experi¬ 
mental and, we hope, temporary. 

Let me say that in the Second Con¬ 
gressional District of Illinois everyone 
wishes to make evei’y sacrifice necessary 
for our national defense, but we do not 
wish steps to be taken that are not nec¬ 
essary and that destroy the recreational 
facilities that have been built at great 
expense to the taxpayers of our commu¬ 
nity. This does not mean that if neces¬ 
sity and well-considered judgment com¬ 
mand, we will not willingly make every 
sacrifice. 

The site for this installation which is 
regarded as necessary by the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense—and I am not criticiz¬ 
ing the judgment of men who have train¬ 
ing and experience as well as a great 
responsibility—is on one of the spots of 
greatest scenic attraction in Jackson 
Park. I am told the site could have been 
located as far south as 97th Street. To 
condemn private property entaiis a large 
expenditure of money; I think they figure 
something like $1,200,000, whereas by 
having a site in Jackson Park the cost 
would be almost nothing. 

Whether the site could or could not 
have been located elsewhere—and I do 
not presume to pass upon that question— 
is not moot, as the site already has been 

taken over. What I am concerned in 
now is that there should be money avail¬ 
able for some recompense to the people, 
perhaps in the development of other 
park recreational facilities to replace 
those taken over, and in any event to 
dress up and maintain in the most pre¬ 
sentable manner possible the landscape 
surrounding the installafion. There 
should be provision, too, for the removal 
of the installation when no longer needed 
and the restoration of the land to its 
former condition. 

I repeat, I think provision should be 
made to recompense these park districts 
in some way by establishing somewhere 
else in the parks recreational facilities 
to take the place of those taken over by 
the Government. There also should be 
an appropriation to beautify these sites 
and to see that everything is done to keep 
from spoiling the beauty of the parks. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, wiil the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. I am very 
happy to yield. 

Mr. VINSON. I may state to the gen¬ 
tleman and for the benefit of the com¬ 
mittee that 81 Nike sites have been con¬ 
structed in parks in cities all over the 
United States, and the people have re¬ 
ceived many dollars for every one they 
have contributed as their share of the 
defense. That is the record right here. 

Now may I say one thing further; of 
course the gentleman’s amendment goes 
far beyond Jackson Park, but in Jackson 
Park I find that we paid $85,000 for trees 
that were cut down. We usually take 6 
acres, but at Jackson Park we took only 
2 acres. I was very happy to give the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois a 
hearing before the committee. We tried 
to work out the situation. I sympathize 
with him, but to go along with him I 
cannot. I hope that we may work out 
something satisfactory to him in a hear¬ 
ing before the committee, 

Mr. O’HARA of lilinois. I thank the 
chairman of the Committee on Armed 
Services for his words of cooperation and 
for his courtesy at all times in trying 
to understand our problem. Here is 
what concerns me, and I have discussed 
this with the chairman. Later on an 
appropriation may be proposed to cover 
certain restoration of these park dis¬ 
tricts and I wanted to be sure there 
was sufficient authorization in this bill 
for an appropriation should it be pro¬ 
posed and should it become necessary. 
On that the chairman has assured me. 
While he does not see any authorization 
in the bill as it now stands, he thinks 
money can be obtained for that purpose 
from some fund now available. He 
would know more about where he can 
get the money than I would. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman can 
tell his people in Chicago that we will 
be more than delighted to give the gen¬ 
tleman a hearing, at which he may give 
minute details with reference to Jack- 
son Park or a general policy in refer¬ 
ence to all of these 78 sites over the 
country. We wouid consider a bill if he 
will introduce one, or if the facts war¬ 
rant it I will introdude it myself. 

Mr. O’HARA of Illinois. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, I ask unanimous consent to with¬ 
draw my amendment. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WILSON of California. Mr. 

Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

(Mr. WILSON of California asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex¬ 
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, as a member of the Commit¬ 
tee on Armed Services, I am much con¬ 
cerned over the argument and criticism 
of our missile program, particularly the 
partisan attacks in the other body and 
elsewhere concerning research design of 
missiles and the size of the appropria¬ 
tions for missile production. 

Our Armed Services Committee, here 
in the House of Representatives, is work¬ 
ing harmoniously for the common good 
of our country. This may be a “do 
nothing” Congress as some claim, but 
the Armed Services is a “do plenty” com¬ 
mittee. We have turned out to date 
under our Democratic committee leader¬ 
ship, 39 legislative projects this year 
alone in support of the Eisenhower ad¬ 
ministration’s defense program. I wish 
to compliment my committee associates 
in both parties and our distinguished 
chairman and minority leader the gen¬ 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Short] for 
the harmonious, nonpartisan way in 
which so much has been acocmplished in 
this field. 

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

Mr. WILSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. I think the distin¬ 
guished gentleman from California 
anticipated what was runnin# through 
my mind. I want to call the attention 
of the Members of the House to the fact 
that notwithstanding the letter that ap¬ 
peared in the paper a few days ago about 
various bills, of those 5 bills referred to, 
3 of them have already passed the 
House. We have been in session hardly 
90 days, yet we have passed over 40 bills 
reported by the Committee on Armed 
Services involving an authorization of 
around $4 billion. There is no commit¬ 
tee in the House that has kept this floor 
as busy as has the Armed Services Com¬ 
mittee. We have been here so often that 
sometimes I think we will wear out our 
welcome. 

Mr. WILSON of California. I might 
say that we are always under the whip¬ 
lash of the chairman of our committee. 

I do not pose as an expert on guided 
missiles, or ballistic missiles, but as a 
member of the Armed Services Com¬ 
mittee I believe I have about as much 
general information on the program as 
any Member of either body of Congress. 
San Diego, which I represent, might well 
be called the missile production capital 
of the world. Therefore, I possess some 
insight into the missile situation and 
some firsthand knowledge about mis¬ 
siles as weapons in our armament. Crit¬ 
icism, I assert, is both misdirected and 
unwarranted. . 

In this missile controversy, our mili¬ 
tary chiefs are in an untenable position. 
They cannot defend our current situ¬ 
ation, since to defend would be to reveal 

basic information of value to our 
enemies. 

I can say, however, that more Army 
expenditure is going into the procure¬ 
ment of missiles than into all other con¬ 
ventional weapons combined. 

As for Army public works, $305 million 
in this bill is authorized for construc¬ 
tion. Nearly half, or 47 percent, is ear¬ 
marked for missile installations. 

The real tragedy in our missile pro¬ 
gram was our foolishness at the end of 
World War II, in allowing Russia to hire 
any of the German rocket and missile 
scientists. 

Therefore, when an investigation of 
the missile situation is started in the 
other body, as , anticipated, the inquiry 
should begin with Pennemunde and the 
day the German missile production cen¬ 
ter was captured. 

One of the most vociferous critics of 
our present defense preparedness was 
himself an active participant and direc¬ 
tor in the first stages of our missile pro¬ 
gram. 

What were the facts? 
In 1946, we brought in 35 scientists 

but Russia took a few more than we did. 
We selected about 270 for our needs and 
a year la^er increased this selection to 
1,000. Ultimately, we brought over 
about 800, but Russia took a few more 
than we did. 

However, between 1947 and 1950, we 
were more concerned with cutting down 
our military strength from the 70 air 
wings authorized by the 80th Congress 
to 48 air wings. That was August in 
1949 when one of the contemporary mis¬ 
sile critics was Secretai-y of the Air 
Force. 

And 48 wings we had when we were 
faced in June of 1950 with war in Korea. 
We were tragically unprepared. 

Likewise, it was this period of time 
when we allowed basic research on mis¬ 
siles to wither and almost die. Only the 
foresight of a few scientists and aircraft 
manufacturers kept us from losing two 
priceless years of development. 

We had no missile or rocket program 
worth mentioning in 1949, or 1947 for 
that matter. Up to 1950, nothing was ■ 
authorized for missile, production, then 
$26 million was appropriated. 

Missile production during the fiscal 
years of 1951-52 amounted to an ex¬ 
penditure of $189 million. Under the 
first 2 fiscal years of the Eisenhower 
administration, the outlay grew to $799 
million. For the 2 years ending this 
coming June, we will spend $1,550 mil¬ 
lion. 

Is that a record of weakness in pre¬ 
paredness, or a record of factual mili¬ 
tary accomplishment? 

Furthermore, I am at liberty to re¬ 
port that facilities for actual production 
of the intercontinental ballistics missile, 
the ultimate weapon, so-called, are 
underway. 

In San Diego today, we are humming 
with missile production because Eisen¬ 
hower raised the missile program from 
class 2 priority to class 1 early in 1953. 

We can speed up the spending on the 
missile program, but we cannot speed 
up the brainwork: trying to force-feed 
scientific research is like trying to speed 
up the blossoming of a delicate bud. All 

talent that can be spared from other 
essential programs is now concentrated 
on the perfection of missiles. I say this 
without qualification. 

I must repeat, however, what a pity, 
what a national shame it was, that we 
did not take all of the Pennemunde 
scientists when we had the opportunity 
back in 1946 and 1947. 

In spite of our folly, I am confident 
we are still leading the world in the race 
for missile supremacy, and I am proud 
of the accomplishment of the Eisen¬ 
hower administration in this regard. 

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

Mr. WILSON of California. I yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. SHORT. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to congratulate the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Wilson] on the very 
splendid and timely statements he has 
made. He is one of the most faithful, 
hard-working, and earnest members of 
our Committee on Armed Services. 

Mr. WILSON of California. I thank 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

[Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin addressed 
the Committee. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Appendix.] 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, there is entirely too 
much fat and blubber in this bill for me 
to accept it, and if there is not going to be 
a rollcall vote, I want the Record to show 
that I am opposed. 

There is $4 million in this bill for what 
appears to be the start of a naval air 
academy at Annapolis despite all the air 
training facilities presently being oper¬ 
ated by the Navy Department. No one 
seems to know how many more millions 
will be expended upon this project. It is 
this duplication and waste to which I 
strenuously object. 

It is my understanding that there is 
nearly a half billion dollars for con¬ 
struction and expansion of new and 
already established bases in foreign 
countries upon which billions have al¬ 
ready been expended. How much 
further is it proposed to go with this con¬ 
struction in foreign countries which give 
little evidence of having any real desire 
to defend themselves? The record shows 
that despite all of our spending, more 
and more of our bases and installations 
are being jeopardized as more and 
more countries move into the orbit of 
neutralism. . 

Then there is the provision in this bin 
to provide $300,000 for the construction 
of a facility to house the Chaiiman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. Have we lost our 
minds? Have we lost all regard for the 
ability of the taxpayers to pay the bills? 
It is beyond belief that we should author¬ 
ize the construction of a mansion for just 
one officer in the Military Establishment 
that will cost any substantial part of 
$300,000. And yet that is what is pro¬ 
posed and what you will approve if you 
vote for this bill. xv, 

I have consistently voted for the ade¬ 
quate defense of this country, but here is 
a bill that calls for the spending of 
more than $2 billion for construction 
purposes alone. As far as I am able to 
determine, this huge spending provides 
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for not a single weap>on as such. This 
burden is becoming intolerable. There 
are thousands of citizens in the Third 
District of Iowa who, because of the farm 
depression and its effect upon business, 
will pay little or no Federal income 
taxes this year. I am convinced that 
wise use of facilities already available, 
both in this country and abroad, could 
have resulted in a. substantial reduction 
in this spending. It is for the reasons I 
have stated and others that I must op¬ 
pose passage of this bill. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Chairman, I will 
say to the gentlemen that I intend to 
ask for a rollcall vote when the question 
is put on final passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there are no fur¬ 
ther amendments, under the rule, the 
Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Delaney, Chairman of the Commit¬ 
tee of the Whole House on the State of 
the Union, reported that that Committee, 
having had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 9893) to authorize certain con¬ 
struction at military establishments, and 
for other purposes, pursuant to House 
Resolution 444, 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 bloc. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

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 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were—yeas 377, nays 3, answered “pres¬ 
ent” 1, not voting 52, as follows: 

[Roll No. 25] 

YEAS—377 

Abbitt Bentley Carrigg 
Abernethy Berry Cederberg 
Adair Betts Celler 
Addonizlo Blatnik Chase 
Albert Boggs Chelf 
Alexander Boland Chiperfield 
Alger Bolling Chudoff 
Allen, Calif. Bolton, Church 
Allen, Ill. Prances P. Clark 
Andresen, Bolton, Clevenger 

August H. Oliver P. Cole 
Andrews Bonner Colmer 
Arends Bosch Coon 
Ashley Bow Cooper 
Ashmore Bowler Corbett 
Asplnall Boyle Cramer 
Auchincloss Bray Cretella 
Avery Brooks. La. Crumpacker 
Ayres Brooks, Tex. Cunningham 
Bailey Brown, Ga. Curtis, Mo. 
Baker Brown, Ohio Davis, Ga. 
Baldwin Brownson Davis, Tenn. 
Barden BroyhlU Davis, Wis. 
Barrett Budge Dawson, Ill. 
Bass, N. H. Burdick Deane 
Bass, Tenn. Burleson Delaney 
Bates Burnside Dempsey 
Baumhart Bush Denton 
Beamer Byrd Derounian 
Becker Byrne, Pa. Devereux 
Belcher Byrnes, Wis. Dies 
Bell Cannon Diggs 
Bennett, Fla. Carlyle Dlngell 
Bennett, Mich. Carnahan Dixon 

DoUinger Kean Rhodes, Ariz. 
Doliiver Kearney Rhodes, Pa. 
Dondero Kearns Richards 
Donohue Keating Riley 
Dorn. N. Y. Kee Rivers 
Dorn, S. C. Kelley, Pa. Roberts 
Dowdy Kelly, N. Y. Robeson, Va. 
Durham Kilburn Robsion, Ky. 
Edmondson Kilday Rodino 
Elliott Kilgore Rogers, Fla. 
Ellsworth King, Calif. Rogers, Mass. 
Engle Kirwan Rogers, Tex. 
Evins Kluczynskl Rooney 
Pallon Knox Roosevelt 
Pascell Knutson Rutherford 
Feighan Krueger Sadlak 
Fenton Laird St. George 
Fernandez Landrum Saylor 
Flno Lane Schenck 
Fisher Lanham Scherer 
Pjare Lankford Schwengel 
Flood Latham Scudder 
Flynt LeCompte Seely-Brown 
Fogarty Lesinski Selden 
Forand Lipscomb Sheehan 
Ford Long Shelley 
Forrester Lovre Short 
Fountain McCarthy Shuford 
Frazier McConnell Sieminskl 
Frelinghuysen McCormack Sikes 
Friedel McCulloch Siler 
Fulton McDonough Simpson, Ill. 
Garina tz McDowell Simpson, Pa. 
Gary McGregor Sisk 
Gathings McMillan Smith, Kans. 
Gavin Macdonald Smith, Miss. 
Gentry Machrowlcz Smith, Va. 
George Mack, Ill. Smith, Wis. 
Granahan Mack, Wash. Spence 
Gray Magnuson Staggers 
Green, Oreg. Mahon Steed 
Green, Pa. Mailliard Sullivan 
Gregory Martin Taber 
Griffiths Mason Talle 
Gubser Matthews Taylor 
Hagen Merrow Teague, Calif. 
Halleck Metcalf Thomas 
Hand Miller, Md. Thompson, La. 
Harden Miller, Nebr. Thompson, 
Hardy Miller, N. Y. Mich. 
Harris Mills Thompson, N. J, 
Harrison, Nebr. Morrison Thompson, Tex. 
Harrison, Va. Moss Thomson, Wyo. 
Harvey Moulder ’Thornberry 
Hays, Ark. Mumma Tollefson 
Hays, Ohio Murray, Ill. Trimble 
Hayworth Murray, Tenn. Tuck 
Healey Natcher Tumulty 
Hubert Nicholson Udall 
Henderson Norblad Utt 
Herlong Norrell Vanik 
Heselton O’Brien, Ill. Van Pelt 
Hess O’Brien, N. Y. Van Zandt 
Hiestand O’Hara, Ill. Velde 
Hill O’Konskl Vinson 
Hillings O’Neill Vorys 
Hoeven Ostertag Vursell 
Hoffman, Mich. Passman Wainwright 
Holifield Patman Walter 
Holland Patterson Watts 
Holmes Pelly Weaver 
Holt Perkins Westland 
Holtzman Pfost Wharton 
Hope Philbln Whitten 
Horan Phillips Wlckersham 
Hosmer Pilcher Widnall - 
Huddleston Pillion Wier 
Hull Poage Wiggles worth 
Hyde Poff Williams, Miss. 
Ikard Polk Williams, N. J. 
Jackson Preston Williams, N. Y. 
Jarman Price Willis 
Jenkins Priest Wilson, Calif, 
Jennings Prouty Wilson. Ind. 
Jensen Quigley Winstead 
Johansen Rabaut Withrow 
Johnson, Wis. Radwan Wolcott 
Jonas Rains Wolverton 
Jones, Ala. Ray Wright 
Jones, Mo. Reece, Tenn. Yates 
Jones, N. O. Reed, N. Y. Young 
Judd Rees, Kans. Younger 
Kars ten Reuss 

NAYS—3 

Zablocki 

Andersen, 
H. Carl 

Gross Marshall 

ANSWERED ‘‘PRESENT”—! 

Anfuso 
Blitch 
Boykin 
Buckley 

Scrlvner 

NOT VOTING—52 

Canfield 
Chatham 
Chenoweth 
Christopher 

Cooley 
Coudert 
Curtis, Mass, 
Dague 

April 12 
Davidson 
Dawson, Utah 
Dodd 
Donovan 
Doyle 
Eberharter 
Gamble 
Gordon 
Grant 
Gwinn 
Hale 
Haley 
Hinshaw 
Hoffman, Ill. 

James 
Johnson, Calif. 
Keogh 
King, Pa. 
Klein 
Mclntire 
McVey 
Madden 
Meader 
Miller, Calif. 
Minshall 
Mollohan 
Morano 
Morgan 

Multer 
Nelson 
O'Hara, Minn. 
Osmers 
Powell 
Riehlman 
Rogers, Colo. 
Scott 
Sheppard 
Springer 
Teague, Tex. 
Zelenko 

So the bill was passed. 
The Clerk announced the following 

pairs: 
Mr. Christopher with Mr. Canfield. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Minshall. 
Mr. Klein with Mr. Morano. 
Mr. Anfuso with Mr. Coudert. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Dague. 
Mr. Gordon with Mr. Scott. 
Mr. Davidson with Mr. James. 
Mr. Haley with Mr. Springer. 
Mr. Madden with Mr. Riehlman. 
Mr Dodd with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Multer with Mr. McVey. 
Mr. Boykin with Mr. Curtis of Massachu¬ 

setts. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Hoffman of Illinois. 
Mr. Grant with Mr. Johnson of California. 
Mr. Zelenko with Mr. Mclntire. 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Cheno¬ 

weth. 
Mr. Doyle with Mr. O’Hara of Minnesota. 
Mr. Mollohan with Mr. Meader. 
Mr. Eberharter with Mr. King of Pennsyl¬ 

vania. 
Mr. Chatham with Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. Sheppard with Mr. Gwinn, 
Mr. Morgan with Mr. Nelson. 
Mr. Donovan with Mr. Dawson of Utah. 
Mr. Rogers of Colorado with Mr. Hale. 
Mr. Teague of Texas with Mr. Hinshaw. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. SJSHING AN EDUCATIONAL 

ITANCE PROGRAM FOR CHIL- 
■ OF SERVICEMEN 

•ELANEY, from the Committee 
s, reported the following privi- 
solution (H. Res. 470, Rept. No. 

19961, which was referred to the House 
Calendal^and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved.'^hat upon the adoption of this 
resolution l^shall be in order to move that 
the House reValve Itself into the Committee 
of the Whole\ House on the State of the 
Union for the cWsideration of the bill (H. R. 
9824) to establi» an educational assistance 
program for chilOTen of servicemen who died 
as a result of a disability incurred in line of 
duty during Worl^ War II or the Korean 
service period in cofiabat or from an instru¬ 
mentality of war. (After general debate, 
which shall be confin^to the bill, and shall 
continue not to exceed S hours, to be equally 
divided and controlled % the chairman and 
ranking minority membek of the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs, the bhj shall be read for 
amendment under the 5-*l5nlnute rule. It 
shall be in order to consider without the 
intervention of any point of o^er the substi¬ 
tute amendment recommended by the Com¬ 
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs no^ in the bill, 
and such substitute for the \purpose of 
amendment shall be considered'■under the 
5-minute rule as an original bill. At the 
conclusion of such consideration the com¬ 
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the 
House with such amendments as may have 
been adopted, and any Member may demand 
a separate vote in the House on any of the 
amendments adopted in the Committee of 
the Whole to the bill or committee substi- 
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84th CONGRESS 1 ¥ "D OQOQ 
2d Session ]\^ C/OJ/O 

IN THE SENATE OE THE UNITED STATES 

Atktl 16 (legislative day, April 9), 1956 

Read tAvice and referred to the Coiiimittee on Armed Services 

AN ACT 
To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for 

other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 lives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 TITLE I 

4 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

5 develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

6 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

7 or temporary public works, including site preparation, 

8 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

9 projects: 

I 



2 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet propulsion laboratory (California Institute of Tech- 

nology), California: Pesearcli and development facility, 

$143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility. 

$2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Dej)ot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

$258,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

training facilities, and utilities, $5,259,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Utilities, 

$693,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities 

and maintenance facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad¬ 

ministrative facility, $98,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

$1,285,000. 
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1 New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Mainte- 

2 nance facilities, $631,000. 

3 Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance faciU- 

4 ties, $655,000. 

5 (Chemical Corps) 

6 Army Chemical Center, Maryland; Troop housing, com- 

7 munity facility, and operational facility, $889,000. 

8 Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utilities, 

9 $913,000. 

10 Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Eesearcli and develop- 

11 ment facilities and utilities, $867,000. 

12 (Signal Corps) 

13 Port Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance 

14 facilities, storage facilities, administrative facility, and utili- 

1^ ties, $6,856,000. 

16 (Corps of Engineers) 

IT Port Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, training facility, 

18 operational faciUties, maintenance facilities, research and 

19 development facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

20 (Transportation Corps) 

21 Port Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, maintenance 

22 facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

23 (Medical Corps) 

24 Walter Peed Army Medical Center, District of Colum 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

bia: Research and development facility and community 

facility, $4,209,000. 

FIELD FOECES FACILITIES 

(First Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts: Land 

acquisition, $302,000. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. 

Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $583,000. 

lort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facili¬ 

ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and com¬ 

munity facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facilities, 

maintenance facilities, medical facility, troop housing, and 

utilities, $5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pennsylvania: Admin- 

19 istrative facility, storage facilities, and utilities, $190,000. 

(Third Army Area) 

21 Fort Beiiniiig, Georgia; Administrative facilities, main- 

22 tenance facilities, commmiications facilities, and community 

23 facilities, $422,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative facilities, 

operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 
25 
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1 Charlotte Armed Eorces Induction Station, North Caro- 

2 lina: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

3 Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

4 facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

5 Fort Fucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte- 

6 nance facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, admin- 

7 istrative facihties, trailer site facilities, land acquisition, and 

8 utilities, $7,300,000. 

9 (Fourth Army Area) 

10 Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facili- 

11 ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili- 

12 ties, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

13 Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

14 facihties, and storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

15 Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $4,173,000. 

10 (Fifth xkrrny Area) 

17 Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative 

18 facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi- 

19 tion, $3,253,000. 

20 Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

$140,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

and troop housing, $1,092,000. 

nity 

Fort Kilev, Kansas: Administrative 

facilities, troop housing, and utilities 

facilities, commu- 

, $1,519,000. 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, train¬ 

ing facihties, maintenance facilities, family housing, and util¬ 

ities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facility and commu¬ 

nity facility, $223,000. 

United States disciplinary barracks, California: Com¬ 

munity facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research 

and development facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McMr, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base; Troop housing and maintenance 

facilities, $1,688,000. 

Fort Richardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 24 
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I Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, $2,- 

‘2 849,000. 

3 Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 

4 (Far East Command Area) 

5 Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, and 

"6 maintenance facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,- 

7 000. 

8 (Pacific Command Area) 
'* . 1 

9 Alimanu Military Eeservation, Ilawaii: Land acqiiisi- 

10 tion, $143,000. 

II Helemano, Hawai: Community facility, land acquisi- 

12 tion and utilities, $136,000. 

13 Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

14 acquisition, $2,668,000. 

15 (Caribbean Command Area) 

16 Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, 

17 Havy and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

18 “ (United States Army, Europe) 

19' Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance 

20 facilities,^ community facilities, storage facilities, training 

21’ facilities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 

22 housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

23 Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

21 develop classified military installations and facilities by ac- 

25 quiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
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23 

24 
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permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui¬ 

sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 

ment, in a total amount of $188,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eigbty-fourth Congress, 

is amended with respect to Fort Jay, New York, under the 

heading ''Continental United States’’ and subheadings 

"field forces facilities (First Army Area) ” in sec¬ 

tion 101, by striking out "$731,000” and inserting in place 

thereof "$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of section 502, 

by striking out "$224,927,000” and "$533,904,000” 

and inserting in place thereof "$225,277,000” and 

"$534,254,000”, respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Fighty- 

third Congress, as reads "Adak Station, Alaska: Opera¬ 

tional Facilities (including troop housing), $70,000” is 

amended to read "Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facil¬ 

ities (including troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) 

of section 502 thereof, is amended by striking the figure 

"$462,600” and inserting in place thereof "$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The Seci-etary of the Army shall make all 

ni'cessarv studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine 

an ap])ropriate site for tlie relocation of the San Jacinto 

Ordnance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by 

31 January 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appro- 
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1 priations available to the Department of the Army is author- 

2 ized for such studies. 

3 TITLE II 

4 Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

5 develop military installations and facihties by acquiring, con- 

6 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or Installing permanent 

7 or temporary pubhc works, including site preparation, appur- 

8 tenances, utihties and equipment, for the following projects: 

9 Inside the United States 

10 SHIPYAED FACILITIES ! 

11 Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Keplacement of 

12 pier, and plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

13 $7,332,000. 

14 Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Di edging 

15 equipment, $148,000. 

10 Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South Carolina. Op- 

17 erational facilities, personnel facihties, training facihties, 

18 maintenance facihties, storage facihties, community facihties, 

19 security facilities, and utihties, $7,902,000. 

20 Naval shipyard, Long Beach, California: Eacilities for 

21 remedying effects of ground subsidence and waterfront 

22 facihties, $5,984,000. 

23 Navy underwater sound laboratory. New London, Con- 

H. B. 9893-2 
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1 necticut: Eesearcli and development facilities and land 

2 acquisition, $304,000. 

3 Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Persomiel 

4 facilities, $300,000. 

5 Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land 

6 acquisition, $244,000. 

7 . Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: 

8 Medical facilities, $84,000. 

0 Naval shipyard, San Francisco, Cahfornia: Plans and 

10 specifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

11 Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: 

12 Land acquisition, $200,000. 

1^ FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 

"I ^ 

Naval station. Long Beach, California: Waterfront 

facilities, $2,256,000. 

Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

$226,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island j Waterfront 

20 
faculties, personnel facilities, community facilities and iitili- 

ties, $li;672,000. 

22 
Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

0 $2,844,000. 

24 
Naval station. Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facilities, 

including land acquisition, $265,000. 
25 
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1 AVIATION FACILITIES 

2 (Naval Air Training Stations) 

3 Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

4 Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

5 Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field, Texas: Per- 

6 sonnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, 

7 station and aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilites, $2,- 

8 247,000. 

9 Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

10 personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 

11 facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac- 

12 quisition, $4,003,000. 

13 Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person- 

nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facil- 

ities, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage fa- 

cilities, and aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxihary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

preparation, utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facihties, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida : Community facili- 

ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities. 

23 $347,000. 
■ ■ ■ ■ i i. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

Land acquisition, $13,000. 25 
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1 (Eleet Support Air Stations) 

2 Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mainte- 

3 nance facilities, $2,675,000. 

4 Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga- 

5. tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

6 Naval auxiliaiy air station. Brown Field, California: 

7 Personnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

8 Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Personnel facilities, 

9 airfield pavements, station maintenance facilities, community 

10 . facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

11 Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft mainte- 

12 nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera- 

13 tional facilities, training facilities, connnunity facilities, and 

14 utilities, $4,052,000. 

15 Naval air station, Climcoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

16 maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

17 Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: 

18 Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, airfield pave- 

19 ments,-fuel dispensing facilities, operational facilities, admin- 

20 istrative facilities, personnel facilities, communications facili- 

21 ties, community facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

22v Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: 

23 Aircraft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition includ- 

24^,|jpg not to-exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial Coimty, 
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1 California, to partially defray the county’s cost in relocating 

2 the Niland-Blythe Koad, $831,000. 

3 Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada. Training 

4 facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

5 and land acquisition, $8,304,000. 

6 Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Air- 

7 field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis- 

8 pensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft, and station 

9 maintenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 

10 $6,000,000. 

11 Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

12 aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000, 

13 Naval air station. Key West, Florida : Aircraft mamte- 

14 nance facilities, $170,000. 

15 Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and specifl- 

16 cations for development of master jet aircraft facilities, and 

17 land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

18 Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facili- 

19 ties, operational facffities, training facilities, ordnance facrli- 

20 ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

21 clearance, $8,835,000. 

22 Naval air station, Moffett Pield, California: Land acqui- 

23 sition, 189,000. 

24 Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte- 

25 nance facilities, $170,000. 
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Naval air station, North Island, San Diego, California: 

Airfield pavements, ordnance and ammunition storage facili¬ 

ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, op¬ 

erational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

$13,072,000. 

' Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, 

community facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, 

open storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, and reloca¬ 

tion of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, 

$2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facihties, 

and utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Utili¬ 

ties, $149,000. -- 

' ; (Marine Corps Air Stations) 

. Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Caro¬ 

lina. Ail Cl aft and station maintenance facilities, administra¬ 

tive facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilities, training 

facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 

facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 

utilities, $17,384,000, 
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1 Marine Corps air station, CheiTy Point, North Carolina: 

2 Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

3 Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft 

4 maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, airfield pave- 

5 ments, storage facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi- 

6 cal facilities, training facilities, personnel facilities, opera- 

7 tional facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

8 Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: 

9 Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

10 facilities, training facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 

11 and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

12 $12,556,000. 

13 (Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air facility, John H. Towers Eield, Annapolis, 

Maryland: Land acquisition, and plans for specifications for 

aviation facilities, $4,000,000. 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: 

Plans and specifications for research and development facil- 

ities, $693,000. 

29 Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Eesearch 

21 and development facilities and equipment maintenance facil- 

22 ities, $6,438,000. 

2^ Naval air station, Patuxent Piver, Maryland: Aircraft 

21 maintenance facilities and research and development facilities, 

25 $475,000. 
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1 Naval air missile test center, Point Mngu, California: 

2 Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft main- 

3 tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

4 Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

'5 Eesearcli and development facilities, $128,000. 

• • SUPPLY P^ACTLITIES 

7 Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

8 $149,000. 

9 Naval supply depot, Newport, Ehode Island: Storage 

10 facilities, $390,000. 

11 Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, 

12 $50,000. 

13 Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Keplacement 

14 of seawall, $199,000. 

^5 , ’ MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

16 Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 

17- facilities, personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, commu- 

18 nity facilities, and utilities, $1,742,000. 

19 Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: 

*-"9 Opeiational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel fa- 

21 cilities, administrative facilities, and community facOities, 

22 $3,436,000. 

23 . Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: 

24 Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training facili- 
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1 ties, commuiiity facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, 

2 and utilities, $5,092,000. 

3 Marine Corps recruit depot Parris Island, South Caro- 

4 lina: Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage 

5 facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 

6 $4,266,000. 

7 Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: 

8 Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land acquisition, 

9 $3,429,000. 

10 Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, Cali- 

11 fornia: Utilities $294,000. 

12 Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, Cab- 

13 fornia: Community facilities and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

14 Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, 

15 Virginia: Security facilities, $91,000. 

16 Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Training fa¬ 

ll cilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com- 

18 munity facilities, and utilities, $2,178,000. 

19 Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Per- 

20 sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

21 OEDNANCE FACILITIES 

22 ' Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Oid- 

23 nance facilities, $1,100,000. 

II. B. 9893-3 
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Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, South Carolina: 

Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, Cahfomia: 

Research and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

facilities, airfield pavements and fuel storage and dispensing 

facihties, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

facilities, $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Eallbrook, California: Am¬ 

munition storage and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: 

Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, Cali¬ 

fornia: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

storage and ordnance facilities and utihties, $3,480,000. 

SEEVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval .training center, Bainhridge, Maryland: Personnel 

facilities, training facilities, and utihties, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Training 

facihties, personnel facihties, and utihties, $5,660,000. 
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1 Eleet air defense training center, Dam Neck, Virginia: 

2 Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

3 Naval training center, Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel 

4 facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

5 MEDICAL FACILITIES 

6 Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, 

7 $12,730,000. 

8 Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

9 elevator, $57,000. 

10 COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

11 Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Commimi- 

12 cations facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

13 Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acquisi- 

14 tion, $2,450,000. 

15 Naval communication station, San Erancisco, California: 

16 Communications facdities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

11 029,000. 

18 Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: 

1^ Communications facilities, $45,000. 

20 Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi- 

^1 cations facilities, $83,000. 

22 OFFICE OF NAVAL EESEAKCH FACILITIES 

23 Naval research laboratory, District of Columbia; Plans 

21 and specifications for research and development facilities, 

25 $1,300,000. 
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1 YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

2 Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and 

3 land acquisition, $443,000. 

4 Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, Cali- 

5 fornia: Replacement of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,- 

6 581,000. 

Outside the United States 

3 SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

9 Naval sliip repair facility, Subic Bay, Philippine Is- 

10 lands: Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

11 Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

12 Olongapo, flood control and drainage facilities and commu- 

13 nity facilities, $9,378,000. 

14 FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

15 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

16 laundry and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

17 Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

18 $680,000. 

19 AVIATION UAGILITIES 

20 / - Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, 

21 aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, person- 

22 nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

23 . cNaval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, Temtory of 

24 Hawaii: Personnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facili- 

25 ties, $870,000. 
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1 Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Per- 

2 sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

3 Naval air station, Gnantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

4 maintenance facilities, ])ersonnel facilities, conininnications 

5 facilities, family lionsing, commimity facilities, and utilities, 

6 $4,572,000. 

7 Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft maintenance 

8 facilities, airfield pavements, dredging, navigational aids, and 

9 fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

10 Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Terri¬ 

ll tory of Hawaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave- 

12 ments, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 

13 Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Air- 

14 craft maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

1^ Naval station, Eoosevelt Boads, Puerto Bico: Aircraft 

16 maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facili- 

11 ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, 

1^ and utilities, $4,470,000. 

1^ Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands. Aii- 

26 field pavements, breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,811,- 

21 000. 
22 SUPPLY FACILITIES 

22 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Beplacement of fuel stor- 

^4 age facihties, $5,000,000. 
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Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage 

facilities, $1,599,000. 

Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Cov¬ 

ered and cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, oper¬ 

ational facilities, maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, 

and utilities, $11,598,000. 

OEDNANCB FACILTIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco: 

Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 

Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance 

facilities, $241,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Okinawa: Com¬ 

munications facilities, $75,000. 

Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: 

Communication facilities, $222,000. 

Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Com¬ 

munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, $2,- 

210,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authonzed to 

obtain, by contract such engineering, location, and site plan- 



23 

1 ning studies as may be necessary to enable him to deter- 

2 mine the feasibility and advisabUity of establishing, con- 

3 tinning, or relocating the following facilities: Naval air 

4 station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets) ; Naval air 

b facility, John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Maryland; Naval 

6 magazine. Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to 

7 exceed $100,000 for such studies may be made out of the 

8 appropriation “Military Construction, Navy”. The Secre- 

9 tary of the Navy shah report to the Committees on Armed 

10 Services of the Senate and House of Representatives the 

11 conclusions of these studies together with such recommenda- 

12 tions as he shall consider appropriate. 

13 Seo. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may estabhsh or 

14 develop classified naval installations and facilities by con- 

15 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

16 or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

17 preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 

18 total amount of $42,997,000. 

19 Sec. 204. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, 

20 as amended, is amended as follows: 

21 (a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much 

22 thereof under the heading “Continental United States 

23 and subheading “supply facilities” as reads as follows: 

24 “Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area, 
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1 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500’'; 

2 and insert in plaee thereof the following: 

3 ‘‘Harpswell l^eck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

4 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisi- 

5 tion, $2,766,500”. 

6 (b) In section 201, under the heading ‘‘Outside 

7 Continental United States” and subheading “com- 

8 MUNICATION facilities”, strike out so much thereof as 

9 read as follows: 

16 “^laval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

11 solidated communication facilities; $2,694,500”; and insert 

12 in place thereof the following: 

13 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

11 solidated commimications, facihties, and land acquisition, 

15 $2,694,500”. 

16 Sec. 205 Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is 

1"^ amended as follows: 
1 

(^) Id section 201, under the heading “Continental 

1^ United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

26 change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San 

21 Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California,” from “$1,132,000” 

to “$1,816,000”. 

23 
(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

9d. 

United States” and subheading “oednance facilities”. 
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1 change the amount for “Naval ammunition depot, Haw- 

2 thorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

3 (c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

4 public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

5 United States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

6 and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

7 Sec. 206. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

8 is amended as follows: 

9 (a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

10 United States” and subheading “shipyaed facilities”, 

11 change the amount for “Naval electronics laboratory, San 

12 Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

13 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

14 United States” and subheading “fleet base facili- 

15 ties”, change the amount for “Navy Department District of 

16 Columbia”, from “$81,000” to “$114,000 . 

17 (c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

18 United States” and subheading “aviation facilities , 

19 change the amount for “Naval auxiliary air station, El 

20 Centro, California” from $366,000” to “$450,000strike 

21 out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

22 “Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main- 

23 tenance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities. 

H. R. 9893-4 
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operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place 

thereof the following: 

‘‘Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facihties, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con¬ 

tinental United States” and subheading “ordnance 

facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, and railroad facilities and barricades, 

$1,132,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facihties, railroad facilities and barricades, and land 

acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

(e) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$299,690,600” to “$299,826,600”; 

and the total amount from “$564,224,300” to “$564,- 

360,300”. 

TITLE III 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

or develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, 

constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing perma¬ 

nent or temporary public works, including site preparation. 
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1 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

2 projects: 

3 Inside the United States 

4 AIE DEFENSE COMMAND 

5 Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Floiida. 

6 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

7 supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administra- 

8 tive facilities, housing and community facihties, and utihties 

9 and ground improvement, $13,168,000. 

10 Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Opera- 

11 tional and training facilities, maintenance facihties, supply 

12 facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

13 Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: 

Housing and community facilities, $342,000. 

15 Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Oper- 

15 ational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, supply 

11 facilities, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

1^ Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 

19 training facilities, maintenance facihties, and housing and 

25 community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

21 Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera- 

22 tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, utihties 

22 and group improvements, land acquisition and family hous- 

21 ing, $2,470,000. 
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Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Da¬ 

kota: Operational and training facilities, and maintenance 

facilities, $1,999,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utihties and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Oorapohs, Pennsylvania: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, 

supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

acquisition, $1,087,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Bafael, California: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, utili¬ 

ties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$2,966,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

supply facihties, administrative facihties, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utihties and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition, $5,051,000. 

Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, maintenance facilities, supply 

facihties, administrative facihties, housing and community 

facilities, and utihties and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 
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1 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

2 housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

3 $2,156,000. 

4 Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath FaUs, Ore- 

5 gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

6 ties, housing and community facilities, utihties and ground 

7 improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

8 McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Opera- 

9 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

10 acquisition, $1,514,000. 

11 McOhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera- 

12 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin- 

13 istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

14 acquisition, $2,054,000. 

15 Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and train- 

16 ing facilities, and land acquisition, $440,000: Provided, how- 

17 ever, That none of the funds here authorized for appropna- 

18 tion shall be expended until the field has been recaptured 

19 by the United States. 

20 Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport, Mmne- 

21 apohs, Minnesota: Operational and traimng facilities, and 

22 maintenance facilities, $3,015,000. 

23 Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Oper- 

24 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
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1 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

2 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

«-» Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware i 

4 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

5 ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

6 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

7 Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

8 York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

9 ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

10 land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

11 Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera- 

12 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

13 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

giound impiovements, land acquisition and family housing, 

15 $11,577,000. 

1^ Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Opera- 

11 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

18 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

1^ and land acquisition, $2,292,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Opera- 

21 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

22 facilities, and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

23 r< 
Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train- 

24 mg facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acipiisition, $13,508,000. 
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1 Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine. 

2 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

3 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im 

4 provements, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

5 Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin; 

6 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

7 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

8 munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

9 $6,801,000. 

10 Selfvidge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: 

11 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

12 ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

13 Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa. Opera 

14 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

15 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

16 Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Opera- 

11 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

18 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

19 Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, 

20 New York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

21 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

22 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 

23 Triiax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and train- 

24 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 

25 facilities, and land acquisition, $2,874,000. 
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1 Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, su])p]y 

3 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

4 facilities, utilities and gi-ound improvements, land acquisition 

5 and family housing, $3,278,000. 

6 Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: 

7 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

8 utihties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

9 $2,255,000. 

10 Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and 

11 training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facili- 

12 ties, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

13 $3,545,000. 

14 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

15 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 

16 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

1"^ improvements and land acquisition, $37,760,000. 

18 
AIE MATEEIEL COMMAND 

19 Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, 11,541,000. 

21 Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational 

22 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

23 opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

24 community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

25 land acquisition, $17,966,000. 
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1 Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Maintenance facili- 

2 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

3 improvements and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

4 Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 

5 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utihties 

6 and ground improvements, $1,570,000. 

7 Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

8 Supply facilities, $52,000. 

9 McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

10 Administrative facilities, housing and community facihties, 

11 and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

12 Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

13 Land acquisition, $4,000. 

14 Horton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: 

15 Operational and training facilities, and housmg and com- 

10 munity facilities, $1,572,000. 

17 Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: 

18 Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities 

19 and ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

20 Bobins Air Force Base, Macon,--Georgia: Operational 

21 and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

22 utihties and ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

23 Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine. 

24 Supply facilities, $473,000. 

H. B. 9893-5 
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1 4acoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: 

2 Supply facilities, $129,000. 

3 Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 

4 Operational and training facilities, and housing and com- 

5 munity facilities, $3,498,000. 

6 Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous- 

7 ing, $89,000. 

8 Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: 

9 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re- 

10 search, development and test facilities, housing and com- 

11 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

12 land acquisition, $17,138,000. 

13 Various locations: Administrative facilities, housino' 

14 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

15 ments, $444,000. 

16 AIE PEOVING GEOUND G0M]\IAND 

17 Fghn Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational 

18 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

19 opment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

20 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

21 provemenls, and land acquisition, $21,094,000. 

AIE TEATNING COM]\rAND 

oo 
Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

2-1 community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 
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1 Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational 

2 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

3 Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: 

4 JMaintenance facilities, $783,000. 

5 Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land ac- 

6 quisition, $63,000. 

7 Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo- 

8 ming: Housing and community facilities, and utdities and 

9 ground improvements, $1,654,000. 

10 Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera- 

11 tioiml and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

12 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

13 James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Opera- 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

15 Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land 

acquisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hos- 

pital and medical facilities, $3,440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

^9 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $225,000. 

21 Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Bio, Texas: Operational 

22 and training facilities, and housing nnd community facilities, 

$212,000. 

21 Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,587,000. 25 
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1 Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational 

2 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acqui- 

3 sition, $2,902,000. 

4 Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Opera- 

5 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

6 facihties, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

7 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

8 McConneU Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land ac- 

9 quisition, $396,000. 

10 Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational 

11 and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 

K Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational 

13 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $3,456,000. 

14 Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities 

15 and ground improvements, $111,000. 

16 Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational 

17 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

18 Bandolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

19 acquisition, $133,000. 

20 Beese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

21 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

22 Scott Air Force Base, BelleviUe, Illinois: Operational 

23 and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

24 $3,296,000. 
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1 Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Hos- 

2 pital and medical facilities, and housing and community 

3 facilities, $6,842,000. 

4 Stead Air Force Base, Eeno, Nevada: Supply facilities, 

5 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

6 provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

7 Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Opera- 

8 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

9 $716,000. 

10 Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational 

11 and training facihties, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

12 Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

13 and training facilities, $90,000. 

14 Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera- 

15 tional and training facihties, maintenance facilities, and land 

16 acquisition, $6,347,000. 

AIR UNIVERSITY 

18 Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: 

19 Operational and training facilities, and housing and com- 

20 munity facilities, $215,000. 

21 CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

22 Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Opera- 

23 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

24 and ground improvements, $9,563,000. 
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1 Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

3 $237,000. 

4 Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

5 and community facilities, $345,000. 

6 Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, Hew York: Util- 

7 ities and ground improvements, $205,000. 

S headqtjaetees command 

9 Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities 

10 and ground improvements, $8,000. 

MIHTAET AIE TEANSPOET COMMAND 

12 Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

13 Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

14 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

15 and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

16 Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

17 Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

18 improvements, $868,000. 

19 Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

20 and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 

21 ities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

22 ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

2'3 McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: 

24 Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

3:9 

and medical facilities, administrative facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Palm Beach Air Eorce Base, Palm Beach, Florida: 

Operational and trainmg facilities, housing and commumty 

facilities, utilities and groimd improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,545,000. 

Vint HiU Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and trainmg facihties, $768,000. 

eeseaech ai^d development command 

Canal Air Force Plant #62, Hartford, Connecticut: 

Besearch, development, and test facihties, and utihties and 

ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Aii* Force Base, Muroc, Cahfornia: Besearch, 

development, and test facilities, and housing and community 

facihties, $5,488,000. 

Hohoman Air Force Base, Alamagordo, Hew Mexico: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

research, development, and test facihties, and housing and 

community facihties, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: 

Housing and community facihties, and utihties and ground 

improvements and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

and research, development, and test facihties, $5,481,000. 



40 

1 Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Eesearch, develop- 

2 ment, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

3 Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

4 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

5 research, development and test facilities, housing and com- 

6 munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

7 land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

8 National reactor test station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Oper- 

9 ational and training facihties, research, development and 

19 test facilities, and utihties and ground improvements, 

11 $11,415,000. 

12 Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational 

13 and training facilities, research, development and test facili- 

11 ties, housing and community facihties, utihties and ground 

15 improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

19 Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

17 Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 

1 s 
STEATEGIC AIE COMMAND 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

■"9 and training facilities, bousing and comniunity facilities, 

21 utilities and ground miprovenients, and land acquisition, 

22 $1,043,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

community facihties, and utihties and ground improvements, 

25 $1,003,000. 
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1 Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: 

2 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

3 administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

4 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

5 $2,117,000. 

6 Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational 

7 and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

8 munity facilities, and land acquisition, $531,000. 

9 Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

10 training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

11 $922,000. 

12 Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: 

13 Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

14 improvements, $479,000. 

15 Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera- 

16 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

17 $2,438,000. 

18 Castle Air Force Base, Merced, Cahfomia: Operational 

19 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and 

20 medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

21 $2,179,000. 

22 Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: 

23 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

24 supply facilities, housing and community facihties, utilities 

25 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 
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j 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,654,000. 

Davis-Montlian Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, and land acquisition, $503,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $7,665,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

housing and community facilities, aiid land acquisition, 

$943,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $4,457,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational 

and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$1,271,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 
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1 Homestead Air Eorce Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

3 housing and community facilities, utihties, and ground im- 

4 provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

5 Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational 

6 and training facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

7 land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

8 Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: 

9 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

10 facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

11 Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational 

12 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

13 community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

14 $4,685,000. 

15 Little Bock Air Force Base, Little Bock, Arkansas: 

16 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

17 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

18 munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. 

19 Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera- 

20 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

21 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

22 Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Opera- 

23 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

24 facilities, and housing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

25 MacHill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational 
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and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $3,262,000. 

Malstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

and housing and community facihties, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

Idaho: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facihties, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition and family housing, $5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $786,000. 

Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg, New York: 

Housing and community facilities, $1,491,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp¬ 

shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

community facihties, $661,000. 
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1 Smoky Hill Air Torce Base, Salina, Kansas: Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

3 administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

4 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

5 $3,882,000. 

6 Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational 

7 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

8 ground improvements, $923,000. 

9 Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

10 and training facihties, housing and community facihties, and 

11 land acquisition, $781,000. 

12 Walker Air Force Base, Boswell, New Mexico: Opera- 

13 tional and training facihties, supply facilities, and housing 

14 and community facihties, $2,791,000. 

15 Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee FaUs, Massachu- 

16 setts: Operational and training facihties, maintenance facih- 

17 ties, supply facihties, administrative facihties, housing and 

18 community facilities, utihties and ground improvements, and 

19 land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

20 Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri. Opei- 

21 ational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, supply 

22 facihties, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

23 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $815,000. 
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TACTICAL AIE COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main¬ 

tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$330,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: 

Oi)erational and training facilities and maintenance facilities, 

$933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

community facilities and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

community facilities, and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Oreenville, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$2,919,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 
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1 Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia; Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

3 $2,613,000. 

4 Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington. 

5 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

6 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui- 

7 sition, $1,111,000. 

8 Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

9 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

10 facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and housing and 

11 community facilities, $1,665,000. 

12 Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: 

13 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,106,000. 

15 Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Opera- 

B> tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

18 Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

19 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

-9 facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, and housing and community facili- 

ties, $6,637,000. 

11^ Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Opera- 

11 tional'and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and hoiis- 

15 ino- and community facilities, $3,805,000. 
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1 Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, $67,000. 

3 SPECIAL FACILITIES 

4 Various locations: Besearcli, development and test fa- 

5 cilities, administrative facilities, and land acquisition, 

6 $1,240,000. 

7 AIECEAET CONTEOL AND WAENING SYSTEM 

8 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

9 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

10 facilities, administrative facilities, housing, and community 

11 facilities, utihties and ground improvements, and land acqui- 

12 sition and family housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside tile United States 

14 ALASKAN AIE COMMAND 

15 Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facih- 

16 ties, maintenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,000. 

17 Elmendoif Air Force Base: Operational and training fa- 

18 cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

19 community facihties, and utilities and ground improvements, 

20 $5,444,000. 

21 Galena Arfield: Operational and training facilities and 

22 supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

^3 King Salmon Airport: Operational and ti'aining facili- 

24 ties, $289,000. 
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1 Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, 

2 supply facilities, and utilities and ground iinpiovenients, 

3 $7,055,000. 

4 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

5 $6,628,000. 

(3 FAR EAST AIR FORCES 

7 Ilickain Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Opeiational 

8 and training facilities, $991,000. 

9 Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: 

10 Operational and training facilities and housing and com- 

11 munity facilities, $724,000. 

12 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

13 maintenance facihties, supply facilities, hospital and medi- 

14 cal facihties, utilities and ground improvements, land acqui- 

15 sition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

16 MILITANT AIR, TRAISTSPORT SERVICE 

17 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

18 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

19 munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

20 $55,859,000. 

21 NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

22 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

23 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

24 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

25 ground improvements, and family housing, $70,250,000. 
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STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

$14,000. 

Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facihties and maintenance facilities, $229,000. 

Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Bico: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 

$1,523,000. 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

prefabricated structures, $97,123,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may estab¬ 

lish or develop classified military installations and facili¬ 

ties by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 

installing permanent or temporary public works, including 

land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utihties and 

equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000, 
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1 Seo. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 (ch. 

2 41, 50 U. S. 0. 491), is amended hy the addition of the 

3 following: 

4 ''The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure 

5 communication services required for the Semiautomatic 

6 Ground Environment System. No contract for such services 

7 may he for a period of more than ten years from the date 

8 communication services are first furnished under such con- 

9 tract. The aggregate contingent liability of the Government 

10 under the termination provisions of all contracts authorized 

11 hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no 

12 termination payment shall be final until audited and approved 

13 by the General Accounting Office which shall have access 

to such carrier records and accounts as it may deem necessaiy 

for the purpose. In procuring such services, the Secretary 

1^ of the Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent the facilities 

11 and capabilities of communication common carriers, including 

1^ cooperatives, within their respective service areas. Negotia- 

1^ tions with communication common carriers, including coop- 

20 eratives, and representation in proceedings involving such 

21 pefore Federal and State regulatory bodies where 

22 negotiations or proceedings involve contracts authonzed 

23 by this paragraph shall he in accordance with the provisions 

24 201 of the Act of June 30, 1949, as amended 

25 J4Q ^ sec. 481) 

i 
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Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended, under the heading ‘‘Continental 

United States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “aie defense command”— 

(1) with resj)ect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 

Fort Myers, Florida, strike out “$11,577,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, 

Duluth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. North 

Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$7,709,000”. ^ - - 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis¬ 

consin, airbase to be known as “Bichard Bong Am 

Force Base”, strike out “$16,608,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, 

Coraopolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San 

Bafael, California, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air- 
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port, Klamatli Falls, Oregon, strike out ‘ $2,042,000 

and insert in place thereof “$2,656,000”. 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knox¬ 

ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$817,000”. 

(9) with respect to Minot site. North Dakota, strike 

out “$5,339,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,- 

603,000”. 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Niagara Falls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000 . 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, 

Everett, Washington, strike out “$1,039,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie mateeiel command”— 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie teaining command”— 

(1) with respect to Elhngton Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 

Greenville, Mississippi, strike out “$349,000 and inseit 

in place thereof “$500,000”. 
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(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out ‘‘$1,557,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to NeUis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,837,000”. 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sher¬ 

man, Texas, strike out “$956,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Kandolph Air Force Base, 

San Antonio, Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$730,000”. 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belle¬ 

ville, Illinois, strike out $1,247,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, 

Panama City, Florida, strike out “$478,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

Oklahoma, strike out “$871,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Wilhams Air Force Base, 

Chandler, Arizona, strike out “$1,045,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

Under the subheading “air university” With respect 
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1 to Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike 

2 out ‘"$2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000. 

3 Under the subheading “continentai. aie com- 

4 hand”— 

5 (1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San 

6 Antonio, Texas, strike out “$590,000” and insert in 

7 place thereof “$697,000”. 

8 (2) with respect to Dobbins Air Dorce Base, Mar- 

9 ietta, Georgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in place 

10 thereof “$859,000”. 

11 Under the subheading “militaey aie teanspoet seev- 

12 ice”—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charles- 

13 ton. South Carolina, strike out “$4,032,000 ’ and insert in 

place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

15 Under the subheading “eeseaech and development 

16 command”— 

17 ^1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 

18 Muroc, California, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert 

19 in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

20 (2) with respect to Hartford Eesearch Facility, 

21 Hartford, Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000 and 

22 insert in place thereof “$25,780,000 . 

23 (3) with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, 

21 Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000 and 

25 insert in place thereof ‘ $5,637,000 . 
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Under the subheading ‘‘strategic air command’"— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, 

Abilene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,656,000”. ‘ 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, 

Bapid City, South Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, 

Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$5,885,000”. 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savan¬ 

nah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under the subheading “tactical air command”— 

With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash¬ 

ington, strike out “$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and warn¬ 

ing system”—With respect to “Various locations” strike 
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1 out ‘‘$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof “$120,- 

2 382,000”. 

3 (b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

4 amended, under the heading “Outside Continental 

5 United States” in section 301, as follows: 

6 (1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub- 

7 heading “alaskan aie command” strike out “$356,- 

8 000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000 . 

9 (c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as 

10 amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 

11 502 the amounts “$743,989,000”, “$530,563,000” and $1,- 

12 279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$800,913,000”, 

13 “$532,454,000” and “$1,338,717,000”, respectively. 

14 (d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, 

15 under the heading “Continental United States” in 

16 section 301, as follows: Under the subheading “aie defense 

17 command” with respect to Klamath Ealls Airport, Klamath 

18 Ealls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” and insert in place 

19 thereof “$5,077,000”. 

20 (e) Pubhc Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, 

21 is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 

22 the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000 and in- 

23 sorting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and $415,- 

24 949,000”, respectively. 
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GENEBAL PEOVISIONS 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department 

may proceed to establish or develop installations and facilities 

under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 

3734 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended. The authority 

to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 

includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, 

planning and supervision incident to construction. That 

authority may he exercised before title to the land is approved 

under section 355 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended, and 

even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to 

provide family housing includes authority to acquire such 

land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the ap¬ 

proval of the Secretary of Defense, to be necessary in con¬ 

nection with that housing. The authority to acquire real 

estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to 

acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary 

use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, 

or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are autliorized to be appropriated such 

sums as may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but 

appropriations for public works projects authorized by titles 

I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 
25 
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1 016,000; outside the United States, $29,763,000; 

2 section 102, $188,783,000; or a total of $304,562,000; 

3 (2) for title II: Inside the United States, $296,- 

4 572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec- 

5 tion 203, $42,997,000, or a total of $401,194,000; and 

6 (3) for title III: Inside the United States, $661,- 

7 446,000; outside the United States, $312,834,000; sec- 

8 tion 302, $163,000,000; or a total of $1,137,280,000. 

9 Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 

10 III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con- 

11 cerned, he increased by 5 per centum for projects inside the 

12 United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

13 United States. However, the total cost of all projects in 

each such title may not be more than the total amount author- 

ized to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

17 (1) the President determines that comphance with 

section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 

of 1947 (41 U. S. 0. 153 (c) ) for contracts made 

under this Act for the establishment or development 

21 of military installations and facilities in foreign countries 

22 would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 
« 

23 j2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

21^ General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade- 

2^- quately auditing those contracts; 
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1 the President may exempt those contracts from the require- 

2 ments of that section. = 

3 Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States imder 

4 this Act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a 

5 competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the 

6 national security will not be impaired and the award is 

7 consistent with the Armed Seiwices Procurement Act of 

8 1947 (41 U, S. 0. 153 et seq.). 

9 Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the militaiy departments 

10 may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding 

11 $5,000 in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and de- 

12 ficiency judgment awards), which the Secretary concerned 

13 determines to be urgently required in the interests of national 

14 defense. The authority under this section may not, however, 

1'^ be used to acquire more than one parcel of land unless the 

lb parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

17 $5,000 in total cost. 

1^ Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military departments 

19 may, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, acquire, 

39 construct, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary 

31 public 'works, including site preparation, appurtenances, 

33 utilities, and equipment, to restore or replace facilities dam- 

33 aged or destroyed in a total amount not to exceed 

34 $30,000,000. 

35 Sec. 408 (a) Under such regulations as may be pre- 
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1 scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of the 

2 military departments may expend out of appropriations 

3 avadable for military construction such amounts as may be 

4 required for the establishment and development of mihtary 

5 installations and facihties hy acquiring constmcting (except 

6 family quarters), converting, rehabihtatmg, or mstallmg 

7 permanent or temporary pubhc works determined to be 

8 urgently required, including site preparation, appurtenances, 

9 utihties, and equipment, for projects not otherwise authorized 

10 by law when the cost of the project is in excess of $25,000 

11 but not in excess of $200,000, subject to the following 

12 limitations: 

13 (1) No such project, the cost of which is m excess of 

14 $50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance 

15 by the Secretary of Defense. 

16 (2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

17 $25,000 shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

18 the Secretary of the military department concerned. 

19 (3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any 

20 project authorized under this section. 

21 (4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to 

22 family quarters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year 

23 at any single facihty. 

24 (b) The Secretaries of the militaiy departments may 

25 expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 
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1 operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

2 except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 

3 would otherwise be authorized to he accomplished under 

4 subsection (a). 

5 (c) The Secretary of Defense shall report in detail 

6 semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the 

^ Senate and the House of Representatives with respect to 

3 the exeicise of the authoiities granted by this section. 

9 (d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 'l946 (60 Stat. 

10 853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is repealed. 

11 Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through 

12 the Secretary of a military department, may provide family 

13 housing for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 

ceitain commissioned officers and enlisted personnel attached 

15 I • 
to his staff by the construction or rehabilitation of five sets 

16 
of family housing, and emergency communication facilities, 

17 
without regard to the second proviso of section 3 of the Act 

of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the 

Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 
90 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $300,000 available to 

the military departments for military construction may be 
22 

utilized for the purposes of this section without regard to the 
23 

limitations on the cost of family housing otherwise prescribed 

by law. 
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1 Seo. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

2 military public works to be accomplisbed by the Secretary 

3 of a military department in connection with the establisb- 

4 ment or development of mditary installations and facibties, 

5 and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

6 contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

7 superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization are 

8 repealed, except— 

9 (1) authorizations for public works and for appro- 

10 priations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

11 titles that contain the general provisions; 

12 (2) authorizations for public works projects as to 

13 which appropriated funds have been obligated in whole 

or in part before July 1, 1957, and authorizations for 

1^ appropriations therefor; 

16 (3^ the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

11 family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 

1^ contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

1^ ' second Congress; and 

20 the authorizations for public works and the 

21 appropriation of funds that are contained in the IS^ational 

22 Defense Eacilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 

2^ 881 and the following). 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the 24 
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1 Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, 

2 is further amended to read as follows: 

3 “In addition to family bousing and community facilities 

4 otherwise authorized to be constructed or acquired by the 

5 Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author- 

b ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

8 family housing for occupancy as pubhc quarters, and com- 

9 munity facihties, in foreign countries through housing and 

4b community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

41 to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

42 the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 

13 Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 

14 commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Cor- 

15 poration.” 

16 (b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the 

17 Secretaries of the military departments such amounts other 

18 than foreign currencies as are necessary for the construc- 

19 tion, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing 

20 and community facilities projects in foreign countries that 

21 are authorized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 

22 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so 

23 appropriated for any such project may not be more than 

24 25 per centum of the total cost of that project. 

/ 
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1 Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 

2 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

3 “Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 

4 1958 the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Dorce, re- 

5 spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or 

6 near military tactical installations for assignment as public 

7 quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, 

8 without rental charge upon a determination by the Secre- 

9 tary of Defense or his designee that there is a lack of ade- 

10 quate housing facilities at or near such military tactical in- 

11 stallations. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family 

12 or individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

13 such units may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 

14 for the rental for such housing facihties may be made out of 

15 appropriations available for maintenance and operation but 

16 may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

17 Sec. 413. The net floor area hmitations prescribed by 

IS section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 D. S. 0. 626p) 

19 do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

20 to be constructed at the United States Air Force Academy 

21 by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

22 area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 

23 five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent, 

21 three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans, 
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and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for 

each of forty-four units for department heads. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facihties 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 882), is further 

amended by striking out clause (a) and inserting in place 

thereof the following: 

“ (a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, con¬ 

struct, expand, rehabilitate, convert and equip such 

facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to ef¬ 

fectuate the purposes of this Act, except that expendi¬ 

tures for the leasing of property for such purposes may 

be made from appropriations otherwise available for the 

payment of rentals and without regard to the monetary 

limitation otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

at a military installation under title IV of the Housing 

Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

Act to provide housing at that installation may be exercised 

at other military installations of the department concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the militaiy departments 

are authorized to contract for the storage, handling, and 

distribution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five 

years, with option to renew for additional periods not ex- 
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1 ceeding five years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. 

2 This authority is limited to facilities which conform to the 

3 criteria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense for protec- 

4 tion, including dispersal, and also are included in a program 

5 approved by the Secretary of Defense for the protection of 

6 petroleum facilities. Such contracts may provide that the 

7 Government at the expiration or termination thereof shall 

8 have the option to purchase the facility under contract with- 

9 out regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 or the Eevised 

10 Statutes, as amended, and prior to approval of title to the 

11 underlying land by the Attorney General: Provided further, 

12 That the Secretaries of the military departments shall re- 

13 port to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 

14 the House of Representatives with respect to the names 

15 of the contractors and the terms of the contracts, the reports 

16 to he furnished at times and in such form as may be agreed 

17 upon between the Secretaries of the military departments 

18 and the Committees on Armed Services. 

19 Sec. 417. In the design of the family housing and other 

20 repetitive-type buildings in the Continental United States 

21 authorized by this Act, the military departments shall, to 

22 the extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular 

23 design in order that the facility may he built by conven- 

24 tional construction, on site fabrication or factory fabrication, 

25 whichever the successful bidder may elect. 
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Sec. 418. Notwithstanding the provisions of any other 

law, no contract shall be entered into by the United 

States for the construction of family housing units by or 

for the use of military or civilian personnel of any of the 

military services of the Department of Defense unless such 

housing has been justified to the Armed Services Commit¬ 

tees of the Senate and House of Eepresentatives. 

Sec. 419. Section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 

1955 is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 404. Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his 

designee deem it necessary for the purposes of this title, he 

may acquire by purchase, donation, or other means of trans¬ 

fer (but not by condemnation), any land or (with the ap¬ 

proval of the Federal Housing Commissioner) any housing 

financed with mortgages insured under the provisions of 

title VIII of the National Housing Act as in effect prior 

to the enactment of the Housing Amendments of 1955. 

The purchase price of any such housing shall not exceed 

the actual cost (as that term is defined in section 227 (c) 

of the National Housing Act with respect to new con¬ 

struction) of the housing as determined by the Commissioner 

less depreciation thereon at a rate of 2 per centum per an¬ 

num, less the amount of accumulated unexpended reserves 

for replacement, and less the principal amount and accrued 

interest under any moilgage or other indebtedness outstand- 
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1 ing thereon and assumed by the Government. Property 

2 acquired under this section may be occupied, used and im- 

3 proved for the purposes of this section prior to the approval 

4 of title by the Attorney General, as required by section 355 

5 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended. The authority so to 

6 acquire housing may be exercised by acquiring the capital 

7 stock of a corporation owning and operating housing financed 

8 with mortgages insured under the provisions of title III 

9 of the National Housing Act as in effect prior to the en- 

10 actment of the Housing Amendments of 1955, but without 

11 deduction for such reserves for replacement as are held by 

12 the corporation at the time of the transfer of the capital stock 

13 to the Government.” 

Passed the House of Eepresentatives April 12, 1956. 

EALPH E. EOBEETS, 

Clerk, 

Attest: 
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Calendar No. 2388 
84th Congress ) SENATE ( Report 

Session f t No. 2364 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR THE MILITARY 

DEPARTMENTS 

June 26, 1956.—Ordered to be printed 

Mr. Stennis, from the Committee on Armed Services, submitted the 

following 

REPORT 

[To accompany H. R. 9893] 

The Committee on Armed Services, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 9893) to authorize certain construction at military installations, 
and for other pmposes, having considered the same, report favorably 
thereon with an amendment and recommend that the bill, as amended, 
do pass. 

PXJKPOSE OF THE BILL 

The purpose of the bill is to provide new authorization for construc¬ 
tion by the military departments, both in the United States and at 
certain overseas locations, in a total amount of $2,106,611,000. 

The new authorization granted for each military department is as 
' foUows: 

Army—Title I: 
Sec. 101; 

Inside United States.- 
Ontside United States. 

Sec. 102 ("classified)- 

Subtotal_ 

Navy—Title II: 
Sec. 201; 

Inside United States.. 
Outside United States, 

Sec. 203 (classified)- 

Subtotal_ 

$86, 916, 000 
35, 763, 000 

200, 783, 000 

323, 462, 000 

292, 572, 000 
61, 625, 000 
84, 043, 000 

438, 240, 000 

71006 
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Air Force—Title III: 
Sec. 301: 

Inside United States_ $726, 848, OOC 
Outside United States_ 405, 061, OOC 

Sec. 302 (classified): 
(a) _ 163,000,000 
(b) _ 50. 000, OOC 

Subtotal_ 1, 344, 909, OOC 

Grand total_ 2, 106, 611, OOC 

Form of Committee Action 

The bill on which the committee has held its hearings is S. 3122. 
The companion bill as passed the House is H. R. 9893. Subsequent 
to passage by the House of H. R. 9893 and during the committee’s 
deliberations on S. 3122, additional amendments approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget were requested by the Department of Defense. 
Also, the President in his message of April 9, 1956, asked that other, 
additions be made. These changes, together with those recom¬ 
mended by the committee, have made it desirable to report a clean 
bill instead of adding the required number of amendments to the 
House-passed bill. 

Review Procedure 

The committee held detailed hearings on all aspects of the bUl. 
When security requirements permitted, public testimony was taken 
on each item. The published record is available. 

The committee’s burden was substantially lightened by the assist¬ 
ance and cooperation provided by the Office of the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Properties and Installations. The knowledge of the 
review and control exercised by this Office over the construction pro¬ 
grams of the tliree military departments prior to their presentation to 
Congress has inspired the confidence and respect of the committeei 
members. During the screening process, the original requests of the 
three military departments were reduced better than 35 percent. 
Furthermore, the committee is glad to note that criteria controls have 
been established covering types of facilities common to the three serv¬ 
ices, and that this has resulted in their inclusion in the public-works 
bill on a more uniform basis. The supervision exercised by this Office 
is encouraging evidence of progress toward unification in an important 
field. 

Special Considerations 

Full and impartial hearings were held on all matters that were con¬ 
tested and interested parties were given the opportunity to present 
their views in an effort to insure a judicial determination. The 
committee gave special consideration to the following subjects. 

Michigan jet Air Force base 
The Air Force requested $2,906,000 in order to establish an Air 

Defense Command facility in northern Michigan. It is required to 
meet military operational requirements essential to the successful 
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accomplishment by the Air Defense Command of its assigned mission. 
Interested parties have questioned whether the base should be located 
at Kalkaska, Mich., or Manistee, Mich. No one questioned the need. 
At the hearing on March 21, all who requested were given the oppor¬ 
tunity to present their views. 

After careful review of the testimony and in consideration of the 
cost and time differentials the committee recommends approval of 
the Kalkaska site. 

Air-to-air gunnery range, Fallon, Nev. 

The Navy has an annual air-to-air gunnery training requhement 
for 74,600 flights. Its present capacity is 25,900, leaving a deficit 
of 48,700. This bill contains the request for authority to establish 
additional air-to-air gunnery facilities near Fallon, Nev. Included 
in the overall request for $8,304,000 is approximately $7,800,000 for 
the acquisition of approximately 3 million acres of land. If estab¬ 
lished, this facility plus the Saline facility previously authorized, will 
meet the Navy’s training deficiency. 

I The Navy’s position is that the necessity for a prompt solution of 
t its training requirement is urgent and in the best interest of national 

defense; that without such facilities. Navy carrier forces in the Pacific 
will be required to man their planes with inadequately trained pilots; 
that the present situation in which pilots receive only one-third of their 
necessary trainmg before being assigned to fleet operational units is a 
grave one; that a delay of 2 to 3 years in solving the problem presents 
unacceptable military risks. 

Understandably, the acquisition of 3 million acres with its attendant 
restrictions on grazing and mining operations has met with consider¬ 
able local opposition. The Navy believes that it can conduct its 
air-to-air gunnery operations in such a manner as to allow concurrent 
grazing activities. It also proposes to make reimbursement for any 
casualties to livestock that might result. Rauchers and miners oper¬ 
ating m the area feel that they will be denied the necessary range 
supervision and essential prospecting and mining activities. It is the 
belief of most of the local citizens who testified, stanchly supported 
by Senators Bible and Malone, that, while they fully understand 
and want to see the Navy’s training requirement met, there is available 
sufficient Government-owned land in another portion of the State 
adequate to meet the Navy’s needs. This area is in the Tonopah 

r region previously controlled by the Air Force and currently being 
utilized to a limited degree by the Atomic Energy Commission. 
Upon being queried by the committee, the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission confirmed its continuing requirement for use of the Tonopah 
region. 

After thorough review of all information available, the committee 
concludes that the establishment of this facility in the Fallon area 
is in the best interests of national defense and that it is necessaiy for 
the Navy to acquire the property. The committee, therefore, recom¬ 
mends approval of the item in the bill as originally submitted. How¬ 
ever, the committee takes this action with the knowledge that the 
Navy must, in accordance with existing law, come into agreement 
with the Armed Services Committees concerning certain portions of 
the actual land acquisition prior to fully implementing the project. 
At that time, it is desired that the Navy supply the committee with 
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facts and figures describing the joint use agreements that have been 
established or offered by them pertaining to coordinated and concur¬ 
rent gunnery and grazing activities. Further, the committee also 
desires that the Navy, acting in good faith, consult with the Governor 
of the State in an effort to insure that the working arrangements 
arrived at result in the least possible disruption of the local economy. 
Furthermore, as the testimony indicates that the use of the Fallon 
facility is packaged with the use of the previously mentioned Saline 
facility, the committee expects the Navy to exhaust every possible 
effort to establish and also use the Saline area. If this should not be 
possible, the committee will expect a report to cover other areas 
within the United States wherein the entire West Coast gunnery 
requirement might possibly be met by the establishment of a new and 
differently located training complex. 

Ammunition outloading and storage facilities: Port Chicago, Calif.; 
Potrero Hills, Calif.; San Jacinto, Tex. 

The subject of ammunition outloading and storage facilities has 
been under consideration for some time. Last year’s fiscal year 1956 
program contained a request by the Navy for authorization to acquire 
4,520,000 acres at the Port Chicago Naval Magazine, California, at a 
cost of $1,688,000. At the same time, the Army requested permission 
to acquire 11,000 acres for establishment of a West Coast Ammunition 
Terminal at Potrero Hdls, Calif. Actions taken by the Senate and 
House Armed Services Committee on these items resulted in no 
authority being granted for the Port Chicago acquisition. Final 
approval under title VI of Public Law 155 for acquisition of the 11,000 
acres for Potrero Hills has been withheld for the reasons stated in the 
following paragraphs. 

This year’s bill contained a request for a $22,500,000 authorization 
at Port Chicago for the acquisition of all land within a 2-mile radius of 
the piers. The land, if acquired, would include the town of Nichols, 
most of Port Chicago, and portions of other towns and activities 
within the 2-mile safety radius. 

Because of the intrensic explosive nature of these types of installa¬ 
tions (Port Chicago experienced an explosion in 1944 killing 322 
individuals), an inordinate amount of land is required for adequate 
safety zones. Understandably, local communities, especially when 
heavily populated, resist their establishment or expansion. 

The committee believes that the entire program should be re¬ 
evaluated in an effort to determine the part each facility plaj’-s and 
how it fits into the Defense Establishment’s nationwide ammunition 
outloading and storage complex—and especially to determine in the 
interest of safety, national defense, and cost, the necessity of main¬ 
taining each installation at its present location and whether it should 
be expanded or moved. 

While the ammunition depot at San Jacinto, Tex., is not a partic¬ 
ular item in this bill, nevertheless it is part of the Department of 
the Ai'my’s ammunition outloading and storage picture. Section 105 
of title I of the bill authorizes the Secretary of the Army to proceed 
with studies and planning relative to the siting of this facility. It is 
the committee’s desire that the Secretary of the Army undertake a 
like study with regard to Potrero Hills and that he present the com- 
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mittee with the results to include all other pertinent data regarding 
the Army’s entire program concerning these activities. 

Section 202 of title II authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to initiate 
an objective study of the situation at Port Chicago to deterniine 
whether the magazine should be relocated. The committee desires 
that the Secretary of the Navy consider all potential sites on the Pac fic 
coast, including iiot only the San Francisco area, but also the existing 
ammunition facility at Bangor, Wash. 

Naval air facility, John Towers Field, Annapolis, Md. 
In this instance the Navy requests an authorization of $4 million 

to establish an airfield near Davidsonville, Md. Its total cost is 
estimated to be approximately $17 million. It is to be utilized for the 
indoctrination of midshipmen in naval aviation. 

The committee is completely sympathetic with the Navy’s desire to 
indoctrinate midshipmen in the operation of aircraft, and well under¬ 
stands the important part a fleet air arm plays in a modern Navy. 
However, it does not recommend approval of the request at this time, 
not only because the location chosen is within the expanding commer¬ 
cial ah’ traffic pattern between Washington, Baltimore, and New 
York, but also because it believes that any establishment of a new 
facility of this type nearing the Capitol should be considered in the 
light of the heavy concentration of Defense facilities in the Washington 

. area; the future use of the naval facility at Anacostia; and the require¬ 
ment to provide for proficiency flight training of naval aviators 
assigned to staff positions at the seat of the Government. 

Section 202 of title II authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to 
obtain by contract, independent engineering studies which will enable 
him to Import to the Committees on Armed Services with complete 
data concerning other feasible sites. It is also the committee’s desire 
that the Secretarv’s report include future plans for the use of tiie 
Anacostia Naval "Air Station, the possibility of utilizing existing 
Defense facilities, as well as further information as to how tlm indoc¬ 
trination of midshipmen has been accomplished in the past without 

, such a facility, for it is quite obvious that the existing system has 
produced many outstanding and superior naval aviators. ! Naval air station, Lemoore, Calij^. 

The bill contains an item in the amount of $10,089,000 for the devel¬ 
opment of master jet aircraft facilities and land acquisition at Lemoore, 
Calif. The committee believes that there exists a military require¬ 
ment for this facility, but it does not recommend the approval of the 
entire 32,000 acres contained in the land acquisition request. The 
committee believes that this acreage is excessive and, consequently, 
recommends approval of the acquisition of only 18,000 acres at this 
time. 

i 
loi 
11 
is 
a 

DEW line {distant early warning line) 
The DEW line is a chain of radar stations located in an east-west 

line across the northernly practicable parts of the North American 
Continent. It has at times been called an electronic fence. It is 
designed to detect enemy aircraft and to flash a warning to Air 
Defense Command centers in Canada and the United States as quickly 
as possible after aircraft come into range. Construction has been 
proceeding since then with the greatest practicable speed. 
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Many aspects of this program are highly classified and cannot be 
dealt with in an open report. However, this bill includes authoriza¬ 
tions for further extensions of the DEW line considered necessary 
by the Department of Defense for the air defense of the North 
American Continent. 

It is currently estimated that the total cost of DEW line will be 
in excess of $1 billion, and that its annual operating cost will be 
approximately $200 million. 

This project is designed to strengthen the defenses against present- 
day bombers. If it will provide sufficient early warning to alert the 
Strategic Air Command of impending attack, it may perhaps provide 
the best insurance that no such attack vdll be delivered. However, 
the committee has certain reservations concerning its future utility 
when viewed in light of possible missile developments. It has severe 
reservations concerning the costs. Because the project is supported 
by the liighest military advice available, the requested authorizations 
are included in the bill. It is desired that the Department of Defense 
maintain constant review of DEW line’s mission, costs, and construc¬ 
tion progress, and that the committee be kept informed of the results. 

The distant early warning line, when completed, will provide 
information to be fed into the SAGE system. 

SAGE {Semiautomatic ground environment system) 

SAGE means “Semiautomatic Ground Envu'onment.” It is a 
project designed to shorten the tune interval between the discovery of 
an attacking enemy aircraft and the use of planes and missiles to 
bring it down. The major elements of the project are: 

First, direction center or combat center buildings which house a 
large digital computer and special electronic equipment associated 
with it. 

Second, leased communications circuits which connect the rest of 
the ah’ defense activities with the computer buildings. 

Third, equipment at radar or other sites which convert raw data 
into a form which leased cu’cuits can handle. 

SAGE is needed primarily for three reasons. Fu’st, the amount of 
information to be handled in the air-defense mission has grown too 
large for present manual methods. Second, interceptions can be 
controlled more accurately and faster. Third, more Interceptions can 
be made over a larger area. 

In the SAGE system there will be eight combat centers in the 
United States. These will, in turn, be divided into subsectors, 32 in 
number. The 40 sectors or subsectors wHl each have a computer 
building. This will be a building of the blockhouse type, ah’ con¬ 
ditioned for technical reasons, and costing about $8)2 million. A 
less expensive ancillary power building will be provided for each 
computer building. 

Existing authority 

Specific authority has already been granted for the acquisition of 
land, construction of buildings, procurement of electronic brains, and 
procurement of the weapons themselves. 

Costs 

The Air Force has previously testified that the enth’e Sage project 
would cost approximately $1,086 million in capital items alone; that 
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I the annual operating cost of the system when completed would be 
about $400 million; that $44 million had been expended in 1954 in 

I starting the project; and that an additional $144 million had been 
expended in 1955. The annual cost of leased communications will 
increase steadily over the next several years in direct proportion to 
the implementation schedule of the Sage system. The latest esti- 

' mate of the Air Force is that this cost will reach a total of $157 million 
annually when the system is fuUy operative. This is a revision down¬ 
ward from the original estimate of $240 million. This cost would 
constitute a portion of the $400 million in annual operating cost 
mentioned above. 

Leased communications 
As indicated above, authority has already been granted for many of 

the physical or capital items in the SAGE program; ^ there has been, 
however, a difference of opinion as to whether the Air Force has au¬ 
thority for entering into contracts for the communication services 
which comprise an essential part of SAGE. These services would be 

I procured by contract from the various telephone companies of the 
country. Briefly stated, the question of authority for the communi¬ 
cations arose during a hearing last year before the Senate Appropria¬ 
tions Committee. That committee requested the Air Force to obtain 
the views of the Bureau of the Budget in tins respect, and the Bmeau 
of the Budget, in turn, suggested that the Air Force obtain the opinion 

i of the Comptroller General. The Comptroller General issued two 
opinions both of which held that the Air Force did not have the neces- 

i saiy authority for entering into contracts with the telephone coin- 
I panies for the services required by SAGE. As an interpolation, it 
! might be said that the Air Force was relying for its authority on sec- 
i tion 201 of the General Services Administration Act. That portion 

of the act grants authority for the procurement of public utility sep- 
ices for periods not exceeding 10 years. The Air Force, in addition 
to relying on this authority, also relied upon what it considered to be 
an appropriate delegation from the General Services Administiation 
of authority for the utilization of this section. 

It is considered pertinent to quote that portion of the Comptroller 
1 General’s opinion which contains much of the basis for his view that 

the Air Force did not have the requisite authority. That portion is 

I as follows: 
The magnitude alone of the ser\dces to be procured and 

of the contingent liability to be assumed would seem to 
place them in a category clearly outside the scope of ordinary 
utility service purchases such as contemplated by section 201. 

The Comptroller General also expressed the view that although h 
appeared that Congi-ess had been made generally aware of the bAGE 
project, he did not believe that the Congress has been made aware 
of the entire scope of SAGE and the ultimate cost of the system. 

The Comptroller General in his second opinion stated, however, that 
because of his realization of the great importance of SAGE to our 
defense system, he would take no further action in the matter 

provided it is presented to the Congress at the earliest piac- 
ticable time and express approval of the Congress obtained. 
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In pursuance of the holding of the Comptroller General, the Air 
Foree presented to the committee an amendment which appears as 
section 303 of this bill. The committee made certain changes in 
the language as proposed by the Air Force in order to embody in the 
language a clear and affirmative gi'ant of authority. It might be 
pointed out at this time that the last sentence of the provision will 
insure that in the procurement of communication services required 
in connection with the SAGE project, communication common car¬ 
riers, including cooperatives, shall be afforded an opportunity to 
participate in the furnishing of such services within their respective 
service areas. The Air Force is required to utilize to the fullest extent 
the available facilities and capabilities of such carriers rather than 
procure the construction of parallel lines which might duplicate such 
facilities or capabilities. Thus only in the event that a carrier is 
unwilling or unable to furnish required service within its service 
ari>as shall another carrier be requested to provide such service. 

The increased cost for leased communications comes from the fact 
that the computer buildings must get information from a much larger 
area than is the case with the present manual system. Approximately 
600 separate circuits will be needed to tie each building with radar 
sites and other information sources. As indicated above, the Air 
Force has stated that service charges for the telephone circuits re¬ 
quire by SAGE will be somewhere between $157 and $240 million 
annually when the system is in full operation. 

Contingent liability 

Some explanation may be necessary as to the contingent liability 
(estimated to reach a maximum of $222 million after 1960) the 
Government assumes in the event of possible termination of leased 
communications. It is custonary in procuring leased services from 
telephone companies for the customer to assume a termmation cost 
in those cases where facilities necessary to provide the leased service 
must be built only for that customer. This practice is authorized 
by all ratemaking regulatory bodies—both FCC and the State com¬ 
missions. It is important to note that this liability is both contingent 
and limited as to time. In the case of SAGE, it is contingent on 
cancellation within 10 years. Fimthermore, this liability is reduced 
progressively at the rate of one one-hundred-twentieth a month so 
that it reaches zero at the end of the 10-year period. 

In view of the importance of the principle involved, as well as the 
large liability which the United States might conceivably be called 
upon to assume, the committee feels it would be well to give a simple, 
easily understood example of how this liability might arise. 

Let us assume that in a particular instance a service location for 
SAGE requires communication (telephone) circuits 75 miles long and 
extending 25 miles beyond any established telephone plant facility. 
Construction to reach this location, including reimbursement of 
existing lines and their extension, would cost the telephone company 
$100,000. 

For this example the life of the construction is assumed to be 25 
years. In the example, $50,000 of the cost can be accounted for by 
$45,000 in future commercial use of the 50-mile portion of the line 
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and $5,000 in salvage of poles, wires, etc., on the 25-mile portion of 
the line. That leaves $50,000 of the $100,000 unrecoverable, ihe 
life of the plant, it will be recalled is 25 years. So at the rate ol 4 
percent per year, the Air Force during the 5-year period has placed 
in the telephone company’s depreciation reserve 20 percent oi the 
$50 000 unrecoverable cost, or $10,000. This leaves $40,000 of unre¬ 
coverable cost. The Ah- Force, since it canceled the contract alter 
onlv half of the contract period, would pay $25,000 or 50 percent ol 
the $50 000 in unrecoverable costs. When this $25,000 is subtracted 
from the $40,000, there remains $15,000, and this $15,000 would be 
absorbed by the company and spread throughout its total operations. 
It is in this phase, then, that a liability might devolve upon the 
United States through cancellation of the communications contract. 

The committee wishes to make it entirely clear that the authority 
granted for the assumption of contingent liability to the extent ol 
$222 million is not a grant of authority to assume such liability duiing 
any one year, but rather is intended to refer to, and grant authority tor, 
the assumption of such liability as an aggregate total liability during 

k the entire 10-year period. The $222 million figure is of necessity a 
• very rough estimate since the engineering work for the entire system 

has not been completed. However, it is the best estimate that can be 
made at this time and is believed to be ample to take care ol all 
contingencies. However, unless there is a drastic change m the need 
for air defense, it is most unlikely that the Government will incur any 

I substantial liability under the termination provisions ol these 

' contracts. 

Surveillance of rates • i i t 
The SAGE program ivill result in a large increase m the volume ol 

communications services which the Air Force will procure from com¬ 
munications common carriers. In view of this fact, the comrnittee 
feels that the rates charged for these services should be rigidly 
scrutinized. Section 303 of this bill provides that no terimnation 
navment shall be final until audited and approved by the General 
Accounting Ofiice, and that Office is to have access to the records 
and accounts of the carriers to the extent necessary to carry out its 
functions in this regard. Furthermore, section_303 also specifically 
states that the procurement of the communications facilities lor tne 
SAGE system shall be subject to the provisions of section 201 of the 
act of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A., sec 481). Under 
this section all necessary authority is vested in appropriate agencies 
to protect the interests of the Government. . i u 

The committee notes that pursuant to the authority granted by the 
above-cited section and an understanding reached by the General 
Services Administrator and the Department of Defense, the Depart¬ 
ment has already intervened in a proceeding currently pending before 
the Federal Communications Commission_ involving the bulk ol tne 
communications services for the SAGE project. 

It is desired that the Department of the Air Force maintain con¬ 
stant surveillance of the rates charged and report thereon to the 
committee semiannually. Prior to completing its deliberations o 
this subject, the committee asked the Air Force whether additional 

S. Kept. 2364, 84-2- ■2 
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legislation or authority was required in order to protect the interests 
of tlie Government concerning rates. The Air Force reply is printed 
below: 

Department of^the Air Force, 

Office of the Secretary, 

Washington, D. C., May 23, 1956. 
Hon. John Stennis, 

Chairman, Subcommittee on Beal Estate and Military Construction, 
Committee on Armed Services, United States Senate. 

Dear Mr. Chairman: In the course of the hearings held on March 
22, 1956, by your subcommittee on S. 3122 with respect to the pro¬ 
viding of authority for procurement of communication services for 
project SAGE, it was requested that the Air Force give further con¬ 
sideration to the need for additional statutory authority to assure 
protection of the interests of the Government in connection with 
rates for such communication services. It is felt that existing law 
provides an adequate legal basis for obtaining fair and reasonable 
rates for both interstate and intrastate communication services in 
connection with the SAGE project. As you know, the communica- I 
tions phase of project SAGE is still in the early stages of installation 
and construction. It will not be fully activated until some time after 
1960. As we gain experience under this expanding program for com¬ 
munication services, we may be in a better position to evaluate the 
need, if any, for further legislative authority concerning rates. In 
the meanwlule, we will continue our efforts to assure that the rates 
charged to the Air Force for communication services are fair and 
reasonable. 

Sincerely yours, 
Reginald J. Clizbe, 

Colonel, USAF. 
(For and in the absence of Joe W. Kelly, 

Major General, USAF, Director, Legislative Liaison). 

Nike-Talos 

Nilve is an Army-designed weapon incorporated into the antiaircraft 
defense system for the protection of our Nation’s key industrial and 
civic centers. It is a supersonic missile and, according to testimony, 
is the only weapon in our arsenal currently in place and operational with 
tJie capability of reaching the altitudes of'known existmg enemy aircraft. ^ 

This bill contains $136.7 million for Nike and conventional anti¬ 
aircraft facilities, both in the United States and at key overseas bases. 
The major portion of this approximately $137 million is for the support 
of Nike projects. Excluding this amount, the Army testified that it 
has spent approximately $886 million on the Nike system to date. 
Durmg the hearmgs, it was estimated that an additional five to six 
billion dollars might be required over the next few years to include 
the latest technical developments of new Army missiles designed to 
be integrated into the Nike system. 

Talos is a Navy-developed missile which the Department of the 
Air Force believes ideally suited to support its air-defense mission. 
Although it is just leaving the experimental stage and is not yet 
operational, it promises very high performance. 

In view of the similar utilization of these two weapons and conflicting 
statements concerning their relative merits, the committee carefully 
reviewed the subject. 
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The committee believes that the propoiieiits for each weapon system 
are dedicated and sincerely patriotic individuals, whose sole interest 
is to provide the best possible national defense. The committee con¬ 
cluded that both the Army and the Air Force are assigned overlapping 
roles and missions in the antiaircraft and continental air defense fields. 
While the Air Force views its mission as one of area defense and the 
Army views its as one of perimeter or point defense, it is clear that 
definite and urgent need exists for the Department of Defense to 
quickly and positively clarify the specific responsibility of each serv¬ 
ice. the committee believes that unless concise responsibilities pe 
assigned, duplication of weapon systems costing in the multibilhon 
dollar range might result, and that such duplication would obviously 
be too costly as well as inexcusable from a military standpoint. 

Because the monies requested for Nike are to be spent on a systein 
currently in being and because there exists no other system at the 
present time that can do the job for which Nike was designed, the 
committee recommends approval of the requested Nike authoriza- 

[ ^^^Approximately $16,250,000 was requested to establish certain Talos 
1 sites No objection is made to the continued research and develop- 
I ment of Talos, but the committee does not recommend approval ol 
I the $16,250,000, or any other authority for land based operational 

facilities, until the relative merits of both systenrs have been positively 
I tested and the roles and missions clarified. It is desired that a scien- 
I tific test be made at the earliest possible moment. It is suggested 
i that an impartial board be established, composed of prolessionally 
I qualified members who, on an unbiased basis, are competent to eval- 
I uate the two systems and produce a definite recommendation con¬ 

sistent with the best interests of the Nation. 
The committee does not believe that Congress should be placed in 

the position of defining roles and missions, even by inference. Under¬ 
standably during the years since unification much trial and error 
could be expected, but it is believed that sufficient time has now 

I elapsed to provide the necessary experience upon which to predicate 
I positive decisions. 
I Defense Versus Offense 

1 While it is not the committee’s intent to delve into the broad fields 
I of military strategy or policy, the very act of authorizing military 

construction and base structure facilities is in itself a policy making 
function, particularly when it deals with the foundations lor weapon 
systems and the bases from which operations will be conducted As 

I mentioned before, DEW line is a billion dollar project and so is oAUE. 
The Nike-Talos systems is a multibillion dollar program, ihese 
things are basically for defensive purposes. In reviewing the require¬ 
ments contained in this bill for facihties and systems to provide 
passive defense, the committee has had occasion to question whether 
there might be a dangerous trend toward a “Maginot line type ot 
thinking and with the construction and establishment ot faxed 
defensive installations, whether the military posture of the Nation 
might as a result be limited in offensive capabilities. 

[ IBBM {intermediate range ballistic missile) 
Included in the bill is an authorization for $50 million divided 

equally between the Army and the Navy in support ol the inter- 
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mediate range ballastic missile program. This includes facilities for 
development of guidance and control components, fabrication of mis¬ 
sile prototypes, user-test activities, laboratories, and engineering tech¬ 
nical and administrative functions, launching facilities, range instru¬ 
mentation, and other support items. The committee desires to em¬ 
phasize its support of this authorization. The program should be 
pushed toward completion with all possible priority and acceleration, 
for it should materially strengthen the capabilities of our Armed 
Forces. 

Personnel Facilities 

Throughout the bill, there are many requests for NCO clubs, hobby 
shops, and other recreational-type facilities for both officer and enlisted 
personnel. This year, the committee recommends approval of all 
such facilities requested. Based on the best estimates of the inter¬ 
national situation, both now and for the foreseeable future, it seems 
apparent that it will be necessary to maintain a large defense estab¬ 
lishment until the threat to our way of life is either contained, or 
materially diminished. ( 

A modern military establishment must of necessity place a great 
dependence upon highly complicated weapon systems and machines, 
however, it is the individual fighting man who carries the final 
burden of responsibility. The committee believes that the American 
soldier occupies an honored and respected position and that his effec¬ 
tive utilization of the instruments of national defense in no small part 
depends upon his morale and state of well-being. 

When a member of the Armed Forces resigns, it costs thousands of 
dollars to replace him. This committee is seriously concerned and 
impressed with the need to maintain an adequate reenlistment rate. 
The savings in dollars alone in bettering the reenlistro.ent rate can 
well be understood by the Army's recent experience. In 1955, over 
70,000 regulars reenlisted in the Army. It is estimated that the 
resultant savings in training costs alone equalled approximately 
$224 million. 

Chapels 

In discovermg that, the plans for construction at certain overseas 
bases excluded the initial construction of chapels, the committee 
requested their immediate inclusion. Wliile the building at military \ 
bases must of necessity depend primarily on material thmgs, it is the 
committee’s firm conviction that the American way of life is hi no 
small part predicated on the spiritual w'elfare of the individual. 
Therefore, it desires that facilities for worship be ready and available 
wherever possible prior to the stationing of large bodies of troops at 
these installations. Especially, if such installations are far from our 
home shores and chapel facilities are not available unless Congress 
provides the authorization and funds. 

iVIiLiTARY (Family) Housing 

The bill will authorize construction of 3,790 family-housing units 
from appropriated funds for special purposes and at certain overseas 
locations (Army, 250; Navy, 396; Air Force, 3,144). This, however, 
does not present a complete picture. 
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D 

Prior to last year, the services placed primary reliance on appro¬ 
priated funds as a somce for family housing. Since title VIII of 
Public Law 345, 84th Congress, became law, the services have sought 
to solve their requirements under the provisions of this act. As of 
June 11, 1956, 71,320 units have been approved by the Department 
of Defense. Each of these units will cost approximately $13,500, 
will he built on Government-owned land, and financed by private 
capital at 4% percent interest with the Government guaranteeing the 
mortgage. As originally passed, the act provides for amortization 
over a period of 25 years. Military personnel assigned to these 
quarters lose their rental allowances. These allowances are then 
used for the amortization of the mortgage. A $13,500 unit amortized 
over a period of 25 years will cost $5,000 more than an appropriated- 
funds unit, or a total of $18,500. If one adds to this figure land and 
administrative costs and should the services build to a program of 
200,000 units, the total cost will approximate $4 billion. 

This plan is similar to the now-terminated Wherry housing pro¬ 
gram in that private capital is used and no appropriated funds are 
required—-excepting for the acquisition of land where sufficient 
Government-owned land is not available. 

It will be remembered that Wherry housing units cost approximately 
$9,000 to build. The Wherry sponsor was given a certificate of 
necessity by the Secretary of Defense and a 50- to 75-year lease of Gov¬ 
ernment land for a nominal sum on which to construct the project. 
In turn, the sponsor constructed the project and retained a right 
to future income from the rentals for the period of the lease. In 
this instance military personnel voluntarily occupy the housing units 
and pay rent directly to the sponsor. Their rental allowances are 
not forfeited. It is interesting to note that during a 50-year period, 
the Government will appropriate, for a given unit, in housing allow¬ 
ances $54,000 before the unit is owned by the Government. Thus, a 
$9,000 unit can be said to cost the Government $54,000. In like 
manner, a 75-year lease will cost the Government $81,000. There 
are approximately 82,000 Wherry housing units in existence today. 
The Government pays in annual rentals a little better than $1,000 
per unit. It therefore follows that the Government will pay out, 
before it owns the projects, over $4 billion in 50 years, and more 
than $6 billion in 75 years, or using a 60-year average a sum in excess 
of $5 billion. The total value of all existing Wherry units is estimated 
currently to be approximately $800 million, or less than one-fifth the 
amount the Government will eventually pay for them under existing 
conditions. 

One need only briefly review the above paragraphs to understand 
why in the interest of economy alone the committee wishes to again 
emphasize its belief that appropriated-fund housing is the best and 
most economical method to meet the military housing shortage. 

Last year, the Department of Defense testified that housing 
provided by appropriated funds was the best method. This year, it 
indicated that while the Department was of the same opinion, it felt 
that more housing could be made more readily available under title 
VIII and, hence, the change in emphasis. 

The committee believes that a pay-as-you-go plan (appropriated 
funds) will in the long run lend itself to better budget-balancmg pro- 
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cedures, as well as provide better housing. The committee believes 
the Government should purchase the Wherry housing units wherever 
there is a military requirement. 

Much consideration has been given to a formula prepared by the 
Department of Defense for use in arriving at a just purchase price. 
It has been said that the application of “fair market value” procedures 
would work an injustice on the Wheriy sponsor whose project suffers 
a high percentage of vacancies, and that an appraisal in this instance 
would not produce a figure calculated to provide a fair and equitable 
compensation. Some information presented to the committee indi¬ 
cates that the formula may work an injustice on the more successful 
Wherry sponsors. This may or ma}^ not be completely accurate. 
However, the committee believes that a purchase price arrived at on 
the basis of fair market value, either through negotiation or condemna¬ 
tion proceedings, would be more consistent with the provisions of 
e.xisting law. 

Section 418 of the bill has been added for the purpose of insuring 
that the Department of Defense come into agreement with the Armed 
Services Committees for constructing famil}- housing under any au¬ 
thority. This provision is similar to that contained in existing law 
(Public Law 155, 82d Cong.) with reference to the acquisition of other 
real property for military purposes. This provision has proved most 
satisfactory over a period of several years. Subsection 418 (b) places 
a limitation of 20 years on the period for which a mortgage may 
extend covering housing built for military and civilian personnel of 
the military departments. It was felt that these provisions are 
necessary because of the magnitude of the privately financed program 
upon which the militaiy departments have embarked, and because 
existing law precludes surveillance of this program by the Ai'ined 
Services Committees. The committee believes that it is not possible 
to pass adequate judgment upon the various facets of military con¬ 
struction without considering the housing requirements in conjunction 
with those designed to meet operational needs. The committee is of 
the opinion that there exists an urgent need for housing facilities and 
it is the committee’s intent to review all such requests with sympathy 
and understanding. Last year the committee approved requests 
totaling appro.ximately 30,000 units. Few of which, incidentally, 
have been constructed to date. 

The committee wants, however, this program to be placed on the 
soundest basis possible. It desires that the requirements be com¬ 
puted on a long-range progi’am predicated on a formula that bears some 
resemblance to the futme planned size of the Military Establishment. 
For example, 2 years ago Defense officials stated that there existed then 
a requirement for approximately 455,000 family housing units. This 
was based on the assumption that the long range Military Establish¬ 
ment would contain about 1,750,000 individuals, or slightly more than 
one-half of the then existing troop strength. Last year. Defense 
witnesses stated that the overall requirement was for 727,00() units 
predicated on a troop strength of approximately 2,900,000. This year 
the requirement is said to be approximately 705,000 units based on a 
troop strength of 2,859,000. The committee has been informed that 
current Defense planning contemplates the construction of enough 
housing units to provide for 90 percent of those eligible to occupy such 
quarters. Wliile it is reasonable to expect that the requirements will 
fluctuate slightly from year to year, it is clear that it would be most 
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impractical to construct housing, the mortgages on which require 20 
to 25 years for amortization, without a definite relation to the troop 
basis expected to be in being at that time. With respect to the 90 
percent figure mentioned above, the committee has been led to believe 
as a resiilt of testimony over the years that maximum dependence was 
being placed on housing provided by local economy, and that a 50 
percent factor was more desirable. The committee believes that this 
latter percentage is more practical, especially in light of recent state¬ 
ments that further cuts are planned in the overall strength of the 
Armed Forces. _ . . 

Unless adequate supervision is maintained in this respect, it is 
logical to expect overproduction will result, and that many units will 
stand idle as missions change and forces are reduced at various loca¬ 
tions (as is already the case with certain Wherry developments). 

Troop housing in Korea 
At the request of the Army, the committee has added to the bill, 

and recommends its approval, an authorization in the amount of 
$6 million to provide for more permanent type troop housing for the 
soldiers in Korea. The Army is lU’ged promptly to provide these 
facilities before winter sets in, if at all possible. 

JCS housing 
This vear, as last year, request has been made for $300,000 to provide 

family housing for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and foi 
certain members of his staff, together with the necessary communica¬ 
tion facilities, to be constructed on the Naval Observatory Gi'ounds. 
Section 409 of the bill provides authorization in the amount of $80,000 
for the construction, or rehabilitation, of one set of famiU housing at 
Fort iMcNair for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. The 
section also includes $100,000 for special communication facilities. 

It is the committee’s opinion that the Chairman of the JCS, because 
of his position as ranking military member of the Nation’s Armed 
Forces, should have adequate family quarters designated for his use. 
However, it believes these quarters should be located on an established 
military post capable of providing most of the necessary logistical 
support, without ad.ded expense. The Naval Observatory has long 
since ceased to be used for the purpose for which it was intended. 
Its grounds encompass better than 70 acres of extremely valuable land. 
With each militarv department already in control and occupying large 
facilities in the Washington area, the committee does not consider it 
desirable to provide for additional expansion in the District of Co¬ 
lumbia when the need can be met elsewhere. As the chairmanship of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff can be expected to rotate between tbe services 
it appears logical that the Chairman be located at a base serving each. 

Resume by Title 

TITLE I-ARMY ($323,462,000) 

This year’s authorization request is approximately 40 percent less 
than the Army received last year (fiscal year 1956). The Army por¬ 
tion is divided among the following categories: 

(a) The sum of $36.6 million or 11.3 percent of the total request tor 
construction in support of the Army’s role in guided missile, ballistic 
missile, and rocket development. This phase of the request includes 
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$25 million for the construction of facilities for the intermediate range 
ballistic missile. 

(6) The sum of $136.9 million or 42 percent of the total request 
for tactical defense key cities, bases, and industrial centers in the 
continental United States and key bases overseas including Nike 
defense facilities and a limited increment of gun-site requirements. 
Also the sum of $8.5 million or 2.6 percent for tactical support facilities 
in the continental United States. 

(c) The sum of $29.0 million or 8.9 percent for troop and family 
housing and community support facilities. In this connection the 
committee notes that the authorization request includes only 3,875 
permanent enlisted men’s barracks spaces and 246 units of family 
housing. 

(d) The sum of $14.5 million or 4.5 percent for facilities in support 
of Army aviation. 

(e) The sum of $48.3 million or 14.9 percent for overseas con¬ 
struction, exclusive of tactical facilities, in Okinawa, Alaska, Carib¬ 
bean, Hawaii, Germany, United Kingdom, and Italy. 

(/) The balance of the program, $49.7 million or 15.4 percent, for 
other essential construction facilities in the fields of research and 
development, training, medical, and communications necessary to the 
accomplishment of the Army’s mission. 

A breakdown of the program by broad categories is as follows: 

Program by categories 

[In thousands] 

Continental 
United 
States 

Outside con¬ 
tinental 
United 
States 

Total 

1 Operational and trainine facilities___- $108, 844 
25, 799 
33,907 

2,064 
3, 543 

11,158 
13,828 
6,518 
1,155 

$63,160 
1,918 

0 
17,130 

727 
183 

14,235 
19,094 

199 

$172,004 
27,717 
33,907 
19,194 
4,270 

11,341 
28,063 
25, 612 
1,354 

2 Maintenance and production facilities _ . .. 
3. Research, development, and test facilities... 

6. Administrative facilities... 
7. Housing and community facilities . .. - _ 
8. Utilities and ground improvements. . 

Total___ 206,816 116,646 323,462 

Technical services 
Ordnance Corps.-—Training facilities, storage facilities, research and 

development facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $9,630,000 
or 2.9 percent. 

Quartermaster Corps.—Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
administrative facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $3,501,000 or 
1.0 percent. 

Chemical Corps.—Troop housing, community facility, operational 
facilities, storage facilities, research and development facilities, and 
utilities, $2,669,000 or 0.8 percent. 

Signal Corps.-—Troop housing, maintenance facilities, storage facili¬ 
ties, administrative facilities, and utilities, $6,856,000 or 2.1 percent. 

Corps of Engineers.-—Storage facility, training facility, operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, 
and utilities, $492,000 or 0.15 percent. 
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Transportation Corps.—Operational facilities, maintenance facility, 
: and utilities, $1,231,000 or 0.4 percent. 

Medical Corps.—Research and development facility, and community 
[ facility, $4,209,000 or 1.3 percent. 

I Continental armies 
First Army.-—Land acquisition, training facilities, storage facilities, 

i troop housing, and utilities, $2,151,000 or 0.7 percent. 
Second Army.—Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, operational 

I facilities, administrative facilities, community facilities, medical 
I facility, troop housing, and utilities, $7,773,000 or 2.4 percent. 
[ Third Army.—Administrative facilities, maintenance facilities, com- 
I munications facilities, training facilities, community facility, trader 
i site facdities, land acquisition, troop housing, operational facilities, 
s storage facilities, and utdities, $9,066,000 or 2.8 percent. 

Fourth Army.—Training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, community facilities, storage facilities, troop hous¬ 
ing, and utdities, $11,931,000 or 3.7 percent. 

|| Fifth Army.—Storage facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, training facilities, land acquisition, communications facilities, 
community facility, and utdities, $9,350,000 or 2.9 percent. 

Sixth Army.—Community facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
I facdities, famdy housing, troop housing, research and development, 
6 storage facility, and utilities, $4,962,000 or 1.5 percent. 

) Other continental areas 
[! Military District of Washington.—Academic facilities, $4,111,000 or 
{ 1.3 percent. 

Armed Forces special weapons {various locations).—Utilities, $478,000 
or 1.5 percent. 

Tactical site support facilities {various locations).—Administrative 
facdities, maintenance facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, 

* $8,506,000 or 2.8 percent. 

1 Overseas permanent and general areas 
' Alaska.-—Troop housing, maintenance facilities, storage facilities 

and training facilities, $7,222,000 or 2.4 percent. 
I Korea.—Troop C housing, maintenance facilities, and utilities, 

$6,000,000 or 1.9 percent. 
a Okinawa.-—Storage facilities, operational facilities, maintenance 
|| facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,000 or 0.2 percent. 

Pacific.-—Land acquisition, community facility, family housing, and 
utilities, $2,947,000 or 1 percent. 

Panama Canal Zone.Sewage disposal system for Army, Navy, 
i and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000 or 0.3 percent. 

United States Army, Europe {various locations).-—Operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, community facilities, storage facilities, 
training facilities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $17,994,000 or 5.6 percent. 

Section 102 
Included in this section is the authorization of $188,783,000 for 

establishment and development of classified Army installations and 
facilities or 61.6 percent. 

S. Kept. 2304, 84-2- 3 
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Section 103 

This section provides an increase of $485,000 in authorization to 
meet deficiencies granted under the provisions of prior public works 
laws for construction at Fort Jay, N. Y., and Adak, Alaska. 

Section 104- 

This section authorizes the. Secretary of the Army to proceed with 
the studies and planning relative to the"siting of the Army ammunition 
depots at San Jacinto, Tex., and Potrero Hills, Calif., as previously 
discussed in this report. 

TITLE II—NAVY ($438,240,000) 

This year’s Navy program is a segment of its long-range plan to 
modernize its shore establishment in consonance with the technological 
developments for its sliips, aii-craft, and weapons; to continue*^the 
development of certain strategic overseas stations to replace certain 
deteriorated structures. It includes the provision of facilities for the 
Marine Corps. 

The Navy program is composed of the following 11 classes (the 
amounts listed do not include classified totals); 

1. Shipyard facilities 

The total mnount in this class is $34,813,000. Authorization in 
that amount is required for provision of plans of facilities for docking 
and repair of battle damage to aircraft carriers of the Forrestal class, 
for repkcement of deteriorated waterfront facilities, for development 
of facilities for basing minecraft, for ship repair facilities, for remedial 
measures to safeguard shipyard facilities against inundation resulting 
from land subsidence, and for research and development in the fields 
of mine warfare and related matters. 

3. Fleet base facilities 

For this class the total authorization is $21,221,000. The proposed 
facilities are required to provide direct support to the operating forces. 
Approximately 60 percent of the facilities are needed for piers to 
improve existing unacceptable servicing conditions at several stations. 
A large portion of the remainder of the program is required to replace 
badly deteriorated World War II bairacks. Facilities for improve¬ 
ment of the utilities systems at several stations comprise the balance 
of the program. 

3. Aviation facilities 

The amount of the authorization for this class is $178,505,000. It 
is comprised of 4 types of activities in the continental United vStates 
and 1 for overseas, broken down as follows; 

(a) Naval air training stations.—Authorization for this program 
totals $41,302,000. A major feature of this program is the provision 
of the first increment of facilities for development of a new station at 
Meridian, Aliss., for advanced training of naval aviators. The re¬ 
mainder is needed in the incremented modernization of the training 
stations. 

{h) Fleet support air stations.—Authorization for stations in this 
group totals $90,814,000. Stations in the group directly support fleet 
operations and are required chiefly for carrier-type aircraft based at 
the master jet complexes, but include facilities at stations for opera- 
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tion of reconnaissance and antisubmarine warfare aircraft. Several 
I stations in this group are of particular interest this year. One is a new 
[ station at Lemoore, Calif., to be designed on a concept that will pro¬ 

vide for highly efficient and economical base operation of aircraft, free 
of danger from encroachment into the low flight path of high-perform- 

I ance jet aircraft, by civilian communities and industries. A second 
I station is to be, in effect, a new development. It is to be located at 

the site of a small World War II seaplane base and is to be used for 
I operation of the jet Seamaster seaplanes. , , ■ i r,-n 

(c) Marine Corps air stations.—Authorization is included in the bill 
in the amount of $36,973,000 for the continued modernization and 
development of facilities designed to meet the particular requirements 
of the Marine Corps air arm. The stations involved are master jet 
and supporting stations. The major portion of the improvements are 
needed to support the Marine Corps groups recently returned from 

t overseas operations. _ .... 
(d) Special-purpose air stations.—The bill includes authorization m 

the amount of $9,416,000 for stations in this group. As the name 
! implies, these stations perform special missions in the field of naval 

aviation. About 45 percent of the program is to provide facilities 
for research and development in the field of catapults and ariesting 
gear. All but a minor portion of the remainder of the program is for 
facilities for research and development of guided missiles and other 

airborne weapons. , • • u- 
(e) Overseas air stations.—Family housing for stations m this group 

consists of 329 units which is approximately 83 percent of the family 
housing in the overall Navy program. Also included in this progiam 

, are facilities for extension of the continental defense program; and 
t aviation facilities required for strategic purposes. 
» 

I 4- Supply facilities 
Authorization in the amount of $18,985,000 is included in the bill 

(for this class of facilities. Approximately 4 percent of that amount is 
to provide minor improvements at 4 established activities m_ conti- 

r nental United States, while the balance, 96 percent, is for facilities at 
* overseas activities. $11.6 million of the total for this class is pio- 
i’: posed for facilities which will permit consolidation at a single new 
(site in the naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands, of the manifold 

supply functions required at this large, strategic naval complex, f h^ 
other" facilities in this program consist of 2 projects for storage_ ol 

ij petroleum products and for provision of 19 units of family housing 
I' for key personnel overseas. 

5. Marine Corps facilities 
j The bill proffides for authorization in the amoimt of $23,372,000 for 
! this class of facilities, all of which is for continental United States 
I activities. Approximately 78 percent of the total amount is for east 
' and west coast installations needed for training officers and men of the 

Marine Corps ground forces. The balance of the proposed tacihties 
I are required for the incremented development of east and west coast 

supply centers. 

6. Ordnance facilities 
Authorization in the bill for this class of facilities totals $17,822,000. 

Shxty-seven percent of this program is to provide guided missile 
storage and ammunition storage facilities at various continental and 
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overseas activities. A major project in the program is to provide 
aviation and related facilities required for development and test of 
rockets used by aeronautical components of the Navy. The balance 
of this program is to provide the remaining family housing units, 48 
in number, of the overall Navy program. 

7. Service school facilities 

Authorization for this class of facilities is $28,445,000. This pro¬ 
gram is confined to continental United States activities. Nearly 100 
percent of it is to provide facilities required in the training of naval 
personnel. A major share of this program, approximately 70 percent, 
is to be applied toward construction of adequate structures to replace 
deteriorated, obsolete facilities built for temporary use in World 
War II. 

8. Medical facilities 

This class of facilities includes only 2 projects for which the proposed 
authorization amounts to $12,787,000. Of that amount, $57,000 is to 
provide for an elevator in the naval hospital at Portsmouth, N. H., 
adequate for hospital use. The remainder of the authorization would 
provide for construction of a modern 800-bed hospital designed for 
future expansion to 1,500-bed capacity. Plans for construction of 
this hospital at the Great Lakes, Ill., naval complex were authorized 
by the Congress last year. 

9. Communications facilities 

Authorization in the amount of $11,713,000 is in the bill for this 
class of facilities. One of the projects included in the program is the 
first increment for a new radio station in Alahie to compare in func¬ 
tion with the Navy’s powerful station at Jim Creek, Wash., estab¬ 
lished shortly after the end of World War II. Facilities for 1 station 
on the east and 1 on the west coast are required in the Navy’s modern¬ 
ization program, for automatic message relay and for enhancement 
of security of communications. The balance of the program is to 
provide minor improvements at four stations and for the orderly, 
planned development of the naval communication facility at the 
Subic Bay, Philippine Islands, Naval Base complex. 

10. Office of Naval Research facilities 

Authorization in the bill for this class of facilities amounts to 
$1,300,000, and is inquired for research on a specialized project. 

11. 1 ards and. Docks facilities 

Authorization in amount of $5,234,000 is included in the bill for 
this class of facilities, including $200,000 for a special study which is 
covered in section 202 of the bill. The other proposed facilities are 
the replacement of an unsafe, deteriorated timber wharf and con¬ 
struction of a specialized warehouse to support overseas base develop¬ 
ment and maintenance, and for certain utilities systems. 

12. Classified portion 

$84,043,000 is included for classified activities pertaining to the 
above classes. 

Section 202 

This section authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to obtain by, 
contract the independent engineering studies as previously discussed 
m this report. 
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TITLE III—^AIR FORCE ($1,344,909,000) 

The fiscal year 1957 military coastructioa program for the Air 
Force is in support of a 137-wing concept, and is desired to provide 
the base structure needed to properly house, train, and fight the forces. 

Breakdown of the Air Force authorization request is contained in 

the following tables: 

Major command distribution of new construction authorization 

Authoriza¬ 
tion amount 

Percent 
of total 

Inside the United States: ^ 
Thousands 

$178,683 13.3 
128, 284 9.5 
80,942 6.0 

113,739 8.6 
77,147 6.7 

Researcti and Development Command-- 59,192 4.4 
21,094 1. 6 
16,155 1.2 
14,182 1.1 
1,240 0.1— 

35,967 2.7 
0.1- 215 

8 0.1— 

726, 848 54.0 

Outside the United States: 114, 260 8.5 
76,650 5. 6 
55,859 4. 2 
70,000 5.2 
36,172 2.7 
27,684 2.1 
25,436 1.9 

405,061 30.2 
213,000 15.8 

1,344,909 100.0 

Functional responsibilities of each of the major commands contained 
in this program together with the amounts and character of each 
command program is as follows: 

I 
INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Air Defense Command j t n 
The Air Defense Command as a component command ot the Con¬ 

tinental Air Defense Command, is responsible for the mission of air 
defense of the United States. To accomplish this mission it must 
have adequate radar warning and .^^^trol, communications and^^^^ 
base structure necessary to support interceptor 
missiles at their required geographic 
Command will require 56 bases, at 23 of which the ADC units will 
be tenants on bases which belong to other major commands Y?,mi''and 
in these bases are the two weapons employment centers at Yuma and 
Buckingham. This program also calls for the construction of a e 
base near Portland, ofeg. The total base prograin amounts to 

$178,683,000, consisting primarily tlmte'is 
and maintenance and production facilities. In addition, there 
$80,942,000 for expansion of facilities for the continental a^^raft 
control and warning system which is a responsibihty of the A 
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Defense Command. This includes initiation of construction of one 
new Sage installation and a second increment of facilities at one of 
the Sage sites started last year. Approximately one-fourth of the 
program for the aircraft control and warning system is for needed 
family housing at these remote radar sites. 

Air Materiel Command 

The mission of the Air Materiel Command is; 
(а) To provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, pro¬ 

duction, maintenance, and supply for the United States Air Force. 
(б) To provide general overall logistical support for all activities 

and agencies of the United States Air Force. 
(c) To train specialized units for the accomplishment of specified 

logistic functions in overseas areas and theaters. 
(d) To provide depot level specialist training for acdre personnel 

of air depot wings and designated replacement personnel for overseas 
air depot wings as prescribed in appropriate dUectives. 

(e) To insure the provision of adequate and up-to-date internal 
wire and telephone systems at all Air Force bases and installations 
within the Zone of Interior including the establishment, augmentation 
and/or rehabilitation of such systems. ’ 

U) To provide installation-engineering and installations of desig¬ 
nated fixed communications facilities and equipment in support of 
the Air Force mission worldwide. 

This program amounts to $59,192,000 and provides facilities at 
19 locations, 4 of which are minor installations in support of a clas- 
sified project. Over half of this program is for projects supporting 
air defense and strategic command units stationed on AMC bases 
and for research and development activities. 

Air Proving Ground Command 

The mission of the Air Proving Ground Command is to determine 
the operational suitability of aircraft, materiel and equipment used 
or proposed for use by the Air Force. The Eglin AFB complex 
Florida, which consists of a main base supported by a gunnery range 
satellite bases, various testing facilities and electronic and telemetering 
environment is used for this piu'pose. The program for this complex 
amounts to $21,094,000 and consists primarily of providing research 
development, and test facilities. ’ 

Air Training Command 

The missions of Air Training Command is to provide: 
(а) Prociu-ement of Air Force personnel. 
(б) Basic military training. 
(c) Technical training leading toward qualification in an Air Force 

specialty. 
(d) Flying training leading to an aeronautical rating. 
(e) Specialized flying training for rated personnel. 
(/) Mobile training. 

as may be directed by the Chief of Staff, 
L'oAr. ^ 

To accomplish this mission Air Training Command is engaged in 
lour categories of training; Flying training, crew training, technical 
training, and indoctrination training. Air Training Command re¬ 
quires 23 bases for flying training; 9 for crew training; 7 for technical 
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training; and 2 for indoctrination training. A total of 41 bases are 
requu’ed by this command. This program amounts to $113,739,000 
and provides facilities at 28 locations. Over one-half of this program 
is for airfield pavements to provide the capability to safely train ad¬ 
vanced student pilots in jet aircraft. These pavements also lengthen 
runways at fighter-crew training bases which are scheduled for Cen¬ 
tury series jet fighters. 

i Air University 
The mission of this command is to prepare officers for command of 

large Air Force units, wings, groups, and squadrons, and for stall 
; duties appropriate to those command positions and to provide educa- 
' tion to meet the scientific requirements of the Air Force. This program 

amounts to $215,000 consisting of an addition to the student officere 
i dining hall and the installation of an approach lighting system to the 
1 instrument runway. 

! Continental Air Command 
The mission of this command is to discharge within the continental 

^ United States the field responsibilities of the Chief of Staff, USAF, 

with respect to: ^ i . 
The Reserve Forces for the Department of the Air h orce that are 

i assigned to Continental Air Command, including ^supervision and 
inspection of the Air National Guard of the United States. 

Domestic emergencies. 
Miscellaneous administrative functions. 
In the event of war or other emergency, mobilize the units and/or 

individuals of the Air Force Reserve that are assigned to the Conti- 
■, liental Air Command. . , 

Discharge within the continental United States such other respoiisi- 
. bilities as the Chief of Staff, USAF, may direct. 

The program amounts to $14,182,000 and provides facilities at 2 
j locations, regular Air Force bases. Over 90 percent of this piogiam 
» is for airfield pavements. 

Headquarters Command 
The mission of this command is to provide housekeeping and support 

il of all Air Force personnel in the Washmgton area. Specifically: 
I Provide administrative and logistic support for Headquarters ^Squad- 
I ron USAF, and for those Air Force units stationed within the VVasli- 
B ington area whose inherent organizational structure does not permit 
LI then' support. This program amounts to $8,000. 

Military Air Transport Service 
The primary mission of AIATS is to provide airlift lequiied in sup¬ 

port of anproved joint war plans; scheduled airlift for Department 
of Defense within the continental United States, between continental 
United States and overseas areas; and between and withm overseas 
areas, as directed by higher authority. MATS has the additional 
missions of air weather; airways and communications, and air rescue 
service systems; flight service within the Zone of Interior as further 
dfiected; and supervision, control and maintenance of primarv tacui¬ 
ties required for performing its assigned mission. 1 o accomplish these 
missions MATS requires 11 bases; 5 of which are under the comnianfl 
of MATS and 6 are jointly utilized with other commands. 1 liis 
program provides facilities amounting to $16,155,000. Almost one- 
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half of the program is for operations and training facilities; 25 percent 
IS for much needed housing and community facilities. 

Air Research and Development Command 

The mission of the Air Research and Development Command is to: 
(а) Attain and maintain qualitative superiority of materiel and to 

conduct or supervise scientific and technical studies required for the 
accomplishment of the Air Force missions. 

(б) Seek new basic knowledge from which improved aeronautical 
equipment, materiel, weapons, and techniques can be developed. 

(c) Undertake the development and recommend the adoption of 
new and improved devices and systems for the conduct and support 
of air warfare, including complete weapon systems, techniques, and 
proceciuiGs applicable to Air Force purposes. This program amounts 
to $77,147,000 and provides facilities at 10 locations, including a new 
installation the National Reactor Test Station in Idaho, for con¬ 
tinuing the development of missiles systems and nuclear-powered 
aircraft. 

Strategic Air Command 

The mission of the Strategic Air Command is to maintain an effec- 
tive strategic strildng force capable of achieving decisive action by 
striking an enemy at any point on the globe. Included in this program 
are the bases representing the first increment of dispersal of the 
strategic strike force. They are bases already existing in the Air Force 
base structm'e which are now utilized by other major commands. It 
\vull be necessary to construct additional facilities at these bases to allow 
the accommodation of Strategic Air Command units. The com¬ 
mittee wishes to point out that the homes of all Strategic Air Com¬ 
mand Avings are located in the Zone of Interior with the exception of 
one wing at Ramey AFB, Puerto Rico. Facilities amounting to 
$128,284,000 are contained in this program for 38 locations The 
largest portion of this program is for operations and training facilities 
mcludmg additional pavements, to fm-ther the ability of the strildng 
force to retaliate against an aggressor within a minimum period of 
time. One-third of the progi'am provides much needed housing and 
community facilities, principally for replacement of substandard build- 
mgs, most of which are temporary structures constructed durine 
World War II. ^ 

Tactical Air Command 

The primary mission of the Tactical Air Command is to organize 
tiain^ and equip USAF units for theater-type air activity including 
joint operations with land, naval, and amphibious forces. This 
command is also charged with the responsibility to train and equip 
units for deplo;>mient oversep in support of N ATO. To accommodate 
its programed force. Tactical Air Command requires 17 bases- 1 
of which IS jointly utilized with the APGC. This program amoiuits 
to $35,907,000. More than 50 percent of this program is for addi¬ 
tional airfield pavements and aircraft maintenance facilities. 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Alaskan Air Command 

The mission of this command is to organize and conduct the air 
defense of Alaska and provide early warning to the United States and 
Canada. This command supports the Strategic Air Command 
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Military Air Transport Service, commander, Alaskan Sea Frontiei^ 
and the United States Army. It also suppoids the J^^^hwest roih^^^^^^ 
ihe Orient. This pi-ogram amounts to $30,1/2,000 ami pio\iaeb 
facilities at 16 locations. Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and housing and community facilities constitute more titan 

95 percent of this program. 

Far East Air Force , 
The mission of this command is to conduct tactical operations t 

ail defense of Japan, Kyukj-us, Marianas, and the United States 
installations in the Philippines; to conduct troop cairier, airb ri , 
Sf tJansportation operations, and ™f 
Far East- to provide logistic support to FEAI ioices. inis 
amounts’to $27,684,000 and provides operational and tramm,^ 
Ts maintemnce facilities, Supply facilities, hospital and medica 
facilities, and much needed housing and ^ommnmty fa^ to„et, 
with utilities and administrative facilities at 11 locations. 

Military Air Transport Service (Overseas) ^ i • 
The mission of this command is to provide aircraft 

sunnort of approved joint war plans, scheduled airlifts for the Depait- 
mmt of Defense between the continental United States 
areas- between and within overseas areas, as directed by 
authority worldwide air transport; air weather; airways and air 
pnmmumcations and air-rescue service systems; organization and 
trflinine- of Air Resupply and Communications Service and all elenaents 
thereof maintenance of primary facilities 
reouired for performing its assigned mission, theater jurisdiction m 
overseas area^ where MATS units are stationed but which are outside 
the iurisdiction of any theater commander. This program amount 
to $55 859 000 and provides facilities at 7 locations. ^ .®. 

supply facilities. 

Northeast Air Command nnrl 
The mission of this command is to provide airbase 

f iinitQ of Strategic Air Command; support of the Danish 

States-Danish weather and |l„,e 

the program. 

to organize, train, equip, admimstY^ 

Uidted States Air Force. This program amounts to $25,436,000. 

United States Air Forces in Europe Allied 

Co^imanS: E^^f sup^ttf - f 
chief, Europe, and the other component commanders umiei Lime 
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States commander in chief, Europe in their assigned missions To 
tulhll responsibilities assigned the Joint Chiefs of Staff in areas not 

either the NATO or the United States commander in 
chief, Europe area of responsibility; to support commanded operatine 
directly under the Joint Chiefs of Staff; to participate in the prepara¬ 
tion of joint United States plans and to support the United States 
policy within the scope of the command’s responsibility. This uro¬ 
gram amounts to $114,260,000 and provides facilities at 65 locations. 
Approximately 14 percent of the program provides for housing and 
community facilities. _ The balance of the program consists principally 
of operations and training facilities, maintenance facilities and suddIv 
facilities. 

An analysis of the type of facilities being requested again emphasizes 
tlie ingldy operational nature of this program. 

Almost two-tliirds of the category “Operational and training facil¬ 
ities IS for airfield pavements, principally runway additions for both 
hghter and bomber aircraft. The phasing of B-52’s and Centurv- 
smes hghter aircraft into combat and training units as they come off 
^“^^g'oduction line accounts for almost all of these runway require- 

j, 1research, development, and test category consists almost wholly 
of facilities required for the development and testing of the nuclear- 
powered aircraft and new weapons systems, principally guided missiles 

the housing and community category consists of troop housing 
personnel facilities, and family housing. These are a most significaS 
factor in the program to make military seryice more attractiye to the 
trained airmen and officers. 

Ninety-fiye percent of the supply category consists of storage facil¬ 
ities for aircraft fuels and weapons including missiles. 

The medical facilities category, representing 2.1 percent of the total 
includes the construction of new, or additions to, 7 hospitals, 7 dental 
clinics, and 6 base dispensaries. 

The fainily housing contained in this program comprises 3,144 units 
and IS limited to 8 bases inside the United States and 5 bases oyer- 
seas at which housing can be proyided by no means other than appro- 
piiated funds, and at which the need for housing is most urgent In 
addition to these 13 bases, there are 1,213 units at remote radar sta¬ 
tions m the air defense system which cannot be otherwise proyided. 

TITLE ly—-GENERAL PROyiSIONS 

Sections 401 through 406 

These sections provide no new or unusual authority but rather 
merely rephrase similar provisions in prior public works laws. 
Section 406 

Section 406 is a new provision although similar authority has 
appeared 111 the Army portion of the annual appropriation acts. It 
would authorize the Secretaries of each military department to acquire 
land and interests therein not exceeding $5,000 in cost. The purpose 
of this provision is to eliminate from the public-works bill the larc^e 
number of land items which cost less than $5,000, many of which 
actually cost less than $1,000. In addition, it will provide authority 
to acquire land and easements in order to satisfy urgent requAements 
provided the cost does not exceed $5,000. 
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Section 407 is a repetition of prior authority relating to the restora- 
tion or replacement of facilities which have been damaged or destroyed 
throS nSnce or acts of God. This section contains no money 
IMtatiorhowever it does provide that the Secretary of Defense shall 
SriheTmed Serviced Committees of his intent to ntilise the 

provisions prior to taking any action. 

^ Section 408 is a new provision in public works authorization bills 
The substance of it has been repeated, howeve^ in annual appropr 
ation acts. Under the authority granted by this section the feecie- 
taries of the military departments, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretarv of Defense, may make expenditures out of appropiia- 
tions available for military construction of such amounts as may be 
necessary for public works which have been determined to be mp y 
omiirpri The upper limitation of this authority for a particular 

lequired. ^le pp between $25,000 and $50,000 must be 
project IS Secretarv of the military department 

cSnceJn^d. Those in excess of $50,000 must be approved m advance 
bTthe Secretary of Defense. Projects which do not exceed $25,000 
nfafuse maintenance and operations funds as d-tinguished from th^ 
military construction funds ^vhlch must be used for all piojects 

“The coSiSradded a subsection (c) to the section as submitted 
hv the Department of Defense so as to require semiannual reports to 
die Snmd Services Committees of ,the Senate mid the House wit 

T-.OV.+ In the exercise of the authorities gi'anted by this section. I 
this wav the cognizant committees can cvercise a wholesome ^tuvei - 
lance overaulhmity wliich, while conceded to be necessary, might be 

subject to abuse. 

"ai?mrm‘o?re tnt 
othTs Itaff personnel and is discussed in a previous portion of tins 

report. 

**Seotion 410 with certain exceptions advances f 

Se-s efforts to ^ 

fq“4"„,lrv1re aurhorrzltioM in existing Public Laws 534 
SSd^Conpess, and 207, 84th Congress, and any autlioiization enac 
subsequent thereto would continue to be available. 

®“sttion «1 extends the authorization for the 

housing in foreign million. This 

rS^s^r—nS^nce.*lte -thority is apgi«b|e. to transare 

SS^Sreditt'llktSn." Stld also be pro- 
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yided for the use of appropriated funds in lieu of foreign currencies 
(not more than 25 percent of the total cost) on those portions of the 
project for which dollars are required. 

Section 4-12 

Section 412 extends section 515 of Public J^aw 161, 84th Congress 
for an additional year and enlarges from 1,000 units to 3,000 units the 
authority thereiii. This authority permits rentals at certain military 
tactical sites which would be paid from maintenance and operation 
funds. 

Section 413 

Section 413 would authorize increased size limitations for 47 units 
of family housing to be constructed at the United States Air Force 
Academy. This section will not increase the total construction 
authorization of $126 million for the Air Force Academy. 

Section 414 

Section 414 would amend the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950 
to exclude from the $500 million limitation on construction the rentals 
paid for the leasing of Reserve training space. This amendment 
would not enlarge the dollar authority of that act. 

Section 415 

Previous public works acts have authorized the construction of 
appropriated funds housing at various designated military installations. 
I he advent of title IV of the Housing Amendments of 1955 may pro¬ 
vide housing at some of these installations. The authority therefore 
previously granted for appropriated funds housing at these locations 
may, under section 415, be utilized at other as vet undetermined 
locations where, for one reason or another, the housing contemplated 
by title IV coihd or should not be built. The committee feels that 
this gives the Departments a reasonable latitude in the planning of 
their family housing construction and will assist in the acceleration 
ol this important program. 

Section 416 

The committee was informed that a year ago it was determined 
alter study that a large percentage of om- reserve stocks of petroleum 
particularly aviation gasoline and jet fuel, are located in highly 
vulnerable areas of the United States. The Department, based on 
this determination, has attempted to achieve a program of dispersing 
that stora^ge so that it will be outside the vulnerable areas and, there¬ 
fore, will be available in the event of an emergency. The fuel stocks 
referred to are those intended for use in important missions imme¬ 
diately following the outbreak of hostilities. They are intended also 
lor mmediate shipment to overseas destinations. The study which 

situation in which it found itself indicated 
that there was httle or nothing which could be done by the Depart¬ 
ment to rectify the situation. For example, it found that the com¬ 
mercial petroleum storage industry was unwilling to undertake a 
program of dispersal outside of normal commercial areas. The prin¬ 
cipal objection of the industries appeared to spring from the fact that 
under present laws the leasing of such dispersed facilities by the 
Department of Defense would be limited to 1 year. The cost involved 
in such a dispersal program made it fully unattractive to the industries 
under this circumstance. This section, therefore, has been proposed 
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by the Department of Defense in order to induce industries to engage 
in the storage of petroleum outside of their normal storage areas. 

Construction facilities under this section will be m contemplation ot 
5-year contracts with options in the Government to renew lor addi¬ 
tional 5-year periods, for a total period not to exceed 20 years, ihe 
contracts also may contain, under the authority granted an option 
in the Government to purchase the facility at the expiration or ter 

mination of the contract. 11 

The committee amended the section as proposed by the Depaitment 
of Defense to require that the Secretary of the military departments 
report to the Armed Services Committees with respect to_ the names 
of contractors and the terms of the contracts entered into, inis 
will permit the committees to keep themselves aware ol the progress, 
or lack of progress, of this vital program. 

Section 41'i' 
Section 417 provides that the Secretary of the military department 

may lease in foreign countries for military purposes m terms ot not 
more than 5 years off-base structures, including real property, inis 
section extends the current limitation of 1 year to a 5-year period. 

Section 418 i j- j • 
This section deals with housing provisions previously discussed m 

this report. 

Section 419 . , 
This section contains similar restrictions on unit costs to those 

provided in last year’s bill. The only difference is that certain in¬ 
creases are provided in order to meet increased costs. 

Section 4^0. . . . • 
This section is a repeat of prior law and continues in effect certain 

limitations concerning mess facilities when applied to barrack con¬ 

struction. 
FISCAL DATA 

Enactment into law of this legislation will involve the expenditure 
of $2,106,611,000 of Federal funds. 

Department.^.l Data 

This measure is a part of the legislative program for the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense for fiscal year 1957, and has been approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget as evidenced by the letter dated January 19, 
1956 from Mr. Richard A. Buddeke, Director, Legislative Programs, 
Department of Defense, which is printed below and hereby made a 

part of this report; 
Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense, 

Washington, V. C., January 19, 193b. 

Hon. Richard M. Nixon, 
President of the Senate. 

Dear Mr. President: There is forwarded herewith a draft of 
legislation to authorize certain construction at military installations, 

^^This p^i^osed legislation is a part of the Department of Defense 
legislative program for 1956, and the Bureau of the Budget advises 
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that there is no objection to its presentation to the Congress and that 
its enactment would be in accord with the program of the President. 
The Department of Defense recommends that it be enacted. 

This proposed legislation would authorize the construction of addi¬ 
tional military public works that are urgently needed by the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense at this time, and would provide additional authority 
to cover deficiencies in prior construction authorizations. The appro¬ 
priation of money required for construction is provided for in the 
Budget of the United States Government for the fiscal year 1957. 

This proposal would authorize new construction totaling 
$2,012,283,000 of which $305,670,000 is for the Department of the 
Army, $418,728,000 is for the Department of the Navy, $1,137,585,000 
is for the Department of the Air Force, $150 million is for additional 
family housing in foreign countries to be financed through the sale of 
agricultural commodities, and $300,000 is for housing for the Chairman 
of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and personnel attached to his staff. This 
proposal would also provide additional monetary authority in title I 
of $350,000, title II of $1,050,000, and in title III of $131,759,000, for 
projects previously authorized. The total in this proposed legislation 
of the new authorization and the correction of deficiencies in prior 
authorizations is $2,145,442,000. 

This proposal would also repeal all authorizations, with certain 
exceptions, for military public works that are contained in laws 
enacted after September 30, 1951, but prior to July 15, 1952. This 
repeal will continue in effect the policy established in connection with 
the last military Public Works Authorization Act (Public Law 
161, 84th Cong.) of repealing long-standing authority for military 
public works items that has not been e.xercised by the military depart¬ 
ments. It is believed that the continuation of this policy will result 
in a construction program which will reflect the current needs of the 
Department of Defense more accurately than it has in prior years. 

Sincerely, 
Richard A. Buddeke, 

Director, Legislative Programs. 

State summary of unclassified items within continental United States 

.Alabama-$15, 630, 000 

Army: 
Fort McClellan_ 397, 000 
Fort Rucker- 7, 300’ 000 
Redstone Arsenal_ 6, 159, 000 

-Air Force: 
Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile_ 1, 541, 000 
Craig Air Force Base, Selma_ 18, 000 
Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery_ 215, 000 

Arizona- 21,673,000 

Army: 
Fort Huachuca- 6, 856, 000 
Yuma Test Station_ 1, 520, 000 

-Air Force: ’ 
Davis-Monthan .Air Force Base, Tucson_ 503, 000 
Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix_ 2, 902, 000 
Williams Air Force Base, Chandler_ 6, 347, 000 
Ahima County .Airport, Yuma_ 3, 545, 000 
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Slate summary of unclassified items within continental 

Arkansas_ 

United States—Continued 

_ $2, 461, 000 

Air Force: 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville_ 
Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock 

933, 000 
1, 528, 000 

California 158, 739, 000 

Army; 
Sharpe General Depot- 
Fort Ord_ 
United States Disciplinary Barracks- 
Jet Propulsion Laboratory- 

Navy: 
Naval Air Station, Alameda- 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow- 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Brown Field- 
Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado- 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, El Centro- 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro- 
Naval Ammunition Depot. Fallbrook- 
Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake- 
Naval Air Station, Miramar__- 
Naval Air Station, Moffett Field_-- 
Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Mojave- 
Naval Supply Center, Oakland- 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton- 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore- 
Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu- 
Naval Construction Battalion Center, Port Hueneme- 
Naval Air Station, San Diego- 
Naval Shipj'ard, San Francisco--- 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego- 
Marine Corps Training Center, Twenty-nine Palms- 
Naval Ammunition and Net Depot, Seal Beach- 
Naval Shipyard, Long Beach- 
Naval Station, Long Beach- 
Marine Corps Cold Weather Battalion, Bridgeport- 
Naval Communications Station, San Francisco- 

Air Force: 
Beale Air Force Base, Marysville- 
Castle Air Force Base, Merced- 
Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc- 
George Air Force Base, Victorville- 
Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael- 
March Air Force Base, Riverside- 
Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento- 
McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento- 
Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino- 
Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo- 
Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield- 
Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton- 

655, 000 
223, 000 
197, 000 
143, 000 

2, 675, 000 
3, 436, 000 

778, 000 
5, 660, 000 

831, 000 
6, 863, 000 
1, 584, 000 
6, 028, 000 
8, 835, 000 

89, 000 
12, 556, 000 

50, 000 
3, 429, 000 

10, 089, 000 
1, 682, 000 
2, 581, 000 

13, 072, 000 
1, 300, 000 
1, 679, 000 
1, 165, 000 
2, 176, 000 
5, 984, 000 
2, 256, 000 

294, 000 
2, 029, 000 

13, 395, 000 
2, 179, 000 
5, 488, 000 
3, 144, 000 
2, 966, 000 
5, 156, 000 

21, 650, 000 
1, 424, 000 
1, 572, 000 
2, 392, 000 

923, 000 
111, 000 

Colorado 
6, 147, 000 

Army: 
Fort Carson_ 
Pueblo Ordnance Depot- 

Air Force: 
Lowry Air Force Base, Denver- 
Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs 

3, 253, 000 
2, 142, 000 

410, 000 
342, 000 

Connecticut 
22, 749, 000 

Navy: Naval Underwater Sound Laboratory, New London._ 
Air Force: Hartford Research Facility- 

304, 000 
22, 445, 000 



32 AUTHORIZE CONSTRUCTION FOR MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 

State summar]) of unclassified items within continental United States—Continued 

Delaware_ $9, 379, 000 

Air Force: 
Dover Air Force Base, Dover_ 3, 195, 000 
New Castle County Municipal Airport, Wilmington_ 6, 184, 000 

Florida_.$59, 994, 000 

Navy: 
Naval Air Station, Cecil Field_ 4, 052, 000 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville_ 2, 380, 000 
Naval Air Station, Key West_ 170, 000 
Naval Mine Defense Laboratory, Panama Cit}’_ 84, 000 
Naval Air Station, Pensacola_ 347, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Stanford_ 6, 92G, 000 
Naval Auxiliary Air Field, Whiting Field_ 13, 000 
Naval Industrial Reserve Shipyard, Tampa_ 200, 000 
Naval Station, Key West_ 927, 000 

Air Force: 
Buckingham Weapons Center, Fort Myers_ 629, 000 
Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso_ 21, 094, 000 
Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead_ 1, 694, 000 I 
MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa_ 3, 262, 000 
Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach_ 1, 545, 000 
Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa_ 15, 169, 000 
Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando_ 786, 000 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City_ 716, 000 

Georgia- 16, 582, 000 

Army: 
Fort Penning_ 422, 000 
Atlanta General Depot_ 832, 000 

Navy: 
Marine Corps Supply Center, Albany_ 1, 742, 000 
Naval Air Station, Glynco_ 4, 003, 000 

Air Force: 
Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta_ 345, 000 
Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah_ 1, 131, 000 
Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta_ 1, 848, 000 
Robins Air Force Base, Macon_ 5, 478, 000 
Turner Air Force Base, Albany_ 781, 000 

Idaho- 13, 479, 000 

Air Force: 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home_ 2, 064, 000 1 
National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls_ 11, 415, 000 

Illinois- 24, 439, 000 

Navy: 
Naval Hospital, Great Lakes_ 12, 730, 000 
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes_ 8, 413, 000 

Air Force: Scott Air Force Base, Belleville_ 3, 296, 000 

Indiana- 2, 309, 000 

Army: Fort Benjamin Harrison_ 140, 000 
Air Force: Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru_ 2, 169, 000 

Iowa- 2, 288, 000 

Air Force: Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City_ 2, 288, 000 
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State summary of unclassified items within continental 

Kansas- 
Army: 

Fort Leavenworth- 
Fort Riley- 

Air Force: ^ ^ 
Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka- 
McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita- 
Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina- 

Kentucky- 

United States—Continued 

$8, 160, 000 

1, 092, 000 
'III_ 1,519,000 

1, 271, 000 
396, 000 

3, 882, 000 

2, 177, 000 

Army: Fort Knox--- 
Air Force: Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville 

1, 698, 000 
479, 000 

_ 6, 814, 000 
Lomsiana- ' ----- 

Navy: Naval Station, New Orleans- 
Air Force: 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria - 
Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport 
Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles 

226, 000 

2, 919, 000 
2, 117, 000 
1, 552, 000 

.. 24,988,000 
Maine_ _ 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick- 
Naval Radio Station--- 
Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor- 

Air Force: 
Dow Air Force Base, Bangor- 
Loring Air Force Base, Limestone- 
Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle. 
Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport 

Maryland- 

Army: 
Fort George G. Meade- 
Aberdeen Proving Ground- 
Army Chemical Center- 
Camp Detrick- 

^^'^^aval. Air Test Center, Patuxent River- 
Naval Academy, Annapolis--- 
Naval Training Center, Bainbridge- 
Naval Radio Station, Cheltenham------- 

Air Force: Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs 

Massachusetts- 

Army: Fort Devens- 
Navv: 

Naval Shipyard, Boston.--------- 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Hingham- 

Air Forc0! 
Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford- 
Otis Air Force Base, Falm(mth- 
Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls 

Michigan- 

^[nross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie. 
K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, 
Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens.- 
Kalkaska Air Force Base, Kalkaska- 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda- 

3, 738, 000 
2, 450, 000 

83, 000 

7, 665, 000 
2, 522, 000 
8, 057, 000 

473, 000 

32, 171, 000 

5, 885, 000 
147, 000 
889, 000 
913, 000 

475, 000 
7, 469, 000 
6, 569, 000 
2, 489, 000 
7, 335, 000 

36, 458, 000 

302, 000 

7, 332, 000 
993, 000 

6, 939, 000 
11, 577, 000 

9, 315, 000 

15, 885, 000 

2, 156, 000 
5, 051, 000 
2, 494, 000 
2, 906, 000 
3, 278, 000 
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State summary of unclassified items within continental United States—Continued 

Minnesota_ 

Air Force: 
Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth_ 
Minneapolis-St. Paul International Airport 

Mississippi_ 

Navy: Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian,. 
Air Force: 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus_ 
Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville_ 
Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi_ 

Missouri_ 

Army: St. Louis Support Center_ 
Air Force: 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City_ 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster_ 

Montana_ 

Air Force: 
Glasgow Site_ 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls_ 

Nebraska__ 

Air Force: 
Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln_ 
Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha_ 

Nevada_ 

Navy: Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon_ 
Air Force: 

Indian Springs Air Force Base_ 
Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas_ 
Stead Air Force Base, Reno_ 

New Hampshire_ 

Navy: Naval Hospital, Portsmouth_ 
Air Force: Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth. 

New Jersey_ 

Army: Fort Dix_ 
Navy: 

Naval Air Station, Atlantic City_ 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Earle_ 
Naval Air Station, Lakehurst_ 
Naval Air Turbine Test Station, Trenton_ 

Air Force: McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown_ 

New Mexico_ 

Army: White Sands Proving Ground_ 
Air Force: 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis_ 
Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo_ 
Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque_ 
W'alker Air Force Base, Roswell_ 
Sacramento Peak Observatory Sacramento Peak 

$3, 878, 000 

863, 000 
3, 015, 000 

25, 266, 000 

8, 231, 000 

14, 518, 000 
2, 483, 000 

34, 000 

5, 834, 000 

3, 346, 000 

1, 673, 000 
815, 000 

3, 706, 000 

2, 470, 000 
1, 236, 000 

10, 382, 000 

4, 685, 000 
5, 697, 000 

14, 942, 000 

8, 304, 000 

961, 000 
3, 456, 000 
2, 221, 000 

718, 000 

57, 000 
661, 000 

9, 810, 000 

54, 000 

421, 000 
600, 000 

6, 438, 000 
128, 000 

2, 169. 000 

21, 500, 000 

693, 000 

4, 505, 000 
7, 877, 000 
5, 481, 000 
2, 791, 000 

153, 000 



I 
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State summary of unclassified items within continental United States—Continued 

. $31,915,000 
New York- -— 

Army; 1. 212, 000 
Fort Totten- 5g3_ qoO 
Oswego-^— ---1- 88, 000 
Seneca Ordnance Depot-vT-’Ti- 97 000 

Navy: Naval Receiving Station, Brooklyn- 

Air Force: .. „ „ ^ „ 17.966,000 
Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome-..---- -- 205 000 
Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead- - - q’ 
Niagara Falls Municipal Ai^ort. - qqq 
Plattsburg Air Force Base, Plattsburg- - - ^^2’ OOO 
Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh. ---- ’ ^qq 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Y esthampton- ’ ’ 

- 33, 878, 000 
North Carolina- ' - 

Army: 645,000 
302,000 

^larine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point- ^ 
Marine Corps Base, Carnp Lejeune. ^20’ ooO 
Marine Corps Auxiliary Landing Field, Edenton- . 
Naval Air Facility, Harvey Point- 

Air Force: _ ^ „„ 1. 106,000 
Pone Air Force Base, Fort Bragg. - „ nnj qqq 
Seymour Johnson Air Force Base. Goldsboro- 6,_637^ 

40, 184, 000 
North Dakota- " - 

Air Force: ^ 18,969,000 
Grand Forks Site- ' 21, 215, 000 
Minot Site- “ - -- ________ 

24, 434, 000 
Ohio_ __ 

^ockbourne Air Force Base, Columbu^.- 4, 952, 000 
Wilkins Air Force Base, Statmn, Stelby----. - 17.138,000 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton-- 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown- ’ ’ 

19, 477, 000 
Oklahoma- " —- 

4.173,000 
Army: Fort Sill- 
Air Force: „ 1.003,000 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus.- -- 330 qqq 
Ardmore Air Force Base, -  -' ' 7, 004, 000 
Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton- - ^ ggg 
Tinker Air Force Jlase, Oklahoma City- qqq 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid- ’ 

14, 896, 000 
Oregon- --- 

„ , _ 258,000 
Army; Umatilla Ordnance Depot- 
Air Force: . . , 1,130,000 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath- - ggg 

Greater Portland Area- 
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State summary of unclassified items within continental United Sto/es—Continued 

Pennsylvania-.- $6,636,000 

New Cumberland General Depot_ 
South Park Military Reservation_ 

Navy: Naval Air Development Center, Johnsville 
Air Force: 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis_ 
Olmstead Air Force Base, Middletown_ 
Marietta Air Force Station_ 

Rhode Island_ 

Navy: 
Naval Station, Newport_ 
Naval Supply Depot Newport_I’ 
Naval Air Station, Quonset Point_ 

631, 000 
190, 000 
693, 000 

1, 087, 000 
3, 983, 000 

52, 000 

14, 815, 000 

11, 672, 000 
390, 000 

2, 753, 000 

South Carolina. 
38, 968, 000 

Army: Columbia Quartermaster Center_ 
Navy: 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, .. 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Charleston_ 
Naval Minecraft Base Charleston_ 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island.I. 
Naval Shipyard, Charleston_ 

Air Force: 
Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston_ 
Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville_ 
Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beachl.I_ 
Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter_ 

South Dakota_ 

Air Force: 
Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City_ 
Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell_3 

Tennessee_ 

Navy: Naval Air Station, Memphis_ 
Air Force: 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville_ 
Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna_ 

Texas_ 

Army: 
Fort Hood_ 
Fort Bliss_] __I_I 
Fort Worth General Depot_ _ I""I' 

Navy: 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Alice-Orange Grove Area 
Naval Station, Orange_ 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field...]. ...'II ' 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville. 

Air Force: 
Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene_ 
Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo_ 
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin_I..1.1..I...' 
Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso_‘I 
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio_ 
Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan_ ..I.. 
Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth. _..'_I" 
Ellington Air Force Base, Houston_II_II 
Foster Air Force Base, Victoria_ 
Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo_I.. I.. 11.. 11 

98, 000 

17, 384, 000 
404, 000 

7, 902, 000 
4, 266, 000 

148, 000 

868, 000 
2, 428, 000 
1, 665, 000 
3, 805, 000 

7, 317, 000 

943, 000 
6, 374, 000 

4, 148, 000 

511, 000 

2, 054, 000 
1, 583, 000 

108, 892, 000 

2, 457, 000 
5, 301, 000 
1, 285, 000 

2, 242, 000 
265, 000 

2, 247, 000 
2, 610, 000 

1, 043, 000 
17, 121, 000 
15, 938, 000 

922, 000 
237, 000 

1, 288, 000 
2, 438, 000 

63, 000 
952, 000 

8, 804, 000 
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State summary of unclassified items within continental 

Texas—C ontinued 
Air Force—Continued 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen- 
James Connally Air Force Base, Waco- 
Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio- 
Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo. _- 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio- 
Majors Field, Greenville- 
Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman-_- 
Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio- 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock- 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls- 
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring.. - 
Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcus. . 
Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio- 
Laredo Test Site, Laredo- 

Utah_ 

Army; Dugway Proving Ground--- 
Navy: Naval Supply Depot, Clearfield- 
Air Force: 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden- 
Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover- 

Vermont_ 

United States—Continued 

$23, 000 
4, 687, 000 
1, 570, 000 

225, 000 
212, 000 
440, 000 

2, 260, 000 
133, 000 

4, 164, 000 
24, 433, 000 

90, 000 
783, 000 

3, 440, 000 
1, 219, 000 

2, 422, 000 

867, 000 
149, 000 

1, 339, 000 
67, 000 

4, 211, 000 

Air Force: Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski 4, 211, 000 

Virginia- 
. 20, 547, 000 

Army; 
Fort Eustis- 
Fort Belvoir- 

Marine Corps Supply Forwarding Annex, Portsmouth- 
Navy Auxiliary Air Station, Chincoteague -- 
Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck- 
Naval Air Station, Norfolk- 
Naval Air Station, Oceana- 
Naval Shipyard, Norfolk, -- 
Public Works Center, Norfolk- 
Marine Corps Schools, Quantico- 
Naval Mine Depot, Yorktown- 
Harbor Defense Base, Norfolk- 
Naval Station, Norfolk- 

Air Force: 
Langley Air Force Base, Hampton- 
Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton- 

1, 231, 000 
492, 000 

91, 000 
170, 000 
237, 000 
170, 000 

5, 286, 000 
244, 000 
443, 000 

2, 178, 000 
3, 480, 000 

300, 000 
2, 844, 000 

2, 613, 000 
768, 000 

Washington- 

Army: Fort Lewis- 
Navy: 

Naval Supplv Depot, Seattle--- 
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island- 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Bangor..- 
Naval Communication Station, Seattle— 

Air Force: ^ , 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane- 
Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake- 
McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma- 
Paine Air Force Base, Everett- 
Geiger Field, Spokane. —. — 
Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo 
Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma. . 

18, 684, 000 

3, 022, 000 

199, 000 
149, 000 

1, 100, 000 
45, 000 

4, 457, 000 
1, 111, 000 
1, 514, 000 
4, 127, 000 
2, 827, 000 

4, 000 
129, 000 
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State summary of unclassified items within continental United States—Continued 

Wisconsin-$11^ 577^ 000 

Air Force: 
Truax Field, Madison_ 4^ 375 qOO 
Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville_ 6,’ 801,' 000 

Wyoming- 554, 000 

Air Force: Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne_ 1, 654, 000 

District of Columbia_ 9^ 993^ 000 

Army: 
Fort McNair_ 4 m OOO 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center_ 4’ 209* 000 

Navy: Naval Research Laboratory_ l’ 300’ 000 
Air Force: Bolling Air Force Base_ ’ g' 000 
Washington National Airport_ 275* 000 
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84th congress 
2d Sessiox 

Calendar No. 2388 

[Report No. 2364] 

IN THE SENATE OE THE UNITED STATES 

April 16 (legislative day, April 9), 1956 

Read twice and referred to the Committee on Aimed Services 

June 26,1956 

Reported by Mr. Stennis, with an amendment 

[Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the part printed in italic] 

To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for 

other purposes. 

^ Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Bepresenta- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 TITEE I 

^ gger TEE The Secretary of the Army may estahhsh or 

5 develop mihtt^ histahatiens and faeihties hy aepnhingj een- 

6 stmctingj convertingy rehahihtatingj er instahing 

7 or temporary pnhhe worksy inelnding she 

for the following g appurtenaneesy ntlhties and 

9 pro^eets-7 



1 

2 

O 
O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

) 

TffB States 

TEOIINIOAL 

storag-c faeilitica, $447,000. 

7 Oalifofnia: E^scarch aed development feieility-,- 

$443,000. 

Pueblo Ofdnanee -Pe-pot, Colorado :■ Mamtenance faeility, 

$27142,000. 

Seneea Ordnajiee Pepotj ¥erk^ Ptilities, $887000. 

Pmatilla Ordnanee -Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

$Si^87000r 

Pedstone A-reenal,- Alabama-: Maintenanee faeilitiea, 

training facilities, and utilities, $57259,000. 

White Sands Proving Oround,- ^few Mejdeo: ¥tilities7 

$093,000. 

Atlanta 0-eiieral Depot7 0 eorgia: Operational facilities 

and maintenanee facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad¬ 

ministrative facility, $087000. 

Port Ah^rth General Depot7 Pexas :- Operational facil- 

4ies7 maintenanee fachiOes, land acipuisition,- and utilities, 



3 

t'aeili- 

cem- 

1 New CuiiibcrlaRd General 

2 nance facilities, $G3jr,0007 

3 Sharpe General Depot-,- GaUfornnH 

4 tieoj $655?00Qt 

5 (Chemical Corps-f 

6 Ariny Chemical Center, Marylancl^- Troop 

^ munity facility, ami operational faeility, 

8 Camp Detriek, Marylan-(k Storage facilities and 

9 |913j000v 

10 Dug way Proving Ground, Utah 7 -Pcseareh an4 develop 

11 mofirt facilities and utilities, ISGT^QQOt 

12 (Signal Corps)- 

13 Fort Huaehuea, Arizona: Troop 

14 facilities, storag-e facilitiesy administra 

15 ties? $6,856,000-.- 

16 (Corps of Engineers-)- 

17 Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, 

18 operational facilities7 maintenaneo 

19 development facilities, and utilities, $492,000.- 

20 (Transportation Coi-ps) 

21 Fort Eustis,- Virginia-r Operational facility^ maintonanee 

22 facility, and utilities, $1,23UOOOt 

23 -(Medical Corps)- 

24 Walter Reed Army ^Icdieal Center^- District of Colum 

mamtcnancc 

facility,- and nOli- 

and 



4 

1 Roscarch aft4 

2 la«4}4^ 

facility a»4 

3 F^ELD EQBCES F-ACILITIES 

4 -(-Fifst Amiy Afca)- 

5 Fort Feveaa -(Famp Wolliicct), ^ Land 

7 Fort Dixj Jersey-r Training faeilityj ^MjOGOt 

8 Oaweg’o, Few Aork-7 Training fticilitics and land ac(|uisi' 

V tTTvTTty ^ L/vy v/T 

10 Fort Totten, Ferk-^ Troop konsing, storage faoili- 

11 tiosy and atilities,- iF^d^yGOOr 

12 /Second Army Area) 

13 Fort Fnosy Fentiieky: ^laintonaneo faeditics, and eom- 

14 mmiity faeilitiesy fdyddSTOOtk 

15 Fort Oeorge €k Meade, ^feryland: Operational faeilitiesy 

16 maintenanee faeditiesy medical facililyy troop konsing-,- and 

17 ntilitiesy $5,885,QOOt 

18 Sontk Fark ^liktary -Reservationy Pennsylvaiiiari Admin 

19 istrati¥e faeiktyy storage faeiktiesy and ntditiesy ^9Q,0Q0t 

20 -fTkird Army x\rea) 

21 Fort Remtingy OeorgoH Administrative faeilitics, 

22 tenance faeilitiesy commnnications faeditiesy and 

23 faeddiesy fdd^Or 

24 Fort Bragg, Aortk Oarolina :■ Administrative facilitiesy 

25 operational faeiktyy and ntdities, ^kdkykOOv 



5 

1 Charlotte Arfflo4 S^orees -Induction Statiouj Iloteh Coro- 

2 linorr -Adminigteftthre fae-hityj $302,0007 

4 feeihtyj and community facddy^ iSOT^OOOr 

5 Enchery Atahama-j Ofcrataonal facilities, mainte- 

6 ftanoe facilities, training facildiesy storage fecilities,- admin- 

7 istratwe facilities,' trailer site -facilities, land aefjnisitionj and 

8 utilities^ $7,300,OOO.- 

9 (Fourth Army 'xVrea-)- 

10 Fort Flissy Tcxas^ draining faeihtiesy maintenanee faeih- 

11 tiesj administrati-ve facilities^ treeji honsingj community facih- 

12 tiesy and ntditiesy $5,301y00te 

13 Fort Hoody Texass Community facilities, maintciumce 

14 faeditiesy and storage facilitiesy $2,457y0007 

15 Fort 8illy Oklahoma^ Framing facilities^ $4,173,0007 

16 ■ (Fifth Army Areaf 

18 facilities,- trooy housingy training facditiesy and hmd aequisi- 

19 tiony $3,253,0007 

20 Fort Benjamin Harrisouy Indiana^ Treof housing 

21 

22 Fort -Leavenworth, Kansass Communications facilities 

. 23 and treo^ 

24 Fort Riley, Kansas-. AdminFtrative facilitiesy commn- 

25 nity facilityy trooy housingy and utilitiesy $1,519,0007 



6 

3 

4 

AI-aHitenanco facility Mai comniu 

i=y lauTRclvs, (rS^lifornia: Com 

1 <-^H4cr7 ^I4smH4T -Adiiiiiii.sirativo 

2 laoility, $3pM6y000. 

-f8mk Ai=my A-r(>a|- 

T €%inmiinity faeilitieaj h’ain 

ry fan lily lioiising, tt«4 «4ii- 

6 ifie% ^7Qi>1>,0Q0. 

^ Fort Owly (Siliforiii 

8 t4ty facilit vy $2i>3,000t 

10 mHttity fafility, ^-197,000. 

11 A lima -Tost r^-tatioiiy A-^igoita-f TAoofi Foiising-,- rosea re*li 

12 ari4 4o¥olo-pmoKt laoilityy fm4 i>turagc laoilAyy $47.52OAWt 

-fMilitary -District ol -Washington) 

Fort WoAfeDy D. €- Aon4omie l-aoFitics, ^dyl 11,000. 

-(Armed Forees Sfeeial Weapons Project)- 

-fTaolFftl 8ho 

AArioos loootmnoT Aelministrative 

rtiosy storage faerlitiesj aral lao4 

OrTsiDic Fwh^ 

-fAlashftft A^ea) 

Fa(1(1 iV ir -h oree Pas(‘ ^ Tn 

24 lArt IFfFardsoFH f^Aorage facilities. $9^333.000. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

maintonanee 

$875067000. 

ig ao4 maintcnanec 



1 

2 

o 
O 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

7 

Whitticf: Storage facilities training facilities^ SSy 

84-9,OOOv 

W-ildwnn4 Station (Kcnai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 

-(-Far East Command Area)- 

Okinawan Storage facilities^ operational facilities,- and 

mantenance facilities^ medical faciUties^ and ntilitiesj $540^ 

OOO7 

Military Ecservationy Hawaii: Land 

tiony 

tion and 

y Hawaik Commimit}^ faeility,- land acquisi- 

y $l-30yOOOT 

xSy Hawaik Family housing and land 

aequisitiony $2y608,0007 

-(Caribbean Command Areaf 

Eanama Canal Eene-f Sewage disposal system for Armyy 

Ma¥y and Air Force faeilitiesy $1,06OyOO0T 

(United States Armyy Europef 

Various locations-; Operational faciliticsy maintenanee 

facilitiesy communi-^ faciliticSy storage faciliticsy training 

facilitiesyy administrative facilities,- medical facilities,- troop 

lionsingy and atilitiesy $17,994,0007 

4927 Fke Sccreta^ of the Amif may establkk er 

develop classified military installations and facilities by ae- 

qniringy constructings eonvertingy rchabilitatmgy ©r installmg 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

,6 

7 

s" 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

8 

tem]^orary -worksy ffl€4tt4iiig acqui- 

skieftj site p^epafatieiij appurtGKanees7 utilities aii4 equip ■ 

umitj iu a tetal ausouftt el $4-887-7-83,Q00. 

8b€t -fa;)- ^klie Law Eighty fourtk Congress, 

is amende4 with respeet te Eert Lay^ Ehw l-or-h,- under the 

heading ‘‘CeyTiXENTAL E-yiTEB 8^ate-b-' and subheadings 

^bld EoneES faculitieb -fEirst -Army Area) ” in see- 

tien 101, hy striking eut ^^8L34-;000” and inserting in piaee 

thereel --At-,084-,000’', and in elause -fd)- el seetien h02, 

hy striking eut ^2-24,927,000’- and ^§33,901,000” 

and inserting in pkee thereel -f2A§7277,000” and 

^-531,251,000”, respeetively. 

■fh) he mueh el seetien 4-04 el Euhhe Ea-^' 534,- -Eighty 

third Cengressy as reads AEdak htatieiy sUaska: Operar- 

tienal Eaedities -fineluding trei)p heusinff-)^ 84O7OOO— is 

amended te read ‘dVdak Station^ -Vlaska: Operational laed- 

i-ties -fineluding trenp heusing)^ fESOjOOO” and elause -fdf 

el seetien e02 thereelj E aiuen d('d hy striking the figure 

A|462,600” and inserting in ph>ee thereof ■-^$572,600”. 

hBin 404t The heeretary el the Aimy shall make all 

neeessary studiesy W eentraet er etheievisej te detemiine 

an appropriate site ler the releeatien el the han Jaeinte 

Ordnanee Eepetj Eexas-j sueh studies te he eempleted h¥ 

34 Emuaiy 495A Expenditure el $257000 eut el appro- 



9 

of fke -xViToy is aiithor- 1 priatioos available fo fbe 

2 ize4 fof soeb stiidicsr 

3 > 

4 gEOr SOE ¥be Secretary of fbe may establish of 

5 develop militafy iostafiatioiis aii4 faeilities by acquimig, eoo- 

6 stfaetiogj eonvertiogy rchabilitatmgy of 

7 Of femporafy pabbe wofksy ioeludiog she prcparatio% appur- 

8 tenanees, atbities aod eqaipmeoty for- the followiog projects 

9 Inside the United 

10 

of 

-f 1 tI'1 IMLliiliUoy 

11 ^^aval 

12 pi^ aod: pkos aod speeificatioi-bs fof 

13 $7,332,OQOt 

14 Eaval shipyard, Chariestorp goath Carolio-a-7 Dredging 

15 equipincnty ^hdgyOOfh 

16 ^bwai fflinceraft hasoy Charlcst-oa, goath Carolinarr Op- 

17 crafioaat faeilitiesy pefsoaael facilitiesy training faeilit-iesy 

18 aiaintenanee facilitiesy storage faeilities, eommiinity faeihtfesy 

19 aeeafity faeilhiesy and atilhiesy ^7,902,000. 

20 Edbval shipyafdy Long Ueaelp CalifomaH Uacilities for 

21 fcmedying eheels of gfoand sahsidenee .and watcrfronl 

22 facilitic'Oy ^hyOgdyOOOr 

23 Eavy anderwafef soanfl labofafofyy Londony Con- 

24 aeetieaC Eeseareh and devefopnient facilities and land 

25 . $304y00fh 
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19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

Sarbor defense hme^ ^rfoll^ ^rginio: ^r-sennel 

faedities-y $800,0007 

JJwflJ shipyard; Norfolk, yirginia-j Utilities a»d kad 

aequiaitiony |2-14,000. 

^favy fidne defense faborator^^y Manama Florida: 

M-edieal faeiliticsj $84-,000. 

^fa¥fd shipyard, gae feancisco, Oahforniai ^lans aad 

specifications for diydoeh faeilities, $17300,000. 

^faval indnstrial reserve shipyard, ¥ampa,,- j^e-rida: 

ijand aeqi-iisition, $200y00^ 

BA-sr: rwoiLiTiEr? 

^favai stationy Key Wesly Kiorida: Ktilitics^ $027,000. 

Kaval stadon, Kong Beaehy Oaiifemia: Waterfront 

facilities^ $^,256,000. 

Kavfd station, Kew O-rleanSy 4,miisiana: -Utilities, 

$226,0007 

Kaval station,- Kewporty Khode Island ? 

facilities, peraonnei faeiliticsy eenununity facilities and ntih- 

ties^ $4-^672,0007 

Kaval statieny Kerfelhy Virginia-:- Personnel faeihties, 

$2y8dd,00Q. 

Kaval station,. Orangey ^esaa- Kiood protection faeilitiesy 

including land aeqnisitiony $^65,0007 
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AVIATIQj^ FACILITIES - ■ 

Aif Training Stationof 

ausiliar}"^ landing feddy Alice Orange GroYo, 

ToxaB-: Airfield pavcmcntej $2,242,000-.' 

Atwfd auxiliary mr Blado% Keldy Texas- ¥e¥- 

sonnel faeddiesy operational facilities, community faeilitieSj 

station and aircraft niaintenanee facilities,' anil utilities,- fTj- 

247,000. 

Aa¥al air statioin Georgia- Airfield 

pcTBonnel facilities,' aircraft maintenance facilities,- training 

facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities^ and land ae- 

qiiisitioig $4,003,0007 

Aaxal auxiliary air station-, Kingsville, Texas- Person 

facilitiesj training facilitiesj aircraft maintenance facd 

it'ies, community faeiliticsj and ntilites,- $2,610,0007 

Aaval air statioig Mcmidnsj Tennessee- Tnd storage fa- 

cilitics, and aircraft maintenance facilities^ $511,000. 

Kaval aux-iliary air statioig Meridian-,- Missisoippn Site 

preparation^ utilities^- plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facilities,- and land acquisiti6n7 $8,231,000. 

Kdval air statieig Fcnsacolaj Florida- Community facili¬ 

ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities^ 

$317,000.- 
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feieiij Wkkiftg Eicld,- HefidaTr 

n y * ±y cl > ii'H 

1 ^aval ai? 

2 ta»4 ae^aisiliefi^ fi^^GOOr 

3 -(Meet Support Air Stations) 

4 Art¥al air stationj Alafflcda, Cairlornia: Airornft 

5 uauec faeilkiesj $2,675,0007 

6 A^aval air staliofij Atlantie Gity^ 

7 tienal aids and ksd ao^isitiofij |421,000t 

8 Aa¥ai au^iar^ air statiouj -Srown 4doId, 

9 ^rsonncl facilities and utilities,- $-7-78,000. 

10 Aa^ai air statieuj Bruuswiekj Maine :■ dArsonncl faeditics, 

11 airfield pa¥cnicntSj station niaintcnaneo faeiliticsj eommunity- 

12 facilities, and storage faeiliticsj $fiA38yQQ07 

13 ^a¥al air statioiiy Oeed Keldy -Florida-? x\ircraft maintc- 

14 , BftKee faeilitiesj personnel faeilitiesy storage facilities, opera 

1^ tional facilities, training faeilitiesy eonnnunity faeifiticsj and 

10 tttilitiesj $4j052,00Ot 

1'^ Atmd afi stationj Fliincotcaguey Mirginiar Aircraft 

19 AAral auxiliary air station^ Edenton,- Eortfi Earolina: 

20 Aircraft and station maintenance faeilitiesy airfield pare- 

21 ffientsy fuel dispensing faeilitiesy operational faed^^ 

22 istratAe faeilitiesy personnel faeddiesy eommunieations faedi- 

23 tiesy eommunity faeifitiesy and utilitiesy 

auxiilmr^ air statioiiy El Eentroy 

25 Aircraft maintenanee facilities, and land acquisition ineliid 
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1 iftg ¥tei to Gs^Gedt $6 GO,000 le fee pai4 le fem]^erial 

2 Califoniiay le partiafey 4efi--ay tfee coiinly’-e eeefe m relocating 

3 tfee Xiland Elytfee Roa^,- $831,000.- 

4 ^a-val aii^^iliary air station, Fallon^ draining 

5 fOyCiliticG Q.11 Cl t intcnftiicc f^vcilitics coTYiiximiit'^^ fft^cilitiCG 

6 aiftd feted aefteiefeieej $8,304,QO0t 

7 j»la¥al air faeilityj Harvey Pointy ^rtfe Garelinarr Air- 

8 field paveeientsj waterfront faeditieS',- feel storage and dis- 

9 ponsing faeilitiesj navigational aidsj airerafty and station 

10 maintenance facilitiesy utilities,- and land aeqifisitony 

12 j^aval air statierty Jacksonville, Flerida-f Navigational 

13 aidsy oporatioeal faeilitiesy and land acquisition-,- SSyOS-OyOOOr 

14 Naval air statiouy Ney Wcsty Eleridar Aircraft maintc- 

16 Naval air staticny Eemocrcy Califo-miar Plans and spcei- 

17 ficatiens for development of master Jet airer-aft facilitiesy and 

19 Naval air staticny Miramary CalifernfeH Personnel faedi- 

20 tiesy operational facilitiesy training facilitiesy ordnance faedi- 

21 tiesy land aequisitieny and efestmetien remeval for digfet 

22 clearance, $8,835,000: 

23 Naval air staticny Moffett Picldy Califomiar Pand aequi- 

24 sitieny 
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14 

ek slalion, mamto 

nance facilities, $1-70,OOQv 

57aval aif station, ^forth -Islandj Ban DicgOj ^alifonnA? 

Airfield 23a^cmcntS7 ordnance and animanition storage faeifi- 

tiesy aneraft maiiitenanec facilitiesj waterfront facilities, op¬ 

erational facilities, navigational aidsy and land acquisition, 

$4^^-27000. 

^aval air statioii-,- Qceanay Virginia: Aircraft 

nance faeilitics, personnel lac-i-litics, operational facilities, 

community faeilitics,. Onining facilities,- ordnance faeilitics, 

open storage faciliticsj security facilities, utditieSj and reloca 

tion of Coast Cuard faeiliticSj fe-Ogo^oOQr 

^feval air station, Quonset Point, Sbodc Island: 

Aircraft maintenance facilitiesj and navigational aids, 

$2,-753,000. 

^aval auxiliary air station, Banford,- -Plorida-r Aircraft 

maintenance faeilitiesy airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 

and utilitiesj $0,926,000.- 

Aaval air station, IVhidbey Mandy Waslfingtorn Atili- 

tiesj $449,QOO.- 

■(Mahine Gonrs Aib Btations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air statiouj Meauforfi Boutfi Caro- 

linas Aircraft and station maintenance faeiliticsj administra¬ 

tive facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilitiesr training 

faeilitics, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 
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facilities, eomnittnity faeilitiesj fed disponsin^ faeiliticsy afd 

utilities, $17,384,000. 

jdari-fee Qerps afe statfeu,- Ofeua-y Poiiife Nei4h Cai-’olina-v 

Aircraft mafetlettauee faeilitietiy $I70,-00(A 

•Madiie ait statkup El 4Au=e7 Califoruia': Airci’aft 

meii-te,- storage feeditlesj amniuiiitieu storage fadliliesy niedi- 

eal facilities^ training faeililieaj personnel facilities, opera¬ 

tional faeilitiesj and ntiUtieoj $6,803,0097 

Marino Qoqis auxiliary air station^ MojaYC^ California-: 

Airerafe mainfenanee facilities,- airfield pavemen-tsy personnel 

faeilitiesj training faeilitiesj eominunity faeditiesj feel storage 

and dispensfeg faeilitiesj land acquisitionj and utilitics7 

$12,556,0007 

(Special Purpose Air Stations)- 

E^aval air facility-,- dofin 4E Towers Eieldj Anna-polis,- 

Maryla^idr Land aequisition^ and plans for specifications for 

aviation facilitiesy $4,000,0007 

Navnl air dcvclopnient eentory Jolinsville, Peimsylvamar: 

Plnns and specifications for research and development faciE 

Eaval air station, Lakchursty Now Jersey :- Rcscareh 

and development facilitios and equipment maintenanee faeil- 

itiesy $6,138,000. 

Nav-al air station, Patuxent River, Maryland-7 Aircraft 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

16 

maintenance 

am missile test center,- -Pe^int Mugu,- Oalilomia: 

Waterfront facilities, fnel 4ispcnsing facilities, aircraft mnin- 

tenanee facilities, an4 eemmimity facilities, $176827000. 

^fa¥al air tm^bine test station7 Prenton,- Jersey: 

eli ami dev-clapmcnt faeilities7 $42^ 

FAeitJTIES 

7 Glcarficld, -Utah: Ua¥al supply 

$449,0007 

Ua¥al snpply 4epot7 ^ewpmU Phede 

-Utilitiea; 

Ua¥al sapply eenter7 OaMandj Oalifemia: Utilities-, 

depot,- Seattle, Washington: Ueplaeemcnt 

of s 

MAB-INE COEFS F^kCILmES 

Marine Uoi^s supply center. Alb any 7 Ucorgia: 

facilities7 personnel facilities, maintenance faeilitiesj cominii 

nity fa€ilities7 and tttilities7 $47-74-27000t 

Marine Corps supply eentcrj -Barstowj California i- 

faeiliticsj maintenance facilities, personnel fa- 

d¥e facihtics, and community faci[itics7 

$-37^36,000. 

Marine Cm^ hase7 Camp Uejeimc, Uerth Carolina! 
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1 j^crsonttel faciliti-efj,- adminiotmtix^ facilities, training faeili- 

2 lieSj conmiunit}' faciliticsy medical facilities, storage facilities, 

4 ^laeme CVirps recrint depot learns Island,- Htonth ^aro- 

0 fa<;>ilrties7 training faeiUliesj coniinunity facilities^ and ntdlliesy 

7 $1,26670Q0t 

8 -Alanine (_V)rps liaseT Oamp rcsidlcton-,- Haliformas lUiln 

9 tiesj deal basin facilities,- and land acipiisitionj $3,12t)jOOOT 

10 jtlaRiic €^orps cold wcatbce battalion^ Bridgeport-^ Had- 

11 foiiiia: Ht-ilitiesj $291-,OGO.- 

22 Marine Gorps training eentery Twentynine Palmsy Gali- 

23 foiwtH CVnnmunit¥ facilities and land ac(piisitionT fltldbyQOtb- 

14 Marine Oorps suppl-y forwarding anne?^ Fortsinoiitlp 

15 Yiiginias ^eenrity facilities, lOpOOtlr 

16 Marine Gorps sc1k)o1s7 Qnanticoy Yirginias Training fa- 

17 ^tlitiesj annnnnition storage and ordnanoe facilities^ com- 

18 inunity facilities, and ntditiesy $2,178,000t 

19 ^larine Gorps recmit depots 8an Biego, Gabfornias Bcn- 

20 sonnel faeiliti-es and comnnnnty faeiliticsy -1^1 ,()79,OOOt 

21 QEDNAMti^ PWetmTfiBS 

22 ^val annnnnition depop Bangor^ WastnngtorK Grd- 

23 faeilities, $1,100^)00^ 

24 iviaval annnnnition depop 

25 

IT. B. 9893-2 

8ontli Garolinar 
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1 

3 feeljties, a-iifecM 

4 fecilities, 

6 

fest ObillQ; Jjftkoj 

fefefeios, fefefftfe 

^m4 feel sfei-ago aife 4is 

4epolj jfe-ric,- x^ew Jersc}": Ordnance 

^fe¥ftl ftn-miimition depefe ifeUferoekj OaliferifeH Ana- 

8 Hiimition storage aad ordnanee fecilitios, $fe^84-,-( 

9 Aaval aaffiaafetieft depot, llingham, 

11 Aa¥al arrifflimition aad aet depot, Seal Beach, Oali- 

12 fernia: Ordnance feelitiesy S^,476,QOOt 

!<=> Aawal mine depot, Aorktown, ^-^irginia: Ammunition 

14 storage and ordnance fecllities and ntihtiesj $3,4804 

1^ BEBvieB senooL 

10 Aaval Academy, Annapolis, 

13 Aaval training eentery Bainhridgoy 

19 facilities, draining faeilitiesj and ntilkies, 

20 ^-aral receiving station^ Brooklynj Ae-w Aork: Ber- 

21 

22 

s and 

B-ersonnel 

Aaval -Ci 1 ^ Qz-V ^ wcioUy -Training 
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1 rioct ait traiiiiiiig CGiitci7 Dam ^-eekj Virginia-: 

2 Pcrsonnal facilities, $2^7,OOOt 

3 ^aval traini-ng center,- Orcat LakeSy Illinois-: Personnel 

4 facilitiesj and training faeditiesy $8,11370()Ot 

5 MEDICAfc 

6 ^fa¥al kospdalj Ilneat Lakcsy Illinois-: Medical facilities, 

8 I^a¥al bospitalj Portsmoutli, Hampshire^ Hospital 

9 elevator, $57,000. 

10 COMIMUNICATIOXS FACILITIEE 

11 I^aval radio station, Clicltcnbanij Maiyland: Coinmiini- 

12 cations facilities,' personnel facilities,- and ntilitiesy $2,189,000.- 

13 Xaval radio station^ ^lainor Utilities and land acqiiisi- 

14 tinny $2,150,000.- 

15 ^faval 

16 g 

l'^ 029,OOQt 

1^ I^aval 

19 

20 stationy Winter Harkn- ^laino- Coinmnni- 

^1 cations facilitiesy $83,000.- 

22 orriCE- 0e NxVva-l eesExVeos eacilit-iee 

23 ^dwal rcscareb laboratoryy District of Golnndna^ Plans 

24 specifications for research and developnrent facilitiesy 

25 $P300,-0OOt 

stationy 8an 

and personnel facilitiesy $2y- 

station,- Scattlcy ■Washington: 

$15y000: 
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YARDS A^rD DOCKS KAeiMTIES 

Public YrOilts Virginia: Ijliiitics ftft4 

kft4 fteq-nisition, $443,000. 

^faYai oonstruotioii battalion centerj Pert Huonome, Cali 

leYniaa EcplaGomcnt el wharf,- and sleragc faoilitior-i, $27- 

n84y000.- 

Outside tiib feixED States 

SHirYARD K-ACILITTES 

^faYal abi^ repair faeilitvy Siibie Pa^ Philippine 4a- 

IftRtls: Waterfront faeilities, $4,637,000. 

^faYal baaoy Snbie Pay PliPippme Isbinds-? Ptilities at 

Olengapoj floo4 eontrol an4 brainage faeili-tiea an4 eornnin- 

nity faeilitiesj $9,378,000. 

yj^KET BASE E-ACILITIEO 

VaYai atatioig -Adak, Alawka-f Operational faeilitiesy and 

lanndry and dry eleaning faeilities, $^,3nl,000. 

VaYal station, Ouantanaino Payj Oabar Ptilitiesj 

$680,000. 

A-VIATIOV PAIPLITIES 

^faYal air stationy Atsiigij dapan: Airfield 

a+reraft niaintenanee faeihtic'Sy fnel storage fadlitiesy 

net faeilitiesy and ntilities,- $4,961,000. 

A-aYal an-' station,- ParbePs Pointy OaliHj Perritorv of 

Hawaii: Personnel faeilities and aireraft maintenanee faiili- 

tiesy $8-767000. 
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Naval aw alrt4io«7 l^ilippiaa 4sk«4a-7 -Pa¥- 

sonn-el facilities, $1,261,'QOO;- 

Naval ai^ statioaj Ouantanamo Bayj Oakn Aircraft 

inointcnance facilities,- personnel facilities, eonnnnnietions 

facilities^ fainU}-- kousing, eoinmnnity faeilitlcsj and utilities, 

$1,572,000. 

Naval air station,- Iwakunl, Japan: Aircraft maintcnan-ce 

facilities, airfield pavcmentsy dredging navigational aidsy and 

fuel storage facilities,- $1,704,-0O0t 

Marine Corps air station, Kan coke Mayj Oakn, Terrr- 

tery of Hawain Aircraft niaintcnance facilities,- airkcld pave¬ 

ments, and operational facllltiesy $1,015,0007 

Naval air faeil-ltyj Kort Lyaiitcyy Krenek 

craft maintenaneo facilities, and family 

Naval station^ Roosevelt Roads,- Puerto Ricos Aircraft 

maintenance faeilitlesj alrkeld pavements, fuel storage fadk- 

ties,- ordnance facilities, personnel faeilitiesy medical facilities, 

and utilities^ $1,107,0007 

Naval air statloip Bangley PoinO Pkilippine Islands^ 

Airfield pavementsy Ijreakwater,- and personnel faeilltiesy 

$3,811,0007 

SUrPL¥ FACILITIES 

Naval statioip Adafey Afeskar Replaecment of fuel stor¬ 

age fadUtlesy $5y0OAOOO7 
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-7 storage 1 ^a¥al station; Argentina, 

2^0 rtlli 4-^ r\n 1 ^oo f\r\,r\ 
liH '.niI'lU^]J)X 'A/v/• 

3 4of«t7 8«Mo 3^a^ H^ilifjwno Jstar^ t?0¥- 

4 ore4 and eo44 storage laeilities; administrative faeilities; ofo^- 

5 ational feeilities, maintenanee faeilities, waterfront facilities, 

6 and utilities, $j-l-v598,000. 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

OBByANCE F^H3ILITIES 

^favai ammunition depot, Oabu; 

facilities, 1,000. 

fcvrd ordi-ianec facility; i^ort -Lyautcy, E-rench 

facilities, ^245,000'.- 

^faval ordnance facility; Aokosukaj Jupain 

litics; |-2dl,000-; 

eOMMUNie-ATIONS FACILITIES 

^fawal communication unit; iuitema; Okinawa: Com 

16 munications facilities, $-75,000t 

17 ^faval communication station; Ouam, Mariana 4slands: 

18 Communication facilities,- $2-22,0007 

19 Maval communication facility, Filippino islands- Com 

20 munications facilities, and land acquisition; $4,320,0007 

^ABDS bocks FriCILITIEG 

22 iMtecnlb naval district; Canal ^onc- Utilities, $2;- 

23 240,0007 

1 BeOt 202t The Secretary of tkc Mavy is authorised to 

25 ky oontract suck engineering; location; and site pkm- 
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1 ii»g studies as ffiay be ncccssaey te enabic bbu to 

2 miuG tbe feasibility aud advisaiaiity of cstablisbift^ eea- 

3 ee feioeatiuff tbe febe^(¥iu^ faeibties-r 5bwai aie 

4 statiei^ bbadeiky Virginia -(be'>^^^ ta^getsfi ^^a¥ai air 

5 faeiiity7 Jeha Bb T-awers Meidj 

6 magazine,- Port 

-j Naval 

)y Califaraba Expenditures nat ta 

7 exeeed IIOOtQOO fer saeb studies uaay be made aut af tbe 

8 appropriatien ^lilita-ry Constmctiair,- Navy--.- ¥be Sccre- 

9 ^ ef tbe Navy sbab repart ta tbe Committees aa Armed 

10 Scrviees af tbe Seaate and Haase af Representatives tbe 

11 eaaelusions af tbese studies together witb saeb recommeada- 

12 tiaas as be shall eonsider 

13 gEGv 2m. ^e 

14 de-velap classified aaval east 

15 stmetiagj eonver-tiagj 

af tbe Navy aray establish ar 

aad facilities by eaa- 

^ ar instalbag pcrmaneat 

10 Of temporary publre warksj includiag laad acquisition, site 

18 tatal amoaat af |12,997-,-Q007 

19 204. Pablie Raw dboy Eighty seeead Congressy 

20 as ameadedj is aaieaded as follows j 

21 -fa)- la sectioa -201-7 as amended,- strike aat sa much 

22 thereof uader tbe beadiag -‘CoNTncENTA-h Unite-b States- 

23 «h4 subhcadiBg i'surPM PAetHSiBgii as mA as fefleroH 

24 “Harpswoll Jfeafe fttei Facility,- Fortlaiwlj MaiftCj areor; 
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7V\4alioii g-aijoliiie a+i4 Jet $277 66,-500’’; 

att4 iiiHort iw j4aee Oiem^l tt+e following: 

'^‘4f-aly^^j^^ oil x'veek -Fnol -Faeilityj -Poilland, Maine, aeoa-r 

■Awiation gaHolnio and Jet feel l>nfe stenvge and land ao(fnisi - 

tnni, r$277t>67o0Q-’. 

-fdj- 4n seetlon Sfefe nnder tfee heading ■^-e-TniDE 

(--O-NTiNENTAn IGNITED STrVTES- and tafeheadfeg- -VOM- 

^H^HwriO)y f-tM'iijtieh”, atflfee ent an nnnfe themd aa 

eead as h 

<6 AT 

Ifemd deatfen statfeny l-liilijij>HK> Lij^ f ^ / ki I 
to « V. \Jl I 

solidated een+nnwieatien laeilltlesy ^feO-O’lyOOO”-; and inaort 

in jdaee tlnneol the following: 

^-a-vnl eonnnnfeeation atationy Philippine halandn-r feon- 

aelidated oonnonnleationay faeilities, and land aeffiiisitio]i, 

$2y604y500”. 

. -205. Pnldie -Law fold,- Eighty third feongroasy is 

-faf In aeotion 2t44y andes the heading - A-OXTlN-iONTAL 

States” and n.- 

ehange the anto:n+t fee ^^awd ais niiaade teat eentep -{-San 

Asenlaa dalandj^ Point ^hogHy fealhdrniay^ front Si, 132,000- 

to ^$1,816,000”. 

-fhf 4n aection 201, nndep the heading -- (t t \ NT A L 

St-ates” and anhheading -feHDyANcr] EAntntTiEe.”, 
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1 -‘Naval 4ajH^l7 

2 tlioriii^ Nevada— iroi-i-i: ^-^^>08,000- la ‘$i),)S,0()0 . 

3 -(a)- hi aeedtatt aOllj tdaaae ehaiige Aa awaaal lea 

4 yiiblie ^^'o^ks a-ntliort^d dy idle dl lea iiialde eeiitieeitlal 

5 4Iii4ted 8la4ea Item ^^^102,012,01)0^ ^ ^$102,1)5(1,000^ 

6 ami lelal amemtl laem 

7 200.- Piiblle Law 10-I-7 Eiglitwleaald: Ldegaeaaj la 

8 am ended aa followaT 

9 -(a|- Li aeelieft ^7 endea Urn heading 

10 Unitej^ StiVTEb” and subheading “oiiirYAtiB EAeimgrJES—5 

ehange ihe anlem-^l lea ^amd eleetaemea labetalea^ 8an 

12 dliege7 California^- Item —|d-ld,000-’ le ^1-(32,000— 

13 -fh)- dn section 20d7 undea ihe heading -Continentab 

14 XJjj^xTEB Statb^s- and subheading “fleet base facili- 

15 TIES-^, change Ihe ameunl lea “Nav-y Department District el 

16 (-oluniliia^ laem -$S1,000’-- te “$111,000— 

17 -{ef dn seetkm mh Ihe heading “Continental 

18 Dnited States'C and subheading ‘hwiation fagilities ^ 

19 itxe amennt lea ^^NaAal aumhaay ala atat4en7 dd 

20 Centae7 Odlleanla^ laem N^dOlhOOO^ te 1^454.000^^ atalhe 

21 oat ae much thcreel aa aeada aa iollowsa 

22 iiNaval aar atatlen7 Nerlelh7 -Virglnlaa N-ireaah- mam- 

23 lenanee laellhlea7 training laelhtlea7 cemmnnlcatlen laelhtlea7 

2d ^^xeaatlenal laeilhleay $47(4t407l^dh) ^ and ms cat m phree 

25 thereef the h 
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OnDINANCE 

feada as 

■ ‘ISTaval a«= station, ^^rginia-t -iVtfcraft main- 

tenanco fea-ititios, training feeiMasy aommnnionlion jaaili^iesy 

apayatiannl faaititiasj aa4 }an4 aa^iisition, $4y66QyQ00^ 

-(4)- 4ft scat on 2-04y ftn4cr t4a kaa4iftg “Oftstde Con 

TENENTAL llxiTED 8-TATEB’- ftft4 i 

facilities’’, slaika oftl so ftatak 1 

^Wa-vat flttinnnution 4epftty Oafeftj 44afitoiA el Hawaii.- 

Seating faailitios,- aft4 aa4Eea4 laaiiitica aft4 bamcades, 

^47-142,09441y nisail in plaaa ibaaael tba lelie-wing: 

“Naval anininnitieft 4a^t7 Oabfty Terrilf»Ty el Hawaii: 

-lasting laoilittasy milaoad laailitna ftft4 bamaa4aaj aft4 laft4 

aatftieitiofty $-1,132,090^ 

-(ef 4ft section §02y atease ehangc tbe amount Iof 

public wefks ftfttliorizc4 by title 44 Iof mside eentincntal 

4Jnitcd States liem ^^-99,OOOt^OQ- te —$299,826,600”; 

and tbe total ameunt Ipem ^564,224,3'OQ^ te ^^561, 

¥4TLE 444 

SeOt d-Odr 41ie Saaretaiy el tbe Ab Eercc may establish 

er develop military mstallations and laeilitics by acquiring, 

eenatructing, eenverting,- rebabilitating^ er installing perma 

ftcftt er temperaiy public ^^rks, meluding site preparation, 

appurtenances, fttdities and equipment, ler tbe lollowmg 

projects: 
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1 Iysn>B gNi-T-BB States 

2 A?fi DEEEISrSB COMMAj^^D 

3 A« goree gftsej gert Mycrsy 

4 Operational a«4 trailing fa,eigtie% maintcnan-ee facilities, 

5 supply facilities^- hospital and medical facilities, administfa ■ 

6 ti¥e faeilitiesy hoasing and community facilitiesy and utilities 

7 and ground improv-cmenty $13,168,000.- 

8 guluth Municipal Anpoi^y Duluthy Minnesotarr Opcrar 

9 tinnal and training facilities,- maintenance faciliticsy supply 

10 facilitiesy and land acquisition, $863,000. 

11 gnt Air gorce Masey Goloradn SpringSy Colorado? 

13 Aden Air geree Masey Wineeskiy Mcrmontr Oper- 

14 atienal and training faeilitiesy maintcnanee facilitieSy supply 

15 facilitiesy and land aequisitieny $1,211,000t 

16 Geiger gield,- Spokancy Washington-r Operational and 

17 training facilities,- maintenance facilitiesy and housing and 

18 eommiinity facilitiesy and family hoiisingy $2y827,OOOr 

19 GWw Air geree Basey Glasgowy Montana^ Operar- 

20 tional and training facilitiesy mamtenanee facilities, utilities 

21 and group improvementsy land acquisition and family heus- 

22 iug^ fSydrTO-OOOr 

23 Grand gerks Air geree Basey Grand gerksy gnrth Ba- 

24 ketas Operational and training faeilitieSy and maintenance 

25 facilitiesy $1,999,0007 
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1 (}«iu(lvie^- A4i= Kansas (rity, Missouri: Opor- 

2 a^ionai an4 frainino- la-eilitiosy mairrfeenanoc faaiiitios, kousiiig 

3 a«4 aohnn+uiiitY iaaiktiosj utiikies aud ground k 

4 and 

5 (:ii-eator KKtsknr^ Aarperk Oerapolisj Ikatnsylvaniaa 

6 Opomfeionai and tin-ining- facikkeSj n-iaintcnaiicc laoilities, 

7 stt|->pA knMitios, konsing^ and eonnnnnkp faeiktics, and land 

9 Ham ikon Air Koran Kasoj 8an Kaiaek Kakfoniiaa Op- 

10 orakonal and tenning iaeiktios, maintonanoe faei-lkics, nkk- 

11 ties and ground knprnmnentsy and iand 

14 Operationai and, A'aining faekkiesy rnaintciianec 

15 supply taeil^liesy administrative faeilitics, koitsing and eonn 

16 namitv kudikiesy utilities and ground knprovementSy and land 

1^ Manistee Ak Koree Kase, Manisteey ^kiekigann Opera- 

19 tional and training faeilitiesy maintenanee ia-eilities, supply^ 

20 faeiktiesy administrative taeilkiesy konskm and 

21 laedkieoy and ntilities and ground improvementsy ^2,90t4yt 

22 Kinross Ak Koree Kasey Kauk rknnte ^karky Mkkkan-^ 

Operational and training kieilities, maintenanee laeilitiesy 

21 kousing and eommunkv knklities, and land 

25 $2,156,000: 
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1 ^luiiieipftl Airpej-% Klainatk Faksj Oi^e- 

3 ticsj koitsfflg ftft4 eommiinity fackiticsj utilities ftftd growiid 

^ iinprovciHeH^ty attd lrt«4 accpiisitioHj $1 

g McCker4 -Ak SWe Bas€7 Taeeffiftj Washingtott-r Opcm- 

0 tieRal aft4 trainiitg facilities^ maintenaH-ee facilities aftd }aw4 

7 acquisitieftj $1,51'1-,000t 

8 McGIicc Tyson Airport, Knoxvilfo^ Tciinossee-7 Opera- 

9 tioiml aftd trainiirg facilities, maintenance facilities, adinin- 

10 istrative facilities lionsiirg an4 coinmnnity facilities ftftd knd 

11 acquisition,- $2,05'1,000t 

22 Majors Bielel7 Greenville, Texas-r Operatienal and train- 

13 in^ faeikties and land aeqaisitierp fddOjQOtk Providech hew- 

14 54at none of tke fands here authorised for appropria- 

15 tien shah he expended untd the held has heen recaptared 

16 hy the United States'. 

17 Minneapohs-Saiat Baaf International Airportj Minae- 

18 apohs Minnesotarr Qpcratieaal aad trainiag facilities ft«h 

19 maintenance facilities $3,015,009. 

20 Miaot Air Eorce Base, Minot, North Dakotas Opee- 

21 ationaf aad traiaiag faeihties^, maintenance facilities,- supply 

22 faeilitiesj hoasiag aad eoaaaaaity facilities,- athhies aad 

23 ground aaproxeiaeats ead laad aequisitioaj $2172 lAOOtl; 

24 ^veweastle Goaaty Airportr IVilmingtiHS Behavarei 

25 Operational aad traiaiag faeilhiesy maiateaaaee faehhies 
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ply heiislng 

gi^iind improvements^ and land 

j^Hagara ¥alls ^fanieipal 

^rk: Oporalional and training 

tiesy supply faeilitiesy housing and 

land ae^pnsdieny f-3j030,000. 

Otis Air ¥oree Basoy 

tienal and 

y faeditiesy utilities and 

lisitleny $6yl81,000. 

^agara indsy Alew 

laeili- 

Sy and 

Massaehusetts: Opera 

feellitiesy maintenanee faedities, snpply 

and eominunity laeditiesy utdities and 

ground improvementsy land aequisition and lamdy housingy 

$1-1>577,000. 

Oxnard Air ¥oree Base, Oaniarilloy Oaldornia: Opera 

tienal and training faeilitiesy maintenanee faeilities, honsino- 

and eemmundy faeilities, ntdities and ground improvemejits, 

and land aequisitiony $2,292,000. 

-Paine Air -Porce Basoy -Everetty Wasbmgton: Opera 

tienal and training facilities,- maintenance facilities,- supply 

feeddiesy and land aequisitiony $4,127,OOOr 

Oreater Be-rtland, Oregon, areau Operational and train¬ 

ing faeilities, maintenanee faeditiesy supply facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land aequisdieuy $43^508,0007 

Presque 4sle Adr Peree Bascy Presque 4slcy Maineu 

Opemtienal and training faeddiesy maintenanee facilities, 

dousing and eommuidty faeilities, utilities and ground dn- 

piwements, and land aequisitiony 
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Ricliafcl Bong Aif Force Base; Kansasvrllc, 

Operational an4 training faeilitiesy mamtenanee facilities, 

supply facilities, adininistratAc facilities; housing an4 eena- 

munity faeilit-ies; an4 utilities an4 ground improvements, 

Sclfridgo Air Force Base, Mount Glcmens; 

Operational and training faeilities; maintenance facilities; sup¬ 

ply facilities; and land aequisitien; $2,191,000. 

Bioux Oity Municipal Airpor-t, Sioux Oity; Iowa: Opera¬ 

tional and tmining facilities; mamtenanee facilities,- housing 

Stewart Air Force Base; Kewhurgh; Aew Aerk-: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities; maintenanee facilities; housing 

and community facilities; and land acquisition, $1,8OA-O0Ot 

Suffolk Oounty Air Force Base,- Westhampton Bcacli; 

Aew Yorhr Operational and training facilities,- maintenanee 

facilities, housurg and commmiity fadlitics; utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition; $5,lll,000r 

ing facilities; maintenance facilities, housing and community 

facilities, and land acquisitioir; $2,871,000.' 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base; Oscoda; Michigan^ Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, mamtenanee facilities,- supply 

facilities; administrative facilities,- housing and community 
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1 gf&imd improvoiiiciits, Itwd 

2 $3-,-2-78,00()t 

3 Yotmgstown Mwmeiptti Airpert, -Youngstown, Ohio: 

4 Oporationnl un4 training hrei4itios-,- 

5 utilities an4 ground improvenientsy and hnrd 

6 $2,^55^000; 

7 Yunna Oounty Airponty Yanina, Anigenau Generational and 

8 training iaedities, niaintenanee laeilities, administrative faedi- 

9 tieuj hollaing and eonimunity laeiiities, and land 

10 $87545,000. 

11 Yarious loeations-7 Openationai and training 

13 treuy housing and eommunity faedities, utdities and ground 

I'i nnprovenients and knd aeipdaitionj $377700,000. 

Aift MtVteimel OQi^EsrAyi) 

Brookley Ak -Forec Baao7 Mehde7 Adahanan Housing 

and eonnnunity laoddies,- and iand aepuisition, $4-,511,000. 

Gndfea Air Foree Base7 Borne, Yew York-j Operational 

19 and training hieilities, rnaintenaneo faeilities, resoare]i7 devel 

20 opnient and tout taeidtieip supply faedddsp housing and 

21 eommunity faedities, utdities and ground improvementS7 and 

22 land aepuisitiorp $ld,900,000. 

Hid Air Foree Base, Ogden, F-tali: ^haintenanee faeili 

21 ties7 housing and eonimimity faeditdsp utilities and ground 

s and land aee^uisitioip $F.339,000. 25 
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1 Kelly Aie Kei^e^ Kasey AnteiHeT Te?crtf+T Ofe^t^ltmel 

2 ftft4 trainliig faellltlcsy niaiiiteiiaiiee faeilkAsy a«4 atiUties 

3 fttt4 g¥e««4 mq)¥evcinoftl% 

4 Mariclla AA Foree Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

5 Siipj)ly faeUkiesj $§A000t 

6 MeGIelkn AA Foree Faeey Saeramento, Galllemia-r 

7 Administrative laeilitlesj housing and eoinmnnity faeUAAsy 

8 and land aenuishkn^ $1,124,00A 

9 FttA Si Statieny 

10 fte^ittlsltiony $4y00A 

11 Aorton -Ahr Foree Fasoy San 

12 Operational an4 trannng laeUitieoy and 

13 mimity faedAieoy $1 ,-572,OOA 

14 Olmsted Air Foree Fasey 

r\ r\ ttlTtt ilUlJl 

-t-t n^?] 1^ :1 fk • 
X Liiiitt yiv uiJiciT 

15 Maintenanee faeilAiesv administrative iaeilAiesy and utilities 

17 Fnhins AA Foree Fasey ^laeony 

18 and trainmg faeilAAsy honsmg and 

19 utilities and: ground impi-ovementsy 

20 Searsport Fuel Storage Stationy 

21 Supply faeilitiesy $173y0QA 

22 Taeoma Fuel Storage Statmuy Taeoma, Wasliingtonr 

23 Supply faeilitiesy $129,GOA 

24 Tinker AA Foree Fasey Oklahoma OAyy Oklahoma^ 

Maine- 

H. K. 9893-3 
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ImHiHig feeiliticg, aed b-eusing aii4 eom 

munity facilities,- 

Wibiifis Aif i'orec Shelby,- Ohio: -Family hous 

fSQjOOQ. 

Wright Patterson Air Force Fas% Faytonj Ohio: 

Operational training foeihties, maintenance facilities, re- 

search, de¥elopment a^id test facilities, hensing and eem- 

munity facilities,- utilities and ground in^O¥emont3, and 

land aequisitioiij ^7-,l38,000. 

■Various Ineations: Administrative facilities, housing 

and community facili-ties, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $44-l-,000. 

rnOVING G BOUND OOMMAND 

Fglin Air Force Fasc^ -Valparaiso,- F-foridai Operational 

and trahiing facilities,- maintenance facilitiesj research, devel¬ 

opment and test facilities,- hospital and medical faeditiesj 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground- im¬ 

provements, and land aequisitionj $24-,094,000. 

^JB TBA-INING GOMMAND 

Air Force Fase, Fryaiij Texas: Housing and 

eommimity facilities, and land aequisitieny 

Oraig Air Force Bascj Sehnay Alabama: (^rational 

and training facilities, and land 

Edward Oary Air Force Fascy San Marcos, -Texas: 

^haintenance faeilities,- $-783,000. 
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1 Ellingtea Ak Ee^ee Housteft; Tcxas-i Eaft4 ae- 

2 qmoitio% $G3-yQQ0T 

3 Francis Ft Warren Air Force Faecj Cheyenne^ Wye- 

4 gensing an4 community facilities,- an4 utilities an4 

5 gremrd improvementsy $1,651,000t 

6 Goodfellow Air Force Basoj San Angeloj TexaSr Opera 

7 tional and training facilitiesy supply facilitieSj utilities and 

8 ground unpr-o¥omonts,- and land acquisitien7 $8,801,009t 

9 James Connady Air Feree Fase^ Wace^ Fesaor Opera- 

10 Jonal and training facilities,- and land acquisition, $1,687,000.- 

11 Kccsler Air Force Fascj Bi-lo-xij Mississippi: Band 

12 acquisition,- $31,OOOt 

13 -Lackland Air Foree Bascj San -Antonio-,- Texasn Hos 

14 pita! and medical faciliticsy $3,110,00Ot 

Lai’cdo Air Force Bascj Laredoj Texas;- Utilitics and 

16 ground improvementsj and land acquisitionj $225,OOOt 

17 Laugblm Air Force Bascj ©el Fioj Texasr Operational 

18 and training faciliticsy and housing and community facilities, 

2q Lowry Air Force Base^ Denverj Oolorado^ Land aequL 

21 sitionj $1,587,000.- 

22 Luke Air Force Base^ Fhocnkj xirizonur Operational 

23 and training facilitiesy maintenance facilities. Mid land aequL 

24 sitionj $2,902,0007 



36 

8 

9 

1 ^ftt-ther Atf ^aayamciitoy €^a-lifornia: 

2 toial awl Imwiag laailitiaa^ wawtoaaae laallltey mpffy 

3 -laeiikieaj liousing a»4 eofiwiawfy feailitios, trtifeiaa awl 

4 gfeawl Iw^ra-vciiK'ntSy awl lawl aa^wsltwwj $g.j-,650,006T 

'J McConnell Ale S^orcc Maacj Wlekilaj Kansas: Kaft4 ae- 

6 ^uisition, ^-96,000. 

< MewK Ale Keeee Kasc, Maldostaj Ceorgia.- Operational 

tealning laellltlesy awl wawtenancc laellitios,- fC,-848,000. 

KeHla Ale Keeee Maso, Kaa Megasj Ke¥a4a-T Operational 

10 aeal teawlng faellitlesy awl lan4 awpwltioip ^Cl 56,000. 

11 IMeka Ale Keeee Easej Kleaaanterp Callloenla- CAiities 

12 awl geottwl Iwpeowweiits, $44-C0410t 

13 i^ernn Ale Koreo Kasej 8Iicrman, T-e-xas: Opcratioiial 

14 awl teainwg laeilitiosj awl lan4 ae<j;nisition, $2,260,00Qt 

15 Kandolpk Ale Koree Kascj ^an Antonioj ¥exas: Kand 

16 aeqnisition, |49-3,000. 

17 Keese Ale Keecc Kasej Kiibboekj ^xas: Operational an4 

18 -teawlng faeilitwq awl land aeqnisltlwp $4,161,0007 

19 8enlt Ale Koeee Masej KeHeYilkq -Illinois^ Operational 

20 awl training faeiktleaj anpply laellltiesj awl lawl aeqwsltleny 

22 ■ Skeppaedr Ale Keeee Kaaej Wlekita Kallfq kkxww ifos- 

23 pitai and: wedieal faellttieaj aeal bousing and 

24 laeilities,- $6-,-842,0007 
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Slea4 Atf Base, Bene, ^cva4a4 8n-pply faeilities, 

eommitni^y faeilBiesy tiBliBes a«4 greftii4 im- 

^ ftft4 fte^p+isitiefp $2,'2-2l70007 3 

Tindall Ale Bei=ee Base, Pawaffia Gity-, 44ei44a-; Ofeea- 

tieiial a«4 traim^ig faeilities, aft4 fftaffileftanee laeiliBeA 

b 

Y-atiec^ A4e lAeee Base, Eiiiil, OPlaPeti-aH Ofe^aBeetai 

ari+O: laelUlleSy a+t4 la+al 

WeBU --VB 4s->eee Basej Bi^ SfBm^ -Te^as-r 

aH4 leawki^- iABBiesj IAOtOOA 

WitiiaiHS AB Beeee Basej (^kaballet-, A-tk^ebaH Ofeta 

tioiial abb4 ti-abimbg laeiJities, bbbaiiiUsta^tee laebBtlesj abb4 kbtal 

ae^fbbisltieip $6,347,01^47 

T^rf-lb UNIVElthilT^ 

ational a»4 ItaibbBbg faekblbesj abb4 kebbsAig ajb4 eommunily 

faeBlBesT $-245,QOA 

eO^^F^XENTAL AIR COMMxS-XD 

Beale AB Betee Base^ Maiysvilley ObbkfoFibba-i Oi)era- 

Bebial aiiB traBbibbo' faeBBiesy siiffA facilities^ aiwl utitiBes 

aib4 grobbbbd iubfrovciibcnts, $9,563,0007 

AB Betee Base, 8abb Antoibio^ -Texas: Opcra- 

tieibal and ItaiibBbg aibd maiiitenaibee facilities 
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Dobbins Air De^ee Base, ^lariettay (jcergia: Bousing 

ftn4 community facilities, $345,0007 

Mitehcl AA Dorec Base, Hempstead, Bow A^orfer -UtB- 

ities and ground improvements, $205,000.- 

IIEADQUAETEES COMMA]^D 

Bolling Atf Bercc Basoj Washington, D7 Gri Bthhics 

aiftd ground improvements, $8,000. 

MIEITABY Aifi -TRA^^SPOBT COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Gamp Springs, Maryland: 

Operational aud training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and commmiity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land aequisition, $7,035,000. 

Gharlcston Air Force Base, Gharlesion,- South Garolina: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities ^d ground 

improvements, $868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil¬ 

ities,- housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $3,195,000.- 

^IcGuirc Air Force Base, Wrightstown, N-cw dersey: 

Operational and training facilities,- supply faeUitics, hospital 

and medical facilities, administrative faeilitiesy and housing 

and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Bahn Beach Air Force Base, Fahn Bcachy Floridar 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 



39 

1 facilities, utilities aft4 gi-ottn4 improvement,- an4 kn4 ae^m- 

2 |1,515-,000t 

3 ¥iftt HiH ¥arm Statieny WarrentoBy -Virginia: (^era- 

4 tienal an4 training faeilitiesy $768,OOQt 

5 BESEABCH AifB DEV-BLOriNIEl!^ COMMAUfB 

6 Canal Air Eoree Elant Hartford,- Conneetieut: 

7 Heseareh, developmenty and test faciiitiesy and utilities and 

8 ground improvementsy $22,115,0007 

9 -Edwards Air Eo-ree Ease,- Muree,- Californian Hesearelty 

10 developmenty and test faeilities, and housing and 

11 faeilities,' $5,188,0007 

12 Holloman Air -Eoree Ease, Akmagorde,- Eew 

13 Operational and training facilitiesy maintenanee facilitiesy 

Id researchy dovelopmont-,- and test faeditiesy and housing and 

15 community facilitiesy $7,877yOOO. 

16 Indian Springs Air -Eoree Basoy Indian SpringSy Nevada: 

1"^ Housing and eommunity facihties, and utilities and ground 

18 improvements and family housing,- $961y000. 

19 Kirtland Air Eoree Ease,- Albuquerque,- New Mex-ieo : 

20 Operational and training faeilities,- maintenanee facilities,- 

21 and researehy development, and test faeilitiesy 

22 Laredo Eest SitOy Laredoy Texas-: Eesearehy 

23 nient, and test faeditiesy and land aequishion,- 

24 Laurence Cv Hanseom Eield, Bedford, Massachusetts-: 

25 Operational and training faeilities, maintenance facditiesy 



40 

1 fmw-’eby <;kvo]opjiio]it faeilitiesj beasing aft4 eem- 

2 gfotnid ifflpro¥cmcnts, ftti4 

3 ltm4 

4 ^^fttional reaetoi^ test station, 44afee J^tilsj 44abeT Oper- 

5 atienal and training faeilitiesj rascarohj 4c¥cIopnicnt and 

6 test faeiiitiesj and: ntilities and ^ennd impfe¥cmcnts,- 

7 |Pi^44byOO0T 

8 Rdi'ick Aie iArae Bnsej €nee% Ele-rida: Operatienal 

9 and training faeibtiesj rescarclij de¥olopmcnt and test taedi- 

10 tiesy bnnsing and eonniiimity feeditiosy utilities and ground 

11 inip-rovomentsj and land aequisitienj $45y469,OQOT 

12 bneraniento Eeak Obsernatoiyy Saeramento Eeak^ Anw 

S-TIlATEGie Am ee-MMAND 

15 Abdene Aie Eeroe Basey Abilene, Texas: Operadienal 

16 and training faeditiesy bousing and eonnnunity laedbiesy 

17 utilities and ground bn^roeeraentsy and land ae^pnsbieny 

18 $4,043,000. 

19 Adtus Ab Eoree Basey Aitusy Oblabenia: Bousing and 

20 eonnnunbj^ faedbiesy and utilities and ground bnpa^o¥enients,- 

22 Barksdale Ab Eoree Base, Bbreveport,- Bouioiana: 

“Operational and training laeibties, fflaintenanee faeditiesy 

f^dministrative faeilitiesy bousing and eommunby faeilities. 
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1 utilkies gTouft4 ftft4 kft4 acqmsitionj 

2 

3 Bergstrom Air 4^ee Base^ Austin, Texas:- Operational 

4 an4 training faeilities,- supply lacilitiesy housing onT eem- 

6 Biggs Air Boree Base^ B1 Basoj Texas-i Operational an4 

7 training laeilitiesj an4 housing an4 eommunity facilities, 

8 $9227000t 

9 Gampbcll Air Beree Base^ Hopkinsville-,- Kentucky: 

10 Operational an4 training f-aeilitien,- ftn4 utilities an4 ground 

11 improvementsj $479,000t 

12 Carswell Air Bnree Boscj Bert Worthy Texan- Opera- 

13 tienal and training facilities^ and maintenanee faeilitiesy 

15 Castle Air Beree Basey 3ilereedy California- Operatienal 

16 and training facilitieny maintenanee facilities, hospital and 

17 medical facilitiesy and housing and community facilities, 

18 $2,1-79,000t 

19 Clinton Sherman Air Beree Basey Clinteny Oklahoma- 

20 Operatienal and training facilitiesy maintenanee facilitiesy 

21 supply facilitiesy housing and eonmiunity facilities-,- utilities 

22 uml ground improvementsy and land aequisitieny fTyOOdyOGA 

23 Columhus Air Beree Basey Cehnnhusy Mississippi Oper- 

24 ational and training faeilitiesy supply faed+tiesy housing and 

25 Gommunity facilitiesy and land acquisitieny $1,651 ,OOOt 
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1 ©avis Monthaft A© ©orce ©ascj ^ftcsonj AA^ona: Opcr- 

2 atioKal a«4 A’aHikg fa-eMe% ftft4 laft4 

3 ©ew AA ©efee ©asc; ©aegei^ Maine: Operational an4 

5 houGing an4 eonanmnity faciliticsy aaM ntilitics and gi'nnnd 

6 in^re¥cnicntsj fA665,000. 

7 ©llswortla Air 4W ©asoj ©apM Oityj gnntli ©akota-:- 

8 Operational and training faeditiesj maintenanee faeilities, 

9 Jieiising and eonnnninty laeditiee-, and land aeapiisitionj 

11 ©airelnld Arr ©oroe ©ase,- Spokane, M^aGlnngtoiH ©per 

12 ational and training faeiktieOj naaintenanee 

13 and eonnnunitp faedatieoj and ntditiea and grennd ii 

11 mentsj $4,457,000. 

1^ ©orbes Air ©oreo ©aee.j ©opekaj ©ansas- 

1^ and Anining faeilitiesy and bonaing and 

17 $4,271,000. 

Orap Air ©oree ©aae, ©illeen,- ©esas ■ 

19 training feeilities,- $23,000. 

29 ©reenville Air ©oree ©aae,- 

21 erational and training taeilitiesy maintenance feeilities, snp- 

22 ply feeilitiesy and land aepnisition, $2AS2^^007 

23 Bomcstcad Air ©oree ©asey Bomestead, ©loridarf Oper- 

21 aBmal and training laeilities, koapital and medical feeilities. 

faeilitics. 

Tirz V/p” 
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1 houstBg eommunky faoilitiesj utilities^ aft4 grouml: hh- 

2 provcmcnts, laii4 acquis^tettj $1,691,000.- 

3 gftftlef Atf ¥^¥ee Baae^ ^avannabj Gcorgia-r Opemlieftal 

4 aR4 faeMe^ ttlMes ae4 gf 

5 kei4 acqnisitieftj $1,131,000t 

6 Charles Air Eeree Easey take Charlesy 

7 Operational ae4 training laeilitiesy housing an4 

8 faeilitiesy ^ ntilities an4 gronnd improYcmcntay $l,552yOOOT 

9 Lincoln Air Foree Basey Lincoln, j^hraskan Opcrattenal 

10 an4 training facilities, maintcnanee facilities, housing and 

11 conmiuiiity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

12 $1,685,OOOt 

13 Little Book Air Force Base,' Little Bock, Arkansas^ 

15 supply facilitiesy administrative faeditiesy housing and eom- 

16 niunity facilitieSy and land aequisitiony fLyhdSyOOOr 

17 Lockboiirne Air Foree Basey Columhus,- Ohiou Operen 

18 tional and training faeditieSy maintenance facilities^ housing 

19 and community facilities,- and land aequisitiony $1,952,000t 

20 Bering Air Foree Bascy Limestoncy Maineu Opera- 

21 tional and training faeddiesy mamtenanee facilities, supply 

22 facilitiesy and housing and eommiindy facilities, $2,522,OOOt 

23 jtlacFdl Air Foree Basey -Tampay Floridan Operational 

24 and training facilitiesy maintenanee facilitiesy and housing 

25 and community facditiesy $3,262,000t 
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1 Mafetrem Ak ¥e¥ee Ms, 

2 Operational aft4 training laeilitics^ fflaintcnancc laeiiitics, 

3 an4 lionaing an4 eoninninity faeiiitie^ $1-,236,0007 

4 Marek Air 4W Mersike^ Oalifoniia: Opera - 

5 tienal an4 training taeiliticsj maintenanee laeilitiesy kensing 

6 and eennnnnity faeiktiesj an4 tank ae^j-nisitiony f^jk^OyOOtk 

^ Mountain Home Air Herce Hasoj ^4oiintain Homej 

8 Idaho: Operational ank training taeiktiesj naiintonancc tacili 

9 tie% kenning ank eemnnn% laeilitiesy ank ntikties -ank 

10 gronnk impreven+entsj $2,06 1,0007 

11 Oknt Air Heree Hasej Ornahaj Aekraskar Operational 

12 Md training faeilitiosj nnppty faeiktiesy kenning ank eem- 

mimity faeilitics, ntilitien ank gronnk knprovoincnts^ ank lank 

ae^pnnitien ank lannly konningy $0^607,000. 

15 Kncoastle A«= JW Sage, Oria«4e, Berida, Heagfeg 

1® fifid eeiiimiinity faeifeies^ atiBties a«4 gromid improvements, 

II ank lank ae^pknitienj $7$6-,000.- 

18 T)1 1 
4%ttsknrg Air Heree Easey Elattnknrgy ^few Aerk- 

19 Housing ank eommunity faeiktieny $-1,100000. 

Eertsmoutk Air Heree Haney Hortomoiitky Hew Hamp- 

nkiren Operational ank training taeiliticsy ank keusing ank 

22 eemmiinity faeilitieny $661,0007 

23 gineky Hik Air Heree Haney Haknay Hannas- Opera- 

21 tional ank training faekitiesy kenpital ank medical faeilitics,- 

25 aknnnintratwe faekitieny kenning ank eenamnnity faekitiesy 
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fttilittcs ftiwl: gfotind improvemoiils,- ftftd Iftttd 

■Tm-¥is Ai¥ Basej Faii^eld, Califoriiift-: Operalioiml 

a«4 training facilitiesj maintonanec facilitiesj and utdities and 

groand iinprovcmcnts, $923,000. 

Turner Air Eorce Basoy Albanyr Georgian Operationai 

and training faeiliticsy housing and communi-ty faeilitios, and 

iand acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Bascy Roswelly Aew Mesieou Opera¬ 

tional and training faeilities, supply- faeilitiesy Mid housing 

and community faeiliticsy $2,791,000-.- 

Westover Air Force Fasey Gliicopee Fallsy MassaC'Iin- 

setisu Operational and training facilitiesy maintenanee faeili- 

tiesy supply facilitiesy administratA-c faeihtiesy housing and 

community facilitiesy utilities Mid ground improvementsy and 

land acquisition, $9,315,000: 

Whiteman Air Force Bascy Fnobnostciy Missoum Oper¬ 

ational and training faeilities,- maintenance facilities, supply 

facilitiesy housing and community faeditiesy utilities and 

TACTICAL AHt COMMA-?^D 

Ardmore Air Force Fascy Ardmorcy Oklaliomar: Main¬ 

tenanee facilities,- supj;>ly facilitiesy and land acquisitiony 
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1 E^Iythcvillc Ah= -Ease-, 

2 Oj»erationaI aH4 tfaining facilities ftR4 maHitcnancc faeiliticsy 

3 $933>000. 

4 Eftiikcr Hill Air Eefeo Ease^ Pern, fei4iana: Q^cmtional 

5 aa4 li^iining lacilitics, mamtcnance lacilitics, beasing aa4 

6 eeffimunity faeilitics aab remo¥al ol bamrdj $2,169,000. 

Oe¥ia Aif He^ee Eaaej Glovis,- Hew Mexiae: Oj^crational 

8 aad Imiaing faeilitics, ftmintcnancc facilities, bousing and 

9 eonimunity facililics, and relocation of stmctufc, fdjbObjOOOr 

10 Honaldson Air Forcc Ease-,- Greenville, South Carolina: 

11 Operational and draining faeilitics, $2^28,000. 

12 England Air Force Ease, Ale-xandria^ Eeuisiana: Qpera - 

13 tional and training faeibtiesj inaintcnancc faeilitics, admin - 

14 istrativc faeilitics, and housing and community faeilitics, 

15 $27949,000. 

16 Foster Ar Force Ease, A4ctoria, Texas: Operational 

17 and training faeilitics, maintenance faeilitics, and utilities 

18 and ground improvements, $952,0007 

19 George Air Forcc Ease, Aictorvillc, Calbomia: Qpera- 

20 tional and training facilities, fflamtcnancc faebitics, supply 

21 faeilitics, and bousing and eommunity faeilitics, $37144,000t 

22 -Langley Air Force Ease^ H-ampton, -Virginia: Opera 

23 tional and traming faebitiesj and land acquisition, 

24 $2j613,000. 
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1 Larsen Air -Eoree Easej dieses Lake^ Wasliing^oiK 

2 OpcratioHfti an4 training facilities, feensing an4 commnnity 

3 facilities, utilities and ground improvementsj and land acqui- 

4 sitioiq $l,lld-,QOQT 

5 Myrtle Bcaeb jtiunicipal Airport, Myrtle Bcaeb, Soutk 

6 Carolina-T Operational and training facilities^ maintenanee 

9 -Pope Air -Porce Base^ Port Bragg, ^ertk Carolina-: 

10 and training facilities^ maintenanee facilitiesj and 

11 land acquisition, 

42 Sewart Air Eorec Basej Sinyrnaj Tennessee-: Opcia 

13 tional and training facilitiesy maintenance facilities, utilities 

15 Sc^unour Johnson Air Eeree Basej Cleldsfeerej Merth 

16 Carolina-: Op crational and training facilities, maintenanee 

17 facilities, supply facilitiesj hospital and medical facihtics, 

18 administratAc facilities,- and housing and commmiity facilr- 

19 tiesj $6,637,-QOOt 

20 Shaw Air Eeree Basej Sumter,- South Carolinur Operar 

21 tional and training facilitiesj maintenanee facilitiesj and heus- 

22 iftg and community facilitieSj $3,805,009t 

23 Wcndo¥er Air Eeree Basej Wende¥erj Etahr Operar- 

24 tional and training faciliticsj $67j0007 
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1 ei^EOIAL F7VOILITIEO 

2 leea^ioiis: -Rcscarohj ^e^Iopmcnt ftft4 test fe^ 

3 eititiesj adminiatratt^e taeilitics, a^d la^d ae^dsition, 

4 $4,§40,000. 

WAHyiNG SYSTEM 

Operational and training taeilitics, 

faediticsj hespitat and ffledical 

■faeilitiosj kensing and eemmunitv 
«/ 

9 faeilitics, utilities and ginimd knprovementsj and land ae^ni- 

10 sitien and family kensing, $80^9-12,000. 

Outside the kkuiTED 8-tates 

ATASKAX ATE eO^EMAXD 

13 Eielson Air 4nrce Sasm Operational and training faeili- 

14 tiesj maintenance faeilitics,- and family kensing, $-14,981,000. 

Eknenderf Air Rirec Base: Operational and training fm 

10 editiesj maintcnanco faeilitics, supply faeilitics, kensing and 

1"^ eommunity faeilitics, and utilities and greund nnprovements,- 

18 $§3441,000. 

19 Oalena An-ficld: Operatienal and training faeilitics and 

20 supply faediticsy $1A72,000. 

tiesj $§89,000. 

-Ladd Air -Force Sase-i Operational and training faeilitics,- 

24 supply faeditiesj mid utilities and greund improvements,- 

25 $?j0§§,000. 
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^ariofts trarHiing 

FdtB EAST AHt EOBeBS 

Sickam Ai? Eefee Base, Honoktl-ft, Sawak: Operational 

aii4 training faeilitie% $991-,00Qt 

Johnston IslanJ Air Eeree Base, Johnston Island :■ 

Operational and training facilities and housing and eonr- 

niunrty faeilities,- $724,0007 

Aarions leeatiense Operation and training faeilitiesy 

maintenanee facilitiesy supply- facilities^ hospital and medi 

eal facilities, utilities and ground unprovementsy land aequB 

sitionj and family housings $25,909,0007 

MILI-TABl- AJB TBA-N-SPe-BT SEBVIOB 

Aai-ious locations: Operational and training facilitiesj 

maintenance facihtics; supply facilities, housmg and com- 

munity facdiliesj and utilities and ground improAcmentsj 

$55j859-,000; 

NOETIIEAST AIB COMMAND 

Aarious lecations-; Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities,- hospital and medical 

facihtics, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground imprevementsj and family housing,- 

STBATEG-ie AiR BOM-MA-BD 

Andersen Air Eeree 

H. li. 9893-4 

and 
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ffteilkies, iiuim-tcjiftttee fftetlitios, supply faeilkies, 

1 ^ n Tf\ rv» o i'~> rl yt •> J-T-j M i T t i»T 11 f' T t~i 11 4 I J.-1 ■!-1 ^i. i n't rl 11 
■llw t ctxivT IJ v7 j 1 iXllTt 1111 y IcIa xlj LJ-lJoj III 1X11'l Vlill vl ^ I */1111 \l Jill 

pro¥oincnts, family keusm^ $2-33-089709(17 

■Hnrmeu A«= -F-erco Hasre,- Guam :■ Lamf uepuisiOuip 

^OOOt 

No-rtb-wust A«= Fufee -Base, Guam--- Ope^aOeual a«4 

feawuug faeilifks auil maiuOmauea faGlOiesj $229,000r 

Barney AB -Fayee Ease, P-uerto Blee-v Opeeatmual au4 

Gaining facilitii's, maintenaneo facilities, ami laml ae^uisilion, 

f4-,^523,0007 

Fj^-TED S^fA-TES AiB FOBOE8 m EFBOPE 

AOteieus leeations: Opeeafk^nal an4 training faeili-tiesj 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, Imspltal an4 

facilities-,- akmkiistrativc facilities, beusing ami 

facilities, utilities ami ground impro¥cments, and erection of 

prefalu-icated strueturesj $07-,423,090t 

Sec. 002t Fke Secretary of tbe Air -Foiec may estab- 

bsb or de¥elop classified military installations and facili¬ 

ties by ac<tuiring, co-nstructing, eon¥ei4ing, rehabilitating, or 

installing permanent or temporary public works,- including 

land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 

equipmentj m the total amount of fdOdTOOOjOOOr 

SeOt dOdr Section F of the Act of March dOj -F949 -(ebr 

44-7 50 Fb Bt Gt 491), is amended by the addition of the 

folio-wing: 
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Sc<‘rete¥y ef ^ k to 

oommftiiicatioH sf4^¥ief‘w requn-‘o4 tke Bcmiatttefiiatio 

I ^ -1-^ / I 
VJl UltllLl 

ma^ fee ft 

iFft^ Tke 

imcler tka 

SvstemT eontmel fe¥ sftek gcF^iccs 
«/ 

el me¥e Ikaw lee- yeftfs lm«i ike kale 

a air’e feal fai-niBked under auek een- 

eenlin^nl kakikty el ike Geercrnmenl 

pre-'kaieea el ak coiilrftets autkoriaek 

kcreunkor nia-y- nel eseeek ft lelal el ^kk-^jOOGjOOO ftnk ne 

terininatieH payment akatl ke knal mtlk aiukfeed: and: approved 

ky Ike General Accemkin^ Offiee wkiek akail kaye aeeeas 

le auek earrler reeerda and aeeeunla aa k may deem neeea- 

sary ler ike purpeaer 4n preearmg auek aervieea-,- Ike ^eere- 

lary el ike Air ¥-eree skak utdtge le Ike kdleal extent die 

and eapakiktlea el eemmunleallen: common camcraj 

eeepci-allveay vdlklu Ikeir respective service areasr 

ATegotiatiena widr connnimieatien common carriers,- including 

cooperatives, and repreaeulalieft in proceedings involving 

suek earriers kelere iederal and Slale rcgulalery kodies 

wkerc suek negetialiena or proceedings mvolvc contraels 

ftulkorized ky ikis paragrapk skak ke in accordance wllk ike 

provisieiia el section kOd el Ike Aet el June 30, 1919, as 

amended -(40 4A Sv €. Arr see. 484^^ 

gee. 004t -faf IPukke Law dOL Eigkty-leurtk Gen- 

gressy is amendedy under Ike kcadliig -■‘Contindnm. 

dkri^fiB States’- in scetien OOdy as follows-? 
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■Fndcr tlie subheading --a-ib defense — 

-(4|- wilh resj^eel Buefeiughaffi Weapons Ceutefj 

^lyefsy Florida, sleka eul ^14^577,000’’ and 

inseFl in p-lnee iheaeol “$15,462,0004- 

-(4)- whh -respeel In l^tilnth Wi-mieipal Anpe^O 

©nliithj Minnesota, sOake enl “-$1,200,000- and insert 

m plaee thercel “$-1,623,000”t 

■{Of with respaet to Orand d^erks shoj ¥erth 

Ilakota, strike eat ■“$578'2-2-,000- and Insert in plaen 

^,-409,000”. 

-f4)- with respeet te Oheatar ^Idwankee areaj Wis- 

eonsiuj ahhase te he known as ‘-Riehard Rong Air 

heree Rase , strike eat ^-^$40,608,000^ and insert in 

plaee thereof ^^-3,859,000”.- 

-(h)- with respeet te Greater Rittshurgh Airpertj 

ky Rennsylvania, strike ent ii$404y00t4 and 

a4 in plaee thereof ^52-5,000”.- 

-(0)- with respect te Hamilton Air Reree Rasoj 8an 

Rafael, California, strike ent $4,501,000’’ and insert 

in plaee thereof “$27229,0004 

-(4)- with respeet te Rlainath Ralls Mainicipal Air- 

pertj Hlamath Ralls, Oregon,- strike ent ^2,012,0002 

and insert in plaee thereof ^^$2705670004 

-fO)- with respeet te ^-EeOhee-Rpsen Anperty Kne^ 
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Tcmiesse^ sti4k-e -$582-,090^ a3i4 iiiseft m 

place -‘$817,000-.- 

fcspcet lo skcy ©aket% stake 

ettt -‘$5,339,000- fttt4 iftse^t m pkce thereof ^^$67- 

60-3,000-k 

-{-l-O)- with respect te Niagara -Eahs Municipal Aia 

pe-rtj j^iagara 3?alls7 ^rcw Merk, strike out ‘‘$l>-748-j000-^ 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000--; 

-(14)- with respect to Paine Air Poree Base^ 

Eror-ettj Washiiigtonj strike out “$1,039,000- an4 in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$1,1997000A 

UiMcr the suhheahing mateeie-Ij command^— 

With respect to Scarsport Air Force Tank Fann^ Scarsporty 

Mainoj strike out ‘‘$133,000^ anh nisert in place thereof 

‘^$329yOOOA 

suhheahing Atift command^— 

-(4)- with respect to Ellington Air Force Base-, 

^7 TeAas7 strike out -“$2-7B40700Q^ an4 insert in 

place thereof -‘$3,138,OOOA 

-(4)- with respect to Greenville Air Force Base7 

Grccnvillc7 Mississippi7 strike out “$319,000^’ anh insert 

in place thereof “$500,000A 

-(3)- with respeet to Luke Ah? Force Base,- Phocnix,- 

Arizona7 strike out “$1,5577000^ an4 insert in place 

Bioreof “$1,9237000A 
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-(4f fes-peel lo Air ¥eree ^mej Las 

Aeyacla, slrika eal ‘^|1■, 153,000’- a«4 inaarl ia 

fktee H-iereef A|4y837,000”. 

-(5)- wi#b respect la P('iTin Air Perec Pa^ej 

reafty Texas, slrikc eel -^956,000’- ae4 ieeerl ie place 

tiercel ^^210,000”. 

-(0)- Avitli iespeel le -Bandelplt Air Perec Bascy 

^ae Antonio,- Texasy sir-ike eel -‘$-549,000’2 ae4 ieser-1 

ie place Hrereef '^$730,000”. 

-fTf willi respect le Scell Air Perce Basey BePe- 

^ley BPeeisy slAke eel ^247,000” ae4 ieserl ie 

place Hreroof ‘^-ly862,000”T 

-(Bf wPli reaped le T^eidall Air Peree Baeey 

Bfffiaem Gilyy Pleriday drike ee4 ^478;000” ae4 ie- 

scrl ie place Ikercol ^^34 ,000”. 

-{9}- witli reaped le yanee Air Perec Bascy Pnidy 

Oklalioma, slrike eel '^‘$871,000’- aed insert ie place 

Ikercel ^1,181,000”. 

-(POf wiHr reaped le -IVillianis Air Peree Base,- 

Chandlcr,- Anzonay dnkc eel A$1,015,00Q’’ aed ieserl 

ie place IkerediB 1,215,OOOA 

Beder ibe sekheading Ade dNi-vimrJTY”. Willi reaped 

23 le Maxwell Air Perce Bascy Mentgomciy, AlaPamay slBfee 

24 eel -‘$2,66^000^ aed ieserl ie place lliercel ^3,031,090A 
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1 Under the subheading ‘‘oontinenta-^ Aifi eOM- 

2 -jUAND^— 

3 -(4-)- with respect te Brooks Air Foreo Bosoy Son 

4 Antonie, Texasy strike out ^^$5997009^ ttn4 insert in 

5 place thereof ‘b$697,000--k 

0 with respect to Bobbins A4r Force Base,- Mar- 

7 iettay Beorgiay strike out ^^$758,-900^ and insert in plaee 

8 thereof ^^$859,000^ 

9 Under the subheading ^^militar¥ AHt TBAN8roB¥ 

10 SERVICE-—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base, 

11 Chariestony South Carolinay strike out ^‘$1,032,000^ and 

12 inser-t in plaee thereof “$5,306,000 — 

13 Under the suhhcadhrg “reseaboh AJt© BEVELOr]\iEtt¥ 

14 comma:n-b^— 

15 -^1) with respect to Fdwards Aar Force Base, 

16 3|inroey Cahfomiay strike out “$12,129,000^ and insert 

17 in plaee thereof “$13,299,000^ 

18 .^2)- with respect to Hartford Bcscareh Facility, 

19 Hartford,- Conneetieuty strike out “$22,375,000^ and 

20 insert in plaee thereof “$25,780,000^ 

21 with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, 

22 Alamogordoy Fnw M-ex-ieoy strike out ■■ $4,965,000 ■ and 

23 insert in place thereof “$5,637,000 

24 Under the subheading -^■^GTRATEQie air 

25 •(4)- with respect to Abilene Air Force Baocy 
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Al)i4efte7 ^oxas, B-ta-'ilvc ewfe -■^$43-211,000^ ftft4 mscrt m 

te -Ellswortfe Ak EWe 

Eaf>i4 So«A Eake^^ay sli4ke etrt ii|45^9-0^)Oi: 

aft4 fflsej4 m tteeel ii$4#^4g0^0O0lL 

-(§f wi^ ¥esf^ to Eeitoes Ak ¥mee Eaaej 

sttolko eto ^E-753,000^ aft4 kn^oto m p4a€e 

-f4)- wkk to 4keal Ealfe Ak Ee^ee Ease^ 

Ekeftt -Ealls, Metofta% a4i4ke eto -435,000^ ae4 

kiaato m pkae tkefoof ^^$677-13,000^ 

-(Of wkk to Ikmle? Ak Eei--ee Easey Savan 

aaky <4ef)ygia, alkke eto ^47115,0001^ asO kaeto m 

fkee OKa^aef ii$E-951,0O0to 

-(O)- wkk reapoel to EiaeeaaOe Ak Eofee Eaaay 

Oi4aft4to Ekkkaj atoke eto ii$4,-118,00011 aak kaaft. k 

plaea ikeaeaf ■ ‘$5,599,00010 

4kfe tke anbhoadiiiff -t-actioab air eewARtoi— 

Wkk faapeel to kaaaoft Ak Eeaaa Eaaay Meaea Eak% Waak- 

20 j^toke ato -“$3,-571,00011 aak kaeto k plaae kafak 

21 ii$47721,0OOiO 

22 
Ekaka toe aa-kioading lAmcRAFT eONTHOL arb WARjf 

^btem’^ Wkk yeapcct to -Warioiis keatioiis- akike 

^ -^100,382,0001- aak kacrt k place ikcrcof ii$120, • 

25 OOO^OOO’O 
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^ ^ taw ^ Eighty fouf^b Congress, k 

2 amcndady tmder the heading ^^Outsidb Continentat. 

2 Uniteb 8TAq^E6^’ in soctien SOt aa follows-7 

^ rcspeet te Kcnai Airheid nnder the snh- 

g heading AiLASK-Aj^ Aift GOMMAirB-’ strihe ent —$350,- 

g 000^ and insert in plaee thei-eel -^$2,2'1-7-700QA 

rj -{ef Publie taw 4#^ Eighty fom4h Congress, as 

g amended,- is amended hy striking ent in clanse (3-)- el section 

9 the amennts ^^$530,563,090^ and 

ii$l,o79^9,gn^OO^ inserting in piaee ther-eel ^^$SOO- 

913^000:l ^‘$532,5157900^ and ^^$1,338,717,000^ respee- 

12 

-(^fEnhheEawhhdy Eighty-third Cengressy is amendedr 

tfflder the heading -'Continental United States^ in 

15 scetion OOE as foIlow^H Under the subheading D^ 

fensb command’- with respeet te Klamath Eahs Airperty 

Klamath Eahsj Oregeig strike ent "$1,133,000^ and insert 

18 in place thcreef "$5,077,000A 

^9 -fef Enhhe Eaw hAU Eighty third Cengressy as amended^ 

20 is amended hy striking ent in elause -f3-)- el seetmn 50^ 

21 the amounts •"$105,176,000^ and "$115,005,000- and in- 

22 serthig in place thercol "$106,120,000^ and $'115— 

23 919,000^ rcspcctivclyT 
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2 Cl E-NEB AL PROVISIONS 

3 >Sec-; 404-r 51ie Secretary el eaeli military 

4 may preeee4 te establish er develop installations aft4 laellities 

5 amler Chis Ael wiCfeeat regard to seetiens 44^ SMgj and 

6 el Ihe -Eevised Shctiites, as amendedr Eke anCherity 

7 ^e plaee pci-manent er temporary improvements on land 

8 ineliides antherity ler surveys, administration, overhead^ 

9 planning and snj^)orvision ineident to eonstmetion.- Efeat 

10 antherity may be exereised belere title to the land is approved 

11 under seetien d5o el the Eevised Statiitesj as amended^ and 

12 even though the land is held temporarily. 4he authority to 

13 provide lamily housing meludes authority to aequire sueh 

11 land as the Seeretaiy eoncerned detennines, with the ap- 

1^ proval ol the Seeretary ol l^elense, to he necessary in eon- 

10 neetion with that housingr Ehe authority to acquire real 

17 estate or land ineludes authority to make surveys and to 

1^ acquire landy and mterests in land -{ineluding temporary 

^0 or etheF\rise. 

Seo. 403^ ^ere are authorized to be appropriated sueh 

oo 
sums as may he neeessar}" lor the purposes ol this Aety but 

appropriations lor puhlie works pr-ojeets authorized by titles 

^1 4t 44j ftfid 444 shall not exceed— 

-f4f lor title 4^ 4nside the bJnited Statesj fgdy- 
25 
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1 016,000;- outside Ike Tanked States,■ $29,763,0007 

2 scctioH: 102,- $1887783,000-7 e¥ ft totai of $301,562,000, 

3 ^2)- f0¥ title H-t Inside tke United States, $296, - 

4 572,000-; outside tfee United States,- $61,625,0007 see- 

5 tien 203, $42,997,000,- oe ft total of $101,191,000, and 

6 ^ Otle HU Inside tke United Stfttes7 $6647- 

7 446,000-; outside tbe United States,- $312,834,000-; see- 

8 tien 60^7 $163,00070007 oe ft total ol $1,137,28070007 

9 SE-er 403t Any of tke amounts named in title U Hr ^ 

10 HI of tkis Aet in tke discretion of tke Sccrctar-y eon- 

11 ecmcd7 ke increased ky 5 centum for proicets inside tke 

12 United States and ky 40 per centum for projects outside tke 

13 United Statesr Howcvcr7 tke total cost of all projects in 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

eaek suck title may not ke more tkan tke total amount autkor- 

ized to ke appropriated for projects in tkat tkler 

gEOr 404t Wkcnc¥cr— 

■(-1-j- tke President detennines tkat compliance wkk 

section 4 -{e)- of tke Armed Services Procurement Act 

el 1044 -(44 lU Sv H 456 -(eH* ^ eontekets made 

under tkis Act for tke cstaklishment or development 

of military installations and facilities in foreign countries 

would interfere witk tke carrying out of tkis Aet7 and 

-(2j- tke Secretary of Defense and tke Comptroller 

General kave agreed upon alternative metkeds for ade- 

qufttcly 
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1 
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22 

23 

24 

Prcoidcnt Hitiy- cxoinpt tti6sc €6ntraGts from tfio fcguiro 

mcnts ef tkat seetion? 

405.' Contracts mado ky tke XJmtcd ^fates andcr 

Ikis Aet skftk ke a^-ardcd, msofar as praeficabic, m a 

compctiti¥e basis to tke fewest responsible bidderj if tke 

natienaf seearky wik net ke impaired and tke award is 

consistent wkk ^fee Ainncd Services Procurement Aet ef 

1-94A -fdd 4A St Gt 1-kd et seq-.-) t 

SeOt drOOr Pke Seeretaries ef tke militarv departments 

may acquire landj mid interests in landj net exceeding 

$5,000 in eest -{-exclusive ef administrative easts and de- 

keieney judgment awards) ,■ wkiek tke Seerctary eeneemed 

determines te ke urgently required in tke interests ef national 

defenser Pke autkerity under tkis seetien ma^^ netj keweverj 

ke used te acquire mere tkan ene parcel ef land unless tke 

pureels are nencontiguous erj if eentiguous, de net exceed 

$5,000 in tetal eestr 

SeOt 407t dke Secretaries ef tke miktarv- departments 

inayj with tke appreval ef tke Secretary ef Pefense,' aequire, 

uenstrnetj rckabilitatcj er install permanent er temporary 

pukke werksj ineluding site preparation^ appurtenances; 

utilities; and equipment,- te restere er replace facilities dam- 

aged er destroyed in a total amount net te exceed 

$30;000,000. 

SeGt 408t -fa)- kknler suck regulations as may be pie- 
25 
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1 scribed by Ibe Secretory ef Defense,- tbe Secretaries ef tbe 

2 military departments may expend ent ef appropriations 

3 available for military eonstmetien snob amounts as may be 

4 required for the establishment and development of military 

5 installations and facilities by aeqnirm^ eonstrueting -(exeept 

6 family quarters^ convcrtmgy rcliabilitatmg, or installing 

7 permanent or temporary pnbbe works determined to be 

6 urgently rcquired7 includmg site preparation, appurtenances, 

9 utilities, and eqnipmenty for projeets not otherwise authorised 

10 tow when the eost of the project is in excess of $25,000 

11 toh not in excess of $200,0007 subject to the following 

12 limitations-: 

13 ^ ^ such pKijeet7 the cost of which is in excess of 

Id toiah be authorised unless approved m 

' 15 by the of Defense: 

of 

by 

^ such projeetj the eost of which is in 

1^7. $25,000 shah be authorised unless approved in 

the Secretary of the military department concerned: 

-{^ hint more than one allotment may be made for any 

project authorized under this scctiom 

(/j y ipiie eost of conversion of existing structures to 

22 tonhly quarters may not exceed $507000 in any hseal ye^ 

22 any single faeihtyr 

2d ^ geeretaries of the mhitary departments may 

19 

20 

21 
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18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

operation amounts neeessaiy to aeeomplish a project which, 

except lor the laet that its cost does not exceed $25,0007 

would otherwise he authorized to he accomphshed under 

subsection -(a)-r 

-fe)- 5%e Secretary ol l^clense shad report in detad 

semiannually to the Armed Services Gommittces of the 

Senate and the House of -Representatives with respect to 

the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 

-(d)- Section SO of the Aet of August S7 4046 -(60 Statr 

Shdy 856-j 34 Hr S7 Gt 550)-^ is repealed. 

SeOt 4OO7 -(a)- ¥he Seerctaiy of Hefense, acting through 

the Secretary of a n-ulitary department, may provide famil^- 

ig for the Ghairman of the domt Ghiefs of Stag and 

certain commissioned odicers and enlisted personnel attached 

to his stag by the construction or rehabilitation of gve sets 

of family housing; and emergency communication faeditics-y 

without regard to the second proviso of section d of the Aet 

of dune 427 4d4S -(62 Statv ddd)-7 er section d of the 

Aet of dune 467 4948 -(62 Statr 4067 462)-^ 

-(b)- Appropriations not to exceed $360,000 a^aiilable to 

the military departments for militaiy construction may be 

utilized for the purposes of this section without regard to the 

limitations on the cost of family housing otherwise prescribed 

by lawr 
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23 

4r407 As ol Jsity 4^ 1957-j ftH atttk-erizatioivj 

military faWie we^ks te ke aaaamplisba4 by tbe SeaiM^a^y 

el a military dcpartmeHl m coniicctiea wbb Ibe 

meal ee developniei^ el mbbaey installatieas aa4 I 

aad ab aalbeeimlieas lee appropnatiens tliercleej Ibal aee 

contained m Acts enacted beleee daly 4A 195bj aad net 

supcrse^led ee atberwisc amdified by a ktee aatbeematiea aee 

tj except— 

-fb)- aatbeeizatiens lee pabbe weeka aad lee appre- 

priatione tbcrcfee that aee set leetb m these Acts m tbe 

titles that eontaia tbe general pi-ovisioas-j 

-(b)- aatborkatieas lee pabbe weeks peejeets as te 

which appeepeiated lands ba¥e been obligated ia whole 

ee ia paet before daly A bOATj aad aatbeeimtieas lee 

-(b)- tbe aatbeekatiea lee tbe eeatal gaarant^^- lee 

lamilv boasing ia the aafaam-t el tS 1 OOjGOOyOOO that is 

ia seetiea bOb el Mdie daw bbA Eighty 

sccead Oongr-essj aad 

-(4)- tbe autborizatiom^ lee pabbe works aad tbe 

appropriatiea el laads that aee eontaiaed ia tbe National 

Defease Facilities Aet el -lObA as amcirded -(bO 4b Sr O7 

884 aad tbe lebewiag)-T 

gEOr 4447 -(a)- 4be best paragraph el seetiea 40d el tbe 24 
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iy 1954 1119) 7 ftS 

to as follows: 

ie family bmisiiig ami eoiainiuiity faeilitics 

4 otherwise autliorize4 to ho ooiistiiieted or acf);uire4 hy tlio 

5 department of dofeiisej tho 8oeretary of defense is aathoo- 

6 fee47 stthjeet to the appiwal of the dheetor of the dareaa 

7 of the Eiulgetj to eonstmetj or aequire hy lease or otherwisoy 

8 family hoasing for oeenpaney as pahlie qaarters, aa4 eom- 

9 aamity faeihtiesy ia foiaagn eountries throagh hoasing anh 

10 community facilities projects which athhe foreign earreneies 

11 to a whae not to emeeh $^50,000,000 aeqaireh pursuant to 

^ pi'ovisions of the Agricultural ^^rahe development an4 

13 Assistance Act of 1954 -(48^ Stafe 454) or throagh other 

14 eemmodity tosa^tieHs el the eeimiiodity Gi^ Ger- 

15 poration/’ 

-(h)- 4here are authorized to he appropriated to the 

Secretaries of the nnhtary departments saeh amounts other 

than foreign earreneies as are necessary for the construe 

19 tiony or acquisition hy lease or otherwisoy of family hoasing 

29 eommunity facilities projects in foreign countries that 

21 are authorized hy section 40^ of the Act of gept ember fe 

22 4854 -f68 gtah 4-119)7 as amendedj hat the amount so 

23 appropriated for any such project may not he more than 

24 35 per centum of the total cost of that project.- 
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11 

SeG; 41-2. Scotien &45 of Ike Ael el July 4§7 1955 

-{m 8547 524y 552)- h ame»4e4 le feaJ ae lollows^ 

-‘Seg-.- 515. During Ike fiseal }^a.rs 1-9567 1957, anJ 

1958 Ike Secretaries el ike Armyj Na^-yy an4 Air Foree, re- 

speclively, are aiitkorizeJ le lease kousing laeilities al er 

eear niililary tac-tieal installatietrs ler assignmenl as publie 

quarters le miktar}^ perseimel auJ their depeutlenlsy H aeyy 

witheul rental charge upea a determinalian by Ike Secre¬ 

tary el Defense er kis designee Ikal there ia a laek el ade¬ 

quate housing laeilitics al er near suek military laetieal in- 

stallationsr Suek housnig facilities skak be leased en a family 

12 er individual unit basis and net more than three thousand el 

13 suek units may be so leased al any one timer Expenditures 

ler the rental ler suek housing facilities may be made eul el 

15 appropriations available ler maintenanee and operation but 

lb may net exceed $159 a menlh ler any suek umlr^ 

1"^ SbGt 4437 4ke net deer area limitations prescribed by 

1^ section 3 of Ike Act el June Jdj 1948 -f5 Dr Sr 44 626p) 

19 4e not apply le forty-seven units el ike housing authorized 

20 to he constru(4ed at Ike Dnked Stales Aw Eeree Academy 

21 by Ike Ael el April -A 1-951 -f6H Stair 4-7-)-.- 4ke net deer 

22 area limitaliens ler these forty seven units are as lollows-:- 

23 9^ thousand square feel ler one unit ler ike SupcrinlciKhsilj 

24 three thousand square feel lor each el two units ler denns-j 

II. K. 9893-5 
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1 ftft4 fe)usan(l se¥€e himdrc4 aftd dity sfftiarc feet fee* 

2 each of fei'ty foite unite fee department freads. 

6 ^EO 4-14. Seetien d ef the j^ationaf Defense jfaeilitiee 

4 Aet ef hhhOy as amended -fhO Dr 8t th is feethee 

^ amended fey striking ent efaiisc -(a) and inserting in place 

6 tliercof tfete fefe-o^mig: 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

34 

15 

“-(nf aef|uirc fey pureliase, lease, ee transfer, een- 

stract, expand, reliahilitate, een¥ert and etpnp snefe 

facilities as fee sfeafe determine te fee necessary te ef- 

fectuate tfen purposes of tins Aetj except that expendi¬ 

tures fer the leasing ef property for snefe pui^Doscs may 

fee made from apprepriatiens otherwise a^adafele for the 

payment of rentals and witfeout regard to the monetary 

Ifenitation otherwise imposed fey tins section 

415. 4-0 the extent that housing is to fee eonstrueted 

at a military installation under title 44^ of rim Bousing 

Amendments of 40fe5 -ffefe gtafe 6fe5, B4Sh any outstanding 

authority under rim Act of September B lOM -f68 gtafe 

1^ 4449), rim Act of dsdy 4fey 49fefe -f60 gtatv and this 

20 ^ provide housing at that installation may fee exercised 

at other mditary installations of the department conccrncdT 

44-6t 4fee Secretaries of the military departments 

are authorized to contract for the stomgcj handling, and 

distribution of fepuid fuels for periods not exceeding fexe 

yoarsj with option to renew for additional periods not ex- 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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GGCiling fe? a lotei fw# to CKeee4 twon-fey yea^sr 

Thk niitboil^y is liinited lo whioh Goalewa la tka 

(■riteria jaasmkad ky ika ^(‘retany al Defeasa iai= ^wlaa- 

tiaHj inGluding dispeasal, aad aisa aaa iiioliidad ki a program 

ky ihe Saa^ataay al Dofaiaa iaa tka proteetka^ al 

Snell oontraets laay provide tkat tka 

Govcmmant at tka cxpii-atioft or tcrniiiiatioo: tkercof skaU 

kava tka option to purekasa tka faekky imdar contraet wkk- 

oat regard to sections 14-367 36-487 and 3734 or tka Revised 

Statiitesy as amendedj and prior to apiirovai of title to tke 

underlying land ky tka Attorney CleneialT ProtwM f urther^ 

dkat tka Sceretarit^ of tka nriktary departments skak re¬ 

port to tke Armed Sarvieas Qoimnktaes of tka Senate and 

^ dlnnsa of Reprcsentativia^ wkk raspaet to tka names 

and tke terms of tka eontraet,- tka n 

to ka fnmiskad at times and in snek form as may ka 

^^^en katwaan tka Seeretarias of tke military departments 

and tke Gommitteas on Armed Servieasr 

417. 4n tka design of tke family housing and otkar 

repetitive type knildings in tka Continental United States 

antkorkmd ky tkis Aet7 tke military departments skall7 ta 

(>x4ant deemed praetieiddaj use tka prineipla of modular 

m order tkat tka faadity may ka knik ky eonvan- 

tiorad eonatmetiony on ska fabrication or faatory fakrieationT 

wkiekevar tka saaeassfal bidder may afaetr 



68 

1 8b©7 448t jfetwitkstandmg ^ provisions ol any other 

2 IftWj no eontract shall ho entered into hy the ^l^nited 

3 States for the constinction of family housing nnits hy or 

4 for the nse of militarv" or eivilian personnel of any of the 

5 militaiy serviees of the department of -defense nnless sneh 

6 hottsing has been jnstihed to the Amred gerviees Oornnh^ 

7 tees of the Senate and Sense of Sepresentativesr 

8 SbOt 449; Section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 

9 4000 is amended to read as foho-ws: 

10 ‘^EC. 4047 Whenever the Seeretary of defense or his 

11 designee deem it neeessary for the purposes of this titloj he 

12 naay aeqnire hy purchase, donation, or other means of trans- 

13 fer -fhttt not hy condemnation), any land or -(with the ap- 

11 proval of the dcdcral Housing Commissioner) any housing 

15 hnanccd with mortgages insured under the pro\dsions of 

16 title -V4II of the National Housing Aet as in effect prior 

17 to the enaetment of the -Housing Amendments of 4955. 

16 ?he purchase priee of any su^ housing shall not ej^cced 

19 the aetual eost -(as that term is dehned in section 994 -(e)- 

20 of the Hathmal Housing Aet with respect to new eon- 

21 struetion)- of the housing as determined hy the Coimnissioncr 

22 less depreciation thereon at a rate of 9 per eentum per an- 

23 limn,- less die amount of accumulated imcj^pcndcd reserves 

^ replacement, and less the principal amount aud acomed 

25 interest under any mortgage or other mdobtedness outstand 
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1 mg thcrcen assumed hf the aovemmcn^ Pfogefty 

2 acquired under this section may fee occupied^ usedy and im- 

3 pro¥ed fer tfee purposes el tfeis section prior to tfee approval 

4 title fey tfen Attorney General^ as required fey section dfefe 

5 ef tfee Revised Statutes? as amended ¥fee authority so to 

6 acquire housing may fee exercised fey acquiring the eapW 

7 stock of a corporation owning and operating housing fenaneed 

8 with mortgages insured under tfee provisions of title H4 

9 ef tfee National Housing Act as in efeeet prior to tfee en- 

10 actment of tfee Housing Amendments of feut without 

11 deduction for such reserves for replacement as are held fey 

12 coiq) oration at tfee time of tfee transfer of tfee capital stock 

13 to tfee Government^ 

14 TITLE I 

15 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

1^ develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

1^7 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

18 or temporary public works, including, site preparation, 

19 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

20 projects: 

21 Inside the United States 

22 technical services facilities 

23 (Ordnance Corps) 

24 Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

25 storage facilities, $147,000. 
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1 Jet Propulsion Laboraiory (California Institute of 

2 Technology), California: Pesearch and development facility, 

3 $143,000. 

4 Puehlo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintaenance facil- 

5 ity, $2,142,000. 

6 Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 

7 Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

8 $258,000. 

9 Bedstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

10 training facilities, family housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 

11 White Sands Proving Grounds, New Mexico: Utiliites, 

12 $693,000. 

13 

14 

15 

(Quartemnaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: 0perationcd. facilities, 

and maintenance facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad- 

ministrative facility, $98,000. 

18 
Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Opercdional facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

$1,285,000. 

21 
New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $631,000. 
22 
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1 Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facili- 

2 ties, $655,000. 

3 (Chemical Corps) 

4 Armij Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, com- 

5 munity facility, and operational facility, $889,000. 

6 Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utilities, 

7 $913,000. 

8 Dagway Proving Ground, Utah: Fesearch and develop- 

9 inent facdities and utilities, $80 / ,000. 

10 (Signal Corps) 

11 Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance 

12 facilities, storage facilities, administrative facility, and utili- 

13 ties, $6,856,000. 

14 (C orps of Engineers) 

45 Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, training facility, 

4^ operational facilities, maintenance facilities, research and 

44 development facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

18 (Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operationed facility, maintenance 

facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

-1 (Medical Corps) 

Walter Feed Army Medical Center, District of Colum- 

bia: Fesearch and developynent facility and community 

facility, $4,209,000. 24 
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1 FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 

2 (First Army Area) 

3 Fort Devens (Camp WeUf/eet), Massachusetts: Land 

4 acquisition, $302,000. 

5 Fort Dix, New Jersey: Traininy facility, $54,000. 

6 Oswego, New I oiL: 1 raininy facdities and la7id acquisi- 

7 tion, $583,000. 

8 L ort Fotten, New Jork: Troop housiny, storaye facili- 

9 ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

10 (Second. Army Area) 

11 L 011 Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and com- 

12 munity facilities, $1,698,000. 

13 L ort Georye G. Meade, Maryland: Operationed f aciUties, 

14 maintenance facilities, medical facility, troop housiny, and 

15 utilities, $5,885,000. 

16 South Park Military Peservation, Pennsylvania: Admin- 

11 istratwe facdity, storaye facdities, and utilities, $190,000. 

(Third Army Area) 18 

19 Fort Benniny, Georyia: Admmistrative facilities, main- 

20 tenance facilities, conmunications facilities, and community 

21 facilities, $422,000. 

22 Fort Brayy, North Carolina: Ad min istratwe facilities, 

23 operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

24 Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North Caro- 

25 lina: Adniinistralive facility, $302,000. 
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1 Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

2 facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

3 Fort Bucher, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte- 

4 nance facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, admin- 

5 istrative facilities, trailer site facilites, land acquisition, and 

6 utilities, $7,300,000. 

7 (Fourth Army Area) 

8 Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facili- 

9 ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili- 

10 ties, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

11 Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

12 facilities, and storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

13 Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $4,173,OPO. 

14 (Fifth Army Area) 

15 Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative 

16 facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi- 

17 tion, $3,253,000. 

18 Fort Beniamin Harrison, Indiana: Iroop housing, 

19 $140,000. 

20 Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

21 and troop housing, $1,092,000. 

22 Fort Biley, Kansas: Administratwe facilities, commu- 

23 7iity facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 

24 Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

25 facility, $3,346,000. 
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1 (Sixth Army Area) 

2 Fort Lewis, Washhigton: Community facilities, train- 

3 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, family housing, and util- 

4 ities, $3,022,000. 

5 Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facility and commu- 

6 nity facility, $223,000. 

7 United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Com- 

8 munity facility, $197,000. 

9 Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research 

10 and development facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

12 Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

14 Various insfallations: Uiilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

10 Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

17 facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

20 Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance 

21 facilities, $1,688,000. 

22 Fort Bichardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 

23 Whittier: Storage facilities and tr'aining facilities, $2,- 

24 849,000. 

Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 
25 
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(Far East Command Area) 

Okinaiva: Storage facilities, operational facilities, main¬ 

tenance facilities, medical facilities, and, utilities $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port 

facilities, community facilities, improvements to huildings 

and utilities, $6,000,000. 

(Pacific Command. Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: Land acquisi¬ 

tion, $143,000. 

IIelem.ano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisi¬ 

tion and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposed system for Army, 

Navy and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance 

facilities, community facilities, storage facilities, training 

'facilities, administratire facilities, medical facilities, troop 

housing, and, utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

develop classified military installations and facilities by ac¬ 

quiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 

permanent or temporary/ public works, including land acqui- 
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1 sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equip- 

2 ment, in a total amount $200,783,000. 

3 Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

4 is amended with respect to Fort Jay, New York, under the 

5 heading ^‘Continental United States” and subheadings 

6 “field forces facilities (First Army Area)” in sec- 

7 tion 101, by striking out “$731,000” and inserting in place 

8 thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of section 502, 

9 by striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,904,000” 

10 and inserting in place thereof “$225,277,000” and 

11 “$534,254,000”, respectively. 

12 (b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

13 third Congress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Opera- 

tional Facilities (including troop housing), $70,000” is 

amended to read Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facil- 

16 ities (including troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) 

17 
of section 502 thereof is amended by striking the figure 

16 “$462,600” and inserting in place thereof “$572,600”. 

1^ Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all 

^6 necessary studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine 

^1 an appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto 

Ordnance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by 

^6 January 31, 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appro- 

priations available to the Department of the Army is author- 

ized for such studies. 



1 TITLE 11 

2 Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

3 develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

4 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

5 or temporary public worhs, including site preparation, appur- 

6 tenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects. 

7 Inside the United States 

8 SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

9 Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Replacement of 

10 pier, and plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

11 $7,332.00. 

12 Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging 

13 equipment, $148,000. 

14 Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South Carolina: Op~ 

15 erational facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, 

16 maintenance facilities, storage facilities, community facilities, 

17 security facilities, and utilities, $7,902,000. 

18 Naval shipyard. Long Beach, Califoimia: Facilities for 

19 remedying effects of ground subsidence and waterfront 

20 facilities, $5,984,000. 

21 Navy underwater sound laboratory. New London, Con- 

22 necticut: Research and development facilities and land 

23 acquisition, $304,000. 

24 Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel 

25 facilities, $300,000. 
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1 Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land 

2 acquisition, $244,000. 

3 Naoy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: 

4 Medical facilities, $84,000. 

5 Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and 

6 specifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

7 Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: 

8 Land acquisition, $200,000. 

^ FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

10 Naval Station, Key West, Florida: Utilities, $027,000. 

11 Naval station. Long Beach, California: Waterfront 

12 facilities, $2,256,000. 

13 Naval station, New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

11 $226,000. 

l'^ Naval station, Newport, Bhode Island: Waterfront 

16 facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities and utilL 

17 ties, $11,672,000. 

18 Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

19 $2,844,000. 

20 Naval station. Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facilities, 

21 including land acquisition, $265,000. 

aviation FACILITIES 

(Naval A ir Training Stations) 

21 Naval auxihary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

25 Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 
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1 Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Per- 

2 sonnel facilities, operational facilities, conimumty faciUties, 

3 station and, aircraft nuwUenance facdities, and, utilities, 

4 247,000. 

5 Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

6 personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 

7 facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac- 

8 quisition, $4,003,000. 

9 Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person- 

10 nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facil- 

11 ities, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

12 Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage fa- 

13 duties and aircraft mainte7iance facilities, $511,000. 

14 Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

15 preparation, utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

16 training facilities, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

11 Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facil- 

18 ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, 

19 $347,000. 

20 Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

21 Land acquisition, $13,000. 

22 (Fleet Support Air Statio7is) 

23 Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mam- 

24 tenance facilities, $2,675,000. 
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1 Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga- 

2 tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

3 Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: 

4 Personnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

5 Naval air station, Brunsivick, Maine: Personnel facili- 

6 ties, airfield pavements, station maintenance facilities, com- 

7 munity facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

8 Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircj'aft niainte- 

9 nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera- 

10 tional facilities, training facilities, commimitiy facilities, and 

11 utilities, $4,052,000. 

12 Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

13 maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

14 Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, Noi'tli Carolina: 

15 Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, airfield pane¬ 

ls ments, fuel dispensing facilities, operational facilities, admin- 

17 istrative facilities, personnel facilities, communications facili- 

18 ties, community facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: 

20 Ah craft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition includ- 

21 ing not to exceed $600,000 to he paid to Imperial Countij, 

22 California, to partially defray the county s cost in relocating 

23 the Niland-Blythe Road, $831,000. 

24 Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training 
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1 facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

2 and land acquisition, $8,304,000. 

3 Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Air- 

4 field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis- 

5 pensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft and station mam- 

6 tenance facilities, utilities, and, land acquisition, $6,000,000. 

7 Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

8 aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

9 Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft mainte- 

10 nance facilities, $170,000. 

11 Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and speci- 

12 fications for development of master jet aircraft facilities, and 

13 land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

14 Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facili- 

15 ties, operational facilities, training facilities, ordnance facili- 

16 ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

17 clearance, $8,835,000. 

18 Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Land acqui- 

19 sition, $89,000. 

20 Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft rnainfc- 

21 nance facilities, $170,000. 

22 Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: 

23 Airfield pavements, ordnance a7id ammunition storage facili- 

24 ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, op- 

II. II. 9893-6 
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erational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

$13,072,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft niainte- 

nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, 

community facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, 

open storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, and reloca¬ 

tion of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, 

$2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 

aiid utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington : Utili¬ 

ties, $149,000. 

(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South 

Carolina: Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, ad¬ 

ministrative facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilities, 

training facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold stor¬ 

age facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, 

and utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft 
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1 mcihitc7i(incc fcicluiuiisfyutive fncilitics, awfield pave- 

2 ments, storage facilities, aniuiunitioTi storage facilities, medi- 

3 cal facilities, trailing facilities, personnel facilities, opera- 

4 tional facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

5 Marine Corps auxiliarg air station, Mojave, California: 

G Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

7 facilities, training facilities, communitg facilities, juel storage 

8 and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, and utUities, 

9 $12,556,000. 

10 (Specied Purpose Air Stations) 

11 Maval air devdopment center, Johnsville, Pennsglvania: 

12 Plans and specifications for research and development facil- 

13 ities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: BesearcJi 

1^ and development facilities and equipment maintenance facil- 

16 ities, $6,438,000. 

1^ Naval air station, Patuxent Piiver, Maryland: Aircraft 

16 maintenance facilities and research and development facdities, 

19 $475,000. 

26 Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: 

21 Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft main- 

22 tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,082,000. 

23 Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

21 Research and, development facilities, $128,000. 
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-L SUPPLY FACILITIES 

2 Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

3 $149,000. 

4 Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode Island: Storage 

5 facilities, $390,000. 

6 Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, 

7 $50,Cm. 

8 Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Replacement 

9 of seawall, $199,000. 

MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

11 Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 

12 facilities, personnel facilities, niaintenance facilities, comniu- 

13 nity facilities, and utilities, $1,742,000. 

14 Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: 

15 Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel fa- 

16 duties, administrative facilities, and community facilities, 

17 $3,436,000. 

18 Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: 

19 Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training fadli- 

20 ties, community facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, 

21 and utilities, $5,092,000. 

22 Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South 

23 Carolina: Personnel facilities, administrative fadlities, stor- 

24 age facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

25 utilities, $4,266,000. 
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Marine Corps base, Gamp Pendleton, California: 

Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold iveather battalion, Bridgeport, Cali¬ 

fornia: Utilities, $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center. Twenty nine Palms, Cali¬ 

fornia: Community facilities and land acquisition, $1,- 

165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, 

Virginia: Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Training fa¬ 

cilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com¬ 

munity facditics, and utdilies, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Ord¬ 

nance facilities, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: 

Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: 

Pesearch and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

facilities, airfield pavements and. fuel storage and dispensing 

facilities, $6,028,000. 
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Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

facilities, $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fcdlhrook, California: Am¬ 

munition storage and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Ilingham, Massachusetts: 

Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, Cali¬ 

fornia: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

aval mine depot, lorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

storage and ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Nav(d Academg, Antiapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainhridge, Maryland: Personnel 

facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, $97,000. 

jS aval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Traininq 

facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: 

Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel 

facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 
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1 MEDICAL FACILITIES 

2 Naval hospital, Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, 

3 $12,730,000. 

4 Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

5 elevator, $57,000. 

6 COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

7 Naved radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Communi- 

8 cations facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

9 Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acquisi- 

10 tion, $2,450,000. 

11 Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: 

12 Communications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

13 029,000. 

14 Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington. 

15 Communications facilities, $4o,000. 

16 Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi- 

17 cations facilities, $83,000. 

OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 

19 Naval research laboratory. District of Columbia: Plans 

20 and specifications for research and development facilities, 

21 $1,300,000. 

22 YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

23 Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and 

24 land acquisition, $443,000. 
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Naval construction haitalion center, Port Hueneme, Cali¬ 

fornia: Peplacement of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,- 

581,000. 

Outside the United States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Pliilippme Is¬ 

lands: Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

Olongapo, flood control and drainage facilities and commu¬ 

nity facilities, $9,378,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adah, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

lawndry and dry cleaniny facilities, $2,351,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

$680,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

Naval air station, Atsuyi, Japan: Airfield pavements, 

aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, person¬ 

nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Pohit, Oahu, Territory of 

Hawaii. Personnel facilities and aircraft tnaintenance facili¬ 

ties, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 
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1 Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

2 niaintenance facilities, personnel facilities, conimunications 

3 facilities, family liousiny, comnmnity facilities, and utilities. 

4 $4,672,000. 

5 Naval air station, livakuni, Japan: Aircraft mainte- 

6 nance facilities, airfield pavements, dredyiny, 7iavigational 

1 aids, and fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

8 Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Terri- 

9 tory of Ilaivaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave- 

10 7nents, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 

11 Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Air- 

12 craft maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

13 Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft 

14 maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage 

15 ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, 

1(3 and utilities, $4,470,000. 

17 Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: 

18 Awfield pavements, breakwater, and personnel facilities. 

19 $3,811,000. 

20 SUPPLY FACILITIES 

21 Navcd station, Adah, Alaska: Replacement of fuel stor- 

22 aye facilities, $5,000,000. 

23 Naval station, Argentia, Neivfoundkmd: Fuel storage 

24 facilities, $1,599,000. 
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1 A aval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 

2 Covered and cold storaye facilities, administrative facilities, 

3 operational facdities, maintenance facilities, waterfront 

4 facilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

5 ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

6 Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

7 Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

8 Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: 

9 Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 

10 Naval ordnance facility, Yolvsuha, Japan: Ordnance 

11 facilities, $241,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

13 Naval communication unit, Futema, Oldnawa: Com- 

14 m unicat ions facilities, $75,000. 

15 Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: 

16 Communication facilities, $222,000. 

11 Faval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Com- 

18 munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

yelRDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

20 Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, $2- 

21 210,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 

23 obtain by contract, such enyineermy, location, and site plan- 

24 ning studies as may be necessary to enable him to determine 

25 the feasibility and advisability of establishing, continuing. 
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1 or vcIoccituKj the jottowniKj fucitifies^ ^ civ til uii stciiioti, 

2 Norfolk, Virginia (bombincj targets); Naval air facilitg, 

3 John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, Maryland; Naval maga- 

4 zinc, Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed 

5 $200,000 for such studies mag be made out of the appro- 

6 priation 'Aiilitarg Construction, Aavy”. The Secretary 

7 of the Navy shall report to the Committees on Aimied Serv- 

8 ices of the Senate and House of Bepresentatives the con- 

9 elusions of these studies together with such recommendations 

10 as he shall consider appropriate. 

11 Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

12 develop classified naval install (it ions and facilities by con- 

13 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

14 or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

15 preparation, appurtenances, utilities, equipment, and family 

16 housing in the total amount of $b4:,0U:3,000. 

17 Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eighty-first Concjress is 

18 amended as follows; 

^9 fjfie 11 under the heading ‘'Continental 

20 United States'’ change the amount for “Naval base, New- 

21 port, Bhode Island; Sewage facdities”, from “$1,243,000” 

22 to “$1,268,000.” 

23 (b) In Me IV section 402, clause (2) change the 

24 amount for public works authorized by tdle 11 . Inside 
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1 contmenhd United States’, from “$135,719,800” to ‘ 

2 744,800.” 

35,- 

3 Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Go7ujress, 

4 as amended, is a7nended as follows: 

5 (a) I71 section 201, as amended, st7dJce out so much 

6 thereof under the heading “Continental United States” 

7 and subheading “supply facilities” as reads as follows: 

8 “Harpswell Neck Fuel Facditg, Po7iland, Maine, area: 

9 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; 

10 and inseid in place thereof the following: 

11 “Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portlaiid, Maine, area: 

12 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisi- 

13 tion, $2,766,500”. 

(^0 Cn section 201, under the heading “Outside 

15 Continental United States” and subheading “com- 

16 MUNICATION facilities”, strike Old SO much thereof as 

17 read as follows: 

18 "Naval communication station, Philippine Islands; Gon- 

19 solklated communicalion facilities; $2,694,500"; and insert 

20 in place thereof the following: 

21 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

22 soUdeited communication facilities, and land acquisition, 

23 $2,694,500”. 

24 

25 

Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is 

amended as follows: 



1 (a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

2 United States'’ and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

3 change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San 

4 Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California, ’’from “$1,132,000” 

5 to “$1,816,000”. 

6 (h) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

7 United States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, 

8 change the amount for “Naval ammunition depot, Haw- 

9 thorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

10 (c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

11 public ivorks authorized by title 11 for inside continental 

12 United States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

13 and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

I'i Sec. 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

15 is amended as follows: 

16 (a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “shipyard facilities”, 

18 change the amount for “Naval electronics laboratory, San 

19 Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

20 (h) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

21 United States'’ afnd subheading “fleet b(se facili- 

22 ties”, delete that portion which reads as follows: “Navy 

23 Department District of Columbia: family housing, $81,000’'. 

24 fcj Di section 201, under the heading “Continentat^ 

25 United States” and subheading “aviation facilities , 
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change the amount for ‘‘Naval anxiliarg air station, El 

Centro, California’ from “$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike 

out so mnch thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facdities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place 

thereof the following: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201 under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “oudnance facili¬ 

ties”, delete that portion which reads as follows: “Naval 

proving ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisition 

$200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con¬ 

tinental United States” and subheading “obdnance 

facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as folloivs: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, and railroad facilities and barricades, 

$1,182,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Navcd ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, reiilroad facilities and barricades, and land 

acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

(f) ^section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 
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1 'public works authorized hi/ title 11 for inside continental 

2 United States from ^‘$299,1)90,()0(/’ to ‘%299,409,600 ; 

3 and the total amount from ‘'$564,224,300 ’ to “$503,- 

4 943,300^’. 

5 TITLE 111 

6 Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

7 or develoj) military installations and facilities by ac(puii iny. 

8 constructiny, convertiny, rehabditatiny, or installiny perma- 

9 nent or temporary public works, includiny site preparation, 

10 appurtenances, utilities and eyui'pment, for the followvny 

11 projects: 

12 Inside the United States 

13 AIR DEFENSE COM3IAND 

14 Buckinyham Air Force Base, 1 ort Myers, llorida: 

15 Operationed and traminy facilities, $629,000. 

16 Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: 0/)era- 

17 tional and traininy facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

18 facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

19 Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Sprinys, Colorado. 

20 llousiny and community facilities, $342,000. 

21 Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Oper- 

22 ational and traininy facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

23 facilities, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

2i Ge'mer Field, Spukeme, Washmf)U)n: Operational and 
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1 training facilities, maintena^ice facilities, and housing and 

2 community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

3 Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

5 and group improvements, land acquisition, and family hous- 

6 mg, $2,470,000. 

7 Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 

3 Dakota. Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

9 facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 

10 7itilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

11 $18,969,000. 

12 Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: 

13 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

11 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

15 provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

10 Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: 

11 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

18 supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

19 acquisition, $1,087,000. 

20 Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Op- 

21 erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utili- 

22 ties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

23 $2,966,000. 

O i 

K. 1. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities. 
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1 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

2 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

3 acquisition, $5,051,000. 

4 Kalkaska Air Force Base, Kalkaska, Michigan: Op- 

5 erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

6 facilities, administi^ative facilities, housing and community 

7 facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

8 Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 

9 Operational and traming facilities, maintenance facilities, 

10 housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

11 $2,156,000. 

12 Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Ore- 

13 gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

14 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

15 improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

16 McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Opera- 

17 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

18 acquisition, $1,514,000. 

19 McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera- 

20 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin- 

21 istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

22 acquisition, $2,054,000. 

23 Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and train- 

24 ing facilities, and land acquisition, $440,000. 

H. E. 9893-7 
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Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport, Minne¬ 

apolis, Minnesota: Operational and training facilities, and 

maintenance facilities, $3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supplg 

facilities, housing and communitg facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land aceiuisition, $21,215,000. 

Alewcastle County Airport, IFilmington, Delaware: 

Operational and training facilities, jnaintenance facilities, 

supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

1 ork: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera¬ 

tional and traininy facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, land acquisition, and fcmiily hous¬ 

ing, $11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land aceiuisition, $2,302,000. 
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1 Paine Air Force Base, Fjverett, Washinfjton: Ojiera- 

2 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supplg 

3 facilities, and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

4 Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train- 

5 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

6 and ground improvements, and. land acquisition, $13,508,000. 

7 Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: 

8 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

9 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

10 provenients, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

11 Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: 

Operational and training facilities, niaintenance facilities, 

13 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

11 munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

15 $6,801,000. 

16 Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: 

W Operational and training facilities, niaintenance facilities, 

IS supply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

19 Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, loiva: Opera- 

20 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

21 and community facilities, and land, acquisition, $2,288,000. 

22 Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Opera- 

23 tional and training facilities, mamtenance facilities, housing 

21 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

25 Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach 
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New York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground hnprovements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenaiice facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wiirtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi¬ 

tion, and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: 

Operational and traming facilities, maintenance facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$2,255,000. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational 

and training facilities, mainte7iance facilities, administra¬ 

tive facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

acquisition, $3,545,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

mamtenance facilities, supply facilities, adfninistrative facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements and land acquisition, $21,510,000. 
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1 AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

2 Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alamaha: Housing 

3 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,54:1,000. 

4 Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational 

5 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

6 opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

7 community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

8 land acquisition, $17,966,000. 

9 Hill Air Force Base, Odgen, Utah: Maintenance facili- 

10 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

11 improvements, and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

12 Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 

13 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

14 and ground improvements, $1,570,000. 

15 Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

16 Supply facilities, $52,000. 

17 McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

18 Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

19 and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

20 Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

21 Land acquisition, $4,000. 

22 Norton Air Force Base, San Bernadino, California: 

23 Operational and training facilities, and housing and com- 

24 munity facilities, $1,572,000. 
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1 Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsiilvanla: 

2 Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and, utilities 

3 and ground Improvements, $3,983,000. 

4 Bohlns Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational 

5 and training facilities, housing and communltg facilities, and 

6 utilities and ground Improvements, $5,478,000. 

< Searsport 7 uel Storage Station, Searsport, IMalne: 

8 Supply facilities, $473,000. 

9 Tacoma 7^uel Storage Station, Tacoma, IVashington: 

10 Supply facilities, $129,000. 

11 Tinier Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 

12 Operational and training facilities, hospital facilities, and 

13 housing and comniunlty facilities, $5,990,000. 

14 Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous- 

15 ing, $89,000. 

16 Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: 

17 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re- 

18 search, development and test facilities, housing and com- 

19 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

20 land acquisition, $17,138,000. 

21 Various locatioris: Administrative facilities, housing 

22 and community facilities, and utilities, and ground improve- 

23 ments, $444,000. 
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1 AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

2 Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida : Operational 

3 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, de~ 

4 velopment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

5 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

6 provements, and land acquisition, ■$21,094,000. 

7 AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

8 Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Opera- 

9 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

10 facilities, and utilities and ground wiprovements, $17,- 

11 121,000. 

12 Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

13 community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

14 Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational 

15 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

16 Fdward Gary Air Force Base, San 31 areas, Texas: 

l"^ 3Iaintenance facilities, $783,000. 

18 Fllington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land ac- 

10 quisition, $63,000. 

20 Francis F. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo- 

21 ming: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

22 ground improvements, $1,654,000. 

23 Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera- 

24 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

25 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 
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1 James Coiinally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Opera¬ 

'll tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,687,- 

3 000. 

4 Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land ac- 

5 quisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hos- 6 

7 pital and medical faciUties, $3,440,000. 

8 Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

9 ground improvements, and land acepuisiiion, $225,000. 

10 Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Bio, Texas: Operational 

11 and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

12 $212,000. 

1^ Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land acqui- 

14 sition, $410,000. 

15 Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational 

16 and training facdities, maintenance facdities, and land acqui- 

17 sition, $2,902,000. 

18 Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Oper- 

19 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

20 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

21 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

22 McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land ac- 

23 quisition, $396,000. 

24 Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Oper- 
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1 ational and training facilities, a/nd maintenance facilities, 

2 $1,848,000. 

3 Nellis A.ir Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational 

4 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $3,456,000. 

5 Parks A.ir Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities 

6 and ground improvements, $111,000. 

I Perrin A-iv Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational 

8 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000, 

9 Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

10 acquisition, $133,000. 

II Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

12 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

13 Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois. Operational 

14 and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

15 $3,296,000. 

10 Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas. 

17 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

18 supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and 

19 community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

20 Id't^d acquisition, $24,433,000. 

21 Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Supply facilities, 

22 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im 

23 provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

24 Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Opera- 
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1 tional and training facilities, and inaintenance facilities, 

2 $716,000. 

3 Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational 

4 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

5 Wehh Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

6 and training facilities, $90,000. 

1 Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera- 

8 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

9 acquisition, $6,347,000. 

AIR UNIVERSTY 

11 Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alahania: 

12 Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

13 community facilities, $215,000. 

14 CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

15 Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Opera- 

16 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

17 and ground improvements, $13,395,000. 

18 Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera- 

19 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

20 $237,000. 

21 Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

22 and community facilities, $345,000. 

23 Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utili- 

24 ties and ground improvements, $205,000. 



1 HEADQUABTEES COMMAND 

2 Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities 

3 and ground improvements, $8,000. 

4 MIJATAEY AIR. TRAN SPORT COMMAND 

5 Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

6 Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

7 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

8 and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

9 Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

10 Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

11 improvements, $868,000. 

12 Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

13 and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facil- 

14 ities, housing and, community facilities, and utilities and 

15 ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

16 McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: 

17 Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital 

18 and medical facilities, administrative facilities, and housing 

19 and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

20 Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: 

21 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

22 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui- 

23 sition, $1,545,000. 

24 Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera- 

25 tional and training facilities, $768,000. 
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1 Washington National Airport, District of Columbia: 

2 Maintenance facility, $275,000. 

3 RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

4 Canel Air Force Plant ^62, Hartford, Connecticut: 

5 Hesearch, development, and test facilities, and utilities and 

6 ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

7 Ediuards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Hesearch, 

8 development, and test facilities, and housing and community 

9 facilities, $5,488,000. 

10 Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogorda, New Mexico: 

11 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

12 research, development, and test facilities, and housing and 

13 community facilities, $7,877,000. 

14 Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Ne- 

15 vada: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

16 ground improvements, and family housing, $961,000. 

17 Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

18 Operational and training facilities, mamtenance facilities, 

19 and research, development, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

20 Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Hesearch, develop- 

21 ment, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

22 Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

23 Operational and traming facilities, maintenance facilities, 

24 research, development and test facilities, housing and com- 
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1 munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

2 land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

3 National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: 

4 Operational and training facilities, research, development 

5 and test facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

6 $11,415,000. 

I Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational 

8 and training facilities, research, development and test facili- 

9 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

10 improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

II Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

12 Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 

18 STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

14 Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

15 and training facdities, housing and community facilities, 

16 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

17 $1,043,000. 

18 Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

19 community facilities, and utilities and ground irnprovements, 

20 $1,003,000. 

21 Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: 

22 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

23 administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

24 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

25 $2,117,000. 
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Bergstrom Air Borce Base, Austin, Texas: 0perational 

and training facUities, supplg facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land, acquisitions, ■$15,938,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$922,000. 

Campbell ^lir orce Base, HopJdnsvWe, Kentuchy: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and 

medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintena7ice facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $14,518,000. 
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1 Dams-Monfhan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, and land acquisition, $503,000. 

3 Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

4 training facilities, niaintenance faciUties, supply facilities, 

5 housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

6 improvements, $7,665,000. 

7 Ells'icorth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: 

8 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

9 housing and comimmitg facilities, and land acquisition, 

10 $943,000. 

11 Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Opcr- 

12 ationcd and training facilities, niaintenance facilities, housing 

13 and community facilities, ami utdities and ground improve- 

14 ments, $4,457,000. 

15 Forhes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Ope}'ational 

16 and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

17 $1,271,000. 

18 Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: 0perational and 

19 training facilities, $23,000. 

20 Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op- 

21 erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

22 ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

23 Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper- 

24 ational and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities. 
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housing and community facilities, utilities, and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, utilities and grourid improvements, and 

land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, ctnd utilities and ground improvements, $1,562,000. 

Lmcoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$4,685,000. 

LAttle Bock Air Force Base, Little Bock, Arkansas: 

Operatiojial and training facilities, mantenance facilities, 

supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

munity facilities, and Iccnd acquisition, $1,528,000: 

Lockhourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $3,262,000. 
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1 Malstro7n Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

3‘ housing and community facilities,': $1,236,000. 

4 March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Opera- 

5 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

6 and community facilities, and la^id acquisition, $5,156,000. 

7 Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, South Dakota: Oper- 

8 ational and training faciUties, maintenance facilities, utilities 

9 and ground improvements, and land acquisitio7i, $6,374,000. 

10 Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

11 Idaho: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

12 ties, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

13 ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

10 7nunity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, la7id 

1"^ acquisitio7i, and fa7nily housing, $5,697,000. 

10 Pinecastle Air Fo7'ce Base, 07dando, Florida: Housing 

19 and commu7iity facilities, utilities and g7'Ound improvements, 

20 and land acquisition, $786,000. 

21 Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: 

22 Housing and community facilities, $1,491,000. 

23 Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 

24 shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

25 community facilities, $661,000. 

H. K. 9893-8 
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Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$3,882,000. 

Travis AirForce Base, Fairfield, California: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $923,000. 

Tumier Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Boswell, Few Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,791,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachu¬ 

setts: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, supply facilities, administrative facilites, housing and 

community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acqusition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knohnoster, Missouri: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and, community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $815,000. 
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1 TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

2 Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main- 

3 tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

4 $330,000. 

5 Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: 

6 Operational and traininy facilities, and maintenance facili- 

7 ties, $933,000. 

8 Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational 

9 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 

10 community facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

11 Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Operational 

12 and training facilities, 7naintenance facilities, housing and 

13 community facilities, and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: 

15 Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 

10 England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Oper- 

17 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin- 

18 istrative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

19 $2,919,000. 

20 Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational 

21 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities 

22 cind ground improvements, $952,000. 

23 George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Opera- 
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tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land' acquisition, 

$2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: 

Operatimial and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,111,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, $1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

Carolina: Operation and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, and housing and community facil¬ 

ities, $6,637,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Opera- 
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1 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and hous- 

2 ing and community facilities, $3,805,000. 

3 IVendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, $67,000. 

5 SPECIAL FACILITIES 

6 Various locations: Jlesearch, development and test fa- 

7 duties, administrative facilities, and land acquisition, $1,- 

8 240,000. 

9 AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND ^yARNING SYSTEM 

10 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

11 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

12 facilities, administrative facilities, housing, and community 

13 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi- 

14 tion, and family housing, $80,042,000. 

15 Outside the United States 

16 ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

17 Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facili- 

18 ties, mamtenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,000. 

19 Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training fa- 

20 duties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 

21 community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

22 $5,444,000. 

23 Galena Airfield: Operational and training facilities and 

24 supply facilities, $1,772,000. 
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King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$7,055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

$6,628,000. 

FAR EAST AIR FORCES 

Hicham Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: 

Operational and traming facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $724,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medi¬ 

cal facilities, utilities and ground, improvements, land acqui¬ 

sition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$55,859,000. 

NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

Various locations: Operatiojial and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 
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facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and, 

ground improvements, and family housing, $75,650,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

$14,000. 

Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $229,000. 

Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $1,213,000. 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE IN EUROPE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

prefabricated structures, $114,260,000. 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 
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1 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui- 

2 sition, $70,000. 

3 Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may estah- 

4 lish or develop): (a) classified military installations and 

5 facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehahili- 

6 tating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 

1 including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 

8 utilities and equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

9 (b) Air Force mstallations and facilities by proceeding 

10 with construction made necessary by changes in Air Force 

11 7nissions, new weapons developments, or improved production 

12 schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that de- 

13 ferral of such construction for inclusion in the next military 

14 construction authorization Act woidd be inconsistent with 

15 interests of 7iational security, and in connection therewith 

16 to acquire, construct, convei't, rehabilitate, or install perma- 

17 nent or temporary public ivorks, including land acquisition, 

18 site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in 

19 the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, That the Sec- 

20 retary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the 

21 Committee 07i Armed Services of the Senate and House of 

22 Representatives immediately upon reachmg a final decision 

23 to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work 

24 undertaken under this subsection, inchiding those real estate 

25 actions pertaining thereto. 
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1 Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 (ch. 

2 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended by the addition of the 

3 folloioing: 

4 ' ''The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure 
\ 

5 communication services required for the semiautomatic 

6 ground environment system. No contract for such services 

7 may he for a period of more than ten years from the date 

8 communication services are first furnished under such con- 

9 tract. The aggregrate contingent liability of the Government 

10 under the termination provisions of all contracts authorized 

11 hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no 

12 termination payment shall be final until audited and approved 

13 by the General Accounting Office which shall have access 

to such carrier records and accounts as it may deem necessary 

for the purpose. In procuring such services, the Secretary 

16 of the Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent the facilities 

11 and capabilities of communication common carriers, including 

18 rural telephone cooperatives, within their respective service 

19 areas and for power supply, shall utilize to the fullest extent 

20 the facilities and capabilities of public utilities and rural 

21 electric cooperatives within their respective service areas. 

22 Negotiations with communication common carriers, including 

23 cooperatives, and representation in proceedings involving such 

21 carriers before Federal and State regulatory bodies where 

25 such negotiations or proceedings involve contracts authorized 
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by this paragraph shall he in accordance with the provisions 

of section 201 of the Act of June 30, 1949, as amended 

(40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481)r 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended, under the heading ^Continental 

United States'" in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading ‘'air defense command”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 

Fort Myers, Florida, strike out “$11,577,000"" and 

insert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, 

Duluth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. North 

Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$7,709,000”. 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis¬ 

consin, airbase to be known as “Richard Bong Air 

Force Base”, strike out “$16,608,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, 

Coraopolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$525,000"". 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San 
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Rafael, California, strike out “$1,501,000" and insert 

in place thereof “$2,229,000 . 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000" 

and insert in place thereof $2,656,000 . 

(8j with respect to McOhee-Tyson Airport, Knox¬ 

ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

place thereof ‘‘$817,000 . 

(9) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike 

out “$5,339,000” and insert in place thereof $6- 

603,000”. 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Niagara Falls, New York, strike out “$1,718,OOF 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000”. 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, 

Everett, Washington, strike out “$1,039,000” and insert 

in place thereof $1,199,000 . 

Under the subheading “AIR materiel command — 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Fai-m, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000" and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000". 

Under the subheading “air training comjiand"- 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000" and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000 . 25 
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(2) ivith respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 

Greenville, Mississippi, strike out ''$349,OOF’ and insert 

in place thereof "$500,000”.. ' 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out "$1,557,000” ■ and insert in place 

thereof "$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out "$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof "$1,837,000”. 

(5) With respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sher¬ 

man, Texas, strike out "$956,000” and insert in place 

thereof "$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force Base, 

San Antonio, Texas, strike out "$549,000” and insert 

in place thereof "$730,000”. 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belle¬ 

ville, Illinois, strike out "$1,247,000” and insert in 

place thereof "$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, 

Panama City, Florida, strike out "$478,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof "$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

Oklahoma, strike out "$871,000” and insert in place 

thereof "$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, 
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1 Chandler, Arizona, strike out ‘^$1,045,000 and insert 

2 in place thereof “$1,215,000'’. 

3 (11) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air Force 

4 Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming, strike out $1,403,000 and 

5 insert in place thereof ‘ $1,746,000 . 

6 Under the subheading ‘'air university” With respect 

7 to Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, slrdce 

8 out “$2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

9 U7ider the subheading “continental air COM- 

10 mand”— 

^7 j with respect to Brooks Air Foiwe Base, San 

12 Antonio, Texas, strike out “$590,000” and insert in 

13 place thereof “$697,000”. 

14 (2) with respect to Bobbins Air Force Base, Mai- 

15 ietta, Georgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in 

16 place thereof “$859,000”. 

17 Under the subheading “military air transport serv- 

18 jcF’—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charles- 

19 ton. South Carolina, strike out “$4,032,000” and insert in 

20 ylace thereof “$5,306,000”. 

21 Under the subheading “research and development 

22 command”— 

23 (1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 

24 . Muroc, California, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert 

25 in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 
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(2) with respect to Hartford Research Facility, 

Hartford, Connecticut, strike out ‘‘$22,375,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) ivith respect to Holloman Air Force Base, 

Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, 

Abilene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,656,000”. 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, 

Rapid City, South Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, 

Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in place 

thereof $5,885,000”. 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savan¬ 

nah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,599,000”. 
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1 Under the subheading ''tactical AIR command”— 

2 With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash- 

3 ington, strike out "$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

4 "$4,724,000”, 

5 Under the subheading "aircraft control and warn- 

6 iNQ system”—With respect to "Various locations strike 

7 out "$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof "$120,- 

8 382,000”. 

9 (b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

10 amended under the heading "Outside Continental 

11 United States” in section 301, as follows: 

12 (1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub- 

13 heading "alaskan air command” strike out "$356,- 

14 000” and insert in place thereof "$2,247,000 . 

15 (c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as 

16 amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of sectwn 

17 502 the amounts "$743,989,000”, "$530,563,000” and 

18 "$1,279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof "$801,- 

19 256,000”, "$532,454,000” and "$1,339,060,000”, respec- 

20 tively. 

21 (d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, 

22 under the heading “Continental United States" in 

23 section 301, as follows: Under the subheading “air defense 

24 command" with respect to Klamath Falls Airport, Klamath 
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1 Falls, Oregon, strike out '‘$4,133,000’’ and insert in place 

2 thereof “$5,077,000”. 

3 (e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as 

4 amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of 

5 section 502 the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,- 

6 005,000” and inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and 

7 “$415,949,000”, respectively. 

8 TITLE IV 

9 GENERAL PROVISIONS 

10 Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department 

11 may jiroceed to establish or develop installations and facilities 

12 under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 

13 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. The authority 

to place permanent or temporary improvements on land 

15 includes authority for s^irveys, administration, overhead, 

16 planning and supervision incident to construction. That 

17 authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved 

18 under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and 

19 even though the land is held temporarily. The authority to 

20 provide family housing includes authority to acquire such 

21 land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the approval 

22 of the Secretary of Defense, to be necessary in connection ivith 

23 that housing. The authority to acquire real estate or land 

24 includes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, and 

25 interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase. 
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1 exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

2 Sec. 402. There are authorized to he appropriated such 

3 sums as may he necessary for the purposes of this Act, hut 

4 appropriations for public works projects authorized hy titles 

5 I, 11, and III shall not exceed— 

6 ' (1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 

7 916,000; outside the United States, $35,763,000; sec- 

8 tion 102, $200,783,000; or a total of $323,462,000. 

9 (2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,- 

10 572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec- 

11- tion 203, $84,043,000, or a total of $438,240,000; 

12 and 

13 (3) for title III: Inside the United States, $726,- 

14 848,000; outside the United States, $405,061,000; sec- 

15 tion 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 302 (h), $50,- 

16 000,000 or a total of $1,344,909,000. 

17 Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 

18 III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con- 

12 cerned, he increased hy 5 per centum for projects inside the 

20 United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

21 United States. However, the total cost of all projects in 

22 each such title may not he more than the total amount aiithor- 

23 ized. to he appropriated for projects in that title. 

H. K.9893-9 
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Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with 

section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 

of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 (c)) for contracts made 

under this Act for the establishment or development 

of military installations and facilities in foreign countries 

would interfere vdth the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade¬ 

quately auditing those contracts; 

11 the President may exempt those contracts from the require- 

12 ments of that section. 

13 Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under 

14 this Act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a 

15 competitive basis to the loivest responsible bidder, if the 

16 national security ivill not be impaired and the award is 

1^ consistent with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 

18 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments 

20 may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding 

21 $5,000 in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and de- 

22 ficiency judgment awards), which the Secretary concerned 

determines to be urgently required in the interests of national 

defense. The authority under this section may not, however, 

2'^ be used to acquire more than one parcel of land unless the 
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1 parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

2 $5,000 in total cost. 

3 Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military departments 

4 may, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense and fol- 

5 lowing notification of the Armed Services Committees of the 

6 Senate and House of Representatives, acquire, construct, re- 

7 habilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 

8 including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

9 equipment, to restore or replace facilities damaged or 

10 destroyed. 

11 Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as may be pre- 

12 scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of the 

13 military departments may expend out of appropriations 

14 available for military construction such amounts as may be 

15 required for the establishment and development of rmlitary 

16 installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing (except 

IT family quarters), converting, extending, or installing perma- 

18 nent or temporary public works determined to be urgently 

19 required, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 

20 and equipment, for projects not otherwise authorized by law 

21 ivhen the cost of the project is not in excess of $200,000, 

22 subject to the following limitations: 

23 (1) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

24 .$50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

25 the Secretary of Defense. 
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1 (2) No such project, the cost' of which is in excess of 

2 $25,000 shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

3 the Secretary of the military department concerned. 

4 (3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any 

5 project authorized under this section. 

6 (4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to 

7 family quarters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year 

8 at any single facility. 

9 (b) The Secretaries of the military departments may 

10 expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 

11 operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

12 except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 

13 would otherwise be authorized to be accomplished under 

14 subsection (a). 

15 fc) The Secretary of each department shall report in 

16 detad semiannucdly to the Armed Services Committees of 

11 the Senate and the Hoiise of Representatives ivith respect to 

18 the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 

19 (d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 

20 S53, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is repeeded. 

21 Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through 

22 the Secretary of a military department, may provide family 

23 housing at Fort McNair, District of Columbia, for the Chair- 

24 man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the construction or re- 

25 habilitation of one set of family housing, and special com- 
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1 munication facilities, without regard to the second proviso of 

2 section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 379), 

3 or section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 

4 462). 

5 (h) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($80,000 

6 for the family housing unit and $100,000 for special com- 

7 munication facilities) available to the military departments 

8 for military construction may he utilized for the purposes of 

9 this section without regard to the limitations on the cost of 

10 family housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

11 Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

12 military public works to be accomplished by the Secretary 

13 of a military department in connection with the establish- 

14 ment or development of military installations and facilities, 

15 and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

16 contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

17 superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization are 

18 repealed, except— 

19 fl) authorizations for public works and for appi o- 

20 p-iations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

21 titles that contain the general proviskm; 

22 (2) the authorization for public works projects as to 

23 which appropriated funds have been obligated for con 

24 struction contracts in whole or in part before July 1, 

25 1957, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

H. B. 9893-10 
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(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 

contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the 

appropriation of funds that are contained in the National 

Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. 8. C. 

881 et seq.); and 

(5) the authorization for the development of the 

Line of Communications, France, in the amount of 

$82,000,000, that is contained in title 1, section 102 

of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the 

Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, 

is further amended to read as follows: 

In addition to family housing and community facilities 

otherwise authorized to be constructed or acquired by the 

Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author¬ 

ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

family housing for occupancy as public quarters, and com- 

22 munity facilities, in foreign countries through housing and 

23 community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

24 to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

25 the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 
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1 Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 

2 commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Cor- 

3 poration.” 

4 (b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the 

5 Secretaries of the military departments such amounts other 

6 than foreign currencies as are necessary for the construc- 

7 tion, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing 

8 and community facilities projects in foreign countries that 

9 are authorized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 

10 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so 

11 appropriated for any such project may not be more than 

12 25 per centum of the total cost of that project. 

13 Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 

14 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

15 ''Sec. 515. During the fiscal year 1956, 1957, and 

16 1958 the Secretaries of the Army, Nany, and Air Force, re- 

11 spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or 

18 near military tactical installations for assignment as public 

19 quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, 

20 without rental charge upon a determination by the Secre- 

21 tary of Defense or his designee that there is a lack of ade- 

22 quate housing facilities at or near such military tactical in- 

23 stallations. Such housing fadlitics shall be leased on a family 

24 or individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

25 such units may be so leased at any one time. Eeependitures 
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fov the vented for such housing facilities may be made out of 

appropriations available for maintenance and operation but 

may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by 

section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. G. 626p) 

do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

to be constructed at the United States Air Force Academy 

by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 

five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superin¬ 

tendent; three thousand square feet for each of two units 

for deans; and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square 

feet for each of forty-four units for department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the Air Force 

Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) is amended by striking out 

‘'$1,000,000” and inserting in place thereof “$1,858,000”. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facilities 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 882), is further 

amended by striking out clause (a) and inserting in place 

thereof the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, con¬ 

struct, expand, rehabilitate, convert, and equip such 

facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to 

effectuate the purposes of this Act, except that expendi¬ 

tures for the leasing of property for such purposes 
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1 may he made from appropriations otherivise available 

2 for the payment of rentals and without regard to the 

3 monetary limitation otherwise imposed hy this section; . 

4 Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

5 at a military installation under title IV of the Housing 

6 Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

7 authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

8 X119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

9 Act to provide housing at that installation may he exercised 

10 at other military installations of the department concerned. 

11 Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments 

12 are authorized to contract for the storage, handling, and 

13 distribution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five 

14 ijears, with option to renew for additional periods not ex¬ 

lb ceeding five years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. 

16 This authority is limited to facilities ivhich conform to the 

17 criteria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense for protec- 

18 tion, including dispersal, and also are included in a program 

19 approved by the Secretary of Defense for the protection of 

20 petroleum facilities. Such contracts may provide that the 

21 Government at the expiration or termination thereof shall 

22 have the option to purchase the facility under contract with- 

23 out regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised 

24 Statutes, as amended, and prior to approval of title to the 

25 underlying land by the Attorney General: Provided further. 
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1 That the Secretaries of the military departments shall re- 

2 port to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 

3 the House of Representatives with respect to the names 

4 of the contractors and the terms of the contracts, the reports 

5 to he furnished at times and in such form as may he agreed 

6 upon between the Secretaries of the military departments 

7 and the Committees on Armed Services. 

8 Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other law,, the 

9 Secretary of a military department may lease, for terms of 

10 not more than five years, off-hase structures including real 

11 property relating thereto, in foreign countries, needed for 

12 military purposes. 

13 Sec. 418. Notwithstanding the provisions of any other 

14 law, no contract shall he entered into hy the United States 

15 for the construction or acquisition of family housing units hy 

16 or for the use of military or civUian personnel of any of the 

17 military services of the Department of Defense unless the 

18 Department of Defense, in each instance, has come into agree- 

19 ment with the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 

20 House of Representatives. 

21 Sec. 419. None of the authority contained in titles I, 11, 

22 and III of this Act shall be deemed to authorize any building 

23 construction project within the continental United States at 

24 an average nationwide unit cost in excess of_ 
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(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage warehous¬ 

ing; 

(h) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing; 

(c) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 

(d) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters, 

unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of 

special circumstances, application to such project of the 

limitation on unit costs contained in this section is imprac¬ 

ticable. 

Sec. 420. None of the authorization contained in section 

101 of this Act for the construction of three-hundred-and- 

twenty-six-man barracks with mess shall be used to provide, 

with respect to any such barracks, for mess facilities other 

than a single, consolidated mess. 

Passed the House of Eepresentatives April 12, 1956. 

Attest: RALPH E. EGBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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/ISC 

a vote of 36 to ^2, an amendment by Sen, Johnston to limit the im]?ortatj^ 
ofNcotton textile products when the Secretary of Agriculture determines ^ere 

' surplus of cotton in the U, S, (P* 10177), . / 

lli, MILIT.OT CONSTRUCTION; SURPLUS COMMODITIES, Passed with amendments H.R, 9893, 
to authorize certain construction at military installations. The bill author¬ 

izes the Secretary of Defense to use for family housing construction in 
foreign countries, foreign currencies not to exceed •.i>250 million acquire 
through provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act or 

other commodity transactions of the CCC, Conferees were appointed, p. 10130 

15. POULTRY, Sen. N 
tion for the corap 

)erger inserted two Labor Union resoluti^s favoring legisla- 

.sory inspection of poultry, p, 10117^ 

16. RECLAMATION. The Int^ior and Insular Affairs Cominitt^_reported with amend- 

m.ents S, 2217, to pr^de for the transfer of title^o irrigation distributi n 

systems constructed un& the Federal reclamation^ws upon completion of re¬ 

payment of the costs (S.^ept, 2379), P* IOII8 / 

MINING; FORESTRY® Sen. Neub^ger inserted a newspaper editorial commenting on 

the Al Sarena mining investi^tion. p. 10129 ^ 
Passed without amendm.ent\ R. 10872, to provide for an extension of t^me 

during which annual assessment ^rk on unpatented mining claims my’’ ® « 
Reconsidered the vote by which 5.^773, a similar bill, was passed on June 27, 
and further consideration of this B^ll,t^as indefinitely postponed. The House 

bill will now be sent to the Presidel^. p. 10136 

18, FOREIGN AFFAIRS. Sen. Flanders suggies^ certain techniques the U. S, should 

follow in providing assistance to •underdeveloped countries, p. 1 3 
"'-‘X 

19, FLOOD INSURANCE. Sen, Lehman qrged the passage of Federal flood insurance legis 

lation this session, and inserted several letters on the matter, p. 10133 

20, UiBOR A'ID PUBLIC tjELFARE COMMITTEE ordered reported the following bills: P*^703 

S, 2663, with amendment,, to establish an effective propam to 
) . -ditions of excessive unemplo^nnent in certain ecpnomicaly depressed 

^ H, R. 9260, with amendment, to extend the VA guaranteed lo^ program for 1 year 

H, R. 7732, without amendment, to amend the Federal Foqd, Drug, J^^^lnK^for 
Act so as to provide for the regulation of the use of,,coal tar coloring for 

the outside of certain oranges. 

21, LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM. Sen. Johnson announced that 
Mon., and there may be a Sat. session if action on the mutual security bill is 

not completed today, pp. IOI87, 10227 

ITEMS IN APPENDIX 

22, FARM PROGRAM. Rep, Hayworth criticized ^^^^®^7^^i?nlVith^Ike°and^Ezra.'' 
inserted a Democratic Digest article, -’Backing and Filling Mith Ike and ii-z 

p. A^lOl 

23, FOREIGN AID, Sen. Sparkman inserted a newspaper article, "Foreign Aid ' 

More Study," p, A^lOU commenting on an article 
Rep, Miller, Neb., inserted a newspaper editorial J ^ 

x^itten by Raymond Cartier of France who concludes that there woui 



/ 

^ti-Americanism in the world if America- abandoned its philanthropic aspira- 
bXonS. its vornf-inn r^■P m 4 4.~ a._^ ^ 

-- j. uo piiiianinropic asi 
Its vocation of Santa Claus, its transcendental morality, all its - -—^ vw uxciiiov.c:u^c:iiuax w, ail Its 

m^onaiy trappings, all its Boy Scout gear, and if, at last, it followed 
openly and intelligently the policy of its oxm interesto" p, a5123 

2k. TEXTILE^^ Rep., Roberts inserted Donal Comer' s, chairman of Avondale Mills. Inc. 
letter atoessed to Gov. Sherman Adams pointing out the economic deprivation ^ 

in the textile industiy caused b^r the heavy, uncontrolled import 
of textilesVrom Japan, p. a5107 

25. RPA. Rep. Thorton, La., corrmended "the rural electrification program which is 
vital to the comfort, progress, and general welfare of so many..." and inserted 
a Southwest Louisiana Electric Membership Corp. resolution on this subject. 

\ 

26. FARM PRICES, Rep. Ostbrtag inserted an editorial, "Rising Farm Parity Ratio " 

stated that "the editorial calls attention to the fart th™ tL decline' 

thron^h during the Truman administration^ and continued, 

reverted!" pt^IsSr®’’ ’’P®’ administration, has at last been 

27. DAIRJ5 RESEARCH, Sen. Thye in^rted an editorial paying tribute to Dr, Filliam 
G. Petersen, a dairy scientist,\pf the University of Minnesota, p, a5123 

BILLS ^JTRODUCED 

28. POULTRT BISPECTION. H. R, 12016, by p!^, Anfuso, to prox^ide for the compulsory 

irtStrtt rt poultry products so as to prohibit the movemSt^in 
interstate of foreign commerce of unsoun^ unhealthful, diseased, unwholesom.e 
or adulterated poultry or poultry producta,- to Agriculture Committee, " 

( 

29, 
°rt™95j°to°ter-.dnate the Internal Revenue Code 

1 lySh to terminate for future construction tije deductions for amortizatinn nf 
emergency facilities and grain-storage facili!?ej; to Ways afrMS^s'Slmee^ 

BILLS APPROVED BY THE PRESIDE^ 

30, 
independent Offices ^ropriation Act for 1957 

Commissi^, Lde;"il LfSe 

Approved June 27, 1956 (Fublio Law 623, SUth Congress). ^“-hustration, 

31. APFROPRIaTICAs. H. R, ll)t73, the Legislative Branch Appropriation Act <-or 1957 
The Act aso provides funds for the Botanic Garden, Ltorary of Confess and”* 

c!n!^^!)! Office. Approved June 27, 1956 (Pablio Law 62f>, 81,th 

PRIOTED HEARINGS RECEIVED IN THIS OFFICE \ 

'BraL“hf^o™nf(wIte^Re“ 
Ill. House Government Operations Committee. ^ ^ art IX - Chicago, 
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gNat interest to Members of Congress 
and-vto other citizens for the following 
reasohs : 

Pii-sf. It indicates clearly that our own 
mission at Little America has established 
cordial radio contact with the Russian 
IGY station on the Knox Coast and is 
exchanging information, especially rela¬ 
tive to weather,, thus developing a new 
basis of friendly .contact with the Rus¬ 
sians which may throw additional light 
on the numerous contacts in other fields 
of activity which are resulting from the 
changed policy of the Ki-emlin. This 
new chain of communications that is 
established and operating in the far off 
Antarctic on a mutually helpful basis 
between the representatives of our Na¬ 
tion and those of Russia affords one 
other instance of an apparently more 
cooperative attitude which has not here¬ 
tofore existed on the part of Russia since 
World War II. 

Second. I am of course pleased to note 
from this article that the young officer 
who is acting as translator for the Rus¬ 
sian messages, Lt. (jg) V/esley H. Seay, 
United States Navy, is from Chipley in 
the State of Florida, a fact which I am 
sure will be of interest and pride to the 
people of our State. 

Third. I feel that the principal effect 
of this article should be to create added 
and merited interest in “Operation 
Deepfreeze” which is a logical develop¬ 
ment from the long continued and vital 
services rendered by Adm. Richard E. 
Byrd, United States Navy, brother of the 
distinguished senior Senator from Vir¬ 
ginia, through his difficult and danger¬ 
ous explorations and expeditions in the 
Antarctic. I strongly feel that the pres¬ 
ent activities of “Operation Deepfreeze” 
cannot help but create greater under¬ 
standing among our people of the im¬ 
portance of Antarctica to us and of our 
vital need to protect our interests there 
which have been created by the invalu¬ 
able activities of Admiral Byrd and his 
associates. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con¬ 
sent that the article from the Washing¬ 
ton Star may be printed in full in the 
Record at this point as a part of my 
remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 

as follows: 
United States, Soviet Antarctic Teams Get 

Reial Chummy Via Radio 

Americans and Russians are extending the 
mlttened hand of friendship down In the 
Antarctic, where you can’t have too many 
pals. 

The latest newsletter published here by the 
rear e6helon of Operation Deepfreeze in¬ 
cluded the following Item: 

“Little America, May 26.—This base has 
established radio contact with the Russian 
IGY station on the Knox Coast. 

“An exchange of information, especially 
weather, was requested by both parties. The 
message was received from the Russians, 
which also extended best wishes to Rear 
Admiral . 'Byrd, Rear Admiral Dufek, and 
Commahder Whitney, Little America base 
commander. 

“Lt. (jg.) Wesley H. Seay, United States 
NaVy, of Chipley, Fla., acted as translator, for 
p'ussian messages, since he is able to con- 

/Verse in that language. Visits from Amerl- 
/ can and Russian stations by representative 
^ groups have been suggested.” 

THE UNWARRANTED ATTACK ON 
THE SUPREME COURT 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, the Na¬ 
tion was shocked when it learned of the 
unwarranted attack on the Supreme 
Court and on the Chief Justice and other 
members of the Court. 

I do not propose to discuss the political 
implications of the colloquy between my 
colleagues at this time and it certainly is 
not my purpose to drag the Chief Justice 
or the other members of the Court who 
have been charged with following the 
Communist Party line, into the field of 
partisan politics. 

To disagree and to attack publicly the 
decisions of the Supreme Court is the 
prerogative of every American as well as 
of the Members of the Senate, but to 
besmirch their persons and to smear 
with communism the motives which 
guided the members of the Court in 
making their decisions is, to me, un¬ 
pardonable. 

The Supreme Court needs no defense 
and to charge its present members with 
incompetency, irresponsibility and left- 
wingism is sheer idiocy and would not 
be worthy of comment were the practice 
not so dangerous and threatening to one 
of the branches of our Government. 

The Chief Justice needs no defense. 
His life and record are known to every 
living American. In fact, most Ameri¬ 
cans love him and consider his appoint¬ 
ment the foremost achievement of the 
Eisenhower administration. 

I know him to be a kindly, unassum¬ 
ing and friendly person. He is an out¬ 
standing administrator, a competent, 
brilliant and humane jurist. The Chief 
Justice has served his-country and his 
S.tate with outstanding success. 

To vilify Chief Justice Warren is gut¬ 
ter politics and is unworthy of those who 
perpetrated it. Had they paused to ex¬ 
amine his record as district attorney for 
18 years in Alameda, Calif., and as at¬ 
torney general of his State, during which 
time he attacked the Communists when 
it was unpopular to do so, even these 
men would have been convinced that in 
him we have no follower of the party 
line. The State of California has not 
forgotten his prosecution of the brutal 
S. S. Lobos case against the violent op¬ 
position of Harry Bridges whose power 
on the west coast was, at that time, at 
its highest. 

The brilliant record, the patriotism, 
the Americanism of our former col¬ 
league, Justice Hugo Black of Alabama, 
can be questioned by no one. I am proud 
to call him a friend and I decry attacks 
on his person. 

It cannot be said that Justice Black is 
dependent upon northern votes or upon 
city votes. He has made a great Su¬ 
preme Court Justice. 

For this action I apologize to the Chief 
Justice and to his family and to the other 
members of the Com’t and their families 
who have been vilified. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con¬ 
sent to have printed at this point in the 
Record an article entitled “The Supreme 
Court Ends a Busy Term, Draws a Heavy 
Fire,” published in a recent issue of Time 
magazine. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

The Supreme Court Ends a Busy Term, 

Draws a Heavy Fire 

“Our Judges are not monks or scientists, 
hut participants in the living stream of our 
national life, steering the law between the 
dangers of rigidity on the one hand and of 
formlessness on the other. Our system faces 
no theoretical dilemma but a single con¬ 
tinuous problem: how to apply to ever- 
changing conditions the never-changing 
principles of freedom.” (Chief Justice Earl 
Warren in Fortune (1955).) 

Earl Warren has gained weight since he 
left California. His hair is whiter, softer and 
fluffier, and a benign fullness has smoothed 
from his face all the small pinches of arro¬ 
gance that led California political rivals to 
dub him the Earl of Warren. He loves the 
Supreme Court, presides over its sessions, 
both public and private, with easy skill. The 
eight associate justices love Warren, and un¬ 
der his influence work together as rarely be¬ 
fore. But by last week, when Warren and his 
colleagues put their robes in mothballs after 
one of the busiest terms in history, the 
United States Supreme Court was under its 
heaviest Are in a decade. The charges: that 
in steering the law between rigidity and 
formlessness. Chief Justice Earl Warren has 
plotted a deliberate course to the left, with 
far more emphasis on ever-changing condi¬ 
tions than on never-changing principles. 

A NAGGING SENSE 

Behind much of the criticism lies the re¬ 
sentment of southern lawyers and laymen 
over the desegregaiton decision and the rul¬ 
ings that implemented it. But all the con¬ 
cern is not southern; many thoughtful ob¬ 
servers who are devoutly on the side of 
desegregation are nagged by a feeling that 
the decision, as written by Warren, smacked 
more of a sociological treatise than a legal 
document. They believe they see the same 
signs in other principal Supreme Court opin¬ 
ions of the last term. Items: 

In tossing out the conviction of Pennsyl¬ 
vania Communist Leader Steve Nelson, the 
Supreme Court held that the Smith Act of 
1940 preempted the antisedition laws passed 
by the States, and that that was the intent 
of Congress. But Virginia’s Democratic 
Representative Howard Smith, author of the 
Smith Act, said flatly that Congress had no 
intention of writing off the State sedition 
laws. The Smith Act comes under title 18 
of the Criminal Code, which also provides 
that “nothing in this title shall be held to 
take away or impair the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the several States under the laws 
thereof.” 

The Supreme Court ordered Brooklyn Col¬ 
lege to reinstate Prof. Harry Slochower, who 
had been a prickly, evasive, smart-aleck wit¬ 
ness as he pleaded the fifth amendment 
before the Senate Internal Security Subcom¬ 
mittee. The Court ruling invalidated a New 
York City charter requirement for automatic 
dismissal of any city employee taking the 
fifth. Justice John Marshall Harlan, dis¬ 
senting, wrote that the Court majority had 
“unduly circumscribed the power of the 
State to insure the qualifications of its 
teachers.” 

States’ righters were alarmed and angered 
by a Supreme Court decision holding that 
the Railway Labor Act overrode State right- 
to-work laws in the case of railroad em¬ 
ployees. 

A Supreme Court majority ruled that Wis¬ 
consin had a right to halt a prolonged, vio¬ 
lence-ridden strike against the Kohler Co., 
a plumbing-equipment firm. But Warren, 
Black, and Douglas dissented vigorously. 
Arguing that the Wisconsin fair Ubor statute 
duplicated Federal law. Justice Douglas 
wrote that the overlapping of remedies was 
“pregnant with potentialities of clashes and 
conflicts” and that the Court majority was 

-8 No. 108- 
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opening the door "to unseemly conflicts be¬ 
tween State and Federal agencies.” 

A Supreme Court majority did hold that 
Cutter Laboratories of California had the 
just cause required by its union contract for 
firing a Communist woman employee. But 
Justice William Douglas, bitterly dissenting, 
argued in effect that the Communists are 
simply another political party and that an 
employee might just as well be dismissed for 
being a Republican. The dissent came de¬ 
spite the clear judgment of Congress, as ex¬ 
pressed in specific legislation, that the Com¬ 
munists form a conspiracy, not a political 
party. And joining in the Douglas dissent 
were Justice Hugo Black and Chief Justice 
Warren. 

Warren. 65, Douglas, 57, and Black, 70, are 
the Supreme Court’s liberal leaders. On the 
opposite side in case after case are egg-bald 
Stanley Reed, 71, dour Sherman Minton, 65, 
and imperturbable Harold Burton, 67, the 
Court’s conservatives. The swing men are 
Felix Frankfurter, 73, Tom Clark, 56, and 
John Marshall Harlan, 57. Frankfurter, the 
perky spaiTow, brilliant but baffling, is still 
disliked by many conservatives who orig¬ 
inally fought his appointment, and is now 
distrusted by many liberals who feel he has 
betrayed them. As a general rule, he would 
rather decide a case on statutory law or a 
legal technicality than on a basic constitu¬ 
tional issue. Tom Clark, still trying to live 
down his name as Harry Truman’s most 
patent political appointee, tends (with some 
notable exceptions) to follow the lead of the 
Chief Justice, whether it be Fred Vinson or 
Vinson’s successor, Earl Warren. Harlan a 
lawyer’s lawyer, has broader previous experi¬ 
ence at the bar and the bench than any of 
his colleagues, but he is the Court’s newest 
member and his way has not been clearly 
charted. 

NINE DIFFERENT GUYS 

Chief Justice Vinson, questioned about 
dissents in the Court, once exploded. "Look, 
these are nine guys, all with some reputation, 
ability, and confidence in themselves. If 
any Chief Justice can knock their heads to¬ 
gether and get unanimity, he’s better than 
I am.” Earl Warren, by persuasion rather 
than head-knocking, won unanimity in all 
the desegregation decisions. And it is in 
testament to his skill and effectiveness as 
Chief Justice that his will and his liberal 
bent have come to dominate the Supreme 
Court over the last year. 

Warren’s unfailing warmth and graclous- 
ness have capitivated his colleagues. "The 
Chief,” glows Justice Bill Douglas, "is mag¬ 
nificent.” Hugo Black and Felix Frank¬ 
furter have used almost the same words. 
Says Harold Willey, who is retiring after 
almost 30 years as court clerk: "I’ve never 
seen the atmosphere so good as it is under 
Warren. He doesn’t make the mistake of 
trying to compete with the old hands on the 
fine points of constitutional law. He doesn’t 
have to be a scholar; he gets by on common 
sense and the ability to make people like 
him.” 

But Warren Is more than a judicial glad- 
hander; he is a top administrator (he has 
changed schedules, e. g., by switching con¬ 
ference day from Saturday to Friday, so as 
to permit the Court to handle more work 
with less effort) with a remarkable memory 
and grasp of essential facts. One Federal 
judge says that Wai-ren recently recalled 
"out of the blue” all the relevant details of 
the judge’s 10-year-old report on whether 
there should be uniform procedure for ad¬ 
mitting lawyers to practice in Federal courts. 
When presiding over the annual Judicial 
Conference (which handles administrative 
business for the Federal court system), War¬ 
ren is a pleasant contrast to his predecessors. 

Chief Justice Harlan Stone was peremp¬ 
tory, cutting off judges before they were able 

to make their points. Chief Justice Vinson 
was passive; he had no agenda and simply 
slumped down in his chair while garrulous 
judges wasted the time of the conference. 
Earl Warren is neither peremptory nor pas¬ 
sive. When a judge begins to ramble, War¬ 
ren is likely to break in with the graciously 
smiling remark: "Now, Judge, doesn’t your 
argument come down to these four points?” 
He lists the points tersely and with unerring 
accuracy. The judge nods bemusedly, and: 
Warren turns briskly to the next speaker. : 

TO STEER OR BE STEERED? 

Such qualities are Invaluable to Warren In 1 
the Supreme Court conference room, where 
the real work of the Court is done and where! 
Warren has the key privileges of opening; 
discussion on all cases and of assigning the; 
writers of majority opinions (when he him- : 
self is in the majority). ’They are the quali- : 
ties that have enabled Earl Warren to make ; 
such an imprint on the Supreme Court and 
all its work. And that imprint is the reason 
that critics, when blaming the Court for its 
1956 record, point specifically to Earl Warren. 

More than 70 bills now before the Congress 
are aimed at whittling down the power of 
what their backers consider a runaway Court. 
Example: last week the Senate Judiciary; 
Committee approved a bill to prevent the: 
Supreme Court from interpreting any Fed¬ 
eral law as overriding any State law unless 
the act of Congress “contains an express pro- ; 
vision to that effect.” 

Most of the attacks on the Supreme Court 
are emotional instead of cerebral. Most of ; 
the seventy-odd congressional bills are bad 
ones, with little likelihood of passage in the 
foreseeable future. But the widespread reac¬ 
tion against the Court’s use as a social in¬ 
strument is a clear and present danger. It is 
the risk that Earl Warren assumes when he 
views his role as “steering the law” rather 
than being steered by it. 

REQUEST FOR AUTHORIZATION FOR 
JUDICIARY COMMITTEE MEETING 
DURING TODAY’S SESSION OF THE 
SENATE 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, plans have been made for the Ju¬ 
diciary Committee to hold a meeting tti^- 
day to take action on a nomination) 
The members of the committee hoped 
they 'would be able to vote before 4:30 
p. m.; and their meeting was scheduled 
before the unanimous-consent agree¬ 
ment regarding the mutual security bill 
was entered into. Therefore, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Judiciai-y 
Committee may meet today during the 
session of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. President, when the Judiciary Com¬ 
mittee set the time for its session this 
afternoon, we did not know about the 
unanimous-consent agreement which 
now has been entered into in regard to 
the mutual security bill. I am a member 
of the Judiciary Committee, and am very 
much interested in a nomination which 
is pending before it. Therefore, at this 
time I must object to the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ob¬ 
jection is heard. 

Is there further morning business? If 
not, morning business is closed, and the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfin¬ 
ished business. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OP 1956 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11356) to amend fur¬ 
ther the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as 
amended, and for other purposes. 

MODIFICATION OP UNANIMOUS- 
CONSENT AGREEMENT—MILITARY 
CONSTRUCTION BILL 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Pi-esi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
effective time for the limitation of debate 
on the unfinished business be moved from 
3 o’clock p. m. this afternoon to 3:30; 
and I further ask unanimous consent 
that during the next 30 minutes the Sen¬ 
ate proceed to the consideration of Cal¬ 
endar No. 2388, H. R. 9893, the military 
construction authorization bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. Pi’esident, re¬ 
serving the right to object, am I to un¬ 
derstand that not more than 30 min¬ 
utes will be devoted to the consideration 
of H. R. 9893? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. That is cor¬ 
rect. If more time is required, the bill 
simply will have to be laid aside. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Will I still retain 
the floor? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Certainly. 
This action is taken, Mr. President, with 
the understanding that the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Ellender] will have the 
floor immediately after the considera¬ 
tion of Calendar 2388, H. R. 9893, shall 
have been concluded. 

' The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the unanimous-con¬ 
sent requests of the Senator from Texas? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so or¬ 
dered. 

Under the unanimous-consent agree¬ 
ment, the Chair lays before the Senate 
Calendar No. 2388, H. R. 9893, which will 
be stated by title for the information of 
the Senate. 

The Legislative Clerk. A bili (H. R. 
9893) to authorize certain construction 
at military installations, and for other 
purposes. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill, which had been reported from the 
Committee on Armed Services with an 
amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop military Installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, con¬ 
verting, rehabilitating, or Installing perma¬ 
nent or temporary public works, including, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 
equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

Technical Services Facilities 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: ’Training 
and storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California In¬ 
stitute of Technology), California: Research 
and development facility, $143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colo.: Mainte¬ 
nance facility, $2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. T.: Utilities, 
$88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oreg.: Storage 
facilities, $258,000. 
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Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Maintenance facil¬ 
ities, training facilities, family housing and 
utilities, $6,159,000. 

White Sands Proving Grounds, N. Mex.: 

Utilities, $693,000. 
(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Ga.: Operational 
facilities, and maintenance facilities. 

$832,000. 
Columbia Quartermaster Center, S. C.: Au- 

ministrative facility, $98,000. 
Fort Worth General Depot, Tex.: Opera¬ 

tional facilities, maintenance facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pa.. 
Maintenance facilities, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, Calif.: Maintenance 

facilities, $655,000. 
(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Md.: Troop hous¬ 
ing, community facility, and operational fa¬ 

cility. $889,000. 
Camp Detrick, Md.: Storage facilities and 

iitllltics, $913,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research 

and development facilities and utilities, 

$867,000. 
(Signal Corps) 

Port Huachuca, Ariz.: Troop housing. 
maintenance facilities, storage facilities ad 
minlstrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Port Belvoir, Va.: Storage facility, training 
facility, operational facilities, maintenance 
lacilitles, research and development facilities, 

and utilities. $492,000. 
(Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustis, Va.: Operational facimy, 
maintenance facility, and utilities. $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District 
of Columbia: Research and developm^t fa¬ 
cility and community faciliity. $4,209,000. 

Field Forces Facilities 

(First Army area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Mass.: Land 

acquisition, $302,000. a-KA non 
Fort Dix, N. J.: Training facility, $54 000. 
Oswego, N. Y.: Training facilities and land 

acquisition, $583,000. 
Fort Totten, N. Y.: Troop trodsing, stor¬ 

age facilities, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

(Second Army area) 

Fort Knox, Ky.: Maintenance facilities, and 
community facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Md.: Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, medical 
facility, troop housing, and utilities, 

$5,885,000. 
South Park Military Reservation, Pa.: Ad¬ 

ministrative facility, storage facilities, and 

utilities, $190,000. 
(Third Army area) 

Fort Benning, Ga.: Administrative facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, communications 
facilities, and community facilities, $422,000. 

Port Bragg, N. C.: Administrative facilities, 
operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, 
N. C.: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Ala.: Troop housing, train¬ 
ing facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

Fort Rucker, Ala.: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
storage facilities, administrative facilities, 
trailer site facilities, land acquisition, and 

Utllties, $7,300,000. 
(Fourth Army area) 

Fort Bliss, Tex.; Training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and 

utilities, $5,301,000. 
Fort Hood, Tex.: Community facilities, 

maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, 

$2,457,000. 

Port Sill, Okla.: Training facilities. $4,- 

173,000. 
(Fifth Army area) 

Port Carson, Colo.; Storage facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, troop housing, train¬ 
ing facilities, and land acquisition, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind.; Troop hous¬ 

ing, $140,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: Communications 

-facilities and troop housing, $1,092,000. 
Fort Riley, Kans.: Administrative facilities, 

community facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $1,519,000. , 

St. Louis Support Center, Mo.: Administra¬ 
tive facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army area) 

Fort Lewis, Wash.: Community facilities, 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
family housing, and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, Calif.: Maintenance facility and 
community facility, $223,000. _ 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, Calif.. 
Community facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Ariz.: Troop housing, 
research and development facility, and stor¬ 
age facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, 

$4,111,000. 
(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations; Administrative facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, storage facili¬ 
ties. and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan area) 

Ladd Air Force Base; Troop housing and 
maintenance facilities, $1,688,000. 

Fort Richardson: Storage facilities, $2,- 

333,000. ^ „ 
Whittier; Storage facilities and training 

facilities, $2,849,000. 
Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facil¬ 

ity, $352,000. 
(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, medical 
facilities, and utilities, $540,0^. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, port facilities, community facil¬ 
ities, improvements to buildings and util¬ 

ities, $6,000,000. 
(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: 
Land acquisition, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, 
land acquisition and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family hous¬ 
ing and land acquisition. $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone; Sewage disposal sys¬ 
tem for Army, Navy, and Air Force facilities, 

$1,060,000. 
• (United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
storage facilities, training facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop classified military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 
stalling permanent or ternporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prep¬ 
aration, appurtenances, utilities and equip- 

a total amount of $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, 84th Congress 
is amended with respect to Fort Jay, N. 
Y under the heading ‘Continental 
United States” and subheadings “Field Forces 
Facilities (First Army Area)” in section 101, 
by striking out “$731,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$1,081,000”. and ^ clause (1)_ 
of section 502, by striking out $224,927,000 

and “$533,904,000” and inserting in place 
thereof “$225,277,000” and “$534,254,000”. 
respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 
534, 83d Congress, as reads “Adak Station, 
Alaska: Operational Facilities (including 
troop housing), $70,000” is amended to read 
“Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facilities 
(including troop housing), $180,000” and 
clause (4) of section 502 thereof is amended 
by striking the figure “$462,600” and insert¬ 
ing in place thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall 
make all necessary studies, by contract or 
otherwise, to determine an appropriate site 
for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord¬ 
nance Depot, Tex.; such studies to be com¬ 
pleted by January 31. 1957. Expenditures 
of $25,000 out of appropriations available 
to the Department of the Army is authorized 
for such studies. 

TITLE n 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, for the following 
projects: 

Inside the United States 

Shipyard Facilities 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Mass.; Replace¬ 
ment of pier, and plans and specifications 
for drydock facilities, $7,332. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, S. C.; Dredg¬ 
ing equipment, $148,000. 

Naval mlnecraft base. Charleston, S. C.: 
Operational facilities, personnel facilities, 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, community facilities, secu¬ 
rity facilities, and utilities, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, Calif.: Facil¬ 
ities for remedying effects of ground sub¬ 
sidence and waterfront facilities, $5,984,000. 

Navy underwater sound laboratory. New 
London, Conn.: Research and development 
facilities and land acquisition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Va.: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Va.: Utilities and 
land acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama 
City, Fla.: Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, Calif.: 
Plans and specifications for drydock facili¬ 

ties, $1,300,000. 
Naval industrial reserve shipyard. Tampa, 

Fla.: Land acquisition, $200,000. 

Fleet Base Facilities 

Naval station, Key West, Fla.; Utilities, 

$927,000. 
Naval station. Long Beach, Calif.: Water¬ 

front faciltles, $2,256,000. 
Naval station. New Orleans, La.: Utilities, 

$226,000. 
Naval station, Newport, R. I.: Waterfront 

facilities, personnel facilities, community fa¬ 
cilities and utilities, $11,672,000. 

Naval station, Norfolk, Va.: Personnel fa¬ 

cilities. $2,844,000. 
Naval station. Orange, Tex.: Flood-protec¬ 

tion facilities. Including land acquisition, 

$265,000. 
Aviation Facilities 

(Naval air training stations) 

Naval auxiliary landing 
Grove, Tex.: Airfield pavements. $2,24^000. 

Naval auxiliary air station Chase Reld^ 
Tex • Personnel facilities, operational taciii 

community taciii^ and^ah- 
craft maintenance facilities, ana 

$2,247,000. . ..-field 
Naval air station Glynco.^Ga.. AlrfieJ^^ 

pavements, training facilities, 

acquisition, $4,003,000. 
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Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Tex.: 
Personnel facilities, training facilities, air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tenn.; Fuel 
storage facilities and aircraft maintenance 
facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Miss.; 
Site preparation, utilities, plans and specifi¬ 
cations for jet aircraft training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Fla.: Com¬ 
munity facilities and plans and specifications 
for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, 
Fla.: Land acquisition, $13,000. 

(Fleet support air stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, Calif.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, N. J.: 
Navigational aids and land acquisition, 
$421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, 
Calif.: Personnel facilities and utilities, 
$778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, airfield pavements, station 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Fla.; Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, personnel facili¬ 
ties, storage facilities, operational facilities, 
training facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Va.: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Eden ton, N. C.: 
Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, 
operational facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, personnel facilities, communications fa¬ 
cilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, 
Calif.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
land acquisition including not to exceed 
$600,000 to he paid to Imperial County, Calif., 
to partially defray the county’s cost in relo¬ 
cating the Nlland-Blythe Road, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nev.: 
Training facilities, aircraft maintenance fa¬ 
cilities, community facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, N. C.: Air¬ 
field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, naviga¬ 
tional aids, aircraft and station maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 
$6 million. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Fla.; Navi¬ 
gational aids, operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Fla.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, Calif.: Plans 
and specifications for development of mas¬ 
ter jet aircraft facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $10,089,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, Calif.: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, operational facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, ordnance facilities, land ac¬ 
quisition, and obstruction removal for fiight 
clearance, $8,835,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, Calif.; 
Land acquisition, $89,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, 
Calif.: Airfield pavements, ordnance and am¬ 
munition storage facilities, aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, waterfront facilities, opera¬ 
tional facilities, navigational aids, and land 
acquisition, $13,072,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Va.; Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 
operational facilities, community facilities, 
training facilities, ordnance facilities, open 
storage facilities, security facilities, utilites, 
and relocaton of Coast Guard facilities, 
$5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, R. L: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, and naviga¬ 
tional aids, $2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Fla.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments, personnel facilities, and utilities, 
$6,926,000. 

Naval air station: Whidbey Island, Wash.: 
Utilities, $149,000. 

(Marine Corps air stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau¬ 
fort, S. C.: Aircraft and station maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, medical 
facilities, personnel facilities, training fa¬ 
cilities, operational facilities, covered and 
cold storage facilities, community facilities, 
fuel dispensing facilities, and utilities, $17,- 
384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, N, 
C.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Calif.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, airfield pavements, storage 
facilities, ammunition storage facilities, 
medical facilities, training facilities, person¬ 
nel facilities, operational facilities, and utili¬ 
ties, $6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mo¬ 
jave, Calif.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 
training facilities, community facilities, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, land ac¬ 
quisition, and utilities, $12,556,000. 

(Special purpose air stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, 
Pa.: Plans and specifications for research and 
development facilities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J.: Re¬ 
search and development facilities and equip¬ 
ment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Md.; 
Aircraft maintenance facilities and research 
and development facilities, $475,000. 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, 
Calif.: Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
community facilities, $1,682,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, 
N. J.: Research and development facilities, 
$128,000. 

Supply Facilities 

Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Util¬ 
ities, $149,000. 

Naval supply depot, Newport, R. I.; Stor¬ 
age facilities, $390,000. 

Naval supply center, Oakland, Calif.: Util¬ 
ities. $50,000. 

Naval supply depot, Seattle, Wash.: Re¬ 
placement of seawall, $199,000. 

Marine Corps Facilities 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany. Ga.: 
Storage facilities, personnel facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $1,742,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, 
Calif.: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, personnel facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, and community facilities, $3,- 
436,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, N. C.: 
Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, 
training facilities, commnity facilities, med¬ 
ical facilities, storage facilities, and utilities, 
$5,092,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, 
S. C.: Personnel facilities, administrative fa¬ 
cilities. storage facilities, training facilities, 
community facilities, and utilities, $4,- 
266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, Calif.: 
Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, 
Bridgeport, Calif.: Utilities, $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twentynlne 
Palms. Calif.: Community facilities and land 
acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, 
Portsmouth, Va.: Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va.: 
Training facilities, ammunition storage and 
ordnance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, 
Calif.: Personnel facilities and community 
facilities, $1,679,000. 

Ordnance Facilities 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Wash.: 
Ordnance facilities, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, S. C.: 
Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, 
Calif.: Research and development facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments and fuel storage and dispensing fa:^ 
cllities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J.: 
Ordnance facilities, $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Calif.; 
Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, 
$1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Mass.; 
Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, 
$993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal 
Beach, Calif.: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va.: Ammu¬ 
nition storage and ordnance facilities and 
utilities, $3,480,000. 

Service School Facilities 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: Earthwork 
and land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Md.; 
Personnel facilities, training facilities, and 
utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, N. Y.: 
Personnel facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, Calif.: 
Training facilities, personnel facilities, and 
utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam 
Neck, Va.: Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Ill.: 
Personnel facilities, and training facilities, 
$8,413,000. 

Medical Facilities 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Ill.: Medical 
facilities, $12,730,000. 

Naval hospital, Portsmouth, N. H.; Hos¬ 
pital elevator, $57,000. 

Communications Facilities 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Md.: 
Communications facilities, personnel facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and 
land acquisition, $2,450,000. 

Naval communication station, San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif.; Communications facilities and 
personnel facilities, $2,029,000. 

Naval communication station, Seattle, 
Wash.: Communications facilities, $45,000. 

Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine; 
Communications facilities, $83,000. 

Office of Naval Research Facilities 

Naval research laboratory. District of Co¬ 
lumbia; Plans and specifications for research 
and development facilities, $1,300,000. 

Yards and Docks Facilities 

Public works center, Norfolk, Va.: Utilities 
and land acquisition, $443,000. 

Naval construction battalion center. Port 
Hueneme, Calif.; Replacement of wharf and 
storage facilities, $2,581,000. 

Outside the United States 

Shipyard Facilities 

Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Phil- 
ippine Islands; Waterfront facilities, $1,- 
637,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 
Utilities at Olongapo, flood control and drain¬ 
age facilities and community facilities, 
$9,378,000. 

Fleet Base Facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational 
facilities, and laundry and dry-cleaning fa¬ 
cilities, $2,351,000. 
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Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 

Utilities, $680,000. 
Aviation Facilities 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan; Airfield 
pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, 
T. H.: Personnel facilities and aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine 
Islands: Personnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, j>ersoniiel 
facilities, communications facilities, faniily 
housing, community facilities, and utilities, 

$4,572,000. 
Naval air station, Iwakunl, Japan: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, 
dredging, navigational aids, and fuel-storage 

facilities, $1,704,000. 
Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, 

Oahu, T. H.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, and operational facili¬ 
ties, $1,045,000. 

Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French 
Morocco: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, P. R.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments, fuel-storage facilities, ordnance fa¬ 
cilities, personnel facilities, medical facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval aid station, Sangley Point, Philip¬ 
pine Islands: Airfield pavements, breakwater, 
and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

Supply Facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement 
of fuel-storage facilities, $5 million. 

Naval station, Argentia. Newfoundland: 
Fuel storage facilities, $1,599,000. 

Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine 
Islands: Covered and cold storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, waterfront facil¬ 
ities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE 10141 

Ordnance Facilities 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: 
Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, 
French Morocco: Ordnance facilities, 

$245,000. 
Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan. 

Ordnance facilities, $241,000. 

- Communications Facilities 

Naval commiinication unit, Futema, Oki¬ 
nawa; Communications facilities, $75,000. 

Naval communication station, Guam, Mari¬ 
ana Islands: Communication facilities, 

$222,000. 
Naval communication facility, Philippine 

Islands: Communications facilities, and land 

acquisition, $4,320,000. 

Yards and Docks Facilities 

Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utili¬ 

ties, $2,210,000. 
Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is au¬ 

thorized to obtain by contract, such engi¬ 
neering. location, and site planning studies 
as may be necessary to enable him to deter¬ 
mine the feasibility and advisability of es¬ 
tablishing, continuing, or relocating the fol¬ 
lowing facilities: Naval air station, Norfolk, 
Va. (bombing targets); Naval air facility, 
John H. Towers Field. Annapolis, Md.; Naval 
magazine. Port Chicago, Calif. Expenditures 
not to exceed $200,000 for such studies may 
be made out of the appropriation “Military 
Construction. Navy.” The Secretary of the 
Navy shall report to the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Repre¬ 
sentatives the conclusions of these studies to 
gether with such recommendations as he 
shall consider appropriate. 

Sec 203. 'The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop classified naval installa¬ 
tions and facilities by constructing, convert¬ 
ing rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, equipment, and family housing in 
the total amount of $84,043,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 564, 81st Congress is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In title II under the heading Conti¬ 
nental United States”, change the amount 
for “Naval base, Newport, R. I.: Sewage facili¬ 
ties”, from “$1,243,000” to “$1,268,000.” 

(b) In title IV section 402, clause (2) 
change the amount for public works author¬ 
ized by title IV; “Inside continental United 
States”, from “$135,719,800” to “$135,744,800.” 

Sec. 205. Public Law 155, 82d Congress, as 
amended, is amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out 
so much thereof under the heading “Conti¬ 
nental United States!’ and subheading “Sup¬ 
ply facilities” as reads as follows: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area; Aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
bulk storage: $2,766,500”; and insert in place 
thereof the following; 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
bulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,500.” 

(b) In section 201, under the heading 
“Out-side Continental United States” and 
subheading “Communication facilities”, 
strike out so much thereof as read as fol- 

“Naval communication station, Philippine 
Islands: Consolidated communication facili¬ 
ties; $2,694,500”; and insert in place thereof 

the following: 
“Naval communication station, Philippine 

Islands; Consolidated communication facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition. $2,694,500.” 

Sec. 206. Public Law 534. 83d Congress, is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Aviation facilities,” change the amount 
for Naval air missile test center (San Nicolas 
Island), Point Mugu, Calif.,” from “$1,132,- 
000” to “$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading 
“Ordnance facilities,” change the amount for 
“Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nev.,” 
from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change 
the amount for public works authorized by 
this title II for inside continental United 
States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 
and total amount from “$201,893,000’ to 

“$202,807,000”. 
Sec. 207. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, is 

amended as follows: 
(a) In section 201, under the heading 

“Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Shipyard facilities,” change the amount 
for “Naval electronics laboratory, San Diego, 
Calif.,” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under thhe heading 
“Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Fleet base facilities,” delete that por¬ 
tion which reads as follows: “Navy Depart¬ 
ment District of Columbia: family housing, 
®Qi QOQ**, 

(c) In section 201, under the heading 
“Continental United States” and subheading 
“Aviation facilities,” change the amount for 
“Naval auxilllary air stations, El Centro, 
Calif ” from “$366,000” to “$450,000’ ; strike 
out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
communication facilities, operational facil¬ 
ities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place theieor 

*^“NrvL°raU^station, Norfolk. Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 

communication faciliti^. 
duties, and land acquisition. ^^,660,000 . 

(d) In section 201 under f^e heading 
“Continental United States” and subhe^ ng 
“Ordnance facilities.” delete that t on 
which reads as follows: Naval proving 
ground, mhlgren. Va.: Land acquisition, 

$200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading 
“Outside Continental United States” and 
subheading “Ordnance facilities,” strike out 
60 much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Terri¬ 
tory of Hawaii: Testing facilities, and rail¬ 
road facilities and barricades, $1,132,000”; 
and insert in place thereof the following; 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Terri¬ 
tory of Hawaii; Testing facilities, railroad 
facilities and barricades, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,132,000”. 

(f) In section 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for inside continental United States from 
“$299,690,600” to “$299,409,600”; and the to¬ 
tal amount from “$564,224,300” to “$563,- 

943.300”. 
TITLE III 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop military installa¬ 
tions and facilities- by acquiring, construct¬ 
ing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent of temporary public works. 
Including site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, for the following 

projects: 
Inside the United States 

Air Defense Command 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, 
Fla.; Operational and training facilities, 

$629,000. ^ 
Duluth Municipal Airport. Duluth, Minn.: 

Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, 
Colo.: Housing and community facilities, 

$342,000. 
Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vt.: 

Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash.; Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, and 
family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Mont.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and group improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition, and family housing, 

$2,470,000. ^ ^ 
Grand Forks Air Force Base. Grand 

N Dak • Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $18,969,000. 
Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, 

Mo • Operational and training facilities, 
maiktenance facilities, housing and com- 
munitv facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 
^ Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pa.. 
operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, Rousing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $1,087,000. Rofael 
Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, 

CaUf • Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acqulsiton, $2,966. 

°°K I sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette. 
Mich operational and training facilities, 
malntenanre facilities, supply facilities, ad- 
rnSraHve facilities, housing and commu- 
Xfac^UUes, utilities and ground improve- 
meLs. and land acquisition $5,051 000 

Hpikaska Air Force Base, KalkasKa, . 

Op“uo».. 
nance facilitie^ community facil- 

B„.. 
Mich.; Operational and trami^g^ commu- 
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Itles, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,- 
000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,- 
514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tenn.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Majors Field, Greenville, Tex.: Operational 
and training facilities, and land acquisition, 
$440,000. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Air¬ 
port, Minneapolis, Minn.: Operational and 
training facilities, and maintenance facili¬ 
ties, $3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $21,- 
215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, 
Del.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara 
Falls, N. Y.: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Mass.: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and 
family housing, $11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, Calif.: 
Operational and training faeilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Wash.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland, Oreg., area: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, supply facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $13,- 
508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, 
Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition. $8,057,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, 
Wis.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utlities and ground im¬ 
provements, $6,801,000. 

Selfrldge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, 
Mich.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, 
Iowa: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, 
$2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, N. T.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhamp- 
ton Beach, N. Y.: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $5,- 
441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wis.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, housing and community facilities, and 
land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition, and family hous¬ 
ing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,255,000. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Ariz.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $3,545,000. 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements and land acquisition, 
$21,510,000. 

Air Materiel Command 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Ala.: 
Housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,541,000. 

Griifiss Air Force Base, Rome, N. Y.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $17,- 
966,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pa.: 
Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
Calif.: Administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, 
Wash.: Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, 
Calif.: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, 
$1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pa.: 
Maintenance facilities, administrative facil¬ 
ities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$3,983,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Ga.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, 
Maine: Supply facilities, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, 
Wash.: Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, 
Okla.: Operational and training facilities, 
hospital facilities, and housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: 
Family housing, $89,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, 
Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $17,138,000, 

Various locations: Administrative facil¬ 
ities, housing and community facilities, and 
utilities, and ground improvements, $444,000. 

Air Proving Ground Command 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Fla.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, research, development and test 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $21,094,000. 

Air Training Command 

Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and util¬ 
ities and ground improvements, $17,121,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Tex.: Hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition. $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Ala.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, 
Tex.: Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Tex.; 
Land acquisition, $63,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, 
Cheyenne, Wyo.: Housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, 
Tex.: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss.: Land 
acquisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex.: Hospital and medical facilities, $3,- 
440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Tex.: Util¬ 
ities and ground Improvements, and land 
acquisition, $225,000. 

Laiighlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $212,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colo.: Land 
acquisition, $410,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,902,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$21,650,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kans.: 
Land acquisition, $396,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Ga.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, and mainte¬ 
nance facilities, $1,848,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nev.; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, Calif.: 
Utilities and ground improvements, $111,000, 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex.: Land acquisition, $133,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,164,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, 
Tex.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hos¬ 
pital and medical facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $24,- 
433,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nev.: Supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $2,221,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla.: 
Operational and training facilities, and main¬ 
tenance facilities, $716,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Okla.; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, $90,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Ariz.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte- 
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nance facilities, and land acquisition. 

$6,347,000. 
Air University 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.; 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $215,000. 

Continental Air Command 
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Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $13,395,000. . j. , . 
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antoiilo, Tex.. 

Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga.; 
Housing and community facilities, $345,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, N. Y.: 
Utilities and ground improvements. $205,000. 

Headquarters Command 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: 
Utilities and ground Improvements, $8,000. 

Military Air Transport Conunand 

Andrews Air Force Base, Carnp Springs, 
Md.; Operational and training facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, housing and community facil¬ 
ities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charlestoii, 
S. C.: Operational and training facilities, and 
utilities and ground Improvements, $868,000. 

• Dover Air Force Base, Dover. Del.; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, administrative facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrlghtstown, 
N. J.: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facil¬ 
ities, administrative facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $2,1^,000. 

Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, 
Fla.; Operational and training facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $1,545,000. ^ 
Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Va.. 

Operational and training facilities, $768,000. 
Washington National Airport, District of 

Columbia; Maintenance facility. $275,000. 

Research and Development Command 

Canel Air Force Plant No. 62, Hartford, 
Conn.; Research, development, and test fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $22,445,000. ralif • 
Edwards Air Force Base, 

Research, development, and test facilities, 
and housing and community facilities. 

^^Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogorda, 
N Mex • Operational and training facilities, 
malntexiance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment, and test facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, Indian 
Indian Springs Air Force Base, India 

Springs. Nev.; Housing and community facil¬ 
ities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, N. 
Mex : Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and research, develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

Laredo Test Site, Laredo. Tex.; 
development, and test facilities, and land 

acquisition. <^1 >219^000^^^^ Bedford, 

Mas?'"operatlonal and training facilities. 
mXtenaLe facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities, and ground im¬ 
provements. and land acquisition $6 939,000. 
^ National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls. 
Idaho- Operational and training facilities, 
research, development and test facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $11.- 

^^Patrlck Air Force Base, Cocoa, Fla.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, research, de¬ 
velopment and test facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 

Improvements, and land acquisition, $15,- 

169,000. „ _ 
Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento 

Peak, N. Mex.: Family housing, $153,000. 

Strategic Air Command 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Tex.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla.: Bou®” 
Ing and community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements. $1,003,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, La.. 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acqui- 

Bition, $2,117,000. . 
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, "ex.. 

Operational and training facilities supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisitions, $15,938,000. 

Blegs Air Force Base, El Paso, Tex.; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and housing 
and community facilities. $922,000. ^ 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville. Ky.. 

Operational and training * 

ities and ground • 
Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Tex.. 

Operational and training facilities, and main¬ 
tenance facilities, $2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base. Merced, Calif.. Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, hospital and medical facil¬ 
ities. and housing and community facilities, 

^^CUnton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, 
Okla.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi- 

*^°Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, RUss.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, bussing and 
community facilities, utilities 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $ , 

^^Davls-Monthan Air Force Base TMcson 
Ariz.: Operational and training facilities, and 

land acquisition. $503^0. ^ , oner- 
Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine. OP«^ 

ational and training facilities, maintenaMe 
facilities supply facilities, housing and com- 
mSy iacUitiL. and utilities and ground 

improvements, $7,665,0(W. , . a 
Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, S. 

Dak; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acqulsion. $943 000. 

I^lrchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Wash.. 
oS^onal and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

““...“S'Forc. Base. Topeka, lans.: 
Operational and training facilities and bous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $^.271,00^ 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Tex^ Oper¬ 
ation^ and training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Miss.. 
Onerational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 

F«ce Base, Bo— 

community facilities, utilities, and |roun^ 
improvements, and land acquisition. $1,694, 

'^°w„nter Air Force Base, Savannah, Ga.; 
OperaUrnaV and training facilities utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acquisi 

‘"Skf S;S-A.r Foro. Base t-f ' f 
La.: operational and tralnng facilities, hous 
mg and community facilities and utilities 

and ground improvements, _ 
^ Lincoln Air Pome. Base. Lincoln Nebr 
Operational and training facilities, ma 

tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $4,685,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little I^k, 
Ark.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,- 
528,000. 

Lockbourn Air Force Base, Columbus, 
Ohio; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,- 
952,000. 

Lorlng Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine; 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Fla.; Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $3,262,000. 

Malstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls. 
Mont.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mitchell Air Force Base, MitcheU, S. Dak.: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $6,374,- 

000. 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain 

Home, Idaho: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements. $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebr.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
•utilities and ground improvements, land ac¬ 
quisition. and family housing, $5,697,000. 

Plnecastle Air Force Base, Orlando. Ka.: 
Housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $786,000. ~ T, i. 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, 

N. Y.: Housing and community facilities, 

$1,491,000. „ A 
Portsmouth Air Force Base. Portsmouth, 

j,j jj.; Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, $661,- 

000. 
Smoky Hill Air Force Base. Sallna, Kans.; 

Operational and training facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, administrative facil¬ 
ities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and groimd improvements, and land 
acquisition, $3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif.. 
Operational and training faciilties, mainte- 
n^ce facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Ga.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, bousing an 
community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$781,000. 
Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, N. Mex.. 

Operational and training facilities, supply 
fa^lltles, and housing and community 

facilities, $2,791,000. 
Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Palls, 

Mass • Operational and training facilities, 

—.rirjs— 
Whiteman Air Force ’’la^uties! 

^rgrlundln^pr^^^ments, and land acquisi¬ 

tion. $815,000. 
Tactical air command ^ 

, - A),- inorce Base, Ardmore, Okla.. 
Ardmore Air Force facilities, and 

Maintenance facilities, / 
land acquisition, $330,000. 

4 
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Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, 

Ark.: Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, N. Mex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, S. C.; 
Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, La.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $2,919,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Tex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton. Va.: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash.: 
Operational and training facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,111,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle 
Beach, S. C.: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, and housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, FVsrt Bragg, N. C.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tenn.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Golds¬ 
boro, N. C.: Operation and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hos¬ 
pital and medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $6,637,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter. S. C.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, $3,805,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: 
Operational and training facilities, $67,000. 

Special Facilities 
Various locations: Research, development 

and test facilities, administrative facilities, 
and land acquisition, $1,240,000. 

Aircraft Control and Warning System 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and com- 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, land acquisition, and family 
housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 

Alaskan Air Command 
Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $14,984,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, supply facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $5,444,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training 
facilities and supply facilities. $1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport: Operational and 
training facilities, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements. $7.- 
055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, $6,628,000. 

Far East Air Forces 
Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: 

Operational and training facilities, $991,000. 
Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston 

Island: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, 
$724,000. 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities^ 
utilities and ground improvements, land 
acquisitions, and family housing, $25,969,000, 

Military Air Transport Service 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, 
$55,859,000. 

Northeast Air Command 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and family hous¬ 
ing, $75,650,000. 

Strategic Air Command 
Andersen Air Force Base, Guam; Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land ac¬ 
quisition, $14,000. 

Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and mainte¬ 
nance facilities, $229,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,- 
213,000. 

United States Air Force in Europe 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and erection of prefabricated 
structures, $114,260,000. 

Aircraft Control and Warning System 
Various locations: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements. and land acquisition, $70,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop: (a) Classified mili¬ 
tary Installations and facilities by acquiring, 
constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
Installing permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prepa¬ 
ration, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 
ment, in the-total amount of $163 million. 

(b) Air Force installations and facilities 
by proceeding with construction made neces¬ 
sary by changes in Air Force missions, new 
weapons developments, or Improved produc¬ 
tion schedules, if the Secretary of Defense 
determines that deferral of such construction 
for inclusion in the next military construc¬ 
tion authorization act would be Inconsistent 
with interests of national security, and in 
connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent 
or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment, in the total amount 
of $50 million: Provided, That the Secretary 
of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify 
the Committee on Armed Services of the 
Senate and House of Representatives imme¬ 
diately upon reaching a final decision to 
implement, of the cost of construction of 
any public work undertaken under this sub¬ 
section, Including those real-estate actions 
pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the act of March 30, 
1949 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended 
by the addition of the following: 

“The Secretary of the Air Force is author¬ 
ized to procure communication services re¬ 
quired for the semiautomatic ground en¬ 
vironment system. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 
10 years from the date communication serv¬ 
ices are first furnished under such contract. 
The aggregate contingent liability of the 
Government under the termination provi¬ 
sions of all contracts authorized hereunder 
may not exceed a total of $222 million and 
no termination payment shall be final until 
audited and approved by the General Ac¬ 
counting Office which shall have access to 
such carrier records and accounts as it may 
deem necessary for the purpose. In pro¬ 
curing such services, the Secretary of the 
Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent 
the facilities and capabilities of communi¬ 
cation common carriers, including rural 
telephone .cooperatives, within their respec¬ 
tive service areas and for power supply, shall 
utilize to the fullest extent the facilities and 
capabilities of public utilities and rural elec¬ 
tric cooperatives within their respective serv¬ 
ice areas. Negotiations with communication 
common carriers, including cooperatives, and 
representation in proceedings involviiig such 
carriers before Federal and State regulatory 
bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 
ings involve contracts authorized by this 
paragraph shall be in accordance with the 
provisions of section 201 of the act of June 
30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 
481).” 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, 84th Con¬ 
gress, is amended, under the heading “Conti¬ 
nental United States” in section 301, as fol¬ 
lows: 

Under the subheading “Air Defense Com¬ 
mand”— 

(1) With respect to Buckingham Weapons 
Center, Fort Myers, Fla., strike out “$11, 
577,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,- 
462,000.” 

(2) With respect to Duluth Municipal Air¬ 
port, Duluth, Minn., strike out “$1,200,000” 
and Insert in place thereof “$1,623,000.” 

(3) With respect to Grand Forks site. 
North Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$7,709,000.” 

(4) With respect to Greater Milwaukee 
area, Wisconsin, airbase to be known as 
“Richard Bong Air Force Base,” strike out 
“$16,608,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$23,859,000.” 

(5) With respect to Greater Pittsburgh 
Airport, Coraopolis, Pa., strike out “$404,000” 
and insert in place thereof "$525,000.” 

(6) With respect to Hamilton Air Force 
Base, San Rafael, Calif., strike out “$1,501,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$2,229,000.” 

(7) With respect to Klamath Falls Munic¬ 
ipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oreg., strike out 
“$2,042,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,656,000.” 

(8) With respect to McGhee-Tyson Air¬ 
port. Knoxville, Tenn., strike out “$582,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$817,000.” 

(9) With respect to Minot site. North Da¬ 
kota. strike out “$5,339,000” and Insert in 
place thereof “$6,603,000.” 

(10) With respect to Niagara Falls Munic¬ 
ipal Airport, Niagara Falls, N. Y., strike out 
“$1,748,000” and insert in place thereof “$2-. 
575,000.” 

(11) With respect to Paine Air Force Base. 
Everett, Wash., strike out “$1,039,000” and 
Insert in place thereof “$1,199,000.” 

Under the subheading, “Air Materiel Com¬ 
mand”—With respect to Searsport Air Force 
Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine, strike out 
“$133,000” and Insert in place thereof “$329 - 
000.” 

Unde the subheading “Air Training Com¬ 
mand”— 

(1) With respect to Ellington Air Force 
Base, Houston, Tex., strike out “$2,816,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$3,438,000.” 
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(2) With respect to Greenville Air Force 
Base, Greenville. Miss., strike out “$349,000” 
and Insert in place thereof “$500,000.” 

(3) With respect to Luke Air Force Base, 
Phoenix, Ariz., strike out “$1,557,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,923,000.” 

(4) With respect to Nellis Air Force Base, 
Las Vegas, Nev., strike out “$1,153,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,837,000. * 

(5) With respect to Perrin Air Force Base. 
Sherman, Tex., strike out “$956,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,210,000.” 

(6) With respect to Randolph Air Force 
Base, San Antonio, Tex., strike out “$549,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$730,000.” 

(7) With respect to Scott Air Force Base, 
Belleville, Ill., strike out “$1,247,000” and in¬ 
sert in place thereof “$1,862,000.” 

(8) With respect to Tyndall Air Force 
Base, Panama City, Fla., strike out “$478,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$534,000.” 

(9) With respect to Vance Air Force Base, 
Enid, Okla., strike out “$871,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$1,181,000.” 

(10) With respect to Williams Air Force 
Base, Chandler, Ariz., strike out “$1,045,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$1,215,000.” 

(11) With respect to Francis E. Warren 
Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo., strike out 
*■$1,403,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,- 

746,000.” 
Under the subheading "Air University”— 

With respect to Maxwell Air Force Base, 
Montgomery, Ala., strike out “$2,661,000” 
and Insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “Continental Air 

Command”— 
(1) With respect to Brooks Air Force Base, 

San Antonio, Tex., strike out “$590,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$697,000.” 

(2) With respect to Dobbins Air Force 
Base. Marietta, Ga., strike out “$758,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$859,000.” 

Under the subheading •‘Military Air Trans¬ 
port Service”—With respect to Charleston 
Air Force Base, Charleston, S. C., strike out 
"$4,032,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,- 
306,000.” 

Under the subheading “Research and De¬ 
velopment Command”— 

(1) With respect to Edwards Air Force 
Base, Muroc, Calif., strike out “$12,429,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$13,299,000.” 

(2) With respect to Hartford Research 
Facility, Hartford, Conn., strike out “$22,- 
375,000” and insert in place thereof “$25,- 

780,000.” 
(3) With respect to Holloman Air Force 

Base, Alamogordo, N. Mex., strike out “$4,- 
965,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,- 

637,000.” 
Under the subheading “Strategic Air Com¬ 

mand”— 
(1) With respect to Abilene Air Force 

Base, Albilene, Tex., strike out “$4,214,000” 
and Insert in place thereof “$4,656,000.” 

(2) With respect to EMsworth Air Force 
Base, Rapid City, S. Dak., strike out “$12,- 
380,000” and insert in place thereof “$15.- 

186,000.” 
(3) With respect to Forbes Air Force Base, 

Topeka, Kans., strike out “$4,753,000” and 
insert in place thereof $5,885,000.” 

(4) With respect to Great Falls Air.Force 
Base, Great Falls, Mont., strike out “$5,- 
435,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,- 

713,000.” 
(5) With respect to Hunter Air Force Base, 

Savannah, Ga., strike out “$4,115,000” and 
Insert in place thereof “$4,951,000.” 

(6) With respect to Pinecastle Air Force 
Base, Orlando, Fla., strike out “$4,118,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$5,599,000.” 

Under the subheading “Tactical Air Com¬ 
mand”—With respect to Larson Air Force 
Base, Moses Lake, Wash., strike out ‘|$3,- 
574,000” and insert in place thereof "$4,- 

724,000.” 
Under the subheading “Aircraft control 

and warning system”—With respect to 

"Various locations” strike out "$100,382,000” 
and insert in place thereof "$120,382,000.” 

(b) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, is 
amended under the heading "Outside Con¬ 
tinental United States” in section 301, as 

follows: 
(1) With respect to Kenal Airfield under 

the subheading “Alaskan Air Command” 
strike out “$356,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,247,000.” 

(c) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, as 
amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 502 the amounts 
"$743,989,000”, "$530,563,000” and “$1,279,- 
902 000” and inserting in place thereof 
"$801,256,000”, "$532,454,000” and "$1,339,- 
060,000”, respectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, is 
amended, under the heading “Continental 
United States” in section 301, as follows: 
Under the subheading “Air Defense Com¬ 
mand” with respect to Klamath Falls Air¬ 
port, Klamath Falls, Greg., strike out “$4.- 
133.000” and insert in place thereof “$5,- 

077,000.” 
(e) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, as 

amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 602 the amounts 
“$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” and in¬ 
serting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and 
“$415,949,000,” respectively. 

TITLE IV 

General provisions 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military 
department may proceed to establish or de¬ 
velop installations and facilities under this 
act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 
and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. 
The authority to place permanent or tem¬ 
porary improvements on land includes au¬ 
thority for surveys, administration, over¬ 
head, planning and supervision incident to 
construction. That authority may be exer¬ 
cised before title to the land is approved 
under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and even though the land is held 
temporarily. The authority to provide fam¬ 
ily housing includes authority to acquire 
such land as the Secretary concerned deter¬ 
mines, with the approval of the Secretary 
of Defense, to be necessary in connection 
with that housing. The authority to acquire 
real estate or land Includes authority to 
make surveys and to acquire land, and inter¬ 
ests in land (including temporary use), by 
gift, purchase, exchange of Government- 
owned land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appro- 
priated such sums as may be necesswy for 
the purposes of this act, but appropriations 
for public works projects authorized by titles 
I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, 
$86,916,000; outside the United States, $35,- 
763,000; section 102, $200,783,000; or a total 

of $323,462,000. 
(2) for title II: Inside the United States. 

$292,572,000; outside the United States, $61,- 
625,000; section 203, $84,043,000, or a total 
of $438,240,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, 
$726,848,000; outside the United States, $405,- 
061,000; section 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 
302’ (b), $50,000,000 or a total of $1,344,- 

909,000. ^ , 
Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in 

title I, H, or IH of this act may, in the dis¬ 
cretion of the Secretary concerned, be in¬ 
creased by 5 percent for projects Inside the 
United States and by 10 percent for projects 
outside the United States. However, the 
total cost of all projects in each such title 
may not be more than the total amount 
authorized to be appropriated for projects 

in that title. 
Sec. 404. Whenever— 
(1) the President determines that compli¬ 

ance with section 4 (c) of the Armed ^rvices 
Procurement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 ( )) 

for contracts made under this act for the 
establishment or development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities in foreign countries 
would interfere with the carrying out of this 
act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the 
Comptroller General have agreed upon al¬ 
ternative methods for adequateely auditing 
those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts 
from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United 
States under this act shall be awarded, inso¬ 
far as practicable, on a competitive basis to 
the lowest responsible bidder, if the na¬ 
tional security will not be impaired and 
the award is consistent with the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Procurement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 
153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may acquire land, and Interests 
in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost (exclu¬ 
sive of administrative costs and deficiency 
judgment awards), which the Secretary con¬ 
cerned determines to be urgently required 
in the Interests of national defense. The 
authority under this section may not, how¬ 
ever, be used to acquire more than one 
parcel of land unless the parcels are non¬ 
contiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 
$5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Defense and following notifica¬ 
tion of the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, 
acquire, construct, rehabilitate, or install 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment, to restore or replace 
facilities damaged or destroyed. 

Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of De¬ 
fense, the Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments may expand out of appropriations 
available for military construction such 
amounts as may be required for the estab¬ 
lishment and development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing (except family quarters), convert¬ 
ing, extending, or installing permanent or 
temporary public works determined to be 
urgently required, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for 
projects not otherwise authorized by law 
when the cost of the project is not in excess 
of $200,000. subject to the following limita¬ 
tions : 

(1) No such project, the cost of which is 
in excess of $50,000, shall be authorized un¬ 
less approved in advance by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is 
in excess of $25,000 shall be authorized un¬ 
less approved in advance by the Secretary of 
the military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be 
made for any project authorized under this 

section. > • . x, 
(4) The cost of conversion of existing 

structures to family quarters may not exceed 
$50,000 in any fiscal year at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments may expend out of appropriations 
available for maintenance and operation 
amounts necessary to accomplish a project 
which, except for the fact that its cost does 
not exceed $25,000, would otherwise be au¬ 
thorized to be accomplished under subsection 

^^(c) The Secretary of each department shaH 

re£rtm detail semiannually to t^e ^med 

Services Committees of the Senate and the 
Houlri^presentatives with aspect to the 

“xercise of the authorities granted by this 

^^‘id^^Section 26 of the act of August 2, 1946 

me secrem of a military do- 

No. 108-9 
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partment, may provide family housing at 

Port McNair, District of Columbia, for the 

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the 

construction or rehabilitation of one set of 

family housing, and special communication 

facilities, without regard to the second pro¬ 

viso of section 3 of the act of June 12, 194B 

(62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the act of 

June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 

($80,000 for the family housing unit and 

$100,000 for special communication facili¬ 

ties) available to the military departments 

for military construction may be utilized for 

the purposes of this section without regard 

to the limitations on the cost of family hous¬ 

ing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authoriza¬ 

tions for military public works to be accom¬ 

plished by the Secretary of a military depart¬ 

ment in connection with the establishment 

or development of military installations and 

facilities, and all authorizations for appro¬ 

priations therefor, that are contained in acts 

enacted before July 15, 1952, and not super¬ 

seded or otherwise modified by a later au¬ 

thorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and 

for appropriations therefor that are set forth 

In those acts in the titles that contain the 

general provisions: 

(2) the authorization for public works 

projects as to which appropriated funds have 

been obligated for construction contracts in 

whole or in part before July 1, 1957, and au¬ 

thorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guar¬ 

anty for family housing in the amount of 

$100 million that is contained in section 302 

of Public Law 534, 82d (Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works 

and the appropriation of funds that are 

contained in the National Defense Facilities 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 881 et 

seq.): and 

(5) the authorization for the development 

of the Line of Communications, Prance, in 

the amount of $82 million, that is contained 

In title I, section 102 of Public Law 534. 82d 
Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 

407 of the act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

1119), as amended, is further amended to 
read as follows: 

“In addition to family housing and com¬ 

munity facilities otherwise authorized to be 

constructed or acquired by the Department 

of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is au¬ 

thorized, subject to the approval of the Di¬ 

rector of the Bureau of the Budget, to con¬ 

struct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

family housing for occupancy as public quar¬ 

ters, and community facilities, in foreign 

countries through housing and community 

facilities projects which utilize foreign cur¬ 

rencies to a value not to exceed $250 million 

acquired pursuant to the provisions of the 

Agricultural Trade Development and Assist¬ 

ance Act of 1954 ( 68 Stat. 454) or through 

other commodity transactions of the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appro¬ 

priated to the Secretaries of the military 

departments such amounts other than for¬ 

eign currencies as are necessary for the 

construction, or acquisition by lease or 
otherwise, of family housing and community 

facilities projects in foreign countries that 

are authorized by section 407 of the act 

of September 1, 19.54 (68 Stat. 1119), as 

amended, but the amounts so appropriated 
for any such project may not be more than 

25 percent of the total cost of that project. 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the act of July 

15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 615. During the fiscal years 1955, 

1957, and 1958 the Secretaries of the Army, 

Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are au¬ 

thorized to lease housing facilities at or 

near military tactical installations for as¬ 

signment as public quarters to military per¬ 

sonnel and their dependents, if any, with¬ 

out rental charge upon a determination by 

the Secretary of Defense or his designee that 

there is a ljg,ck of adequate housing facilities 

at or near such military tactical installa¬ 

tions. Such housing facilities shall be leased 
on a family or individual unit basis and not 

more than 3,000 of such units may be so 

leased at any one time. Expenditures for 

the rental for such housing facilities may 

be made out of appropriations available for 

maintenance and operation but may not 

exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations pre¬ 

scribed by section 3 of the act of June 12, 

1948 (5 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to 47 

units of the housing authorized to be 

constructed at the United States Air Force 

Academy by the act of April 1, 1954 (68 

Stat. 47). The net floor area limitations 
for those 47 units are as follows: 5,000 square 

feet for 1 unit for the Superintendent; 3,000 

square feet for each of 2 units for deans; 

and 1,750 square feet for each of 44 units for 
department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the 

Air Force Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) is 

amended by striking out “$1 million” and 

Inserting in place thereof “$1,858,000.” 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense 

Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 

C. 882), is further amended by striking out 

clause (a) and inserting in place thereof 
the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or trans¬ 

fer, construct, expand, rehabilitate, convert, 

and equip such facilities as he shall de¬ 

termine to be necessary to effectuate the 

purposes of this act, except that expendi¬ 

tures for the leasing of property for such 

purposes may be made from appropriations 

otherwise available for the payment of rent¬ 

als and without regard to the monetary limi¬ 

tation otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to 

be constructed at a military installation un¬ 

der title IV of the Housing Amendments of 

1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

authority under the act of September 1, 1954 

(68 Stat. 1119), the act of July 15, 1955 (69 

Stat. 324), and this act to provide housing 

at that installation may be exercised at 

other military installations of the depart- 
^ment concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military de- 

partments are authorized to contract for the 

' storage, handling, and distribution of liquid 

fuels for periods not exceeding 5 years, with 

option to renew for additional periods not 

exceeding 5 years, for a total not to exceed 

20 years. This authority is limited to facili¬ 

ties which conform to the criteria prescribed 

by the Secretary of Defense for protection, 

including dispersal, and also are included 
in a program approved by the Secretary of 

Defense for the protection of petroletun fa¬ 

cilities. Such contracts may provide that 

the Government at the expiration or term¬ 

ination thereof shall have the option to 

purchase the facilities under contract with¬ 

out regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 

of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and 

prior to approval of title to the underlying 

land by the Attorney General: Provided fur¬ 
ther, That the Secretaries of the military 

departments shall report to the Armed 

Services Committees of the Senate and the 

House of Representatives with respect to the 

names of the contractors and the terms of 

the contracts, the reports to be furnished 

at times and in such form as may be agreed 

upon between the Secretaries of the military 

departments and the Committees on Armed 
Services. 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other 

law, the Secretary of a military department 

may lease, for terms of not more than 5 years, 

off-base structures including real property 

relating thereto, in foreign countries, needed 
for military purposes. 

Sec. 418. Notwithstanding the provisions 

of any other law, no contract shall be en¬ 

tered into by the United States for the con¬ 

struction or acquisition of family housing 

units by or for the use of military or civilian 

personnel of any of the military services of 

the Department of Defense unless the De¬ 

partment of Defense, in each instance, has 

come into agreement with the Armed Serv¬ 

ices Committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives. 

Sec. 419. None of the authority contained 
in titles I, II. and III of this act shall be 

deemed to authorize any building construc¬ 

tion project within the continental United 

States at an average nationwide unit cost in 
excess of— 

(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage 
warehousing; 

(b) $6 per square foot for regular ware¬ 
housing: 

(c) $1,850 per man for permanent bar¬ 
racks; 

(d) $6,500 per man' for bachelor ofBcer 
quarters, 

unless the Secretary of Defense determines 

that, because of special circumstances, ap¬ 
plication to such project of the limitation 

on unit costs contained in this section is im¬ 
practicable. 

Sec. 420. None of the authorization con¬ 

tained in section 101 of this act for the con¬ 

struction of 326-man barracks with mess 

shall be used to provide, with respect to any 

such barracks, for mess facilities other than 

a single, consolidated mess. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, the 
purpose of this bill is to authorize con¬ 
struction by the military departments, 
within and outside the United States, in 
the total amount of $2,106,611,000, 
broken down as follows between the 
three services: Army, $323,426,000; Navy, 
$438,240,000; and Air Force, $1,344,- 
909,000. 

This year’s bill is slightly less than the 
$2,357,313,000 reported by the Commit¬ 
tee last year. 

I invite the attention of the Senators to 
the fact that the committee report con¬ 
tains a breakdown by State and by mili¬ 
tary department. At the conclusion of 
my statement, I shall be glad to discuss 
items in which any Senator is particu¬ 
larly interested. 

Pull and impartial hearings were held 
on all such matters, and interested par¬ 
ties were given the opportunity to pre¬ 
sent their views. The committee actions 
on the contested subjects and more 
salient features are reviewed beginning 
on page 2 of the committee report. 

There are almost 3,000-line items in 
the bill. Hearings were held on every 
one. The subcommittee held hearings 
from shortly after January 1 until very 
recently. We feel we have given the bill 
complete consideration. 

There are a few innovations in the 
bill. For instance, the bill requires that 
before dwellings for the military service 
can be constructed, their construction 
must be cleared through the Committees 
on Armed Services of the House and the 
Senate, even though they are not built 
by appropriated funds. 

The committee has deleted funds for 
certain installations for Talos. It is not 
a rejection of that program, but instal¬ 
lation and construction of a part of that 
program have been held up until further 
tests are made. 

Mr. President, the bill was handled by 
the Senator from South Dakota IMr. 
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Case], the Senator from Washington 
[Mr JACKSON], and myself. The sub¬ 
committee filed a unanimous report on 
the bill, and the full committee in turn 
has filed a unanimous report. The re¬ 
port on the bill fully covers the contents 
of the bill. I am glad to refer Senators 
to the report. 

I shall be glad to yield for any ques¬ 
tions, but, before I do so, I want the 
Senator from South Dakota and the Sen¬ 
ator from Washington to have a chance 
to say a few words on the bill. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. STENNIS. I shall be glad to yield 

to the Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. ELLENDER. As I recall, General 

LeMay made a very good case when he 
requested money to build bases offshore 
as well as in the United States. To what 
extent has the request of General LeMay 
been met? In other words, have suffi¬ 
cient fimds been provided to build the air 
bases recommended by General LeMay. 

Mr STENNIS. Those have been pro¬ 
vided funds which were requested in the 
regular budget message in January, and 
certain additional authorizations are in¬ 
cluded to take care of expanding facil¬ 
ities for the Strategic Air Force. 

Mr ELLENDER. I presume then that 
a portion, at least, of General LeMay’s 
request is provided for in the pending 

Mr. STENKTES. The Senator is cor¬ 
rect. We are expecting another portion 
of that request to be included in the 

next bill. 
Mr. ELLENDER. I have another ques¬ 

tion The Senator will recall that last 
year I objected strenuously to the erec¬ 
tion of a new home for Admiral Radford 
at the Naval Observatory, and the con¬ 
struction of, as I recall, five buildings to 
form a compound, where Admiral R^- 
ford was to remain or live during his 
tenure as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff. It was, of course, also to be 
occupied by his successors. 

Mr. STENNIS. Yes. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Will the Senator tell 

us whether or not that item has been 
deleted from the bill, and if so, what pro¬ 
visions, if any, have been made for the 
construction of a permanent dwelling 
place for the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

Mr. STENNIS. The subcommittee and 
the full committee considered that phase 
of the matter, and there is in the bill a 
provision at Port McNair for a suitable 
dwelling for the Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. The sum is $80,000. 
Port McNair is the location where the 
other members of the staff will also live. 
There was also a request for certain spe¬ 
cial communications, some of which are 
rather expensive to install. We allowed 
for that purpose the sum of $100,000. 
That is all there is in the bill for this 

item. . , 
Mr. ELLENDER. There will be only 

one dwelling? 
Mr. STENNIS. That is correct. 
Mr. ELLENDER. To be occupied by 

the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of 

Staff? 
Mr STENNIS. The Chairman of the 

Joint Chiefs of Staff and his supporting 
officers can also live at Fort McNair. 

Mr. ELLENDER. The other flag offi¬ 
cers have quarters in that same locality, 
so it will not be necessary to erect addi¬ 
tional quarters for the flag officers, as 
was contemplated last year. 

Mr, STENNIS. The Senator is cor¬ 
rect. Under this plan, it will not be 
necessary. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. STENNIS. I shall be glad to yield 
to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. So as to 
complete the Record at this point, I 
think it was the unanimous opinion of 
the committee that the head of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff should be on neutral 
ground, so to speak, if possible, with 
the respective Joint Chiefs of Staff, and 
should not be in an installation which 
was primarily Army, Navy, or Air Force. 
That is why we chose Ft. McNair, where 
there are representatives of the State 
Department and different services, but 
which is not exclusively in the posses¬ 
sion of any one single service, although 
the Ai’my does provide the housekeeping 
and administrative detachments. 

Mr. ELLENDER. There would not 
have been any objection at all on my 
part if the facility originally planned 
had been built alongside of other exist¬ 
ing facilities at Ft. McNair, but I 
strenuously opposed the plan to take the 
Naval Observatory over and convert it 
into living quarters for the head of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff and a host of flag 
officers. 

Mr. STENNIS. I thank the Senator. 
The approximately 72 acres of the Naval 
Observatory grounds are in the city of 
Washington, and there are only a few 
buildings there. We though that this 
particular construction should be accom¬ 
plished on an existing post capable of 
providing the necessary supports. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr, President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. STENNIS. I yield to the Senator 

from Washington. , 
Mr. JACKSON. The distinguished 

chairman of the subcommittee has made 
a very able statement of the items in¬ 
cluded in this very important military 
construction bill. I should like to take 
this opportunity to compliment the 
chairman and the distinguished Senator 
from South Dakota for the very fine and 
comprehensive job that they were able 
to do in connection with this bill. As 
the chairman of the subcommittee has 
pointed out, all our decisions were imani- 

mous. , , 
In the bill we have provided construc¬ 

tion support for all three services. 
Many of the items contained in the au¬ 
thorizations are of a classified nature. 
The committee spent several months 
taking extensive testimony from ivit- 
nesses from the Department of Defense, 
from the Army, the Navy, and the Air 

Force. . j i... 
Mr. President, of necessity we had to 

rely on the judgment, the wisdom, and 
the professional military advice of the 
representatives of the Department of 
Defense, the Department of the Army, 
the Department of the Navy, and the 
Department of the Air Force. 

I believe, that the bill is a fair one, 
based on the budget presented to us. 

However, it means that, in light of in¬ 
creased defense requirements, the mili¬ 
tary construction costs will rise next 
year. It may well mean that we shall 
have to pass some supplemental authori¬ 
zations before Congress concludes its 
session this year, in view of the increased 
funds for the Air Force. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Washington and the 
Senator from South Dakoto for their re¬ 
marks, and I wish especially to thank 
them for their long, patient, untiring, 
and very helpful, as well as able and 
constructive, work in connection with 
handling the multitude of matters and 
nearly 3,000 lines in the text of the bill. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con¬ 
sent that the remainder of my state¬ 
ment on the bill be printed at this point 
in the Record. 

There being no objection, the state¬ 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows; 

Statement by Senator Stennis 

This year’s military construction bill (H. B. 
9893) is about the same size this year as last 
year. Our bill contains an authorization, 
slightly in excess of $2 billion, the exact fig¬ 
ures are In the subcommittee’s report that is 
before the Members. 

'Tji© Army’s portion is a little more than 
$323 million. The Navy gets $438 million, 
and the Air Force, with the lion’s share, haa 
in round figures $1,345,000,000. 

As Senators know, we held detailed hear¬ 
ings on most all aspects of the bill and when¬ 
ever items were contested, arrangement 
were made for witnesses to present their 
views to the subcommittee. 

The Army portion of the bill is relatively 
routine and is about 40 percent less than it 
received last year. About 12 percent of the 
Department’s total request is for guided 
missiles and rocket development, and soine- 
where around 40 percent for NIKE, of which 
I will speak more about a little later. 

The $438 million for the Navy is basically 
for the modernization of its shore establish¬ 
ment and various strategical overseas sta¬ 
tions. ’That portion pertaining to its ship¬ 
yard facilities expands and modernizes them 
to take care of Forrestal-type carriers. In 
addition, there are substantial percentages 
for the modernization and maintenance of 
the facilities required by the fleet air arm 
and its submarine and antisubmarine activ- 

it' 6S. 
"The Air Force portion can be fundamen¬ 

tally broken down between the maintenance 
and operational facilities required for the 
newer type airplanes and the extension, wid¬ 
ening, and strengthening of runways for 
these planes, such as the 100-series fighters 
and the B-52 bomber. 

There are, of course, more definitive de¬ 
tails that I could go into, but I hope the 
committee report covers them adequately, 
and I would prefer to answer questions that 
Senators may care to ask. 

Especial consideration was given to more 
salient subjects, including facilities for 
Nike-Talos, DEW line. Sage, family housing, 
and quarters for the Chairman of the Joint 

Chiefs of Staff. 
As most of the Members of the Senate 

know, there has been considerable discussion 
concerning Nike-Talos during the last few 
months. Title I contains about $130 million 
for Army antiaircraft Installations, most of 
which are for Nike. As a result of our in¬ 
vestigation. the subcommittee found that 
Nike is operational and in being and is toe 
only such system the country has. We 
learned that Tales Is nonoperational and 
in the experimental stage. 
Air Force originally requested better than 
$16 million for Tales and with this au¬ 
thority planned to establish four operational 
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sites at four SAC bases. We also came to the 
conclusion that there is an apparent over¬ 
lapping of assigned roles and missions in this 
field. We, therefore, recommend approval of 
the Nike request, but that no moneys bo 
spent to establish operational sites for land- 
based Talos until a test has been conducted 
to ascertain the relative merits of the two 
systems. In the report, the subcommittee 
also suggests that the assigned roles and 
missions be clarified. 

DEW line will eventually be about a bil- 
lion-dollar program, with a $200 million an¬ 
nual operating cost. This bill contains 
around $125 million for DEW line. In rec¬ 
ommending approval, we feel it necessary to 
call on the Department of Defense to main¬ 
tain constant surveillance of the cost, util¬ 
ization, and construction progress, and to 
report periodically thereon to the committee. 

Sage, as Senators know, is the system 
■which collects the information picked up by 
DEW line and puts it in a militarily us¬ 
able form. This is also a billion-dollar pro¬ 
gram and will cost about $400 million an¬ 
nually in operational charges once estab¬ 
lished. Of this $400 million, approximately 
$240 million will be for leased telephone 
circuits. 

The subcommittee’s main concern in re- 
viewing this item was to insure that the 
Government is given adequate protection, 
with regard to the rates. The Department 
of Defense and the Air Force have assured 
the subcommittee that they believe they 
have adequate authority in this area. The 
subcommittee report calls upon the Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force to maintain constant 
surveillance of the rates charged and to 
make semiannual reports to the committee. 

Passage of this bill will authorize the con¬ 
struction of 3,790 family housing imits from 
appropriated funds for special purposes 
within the United States and at certain over¬ 
seas locations. 

This is not the full picture for, as I be¬ 
lieve my colleagues know, the so-called Cape- 
hart Act gives the Secretary of Defense al¬ 
most unlimited authority to contract for 
the construction of family quarters in the 
amount and at locations of his own choos¬ 
ing. Section 418 of the bill requires that 
the Department of Defense come into agree¬ 
ment with the Armed Services Committees in 
each Instance where housing projects are 
to be constructed or acquired. In addition, 
this report calls for the establishment of 
criteria more consistent with the planned 
long-range peacetime troop structure of the 
Defense Establishment. 

The bill contains, as it did last year, the 
request to authorize 5 sets of family hous¬ 
ings and special communications in the 
amount of $300,000 for the Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, to be constructed on 
the Naval Observatory Grounds in the Dis¬ 
trict. The subcommittee is not fully in 
sympathy with the request and recommends 
approval of only one set of quarters for the 
Chairman, himself, in the amount of $80,000, 
and $100,000 for the communication facili¬ 
ties, all of which it believes should be con¬ 
structed at Port McNair in the District, 
which is an existing establishment capable 
of providing the necessary logistical support. 
The Naval Observatory grounds encompass 
approximately 72 acres of extremely valuable 
land and we feel that it would be unwise 
to take action designed to build a new mili¬ 
tary post at that location. 

Originally, the bill as presented by Defense 
totaled about $1,862 billion. The House 
approved $1,843 billion, or substantially the 
same amount. Subsequent to House action 
and while we were still reviewing the matter, 
the President, in his April message, and 
Defense requested additional authority for 
extension of DEW line and SAC facilities. 
These, plus subcommittee action, resulted 
in our total of $2,106 billion (approximately 
$263 million difference). The difference is 
divided roughly between DEW line, overseas 

bases, missile facilities, and SAC facilities. 
SAC needs no explanation. The “beefing 

up” of bases to take the B-52 and the pro¬ 
vision for alternate sites In accordance with 
the dispersal policy results in an authority 
for SAC of more than $200 million. Ap¬ 
proximately 12 alternate SAC bases are cov¬ 
ered in this bill. Based on communications 
from the Secretary of the Air Force, we pos¬ 
sibly would have been justified in adding 4 
or 5 additional dispersal sites at approxi¬ 
mately $22 million each at this time. How¬ 
ever, there was not sufficient time to review 
them all. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. Pi’esident, at this 
time I yield to the Senator from Nevada 
tMr. Bible], who desires to submit an 
amendment. 

Mr. BIBLE. Mr. President, on behalf 
of my colleague, the senior Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Malone] , and myself, I sub¬ 
mit to the committee amendment the 
amendment which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Freak-in the chair). The amendment 
to the committee amendment will be 
stated. 

The Legislative Clerk. In the com¬ 
mittee amendment on page 81, in line 
2, it is proposed to strike out “$8,304,- 
000”, and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

Except none of the authorization for land 
acquisition pertaining to the Black Rock 
area shall apply unless the Secretary of De¬ 
fense shall resurvey the entire requirement, 
including the possible use of other Gov¬ 
ernment-controlled lands in the State of 
Nevada and the possibility of joint Navy-Air 
Force utilization of existing facilities, and 
the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives that the ac¬ 
quisition of the Black Rock extension is es¬ 
sential to meet the Navy’s training require¬ 
ments, $8,304,000.” 

Mr. BIBLE. Mr. President, the pur¬ 
pose of the amendment submitted by 
me, on behalf of the senior Senator from 
Nevada and myself, to the committee 
amendment is to require the Department 
of Defense to prove its need to acquire 
from private interests within the 1 Vz mil¬ 
lion acres of public lands in northern 
Nevada, land for a naval aerial gunnery 
range. Today, by means of this bill, the 
Navy is seeking to acquire 3 million acres 
of land in northern Nevada for a gun¬ 
nery range. It may be significant for 
the Senate to know that this exceeds 
the total acreage of the States of Dela¬ 
ware and Rhode Island, as well as 4 or 5 
Districts of Columbia. 

Our amendment to the committee 
amendment calls upon the Secretary of 
Defense to resurvey the Navy’s entire re¬ 
quirement with respect to naval aviation 
training in northern Nevada, and to cer¬ 
tify to the Senate and the House of Rep¬ 
resentatives Armed Services Committee, 
after the making of such resurvey, that 
the acquisition of land in the Black Rock 
region is essential to meet such training 
requirements. If such certification is 
not provided, this amendment to the 
committee amendment would withhold 
authorization of funds for land acquisi¬ 
tion in that particular area, the Black 
Rock desert region. 

Mr. President, the problem of having 
each military service have its own “pri¬ 
vate shooting gallery” to train our 
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Armed Forces is becoming a big handi¬ 
cap to the ordinary way of life for many 
thousands of the residents of the West. 

Interestingly enough, the military is 
now seeking, in the West, a total area 
larger than that of the States of Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, Maryland, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
Rhode Island, and Vermont, combined. 

Of course, all of our military services 
must be kept the best in the world; and 
I know that the people of my State of 
Nevada, as well as all the other people 
of the West, want the services to be 
maintained in that way. However, I feel 
that the Congress must approach this 
matter and the other phases of the land- 
withdrawal problem aflarmatively, so that 
the pubUc-land States will not have their 
basic economies completely upset. Those 
basic economies are grazing and mining; 
and in this particular area there are also 
tremendous fish and wildlife resources. 

I have always maintained that the 
Fallon Naval Air Base, in our State, 
should be enlarged. I believe that should 
be done because of its outstanding 
facilities. But in this instance I beheve 
that the Navy Department can use 
jointly—and I particularly wish to em¬ 
phasize the word “jointly”—^with the Air 
Force and other Government agencies 
another 3i4 million acres of land in 
southern Nevada, where, incidentally, 
there is located the largest Air Force 
bombing and gunnery range in the 
United States. 

Mr. President, I urge the Senate to 
adopt this amendment to the committee 
amendment, as a means of pointing out 
to our military that the land resources 
in the West are not inexhaustible. 

I yield now to my very distinguished 
senior colleague from Nevada, who is 
equally interested in this problem. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LAND FOR A PUBLIC 

PURPOSE-NEVADA AIR TRAINING BASES 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, I wish 
to join my colleague, the junior Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. BibleI in urging the 
adoption of this amendment to the com¬ 
mittee report. 

I desire to add that it is my deep feel¬ 
ing that when public land is proposed 
to be withdrawn for a public purpose 
the State administrative and the legis¬ 
lature and the county commissioners of 
the counties concerned should be con¬ 
sulted, inasmuch as they have continu¬ 
ally to wrestle with the problem of taxes 
to support the State government. I be¬ 
lieve that our action in this case will 
establish a precedent. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, during 
World War H, many millions of dollars 
were expended in the Tonopah, Nev. 
air base and bombing range, for the erec¬ 
tion of facilities which, if now repaired, 
can be utilized for the Navy’s purpose. 
That location may be 4 or 5 minutes’ 
air time further from Fallon than the 
northern area; but the establishment 
there of a refueling base will answer 
the purpose. This procedure will f.t in 
with expansion of the Fallon Air Base, 
which, as my junior colleague from Ne¬ 
vada has so well said, all of us want to 
have expanded. 

I would like to say, Mr. President, that 
the State of Nevada is one of the 11 
public land States; 87 percent of our 
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area has been retained by the Govern¬ 
ment. _ 

AIX PTTBLIC 1.AND tmUZED 

But what the Government bureau 
heads do not understand when they look 
at a map in Washington is that the en¬ 
tire 87 percent, about 60 million acres, 
has been utilized by the people of Ne¬ 
vada and taxed for nearly a century by 
the sovereign State of Nevada, through 
the livestock units. 

The patented land throughout the 
State, wherever there was water sufd- 
cient to patent a homestead, has pro¬ 
vided the headquarters ranches for the 
livestock units. 

The reason the 60 million acres—87 
percent—is still publicly owned is be¬ 
cause there was not sufficient water to 
In’igate the' amount of land that is re¬ 
quired under a homestead patent act— 
therefore there was no way to pass it 
into private ownership and put it on the 
regular tax roll. 

If water for irrigation was available 
for all of the land, practically all of it 
would have been patented long since. 

STATES RIGHTS 

The method of taxing the 87 percent 
of federally owned land through the 
livestock units must be understood to 
understand the economy of my State of 
Nevada. 

Each State of the union has its own 
peculiar problems and many of them not 
common to all States. That, Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, is the basis of '‘States Rights — 
which is thoroughly understood by many 
Members of this body. 

These livestock units include the en- 
• tire area of our State suitable foi glaz¬ 

ing. I served as state engineer from 1927 
to 1935, eight years and a half. 

three parts to livestock unit 

We have patented lands wherever 
there was water enough for irrigation, 
and that is where the feed is raised to 
winter the livestock. 

In the northern half of our State, it 
requires about a ton of hay to the year 
average to “winter” a cow unit, a cow 
and a calf. That means that if you have 
500 acres in cultivation you could run 
500 cattle on that theory that you had 
enough feed to “winter” the stock and 
in addition you have the public sum¬ 
mer, spring, and fall range and in some 
places winter range to run the stock 
sheep or cattle—except when there is 
snow on the ground or extreme cold. 

There are three parts to a livestock 
unit; the patented land where the 
feed is raised; the water rights for irri¬ 
gation and stock-watering rights 
throughout the range—and the use of 
the public land in connection with it, 
already described and has been used for 
generations, some for nearly a century, 
eighty or ninety years by successors in 
interest. 

LOOKS SIMPLE FROM WASHINGTON 

Now in Washington it looks very sim¬ 
ple. The bureau heads look at a map 
and here is public land we already own 
so all we have to do is just withdraw 
it for a special public use. But when 
you withdraw it, you take a slice out of 
a range unit, even if you do not include 
the ranch, you im'pair the earning power 
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of the unit without cutting the rancher’s 
investment; therefore he is in any case 
destroyed. 

any bureau can move in 

As of this moment the armed services 
or any bureau in Washington can move 
into the public land States and say we 
want this land set aside for a particular 
public use that already belongs to the 
Government. 

There is nothing to stop them except 
the Bureau of the Budget, or, in this 
case the Armed Services Committee or 
whatever committee to which a particu¬ 
lar use might be assigned. If then they 
get authorization from the proper com¬ 
mittee and their request for funds is 
approved by the budget committee, the 
government of the State of Nevada, the 
State legislature, or the United States 
Senators representing that State have 
nothing whatever to say about it. 

The armed services or the particular 
bureau can move right in, and if an 
actual or potential mine is located within 
the area or a livestock unit or whatever 
industry it may be, all they have to do if 
they cannot agree on their price, is to 
move in and let victims sue and then it 
is settled in a court through condemna¬ 
tion proceedings. There is no other re¬ 
course. 

NO TAXABLE PROPERTY STABLE 

So as long as that condition prevails, 
nothing will ever be definite, and no tax¬ 
able property unit described can be sta¬ 
ble in a public-land State, especially 
where 87 percent of the land is owned 
and controlled by the Federal Govern¬ 
ment. 

START BY CONSULTING THE STATE 

What is needed and what I have asked 
for continually, is that any bureau or 
Government service that contemplates 
the withdrawal of public lands for pub¬ 
lic purposes be required to consult the 
State administration through a proper 
committee set up by the legislature what¬ 
ever course is the most advantageous. I 
think the committee system would be the 
most direct. Get the consent of this 
committee or the refusal with reasons 
which then can be submitted to Congress 
where they can be considered by the 
proper committees, just as 5’ou are doing 
today, but start with the State, where the 
proper consideration for the rights of the 
States would properly direct. 

I would favor an official approval by 
the Congress. There are bills already 
introduced in the Housq that could be 
made to cover the subject. It is neces¬ 
sary ■ for the protection of the taxable 
property of the State, the economic 
structure, and the protection of the citi¬ 
zens of the State, to which they are 
rightfully entitled. 

Now I have faced this for 35 years, Mr. 
Chairman, as State engineer and in my 
private engineering business in the State 
of Nevada and throughout the public 
land States. 

No bureau in Washington understands 
the economic sti-uctm-e of a State—or in 
fact is very interested in it—^you, as 
chairman of this committee, under¬ 
stand States rights. I have carried a 
transit over most of these counties. I 
have slept in the brush, •with the sheep 

herders and buckaroos and liked it. 
Then when I was State engineer we took 
the responsibility. ^ t 

Mr. President, I am very gratified that 
the committee is accepting our proposed 
amendment so that a thorough survey 
can be made to determine the actual 
needs and the available facilities. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, wiU the Senator from Nevada yield 
briefly to me? 

Mr. BIBLE. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. Presi¬ 

dent, I am persuaded by what my col¬ 
leagues, the Senators from Nevada, have 
had to say about their amendment to the 
committee amendment. I talked to them 
prior to the time when they drafted it, 
and I also talked to the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee, who tos 
done such outstanding work on the bill. 

I hope their amendment to the com¬ 
mittee amendment will be acceptable, 
because I think they are justified in 
everything they have said. 

Mr. BIBLE. I thank the Senator from 
Texas very much, indeed; and I also wish, 
to thank the distinguished Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. StennisI, for discussing 
witli us this amen^ent to the commit¬ 
tee amendment. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Pres¬ 
ident, I wish to say to the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee that I 
think this amendment to the committee 
amendment offers a very good solution 
to a very vexing problem. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Question is on agreeing to the amend¬ 
ment offered by the Senator from Ne¬ 
vada [Mr. Bible] for himself and his 
colleague [Mr. MaloneI to the commit¬ 

tee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr WILLIAMS. Mr. President, on 
behalf of myself and my colleague [Mr. 
Frear], I offer an amendment which I 
send to the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Delaware to the committee amendment 
will be stated. 

The Legislative Clerk. On page 139, 
in the committee amendment, after line 
14, it is proposed to insert: 

Sec. 421. The Secretaries of the military 
departments, and such other officer or offi¬ 
cers as may be designated for such 
and under such regulations as may be pre- 
Lrmer^th the approval of the Secretary 
of Defense, are authorized to consider, as 
certain, adjust, determine, settle and pay 
in an amount not to exceed $1,000 where 
accepted by the claimant In full satisfac¬ 
tion and final settlement, any claim against 
the United States, where such claim is sub¬ 
stantiated in such manner as the 
may prescribe in such regulations, for any 
decease in the fair market ^alue of real 
property owned in fee by the claimant aris¬ 
ing out of and as a direct result of any 
acauisition of other land, or interests there 
im authorized under this act from nongov¬ 
ernmental sources for the extension of mili 
™operational flying facilities; Proved. 

Thit only one claim may be I 
der this section for any tract or parcel ai 

r^r^mrg'^^thfn r;?ar1rr th^’^rte Of 

fettlemenriLcie by the Secretary, or his 
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designee, under the authority of this sec¬ 
tion and such regulations as may be pre¬ 
scribed hereunder, shall be final and conclu¬ 
sive for all purposes, notwithstanding any 
other provisions of law to the contrary. The 
Secretary may report such claims as exceed 
$1,000 to Congress for its consideration, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I 
have previously discussed this amend¬ 
ment with the chairman of the subcom¬ 
mittee, who is in cha~ge of the bill. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
provide the legal authority whereby cer¬ 
tain citizens in the area of the New Cas¬ 
tle County Air Base, near Wilmington, 
Del., who will be adversely affected as 
the result of the extension of a jet run¬ 
way at that base, may file claims and 
be eligible for payments for damages re¬ 
sulting from depreciated property val¬ 
ues when it can be established that such 
damages resulted from the new project. 

Under this bill the Air Force is asking 
for the authority to condemn certain 
property in the area of that base for the 
building of this new runway. Under the 
existing law they are only able to pay 
the property owners for that property 
which lies immediately in the path of the 
run-way, and they have no authority un¬ 
der the existing law to recognize or make 
payments to any property owner who 
has property immediately adjacent to 
the runway. 

This proposed extension of the run¬ 
way will cut a major highway, and cer¬ 
tain property owners on the far side of 
the runway will, after its construction, 
be forced to drive 12 to 15 miles in order 
to get to a point which in reality is lo¬ 
cated less than 1 mile from their homes. 

Many of these property owners located 
In this area in order to be convenient to 
their work, and now the establishment 
of the new jet runway will not only prove 
to be a great inconvenience but also 
greatly depreciate the market value of 
their homes. 

In instances where there are farms 
near these runways, poultry houses or 
other buildings have likewise become 
useless, and these farmers too should be 
compensated for such damages. 

It is recognized that we in Congress 
cannot intelligently include in this au¬ 
thorization bill a specific amount to 
which each property owner should be en¬ 
titled. We do not have the adequate 
facilities to make the necessary apprais¬ 
als for such decisions; however, we can 
adopt this amendment which recognizes 
the problem and confers upon the Air 
Force the authority to negotiate with 
property owners in the area immediately 
surrounding any extended runway and 
make the necessary settlements. 

Under the proposed amendment the 
Air Force would be authorized to make 
direct settlements on any claims up to 
$2,500 and on any claims in excess of 
$2,500 to negotiate an agreement and 
submit their recommendations regard¬ 
ing that agreement to the Congress, 
which in turn can approve and make the 
necessary appropriations for payments. 

I understand that the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Case], a member of 
the committee, would prefer that this 
amount of $2,500 be reduced to $1,000 to 
conform with similar authority extended 

to other Government agencies. If so, I 
shall have no objection to modifying my 
amendment accordingly since neither 
the $2,500 nor the $1,000 item would in 
any manner indicate what any claim 
should be. Nor does it confine the claims 
to those amounts. 

It merely means that the Air Force 
can go ahead and settle any claim up 
to that figure, and all claims in excess of 
that amount would be submitted to Con¬ 
gress for approval and payment. 

This problem which I have outlined 
here as affecting residents in the New 
Castle County area is not a problem nec¬ 
essarily confined to them, but it is a 
problem which can arise in any State 
in the country where an extension of a 
runway is being requested. 

The amendment is applicable to all 
such projects coming under the jmrls- 
diction of the Air Corps, and certainly 
if the Air Corps is going in a State and 
taking over certain property they should 
be liable not only for the payment of the 
property acquired but also for the pay¬ 
ment of damages to surrounding prop¬ 
erty owners. 

The amendment merely provides a 
method by which adjoining property 
owners could negotiate with the Depart¬ 
ment for compensatory damages. 

I urge its adoption. 
Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, the 

amendment offered by the Senator pre¬ 
sents a very serious question. It deseiwes 
the utmost consideration. It involves a 
broad policy question which we think 
should have careful attention. There is 
some doubt in the minds of members of 
the committee as to whether or not such 
a policy question should be decided in 
a biU of this kind. However, there is 
merit in the amendment. We are very 
glad to accept the amendment and take 
it to conference, to see if a proper pro¬ 
vision can be drafted. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. STENNIS. I yield. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I was 

wondering if the Senator from Delaware 
would not be content to set the limit at 
$1,000, instead of $2,500. Under the 
Torts Act the heads of departments have 
authority to settle administratively 
claims against the Government up to 
$1,000, without going to court. It seems 
to me that this amendment should con¬ 
form to the pro-visions of that act. I 
hope the Senator will modify his amend¬ 
ment so as to make the maximum figui’e 
$1,000. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no objection 
to that, if that is the desire of the com¬ 
mittee. The amendment including the 
other amount was prepared by the De¬ 
partment, at its suggestion. The amend¬ 
ment is in no way an indication that 
everyone would receive either $1,000 or 
$2,500, or that the amount would be the 
limit of their claims. 

Mr. President, I modify my amend¬ 
ment by changing the figure from $2,500 
to $1,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment to the amendment is modi¬ 
fied accordingly. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, the 
committee is glad to accept the amend¬ 

ment, under the circumstances already 
outlined. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the modified 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. Williams] for himself 
and his colleague [IdT. Freak ] to the 
committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk 
and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Mexico to the committee amend¬ 
ment will be stated. 

The Legislative Clerk. On page 111, 
in the committee amendment, between 
lines 22 and 23, it is proposed to insert 
the folio-wing: 

Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, N. Mex.: Op¬ 
eration and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and ground improvements 
and land acquisitions, $6,547,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend¬ 
ment offered by the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Chavez] to the committee 
amendment. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Mississippi yield to me for 
2 minutes? 

Mr. STENNIS. I am glad to sdeld to 
the distinguished Senator from New 
Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, the 
Hobbs Airfield was an active airfield 
during the war. It is now an auxiliary 
airfield to the airfield at Lubbock, Tex., 
a distance of only 60 or 70 miles away. 
The Department has not furnished esti¬ 
mates as to what the reactivation would 
cost. The reason given is that it would 
be too expensive to reactivate it, because 
the altitude is too high, and too long run¬ 
ways would be necessary for the opera¬ 
tion of the planes. 

The following figures show that the 
altitude is not so great as that of some 
of the other fields operating in the same 
area. 

Hobbs, N. Mex., the field to which the 
amendment refers, is 3,630 feet above sea 
level. Clovis, within 120 miles, is 4,265 
feet above sea level. Albuquerque is 
4,950 feet above sea level; Alamogordo is 
4,303 feet above sea level; Colorado 
Springs, 5,980; Denver, 5,280; El Paso, 
3,700. 

Mr. STENNIS. . Mr. President, there is 
merit in what the Senator says. This 
field may well be a part of a pattern of 
development of auxiliary fields, to which 
the Senator from New Mexico has re¬ 
ferred. The committee has considered 
the amendment and is glad to accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend¬ 
ment offered by the Senator from New 
Mexico [Mr. Chavez] to the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Mississippi and his 
subcommittee have done an excellent job 
on the bill, and I wish to commend them. 
I should like to ask the chairman of 
the subcommittee one question, which 
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concerns the so-called Capehart military 
housing. 

As the Senator knows, military housing 
is very important, as one of the benefits 
designed to keep people in the service. 
The Senate passed a bill on this subject. 
The House has held up the bill, for cer¬ 
tain reasons. Personally I do not believe 
that we should try to attach housing pro¬ 
visions to a military construction bill at 
this time. It would involve too many 
complications. 

Does not the chairman of the subcom¬ 
mittee, the Senator fi-om Mississippi, who 
is so familiar with all these questions, 
believe that if it appears that the housing 
bill is to be held up in the House and not 
passed, we should act promptly on a sep¬ 
arate bill dealing with the so-called 
Capehart military housing, before the 
Congress adjourns? 

Mr. STENNIS. The Senator from 
Massachusetts is correct. Some pro¬ 
vision must be made for military housing. 
It would not fit into this bill at this late 
time. If the housing bill does not pass, 
we would look with sympathetic consid¬ 
eration upon the idea of having a bill re¬ 
ported which would meet the situation. 

Mr. President, I offer a series of tech¬ 
nical amendments to correct certain fig¬ 
ures in the bill. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendments offered by the Senator from 
Mississippi will be stated. 

The Legislative Clerk. In the cona- 
mittee amendment, on page 77, line 11, it 
is proposed to delete the figure 
“$7,332.00” and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “$7,332,000.” 

On page 80, line 21, it is proposed to de¬ 
lete the figure “$600,000” and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “$660,000.” 

On page 91, line 24, it is proposed to de¬ 
lete “title rv:” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “title H;”. 

On page 95, line 2, it is proposed to de¬ 
lete the figure “$299,409,600” and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: “$299,- 
512,600”. 

On page 95, lines 3 and 4, it is proposed 
to delete the figure “$563,943,300” and in¬ 
sert in lieu thereof the following: “$564,- 
046,300”. 

On page 120, line 2, it is proposed to 
delete the figure “$70,000.” and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: “$70,000,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend¬ 
ments offered by the Senator from Mis¬ 
sissippi to the committee amendment. 

The amendments to the amendment 
were agreed to. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Pres¬ 
ident, I should like to say a few words of 
appreciation of the leadership of the 
Senator from Mississippi in handling this 
bill and conducting the hearings. I also 
express my appreciation for the fine con¬ 
tribution made by the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Jackson! , growing out 
of his vast experience and knowledge in 
the field of missiles. 

I should like to say more upon this 
subject. I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the Record at this point 
as a part of njy remarks a statement 
which I shall furnish later. 

There being no objection, the state¬ 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows; 

Statement by Senator Case op South Dakota 

Mr. President, the chairman of the sub¬ 
committee, the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. Stennis] has well covered the general 
scope of this authorization bill for military 
construction. I desire only to mention a few 
matters for the sake of emphasis. 

First, however, let me say that this bill 
had more extended hearings, I think, than 
any like bill which has been presented to 
the Senate in recent years. The Senator 
from Mississippi devoted long hours over 
many days to taking testimony. His knowl¬ 
edge in this field and his ability to get at the 
facts were of great value to the committee. 
He dealt fairly with every witness and was 
most courteous to the other members of the 
committee in every respect. 

And I should also like to commend the 
contribution to the work of the committee 
by the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
Jackson]. His experience in, and knowl¬ 
edge of, the field of atomic energy and the 
development of missiles were of special value 
in developing the committee’s conclusions 
regarding related facilities. It was a genuine 
pleasure to work with him on this bill. 

The committee had the benefit, also, of ex¬ 
traordinary talents in Col. Kenneth BeLieu 
as our clerk. He not only did the ordi¬ 
nary work one expects of a staff specialist, 
but gave us tireless research enriched by his 
background knowledge in military proce¬ 
dures. He has been one of the best clerks I 
have ever encountered in serving on a con¬ 
gressional committee. 

With respect to the contents of the bill, I 
desire at this time only to speak of the de¬ 
cisions we were necessarily forced to make on 
matters that involve policy. 

I refer, for example, to the proposals for 
Installations involving the use of the defen¬ 
sive weapons of Nike and Talos. The press 
has carried much about these competitive 
weapon systems. The committee does not 
claim to have the expert knowledge that 
would let us scieritifically evaluate their re¬ 
spective merits. We had hoped to have the 
benefits of a field test of some sort. That was 
not possible because of the incomplete devel¬ 
opment of Talos. 

So, our committee was obliged to adopt 
a tentative decision. We delay the decision 
that must some day be made. In the mean¬ 
time, I hope that an objective evaluation can 
be made of the merits of the respective sys¬ 
tems by competent, objective people. That 
evaluation on the basis of laboratory and 
scientific standards can be made. It should 
be done before the military construction bill 
comes up next year. 

A second illustration of a policy decision 
had to be made on the extension of the so- 
called DEW line, the distant early warning 
system. This is a tremendously costly 
thing—the DEW line. Its possible use and 
its capabilities He in the realm of uncer¬ 
tainty. Let it seemed too much of a gamble 
not to proceed with what has been started. 

For one, however, I hope that the General 
Accounting Office and the fiscal people in 
the Department of Defense will take a good 
hard look at the costs of the DEW line. 
Everyone knows that construction conditions 
are rough in many locations. But there 
should be some way to check costs, a better 
way than was brought to the attention of 
this committee to date. 

The third matter I would mention has to 
do with the need for Improving the security 
and usability of our bases. 

In 1953, when this same subcommittee re¬ 
turned from its overseas inspection trip, 
we made certain recommendations relating 
to construction overseas. Number 1 of those 
recommendations was this; 

“Greater care should be taken to Insure 
the security and usability of bases on which 
the United States money is spent.” 

In support of that, we said: 
"For example, (a) about $5 million was 

expended on a field in Egypt, the use of 

which is now denied to the United States. 
No firm rights were obtained before the 
money was spent.” 

Events of the past few days certainly lend 
force to the words we used. The election 
in Iceland is said to have imperiled the 
tenure of our great base built at Keflavik. 
The head of the new government in Morocco 
is now saying that the base agreements nego¬ 
tiated with France were obsolete, implying 
that our tenure of the bases in north Africa 
is insecure. 

I need not argue the point. The signifi¬ 
cance of this matter must be apparent to 
everyone. Consideration of this problem led 
the committee to be receptive when testi¬ 
mony was offered for developing more bases 
in this country to handle the new heavy 
jet bombers. The bill as presented carries 
authorizations that would strengthen or de¬ 
velop a dozen bases in various parts of the 
country and make them capable of serving 
the big jets. 

I shall not develop the figures on either 
planes or bases but will simply say that even 
with the Increased number authorized for 
development, we will not have all we shall 

need. 
These policy decisions which the commit¬ 

tee was called upon to make are not nor¬ 
mally anticipated in bills on construction, 
but those who read the printed hearings will 
realize how the decisions were an inevitable 
part of passing on the projects proposed in 
the bill. Naturally a great deal of the most 
important testimony was off the record on 
these matters but what was left on the record 
constitutes an Impressive story. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I again ex¬ 
press my appreciation of the opportunity 
to serve with the very able members of the 
Senate who constitute the Committee on 
Armed Services. They are devoted people, 
devoted to the security of the United States. 

Mr. STENNIS. I thank the Senator 
from South Dakota. What little I have 
been able to accomplish has been made 
possible through the fine support of 
other members of the subcommittee. 

Mr. BIBLE. Mr. President, let me add 
my words of commendation and thanks. 
The Senator from Mississippi has been 
most helpful and cooperative, as have 
the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Case] and the Senator from Washing¬ 
ton [Mr. Jackson]. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, we ap¬ 
preciate the efforts of the Senators from 
Nevada [Mr. Malone and Mr. Bible] in 
presenting the merits of the problem at 
Fallon. The people of Nevada have 
been very ably represented before our 
subcommittee by their two Senators. 
They were very helpful to us. I hope 
some adjustment can be arrived at which 
will keep the Fallon Air Base in opera¬ 
tion, and at the same time meet the local 
situation. _ _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
committee amendment is open to fur¬ 
ther amendment. If there be no fur¬ 
ther amendment to be proposed, the 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment, as amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be en¬ 
grossed, and the bill to be read a thiid 
time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 

having been read the third time, the 
question is. Shall it pass? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 



10152 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE June 28 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With¬ 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
The bill (H. R. 9893) was passed. 
Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I move 

that the Senate insist upon its amend¬ 
ments, request a conference thereon with 
the House of Representatives, and that 
the Chair appoint the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding OflQcer appointed Mr. Russell, 
Mr. Stennis, Mr. Jackson, Mr. Salton- 

STALL, and Mr. Case of South Dakota con¬ 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I wish 
especially to thank Col. Kenneth E. Be- 
Lieu for his very fine and helpful services 
to the subcommittee during the months 
of hearings and consideration of the bill. 
His work has been outstanding and help¬ 
ful. He has a fine background as an 
excellent soldier, and has a fine under¬ 
standing of both military questions and 
the practical side of the problems in¬ 
volved. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, I wish to associate myself 
with the remarks of the Senator from 
Mississippi about Col BeLieu. I expect 
to say something about him in the state¬ 
ment I shall submit later for inclusion in 
the Record. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre¬ 
sentatives, by Mr. Bartlett, one of its 
clerks, notified the Senate that Mr. 
Pn,LiON had been appointed a manager 
on the part of the House at the confer¬ 
ence of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
6376) to provide for the hospitalization 
and care of the mentally ill of Alaska, 
and for other purposes, vice Mr, Saylor, 
excused. 

The message announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagree¬ 
ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9852) to extend the Defense Pro¬ 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and for 
other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

The message also announced that the 
Speaker had afllxed his signature to the 
following enrolled bills, and they were 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

H. R. 906. An act for the relief of William 
Martin, of Tok Junction, Alaska: 

H. R. 909. An act for the relief of Charles 
O. Ferry and other employees of the Alaska 
Road Commission; 

H. R. 1963. An act for the relief of Mr. and 
Mrs. Clarence M. Augustine; 

H. R. 9052. An act to amend the Export 
Control Act of 1949 to continue for an addi¬ 
tion period of 2 years the authority provided 
thereunder for the regulation of exports; 

H. R. 9072. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Labor, and Health, 
Education, and Welfare, and related agen¬ 

cies, for the fiscal year ending Jime 30, 1957, 
and for other purposes: 

H. R. 9720. An act making appropriations 
for the Departments of Labor, and Health, 
Education, and Welfare, and related agen¬ 
cies, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 10003. An act making appropriations 
for the government of the District of Co¬ 
lumbia and other activities chargeable in 
whole or in part against the revenues of said 
District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1957, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 10766. An act to authorize the pay¬ 
ment of compensation for certain losses and 
damages caused by United States Armed 
Forces during World War II; and 

H. R. 10872. An act to provide for exten¬ 
sion of the time during which annual assess¬ 
ment work on unpatented mining claims 
validated under section 2 of the Act of Au¬ 
gust 11, 1955, may be made, and for other 
purposes. 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1956 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11356) to amend fur¬ 
ther the Mutual Security Act of 1954, 
as amended, and for other purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, a parliamentary inquii-y. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Texas will state it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. As I under¬ 
stand, under the unanimous-consent 
agreement entered into yesterday, the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ellender] 
will be recognized at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator is correct. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I wish the Record to show that I 
am very deeply indebted to the Senator 
from Louisiana for his understanding 
and for his graciousness and for his 
truly cooperative attitude on matters 
affecting the Nation. I appreciate his 
cooperation very much. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
thank our distinguished majority leader 
for the compliment. For the. past hour 
I have been sitting here in amazement 
watching our fine majority leader at 
work. I can state from personal knowl¬ 
edge that he really gets what he goes 
after. I can vouch for the good job he is 
doing. Yesterday he persuaded me to 
forego a 6-hour speech that I had 
planned to make today on foreign aid. 
He is indeed a good operator, and he 
knows how to get the job done. I wish 
to take this opportunity to compliment 
him, and to sincerely and from the bot¬ 
tom of my heart, commend him for the 
exceptional manner in which he has been 
able to facilitate and expedite the work 
of the Senate. 

Mr. President, it was my privilege last 
year to make another personal inspec¬ 
tion of overseas missions. As a matter 
of fact, this was my fourth complete 
circuit of the world by air. On this trip 
I had occasion to visit 22 countries, in 
all of which I made notes and recorded 
my observations on the manner in which 
our foreign aid program is being oper¬ 
ated, as well as a detailed study of our 
embassies and legations operations, and 
the United States information program. 
On the desk to my left are the individual 
country, reports made by me on all the 
countries I visited. The stack measures 
probably a foot in thickness. 

In addition, I hold in my hand the 
diary which was written by me on the 
trip. It consists of 328 pages, and it 
contains the observations made by me as 
to conditions I found in the countries 
visited. 

A few days ago the country-by-country 
reports to which I have just referred, 
plus pertinent parts of my diary, were 
filed with the Senate Committee on Ap¬ 
propriations. It is my hope that mem¬ 
ber’s of the Committee on Appropriations, 
as well as other Members of the Senate, 
who desire to inform themselves of the 
operations of our Embassies and lega¬ 
tions abroad, as well as the way our in¬ 
formation program and om- foreign-aid 
program is being administered, will take 
the time to consult these records. I am 
happy to make available to them on a 
confidential basis, my findings and ob¬ 
servations. 

Mr. President, I devoted much time 
last year to this inspection of our for¬ 
eign missions. Immediately upon my 
return from abroad, I boarded a char¬ 
tered plane with the members of the 
Senate Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and proceeded to hold hearings 
at the grassroots on the farm problem, 
out of which hearings developed the 
the farm bill that became law in April. 

Prom the middle of October of 1955, 
and until April of this year when the 
farm bill was approved by Congress, 
practically all of my time was spent in 
that endeavor. Then, beginning in the 
latter part of March, I opened the hear¬ 
ings on the public works appropriation 
■bill. These hearings before the Senate 
Appropriations Subcommittee on Public 
Works, continued for more than 2 
months; we heard over 650 witnesses; as 
Senators know, the public works appro¬ 
priations bill was not finally enacted into 
law until yesterday. 

Mr. President, I am relating these 
facts merely to explain why I was unable 
to complete until now my report on our 
overseas missions. I had planned on 
having the report in the hands of the 
Committee on Appropriations not later 
than March, but because of the two 
time-consuming tasks I had to perform 
in the meantime, I was unabie to do so 
untii last week. 

I repeat, Mr. President, that I hope 
this report will not have been made in 
vain and that Senators will obtain some 
benefit from reading it, it will offer par¬ 
ticular advantage to any Senator who is 
interested in seeking information on 
specific country programs. 

Mr. President, as I have stated on 
many occasions, I cheerfully voted in 
1948 for the so-called Marshall plan in 
the hope that our great country might 
be of assistance to our neighbors across 
the seas who had been devastated by 
war. I agreed with the advocates of the 
Marshall plan, that by assisting our 
Western European alUes financially, we 
could revitalize their industry and im¬ 
prove their agriculture to the point 
where, within a space of a few years, 
they could produce both industrially and 
agriculturally to the same level or even 
at a higher level than they were able to 
produce prior to the war—that is, in 
1938. 
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1, APPROPRIATIONS, Bo^ Houses agreed/o the conference ^ort on H. 

Defense Departmen^b appropriation bill for 1957. PP* 10^, 103 5, 

is noi’j ready f^r the President. 

2. SURPLUS COMMODITIES. Conferees were appointed on H, 
^or.+a-5n Tn-ilitarv Construction. The bill authorizes the Secretary of Defense^ 

fo faX housing cVnltruction in forelgb 
not to exceed |250 million acquired through provisions of the ^^ricultur 
Trade Development and Assistance Act or other commo^ty transactions of CC . 

Senate conferees were appointed on June 28. p. 3.022^ 

M OTORTS. The Agriculture Committee reported with amen^ent 

Stend the Federal Import Milk Act to Alaska (H. Rept. 2536). p. 10300^ 

RECLAflATION; ELECTRIFICATION. The Interior and Insular Affairs 
ed with amendment H. R. h719, to authorize construction, oper^ion, an 

maintenance of the Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake River between Idaho 

Oregon (H. Rept. 25142). p. 10300 



5o AREA ASSISTANCE* The Banking and.-Currency Committee reported with amen(^ent 
^ Ro 11811, to alleviate conditions of excessive unemployment and under- 
em^oyment in depressed industrial and rural areas (H« Rept. 2^U3)* - p* 10300 

6e ACCOI^^NGo Conferees were appointed on H, R* 9^93, to simplify Fjederal account*' 
ing pr^tices and facilitate the payment of obligations, p, 10235 (Senate | 
confere^ have not been appointed,) 

/. 
7* HOUSING* Th'fe Rules Committee ordered tabled H, R* II7U2, the housing bill, 

p* D7m \ 

' »• 

8* EDUCATI0N<. Cont\nued debate on H, R, 7535, to author!z©'Federal Assistance to 
the States and ld<^al communities financing an expanded program of school con¬ 
struction so as to\eliminate the national shortage of classrooms* pp, IO2UO, 
10275, 10286 

\ 

9* ATOMIC ENERGI, The Joi^it Committee on Atomic Enei*gy ordered reported S* IilJ[i6 
and H, R, 12C6l, to accelerate the civilian atdmic power program in the U* S*^- 
P* D715 \ > 

10* PERSONNEL# Both Houses received from the Presidential Adviser on Personnel 
Management a proposed bill "tb^ consolidate and revise certain provisions of 
law relating to additional compensation' of civilian employees of the Federal 
Government stationed in foreign Areas and to facilitate recruitm.ent, reduce 
turnover, and compensate for extra\costs and hardships due to overseas assign¬ 
ments”; to the Post Office and Civil Service Committees* pp* 10299, 10303 

Received from the Health, Education, and IJelfare Departirtent a proposed 
bill "to encourage the extension and iiisprovement of voluntary'" health prepayment 
plans or policies"; to the In^rstate aik^ Foreign Commerce Committee, p, 10299 

\ 
11* TEXTILES, Rep* Alexander criticized the pr^ent import allowances on certain 

clothing and textiles, and urged that trade l,imitations be imposed on Japanese 
textiles imports, p* 10292 \ 

12, TOBACCO, Rep* Cramer urged that certain tariff aiMustments be made on behalf T ^ 
of the Spanish All-Havana Cigar Industry of TampaX^a*, because of the adverse 
effect on this indUsti7,r created by the Cuban cigar industry’-* p, 10283 

13* LEGISLATIVE PROGRAJI, Rep* JicCormack announced the follisujing legislative orogran 
for July 2-6: / Mon,, the Consent Calendar, the small fl^d control projects 
bill, the fisheries bill, and the rule on the postal rat^increase bill; Tues,, 
Private Cal-fendar, the postal rate increase bill; ^'^ed*, no Session; Thurs, and 
Fri*, the/school construction program bill for Federal affe^ed areas, and the 
CCC borrbwing authority increase bill* pp. 10229, 1027h 

lli, ADJOUMD until Mon*, July 2, pp, 10229, 10299 

SENATE 

15, FOREIGN AID, Passed with amendments H, R, 11356, the mutual security 
/ 

/ 

/ 
and 

a vote of 5it to 25 (p, 10317)* Agreed to amendments by Sen, Dirksen to 
authorize obligations in advance of appropriations authorized in the bi 
to authorize an additional ':;^5 million for information, relief, exchange o* 
persons, education and resettlement programs (p, 10320), by Sen, Humphrey, ^ 
modified, for the greater promotion of economic development in underdeveloped 
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House of Representatives 
I appoints Mr. Russell, Mr. Stennis, Mr. 
’ Jackson, Mr. Saltonstall, and Mr. Case 

I of South Dakota to be the conferees on 
all ! the part of the Senate. 

The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
O Thou eternal spirit, unto whom 

hearts are open and all desires known, 
may we now be numbered among the 
seekers and finders of God. 

We pray that we may daily assemble 
here, not primarily to argue and maneu¬ 
ver for the victory of our personal opin¬ 
ions but to yield ourselves to Thy divine 
guidance and to seek to know the mind of 
God. 

Grant that, before we legislate and 
make any decision during these dark and 
troublous days, this Chamber may be for 
each of us a listening place where we 
shall catch the inspiration of Thy spirit. 

Make us more eager to hear and heed 
Thy voice revealing Thy will and showing 
us how best we may discharge all our 
tasks and responsibilities. 

To Thy name we ascribe all the praise. 
Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, 
Carrell, its clerk, announced that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 9952. An act to provid»' a lump¬ 
sum readjustment payment fop^members of 
the Reserve components wh^are involun¬ 
tarily released from active sQjwice. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 9893. An act to authorize certain con- . 
struction at military installations, and for i 
other purposes. i 

The message also announced that the! 
Senate insists upon its amendment toj 
the foregoing bill, and requests a con-i 
ference with the House on the disagree- ■. 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and > 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. MARTIN asked and was given 
permission to address the Hoiise for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, '! take 
this time to inquire of the majority 
leader as to the program today and what 
he has outlined. 

Mr. McCXJRMACK. I shall be very 
happy to advise the gentleman and I am 
glad my friend asked this question. 

The first order of business today is 
the conference report on the Defense 
Department appropriation bill. There¬ 
after there will be a continuation of gen¬ 
eral debate on the school construction 
bill. We hope general debate will be 
completed this afternoon and the first 
section read. Beyond that we wiU not 
go today. 

I will announce the program for next 
week later. There will be a continuation 
of this bill, and it is very important that 
all Members be here Monday—^at least 
I make that statement as an expression 
of my own opinion. 

The school construction bill will come 
up, of course, after the other business is 
disposed of and it will be read under the 
5-minute rule. 

There may be other matters of import 
also. 

Mr. MARTIN. There is no likelihood 
of the present bill being considered be¬ 
yond reading of the first section today? 

Mr. McCORMACK. No. The gentle¬ 
man probably is going to ask me about 
tomorrow. I may say we are not going 
to meet tomorrow. That is understood 
by all the parties interested in the bill. 
I have taken the matter up with every¬ 
one interested. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY 

Mr. McCXJRMACK. Mr, Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

CALL OP THE HOUSE 

Mr. SCRIVNER. Mr. Speaker, I 
make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol¬ 

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
names: 

[Roll No. 83] 

Adair Flno Rees, Kans, 
Anfuso Fulton Richards 
Ayres Gamble Roosevelt 
Barrett Garmatz Rutherford 
Bass, Tenn. Green, Pa. Sadlak 
Baumhart Halleck Saylor 
Beamer Harden Scott 
Belcher, Okla. Harvey Scudder 
Bell Hull Sheehan 
Bray James Shelley 
Brooks, Tex. Kilburn Sieminski 
Brownson King. Pa. Springer 
Canfield Klrwan Staggers 
Celler Lane Thompson, La. 
Chase Lesinskl Thompson, Tex. 
Chatham McCulloch Thornberry 
Christopher McDowell Tumulty 
Coudert Meader Van Pelt 
Crumpacker Miller, Md. Velde 
Cunningham Minshall Vursell 
Curtis, Mo. Morano Wainwright 
Davidson Morrison Wickersham 
Davis, Tenn. O’Hara, Minn. Wigglesworth 
Davis, Wis. Patman Wilson, Ind. 
Donovan 
Dorn, S. C. 
Eberharter 

Powell 
Prouty 
Reece, Tenn. 

Zelenko 

The' SPEAKER. On this rollcall 343 
Members have answered to their names; 
a quorum, is present. 

By unanimous consent, further pro¬ 
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

AUTHORIZING CERTAIN CONSTRUC¬ 
TION AT MILITARY INSTALLA¬ 
TIONS 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 9893) to 

t 
I 
I 

10229 
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authorize certain construction at mili¬ 
tary installations, and for other pur¬ 
poses, with Senate amendments, dis¬ 
agree to the Senate amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Vinson] ? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and appoints the 
following conferees: Mr. Vinson, Mr. 
Brooks of Louisiana, Mr. Kilday, Mr, 
Short, and Mr. Arends. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC WORKS 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that the Com¬ 
mittee on Public Works may have until 
midnight Saturday to file certain reports 
on certain bills, together with any minor¬ 
ity views. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas¬ 
sachusetts [Mr. McCormack] ? 

There was no objection. 

REPORT ON H. R. 11811 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
may have until midnight Saturday to 
file a report on the bill H. R. 11811. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

MINORITY REPORT ON H. R. 8902 

Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be al¬ 
lowed until midnight tonight to file a 
minority report on the bill H. R. 8902. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas¬ 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

REPORT ON H. R. 11861 

Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may have un¬ 
til midnight to file committee reports 
on the bill H. R. 11861, the soil erosion 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

IGNACE JAN PADEREWSKI 
(Mr. ROONEY asked and was given 

permission to extend his remarks at this 
point.) 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, this day 
marks the 15th anniversary of the death 
of Ignace Jan Paderewski, world re¬ 
nowned statesman, composer, and pian¬ 
ist. As most of us know, he died in New 
York City on June 29, 1941, at the age 
of 80. 

Poland, America, the free world fol¬ 
lowed his body to its temporary resting 
place in Arlington Cemetery with the 
grief suitable to our mourning for one 
whose spirit had come to symbolize all 
that we hold dear. Poland, then, as now, 
was the symbol of the unconquerable 
soul of a nation, suffering under foreign 
rule and conquest, victim for years and 

centuries of political and religious op¬ 
pression: and Paderewski, musician of 
fire and fervor, famous at once for tech¬ 
nical mastery and for emotional appeal, 
stood before the world as the symbol of 
Poland. 

He became the first Premier of the 
Polish Republic in 1919, after the people 
of Poland asserted their independence 
according to the principle of national 
self-determination embodied in the fa¬ 
mous 14 points of President Woodrow 
Wilson. In his brief political career of a 
few years, after the close of World War 
I, he earned the undying love of his na¬ 
tive land and the admiration of the 
world by his magnificent performance 
in bringing together warring factions in 
Poland, and speaking for Poland in the 
conferences to establish postwar bound¬ 
aries with a persuasiveness and fairness 
that brought the world as far on the 
road toward peace as one man’s voice 
and force could bring it. It has been 
said that, had his counsels been fully 
accepted, Woi'ld War II might have been 
prevented. , 

When Poland lost her independence 
again, at the start of the Second World 
War, he refused to play concerts in 
public. 

Paderewski’s body lies in Arlington, in 
the custody of our Nation. His heart is 
preserved in a crypt in Cypress Hills 
Abbey, in Brooklyn, N. Y., in the custody 
of the heirs of Paderewski’s friend, my 
good and long-time friend, the late 
member of the Assembly of the State of 
New York, John Smolensk!. 

May God speed the day when this body, 
that worked for the glory of Poland, and 
this heart, that beat with a fierce pas¬ 
sion for freedom, may be reunited in 
that free Poland for which we Americans 
hold them as a sacred trust. I pray that 
yesterday’s uprising against Communist 
oppression in Poznan may be the begin¬ 
ning of that day. 

POLES STRIKE FOR LIBERTY 

(Mr. ZABLOCKI asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks at this 
point.) 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, the 
news of yesterday’s rioting in Poznan 
against the Communist oppressors of the 
Polish Nation electrified the entire free 
world, and demonstrated once again that 
the Polish people will continue to resist 
the Communist rule with every ounce of 
their strength. 

According to news dispatches, thou¬ 
sands of Polish workers clashed yester¬ 
day with tanks and troops, shouting for 
bread and demanding that the Russians 
leave Poland. 

This was the biggest anti-Communist 
demonstration in the Communist-domi¬ 
nated part of the world since the June 17, 
1953, uprising in East Germany, when 
some 200,000 workers revolted against 
the Red rule. 
^e uprising in Poznan shows that the 

spirit of people who prize liberty and in¬ 
dependence cannot be suppressed or 
killed. Without arms—with bare hands 
and stones—the people will rise and re¬ 
sist the oppressor. They have done it 
before, and they will do it again until 
they are free. 

This most recent momentous event in 
Poznan should make us pause and 
think—think hard—about what is hap¬ 
pening in the captive nations, and within 
the entire sphere of Communist domina¬ 
tion. 

There is trouble behind the Iron Cur¬ 
tain—serious trouble. The Soviet mili¬ 
tary program has apparently taxed the 
resources of captive nations, and of the 
Soviet Union itself, to the utmost. It 
has forced the Communists to plan a 
reduction of their armies, and a transfer 
of this manpower to industrial under¬ 
takings, intended to improve the stand¬ 
ard of living of the peoples that they 
dominate. It has forced the ruling clique 
to change their tactics. 

It is very apparent that the present 
leaders of the Soviet Union find it in¬ 
creasingly difScult to maintain their op¬ 
pressive rule. The events of the past 2 
years show that they are searching for 
new methods of keeping the satellite and 
captive nations in line, and of simultane¬ 
ously advancing their long-range plans 
for the extension of their rule over other 
nations. 

I do not believe that the long-range ob¬ 
jectives of the Communists have changed. 
The fact remains, however, that the diffi¬ 
culties which they are presently encoun¬ 
tering are—in a sense—forcing them into 
a corner. They can try to get out of it 
by relaxing their rule, and by trying to 
improve the living conditions behind the 
Iron Curtain. Or—and this is a possi¬ 
bility we must not ignore—they can try 
to do something drastic. 

For this reason, the free world must 
remain alert, and we must be prepared to 
meet any eventuality. 

Together with other Members of this 
House, and with free men all over the 
world, I want to pay tribute today to the 
brave people of Poznan, whose courage 
and determination serve as an inspira¬ 
tion to all of us. 

The struggle for liberty continues, and 
it will not stop until Poland—and the 
other captive peoples—are once again 
free. The people of Poznan and of other 
areas of Poland have shown that they are 
determined to win that struggle. It is our 
task to spare no effort in the endeavors 
to bring about the victory of liberty, and 
the establishment of lasting and just 
peace in the world. 

ifi- 

;DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPRO¬ 
PRIATION BILL, 1957—CONFER¬ 
ENCE REPORT 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
10986) making appropriations for the 
Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1957, and for other 
purposes, and I ask unanimous consent 
that the statement on the part of the 
managers be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
(For conference report and statement, 

see proceedings of the House, June 28! 
1956.) 
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security appropriation 15111, p, 10859 

5 iATT’ATyy PUBLIC IjOSKS; SUEPLUS C014I0DITIES, The conferees agreed to file a 
r^rt on 2, R. 9^93, which authorizes certain military public works ^ 
incites provision for financing scoo of these works from surplus agricultural 

commo^tics, p* D751 

6 PCA AUDlV Received from the Comptroller General the report on the audit of 
PGA for tiie fiscal year 1955 I3oc. 44l>; to Government Operations Committee, 

p. 10858 \ 

7. PLCIAl-LiTIOill. the request of Rep. Porrester, S. l622, to authorize the 
j^nterior Lepartkent to make payment for certain in^rovements located on public 

lands in the Ra^ Valley unit. of the ^'^issouri River Basin project, 

was recommitted to\conference committee, p, 10S5o, 

g. ELECTRIPICATIOH. Th^ublic Works Committee reported without amentoent 
11477, to authorize cc4istruction of certain works of improvement in the iagaXa 

River for power and othO^ purposes Rept, 2d35/* P* 10o59 

94 LSGISLATIVS PROGRAi^, M^jortty I'eader ^'"cOormack, announced that B. C. bills will 

be considered ^ion., to be fbllowed by the mutual security appropriation 

and the supplemental appropriation bill, respectively, stated that a 
of miscellaneous bills will then be taken up, including trip leasing, loans fo 

central markets. Regarding a.d.iWnmeni prospects, he said* wo^c s^ so 
far as the ^ouse is concerned, if^^we put in an hour or two.extra at night, we 

ou^t to be able to get through wit^ the necessary program in the ^ouse within 

the next 3 vieeks,“ pp. IOS5I, 10852, 

SEHATB \ ’^uly 6 

10 TAXATIOIT* RSAL property. The Government 'Operations Committee reported without 

amendment S, 4183, to authorize the paymeh^ to local governments of sums in 

lieu of t^es and special assessments vjith i^espect to certain Federal real 

property Rept, 2424'* p, 10787 \ 

\ 
11, ESCLAIATIOiT, Sen. Goldwater inserted a list of 'organizations which have been 

working against private development of -^ells Cannon, p, 10790 

12, STATES' RIGHTS, Sen. Stennis ^ommended the Judicially Committee for reporting 

S, 3143, to strengthen States ri^ts, p, 10792 

13, ARTOUREED until ^'^on., July 9. P. 10804 
\ 

BILLS liTTROnJOED - July 6 
/ N 

14 PACKERS AEB STOCKY^BS, S. 4177, V Sen. Watkins, to remove ihe special anti- 
* trust jurisdiction of the Secretary of Agriculture over packers, contained in 

the ^ackers and Stoddards Act. and to restore general jurisdiction over 
packers to the Federal Trade Commission; to Agriculture and Forestry Committee, 

Remarks of author, p, IO788, 

15, PSRSOiL^BL. . li. R. 12128, by Rep. ^'elly, to establish a system for 
cation and compensation of scientific and professional portions in the Govern- 

/ ment; to ^ost Office and Civil Service Committee, p, 10559 

16. TRdTSPOEIiriOH. 2. J. Ees. 675. V Eep. ^'riest, designating the period Oct. 



22 to 27, 1956, as i'^ational Transportation to ’^udiclary Comittee. ^ 

ITEMS IH APPEiimz - July 6 

17, SLSC'JMEICaTIOE’, ^ Eep, Eeed, J, , inserted an editorial favoring private 
deveJOTment of Niagara power, p, A5311 

18, EOESIGIT Extension of ranarks of Eep, Chiperfield favoring foreign aid, 

p. A5312 

19, SXPSi’nETUHSsX Rc^, Porand inserted a lights of Colun'bus magazine article 
favoring ecoiw^^ in Government e::^enditures, p. A53^2 

\ ,^owa, 
20, SlHPLUS COiuiOEITI^; POEEIGIT AID, Ben, ^'^artin/inserted ^ article "by Alice 

Videner opposing §*,268, 85 and 86, providing for an international food "bank, 

p. A5316 \ 
\ 

21, EECIAiiATIOH, Eep. (k*eoh. *^reg,, inserted a letter favoring the high ^ells 
Canyon dam, p, A53^5 \ 

She also inserted an\Ai^0^0 letter favoring the project, p, A53^9 
'■. >' I 

"liQUSE - July 7 ' " 
\ ' 

22, COMiODITY CRLDIT CORPORATION, Passed ^^jith/aiiiendment S, 3820^ to increase the 
borrowing authority of CCC, The Viendmerit to S, 3820 consisted of the in¬ 
sertion of the language of H, R, 1^32/ which had been passed as reported, 
H, R, 11132 was subsequently laid on^j^he table, pp, IO66U, 1089^ 

23* GREAT, PLAINS. The Agriculture CommitteeVeported Tathout amendment H, R, 11833, 
to amend the Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act and the Agricultural 
,:idjustment yict of 1938 to provi^ for a Great Plains conservation propram (H, 
Kept, 26j^O), P;^09^ _ \ 

2ii, ^!^[LITARY CONSTRUCTIONj SURPLUS C0])'5M0DITIES, Received the conference report on 
H, E, 9893, to authorize certain construction at m litary installations. The 
bill authorizes the oecretary of Lefense to use for family housing construction 
in foreign countries, foreign currencies not to exceed }290 million acquired 
through provisions of the A gricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act 
or other comraodity transactions of CCC (H, Kept, 26la). pp, IO886, 10926 

29* FOREIGN AID, Received the conference report on H, R, 113>||^, the mutual security 
authorization bi^ (H, Kept, 26U3), The conference report 
ing provision^ Authorizes appropriation of -3,927,575,000 X0 

the mutual s^urity program, w hich is '.360,100,000 more than. 
House billi^^Authorizes .>293,000,000 for development assistanc 
.,’2li3,OOO,Q0u as contained in the House bill^ provides for a 

ncludes the follow- 
carry fonrard 

the original 
instead of 

economic , . . - — - sing 
developn^t fund^for all the countries of Asia, the Riddle East, ^d Africa; 
provide^ that 80^ of development assistance be on a loan basis, exc^^t to the 
extei^t at funds are used for financing sales of £iuj)li^ agricultural com- 

under sec, lt02 or for regional projects, increases the"Ho'us^'.^thor- 
ization of ‘.>l,u00,000 for ocern irieght charges on gift packages shiopekby . 
yduntarj^ non-profit agencies to ”.3,000,000, and eliminates the Om,000,05)0 
Authorization for ocean freight charges on surplus agricultural commoditi^ 
distributed by voluntar-^ agencies "because provision has been made for pa:a% 
such expenses out of Commodity Credit Corporation funds, under an amendment ■ 
to the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 195i!., which \ras 
enacted aiter the putual security bill passed the House"j increases the ceil¬ 
ing on U, S. annual contributions to the Food and Agriculture Organization 



84th Congress ) HOUSE OF EEPEESENTATIVES j Report 

2d Session j 1 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ACT OF 1956 

July 7, 1956.—Ordered to be printed 

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

CONFERENCE REPORT 

[To accompany H. R. 9893] 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 9893) to 
authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

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

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

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, re¬ 
habilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 
projects: 

Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

{Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, ih’Iaryland: Training and storage facili¬ 

ties, $147,000. ^ r rr, 1 7 \ ry T 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory {California Institute of lechnoiogy), Cali¬ 
fornia: Research and development facility, $143,OO0. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, $2,142,000. 
Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000- 

71006 



2 MILITARY COXSTRUCTIOX ACT OF 1956 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, $268,000, 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, training facili¬ 

ties, family housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 
White Sands Proving Grounds, New Alexico: Utilities, $693,000. 

{Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities, and mainte¬ 
nance facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Administrative 
facility, $98,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facili¬ 
ties, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Alaintenance facilities, $655,000. 

{Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center. Maryland: Troop housing, community 
facility, and operational facility. $889,000. 

Camp Detrick, Alaryland: Storage facilities and utilities, $913,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research and development facilities 

and utilities, $867,000. 
{Signal Corps) 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, administrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

{Corps of Engineers) 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, training facility, operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, and 
utilities, $492,000. 

{Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, maintenance facility, and 
utilities, $1,231,000. ■ 

{Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia: Research 
and development facility and community facility, $4,209,000. 

FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 

{First Army Area) 

Fort Devens {Camp Wellfleet), Alassachusetts: Land acquisition, 
$302,000. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. 
Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisition, $583,000. 
Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facilities, and utilities, 

$1,212,000. 
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{Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance Jacilities, and community jacih- 
tiefi,$l,(i98.600. ' 

Fort Georye G. Meade, Maryland: Operational ^facilities, maintenance 
facilities, medical facility, troop housing, and utilities^, $5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pennsylvania: Administrative jacu- 
ity, storage jacilities, a nd utilities, $190,000. 

{Third Army Area) 

Fort Penning, Georgia: Administrative facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, communications jacilities, and comm.unity jacilities, $422,000. _ 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative jacilities, operational 
jacility, and utilities, $645,000. _ ^ a i ■ 

Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North Carolina: Admin¬ 
istrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training jacility, and com¬ 
munity jacility, $397,000. _ r -i-.- 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operationat facilities, maintenance faculties, 
training facilities, storage facilities,^ administrative facilities, trailer site 
facilities, land acguisition, and utilities, $7,300,000. 

{Fourth Army Area) 

Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$5,301,000. . 7 

Fort Hood, Texas: Comm.unity facilities, maintenance facilities, and 
storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training jacilities, $4,173,000. 

{Fifth Army Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, training facilities, and land acguisition, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, $140,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities and troop 

housing, $1,092,000. _ • j- -ta- 
Fort Riley, Kansas: Administrative facilities, community facilities, 

troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000.^ _ _ _ _ 

Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative facility, 
$3,346,000. 

{Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, family housing, and utilities, $3,022,000. 

FoH Ord, California: Maintenance facility and community facility, 

$223 000. 
United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Community facility, 

$197,000. , . r 7 , 1 
Yuma Test Station , Arizona: Troop housing, research and development 

facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 
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{Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

{Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various~installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

{Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

{Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance facilities, 
$1,688,000. 

Fort Richardson: Storage facilities,^ $2,33S,000. 
Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, $2,849,000. 
Wildwood Station {Kenai): Storage facility, $352,000. 

{Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, medical facilities, and utilities $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port facilities, com¬ 
munity facilities, improvements to buildings and utilities, $6,000,000. 

{Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: Land acquisition, $143,000. 
Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisition and utilities 

$136,000. 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land acquisition, 

$2,668,000. 
{Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, Navy and 
Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

{United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, com¬ 
munity facilities, storage facilities, training facilities, administrative 
facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop clussified 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or lemporary public works, in¬ 
cluding land acquisition, site preparation, aqipurtenances, utilities and 
equipment,^in a total amount $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. {a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended 
with respect to Fort Jay, New York, under the heading “ Continental 
United States” and subheadings “field forces facilities {First 
Army Area)” in section 101, by striking out “$731,000” and inserting 
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in place thereof ‘^$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of section 502, by 
striking out “$224,927,000” and “$633,904,000” and inserting in place 
thereof “$225,277,000” and “$534,364,000”, respectively. 

(6) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, 
as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational Facilities {including troop 
housing), $70,000” is amended to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Opera¬ 
tional facilities {including troop housing), $180,000” and clause {4) of 
section 502 thereof is amended' by striking the figure “$462,600” and 
inserting in jildce thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all necessary studies, 
by contract or otherwise, to determine an appropriate site for the reloca¬ 
tion of the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Texas; such studies to be com¬ 
pleted by January 31, 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appro¬ 
priations available to the Department of the Army is authorized for 
such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, reha¬ 
bilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the follow¬ 
ing projects: 

Inside the United States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Replacement of pier, and 
plans and specifications for dry dock facilities, $7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging equipment, 
$148,000. 

Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South Carolina: Operational 
facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, community facilities, security facilities, and utilities, 
$7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying 
effects of ground subsid.ence and waterfront facilities, $5,984,000. 

Navy underwater sound laboratory, New London, Connecticut: 
Research and development facilities and land acquisition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities $300,000. 
Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land acquisition, 

$244,000. 
Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: Medical facili¬ 

ties, $84,000. 
Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and specifications 

for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 
Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: Land acquisi¬ 

tion, $200,000. 
FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 
Naval station, Long Beach, California: Waterfront facilities, 

$2,256,000. _ 
Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, $226,000. 
Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island: Waterfront facilities, personnel 

facilities, community facilities and utilities, $11,672,000. 
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Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, $2,844,000. 
Naval station. Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facilities, including 

land acquisition, $265,OOO. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

(Naval Air Training Stations) 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, Texas: Airfield 
pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Personnel facilities, 
operational facilities, community facilities, station and aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and utilities, $2,247,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, personnel 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, fuel pipeline | 
'and storage facilities, and land acquisition, $4,003,000. _ _ ! 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Personnel facilities, ' 
training facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tenne.ssee: Fuel storage facilities and 
aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. _ ; 

Naval auxiliary air station, Meridian, Mississippi: Site preparation, 
utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $8,231,000. _ _ | 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida:^ Community facilities and \ 
qdans and specifications for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: Land acquisition, 
$13,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Navigational aids and 
land acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: Personnel 
facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Personnd facilities, airfield 
pavements, station maintenance facilities, community facilities, and 
storage facilities, $3,738,000. t 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
personnel facilities, storage facilities, operational facilities, training 
facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: Aircraft and 
station maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel dispensing 
facilities, operational facilities, administrative facilities, personnel 
facilities, communications facilities, community facilities, and utilities, - 

'$13,926,000. 
Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, and, land acquisition including not to exceed $660,000 to 
be paid to Imperial County, California, to partially defray the county’s 
cost in relocating the Niland-Blyilie Road, $831,000. 

N^aval auxiliary air .station, Fallon, Nevada: Training facilities, air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, community facilities, and land acquisition, 



jSIILITARY construction act of 195 6 7 

except none of the authorization for land acouisition pertaining to the 
Black Rock area shall apply unless the Secretary oj Defense shall resurvey 
the entire requirement, including the possible use of other Government- 
contrclled lands in the State of Nevada and the possibility of joint^avy- 
Air Force utilization of exisimg facilities, and the Secretary of Defense 
shall certif y to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives that the acquisition of the Black Rock extension is essen¬ 
tial to meet the Navy’s training requirements, $8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Airfield pavements 
waUrfront facilities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, navigational 
aids, aircraft and station maintenance facilities, utilities, and land 
acquisition, $6,000,000. ■ ■ i -j 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational aids, opera¬ 
tional facilities, and land acquisition, $2,880,000. _ 

Naval air station, Key MTSf, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 

$170 000 
Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and specifications for 

development of master jet aircraft facilities, and land acquisition, 

$10,089,000. ■ . „ , ^ 
Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facilities, opera¬ 

tional facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, land acquisition, 
and obstruction removal for flight clearance, $8,835,000.^ _ _ 

Naval air station, Mofett Field, California: Land acquisition, $89,000. 
Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 

$170,000. ' ^ £ 11 
Naval air station. North Island, San Diego,^ California: Airfield 

pavements ordnance and ammunition storage facilities,^ aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, waterfront facilities, operational facilities, navigational 
aids, and land acquisition, $13,072,000. _ r -lu- 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
personnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, training 
facilities, ordnance facilities, open storage facilities, security facilities, 
utilities, and relocation of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Qyonset Point, Rhode Island: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, and navigational aids, $2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 
facilities, airfield pavements, qiersonnelfacilities, and utilities, 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Utilities, $149,000. 

{Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beauftrt, South Carolina: 
craft and station maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, medical 
facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, operational facilities, 
covered and cold storage facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing 
facilities, and utilities, $17,384,000. n t a- n 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, North Carolina: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. ^ r, • , 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, airfieldjmvements, storage facilities, 
ammunition storage facilities, medical facilities,^ training facilities, per¬ 
sonnel facilities, operational facilities, and utilities, $6,868,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: Aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, training facili¬ 
ties, cornmunity facilities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities, $12,556,000. 
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{Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Plans and 
specifications for research and development facilities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Research and development 
facilities and equipment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities and research and development facilities, $475,000. 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: Waterfront 
facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
community facilities, $1,682,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: Research and 
development facilities, $128,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, $149,000. 
Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode Island: Storage facilities, 

$390,000. 
Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, $50,000. 
Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Replacement of seawall, 

$199,000. 

MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $1,742,000. 

_ Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, administrative facilities, 
and community facilities, $3,436,000.' 

^ Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Personnel facili¬ 
ties, administrative facilities, training facilities, community facilities, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, and utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine _ Corps Recruit Depot, Partis Island, South Carolina: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage facilities, training fcbcili- 
ties, community facilities, and utilities, $4,266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: Utilities, boat basin 
facilities, and land acquisition, $3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Idridqeport, California: Utilities, 
$294,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, California: Com¬ 
munity facilities and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Manne Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, Virginia: 
Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Training facilities, am¬ 
munition storage and ordnance facilities, community facilities, and utili¬ 
ties, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Personnel facilities 
and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Ordnance facilities, 
$1,100,000. 
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Naval ammunition depot, Charleston, South Carolina: Ordnance 
facilities, $404,000. _ . • n i j 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California,: Research and 
development facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield ptavements 
and fuel storage and dispensing facilities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition dep)ot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance facilities, 
$600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, California: Ammunition storage 
and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. . . 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: Ammunition 
storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. . • ^ ? 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, California: Ordnance 
facilities, $2,176,000. _ , 

Naval mine depot, Yorktoum, Virginia: Ammunition storage and 
ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $7,469,000. , ^ . 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryland: Personnel facilities, 
training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. ^ • 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New ^ork: Personnel facilities, 
$97,000. . . ^ ^ . 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Training facilities, 
personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. „ 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: Personnel 
facilities, $237,000. , 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel facilities, and 
training facilities, $8,4-13,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, $12,730,000. 
Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital elevator, 

$57,000. 
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Communications facili¬ 
ties, personnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acquisition, $2,450,000. 
Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: Communi¬ 

cations facilities and personnel facilities, $2,029,000. 
Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: Communications 

facilities, $45,000. . . ^ 
Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communications facili¬ 

ties, $83,000. 
OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 

Naval research laboratory, District of Columbia: Plans and specifi¬ 
cations for research and development facilities $1,300,000. 

a. Kept. 2641, 84-2 2 
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YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Pxthlic works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land acquisition, 
$U3,000. I 

Naval construction battalion center. Port Hueneme, California: 
Replacement of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,581,000. 

Outside the United States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Water¬ 
front facilities, $1,637,000. 

Narml base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at Olongapo, 
flood control and drainage facilities and community facilities, $9,378,000. 

fl:^et base facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska : Operational facilities, and laundry and 
dry cleaning facilities, $2,361,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $680,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, 
$1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facilities, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Personnel facilities, 
$1,264,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, personnel facilities, communications facilities, family housing, 
community facilities, and, utilities, $4,672,000. 

Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft maintenance facilities, \ 
airfield pavements, dredging, navigational aids, and fuel storage facilities, 
$1,704,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, and operational || 
facilities, $l,045p00. 

Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French hlorocco: Aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facilities, ordnance facilities, 
personnel facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Airfield 
pavements, breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement of fuel storage facilities, 
$5,000,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage facilities, 
$1,599,000. 
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Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Covered and cold 
storage jacilities, administrative facilities, operational facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, waterfront facilities, and utilities, $11,698,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Ordnance 

facilities, $971,000. i n a 
Naval ordnance facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Ordnance 

facilities, $246,000. _ 
Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance facilities, 

$241,000. 
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Okinawa: Communicahons facil¬ 

ities, $76,000. ,, . T 1 1 n 
Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: Communi¬ 

cation facilities, $222,000. _ _ t i j n • i- c 
Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Communications 

I facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Fifteenth naval district. Canal Yone: Utilities, $2,210,000. ^ 
Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to obtain by con¬ 

tract, such engineering, location, and site planning studies as may be 
necessary to enable him to determine the feasibility and advisability of 
establishing, continuing, or relocating the following facilities: A aval air 
station, Norfolk, Virginia {bombing targets); 
Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed $160,000 for such 
studies may be made out of the appropriation “Mihtary Construction,. 
Navy” The Secretary of the Navy shall report to the Committees^ on 
Arrned Services of the Senate and House of Representatives the conclusions 
of these studies together with such recommendations as he shall consider 

appropriate. 
Sec. 203. The Secretary of the A^avy may establish or develop classified 

naval installations and facilities by constructing, convertirig, rehabilitat¬ 
ing, or installing permanent or temporary public^ works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, equipment, and 
family housing in the total amount of $84,043,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 664, Eighty-first Congress is amended as 

follows: ^ o 
(a) In title II under the heading Continental United States 

change the amount for “Naval base, Newport, Rhode Island: Sewage 
facilkies”, from “$1,243,000” to “$1,268,000.” 

(b) In title IV section 402, clause {2) change the amount for public 
works authorized by title II: “Inside continental United States’ , from 
“$136,719,800” to “$136,744,800.” 

Sec. 206. Public Law 166, Eighty-.second Congress, as amended, is 

amended as follows: i ±1 
(o) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much thereof under the 

heading “Continental United States” and subheading “supply 

facilities” as reads as follows: , . 1 • j- 
“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: Aviation 

gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,600”; and insert in place 
thereof the following: 
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“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: Aviation 
gasoline and jet fuel hulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,500”. 

{b) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Continental 

United States” and, subheading “communication facilities”, strike 
out so much thereof as read as follows: 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated 
communication facilities; $2,694,600”; and insert in place thereof the 
following: 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated 
'communications facilities, and land acquisition, $2,694,600”. 

Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress is amended as 
follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, change the amount 
for ‘‘Naval air missile test center (San Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, 
California,” from “$1,132,000” to “$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, change the amount 
for “Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” 
to “$538,000”. 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for public works 
authorized by title II for inside continental United States from 
“$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; and total amount from “$201,893,- 
000” to “$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended as 
follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “shipyard facilities”, change the amount 
for “Naval electronics laboratory, San Diego, California” from 
“$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “fleet base facilities”, delete that portion 
which reads as follows: “Navy Department District of Columbia: family 
housing, $81,000”. 

(c) In section 201,^ under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, change the amount 
for “Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California” from “$366,000” 
to “$450,000”; strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, ^ 
training facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities, 
$4,660,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
training facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities, and 
land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201 under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, delete that portion 
which reads as follows: “Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: 
Land acquisition $200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Continental 

United States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, strike out 
so much thereof as reads as follows: 

_ “Naval ammunition d^pot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Testing facil¬ 
ities, and railroad facilities and barricades, $1,132,000”; and insert in 
place thereof the following: 
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“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Teri'itory oj Hawaii: Testing facil¬ 
ities, railroad facilities and barricades, and land acquisition, $l,132fl00”. 

if) In section 502, clause {2), change the amount for public works 
I authorized by title II for inside continental United. States from “$299,- 
I 690,600” to “$299,512,600”; and the total amount fro7n “$564,221,300” 
! to “$564,046,300”. 

TITLE III 

\ Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
\ military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 

rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for 
the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 

^ Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: Operational and 
training facilities, $629,000. 

Duluth Alunicipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, $342,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, and housing and community facilities, and 
family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land 
acquisition, and family housing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land » acquisition, $18,969,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facili¬ 
ties, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, PennsTjlvania: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,087,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Ease, San Rafael, California: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
menis, and land acquisition, $2,966,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,051,000. 

Alanistee Air Force Ease, Manistee, Alichigan: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and around 
improvements, $2,906,000 
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Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Operational 
and training jacilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,166,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath^ Falls, Oregon: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilitits, maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, ' 
$1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,614,000. _ _ . , . 

McOhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Operational and travn- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, housing ' 
and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,064,000. 

Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $440,000. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport, Minneapolis, Minne¬ 
sota: Operational and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$2,016,000. , . I 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $21,216,000. ^ j ’ 

Newcastle County Airqmrt, Wilmington, Delaware:^ Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $6,184,000. _ 7 ^ 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New lork: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities,_ maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 
and family housing, $11,677,00b. _ _ • , » 

OxTtdvd Air Force BcisCj Faroctr^llo, Calijoruid' Opcratioudl dud 
training facilities, maintenance facilities^ housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
'$2 392 000. A 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washingtoiy. Operational and training ^ 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facdities, and land acquisition, 
^$4,127,000. ' ^ • 

Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $13,608,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and comrnuriity 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
\$8,067,000. ^ . - 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, T1 isconsiny Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities admin¬ 
istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $6,801,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Atount Cle'rfieni^^ Alichigdu: Operationdl 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,494,000. 
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Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, loxva: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Operational arid 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Sufolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New^ York: 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operations and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $2,256,000. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, housing and 
‘'community facilities, and land acquisition, $3,545,000. _ 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and^ com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements and land acquisition 
except that none of the authorization relating to the TALOS missile shall 
he effective until the Secretary of Defense shall have come into agreement 
with the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and of the House of 
Bepresentatives with respect to its utilization, $37,760,000. 

AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,541,000. _ . 

Grijffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test facilities, 
supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $17,966,000. 

Hill Air Force Ba.se, Odgen, Utah: Maintenance facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$1,670,000. „ , ^ 

Marietta Air Force Station, Alarietta, Pennsylvania: Supply facilities, 
$62,000. . . 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,424,000. . ^ ^ , 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Alukilteo, \\ a.shington: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $4,000. . . ^ • 7 j 
Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Operational ana 

training facilities, and housing and community facilities, $1,572,000. 
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Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $3,983,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training 
facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: Supply facilities, 
$473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: Supply facilities, 
$129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational and 
training facilities, hospital facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family housing, $89,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test 
facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $17,138,000. , 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, housing and community 
Jaciliiies, and utilities, and ground improvements, $444,000. 

AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational and training \ 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test facilities, \ 
hospital and medical facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,094,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Amai'illo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $17,121,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and community facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational and training 
facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: Maintenance . 
facilities, $783,000. ( 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acquisition, $63,000. 
Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Housing 

and community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Operational and 
training facilities,^ supply facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

James Connolly Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Operational and 
training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land acquisition, 
$34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hospital and medical 
facilities, $3,440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $225,000. 
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Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facilities, $212,000.^ 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver,^ Colorado: Land acquisition, tt>41U,UUU. 
Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $2,902,000. 
Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operationat and, 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, homing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land ac¬ 

quisition, $21,650,000. r j • -4 • 
McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land acquisition, 

$396,000. . ^ . 1 j 4 ■ ■ 
Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational and training 

facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. _ j. ■ • 
Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational and training 

facilities, and land acquisition, $3,456,000. _ r ■ j j 
Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities and ground 

improvements, $111,000. . j j • • 
Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training 

facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. . 
Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land acquisition, 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. _ , ^ • 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois:^ Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
around improvements, and land acquisition, $24,4-63,000. _ 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition, $2,221,000. t-,, • j n 4- i 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Operational and 

training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $716,000. j j • • 
Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training 

facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000 j 4 • 
Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and tiaining 

^^^WUliams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $0,341,9UU. 

AIR UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama:^ 
training facilities, and housing and community facilities, $215,UUU. 

CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$13 3.95 000. . • • 
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training 

facilities, and maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

H. Kept. 2641, 84-2- 
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Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing and community 
facilities, $346,000. 

^ Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $205,000. 

HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $8,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and 
training jacilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,335,000. ’ 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Operational 
and training facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $868 000 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational and training 
facilities supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities 

and housing and community facilities’, 
jlu9 jOOO, 
Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: Operational and 

training facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,645,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Operational and 
training facilities, $768,000. 

Airport, District of Columbia: Maintenance 
facility, $275,000. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

Canel Air Force Plant #62, Hartforf Connecticut: Research, develop- 
and utilities and ground improvements, 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Research, development, 
and test facilities, and housing and community facilities, $5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, 
and. test facilities, and housing and community facilities, $7,877 000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: Housing 
OMd community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, and 
family housing, $961,000. 

maintenance facilities, research, development and test 
facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities, and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $6^939,000. 
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National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Operational and 
training facilities, research, development and test facilities, and utilities 
and. ground improvements, $11,415,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training 
' facilities, research, development and test facilities, housing and community 
\ facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
\ $15,169,000. 

Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New Mexico: Family 
housing, $153,000. 

STRATEQIC AIR COMMAND 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational and training 
' facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, and land acquisition, $1,043,000. 
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and community 

, facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,003,000. 
Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational and 

I training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, hous- 
w ing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $2,117,000. 
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training 

facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisitions, $15,938,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facilities, $922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: Operational and 
training facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and maintenance facilities, $2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational and 
training facilities,^ maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi.^ Operational and 
k training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
w community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

acquisition, $14,518,000. 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Operational and 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $503,000. 
Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $7,665,000. 

Dublin Air Force Base, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $6,478,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base^ Rapid City^ South Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $943,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $4,457,000. 
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Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and traininn 
jaciLxlies, and housing and community Jacilities, $1,271 000 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and traininn 
facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air l^orce Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,483,000. 

Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, New Mexico: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements and 
land acquisitions, $6,647,000. ’ 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Operational and 
training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,694,000. ^ 

Hunter Air force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational and training 
jacilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Operational 
and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

_ Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational and train¬ 
ing jacMies, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities 
and utilities and ground improvements, $4,685,000. ’ 

lAttle Bock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administra- 

community facilities, and land acquisition, 
^O/Qo jUUU. 

_ Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities 
and land acquisition, $4,962,000. ’ 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $2,522,000. 
r ■pi' Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training 

$3 262^00^^^^^^^^^^^^ and community facilities, 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and community 
jdciiiticSj $l,236y000, 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities 
and land acquisition, $6,166,000. 

Mitchell Mr Force Base, Mitchell, South Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $6,374,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Ldaho: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and com- 
munUy facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,064,000. 
r Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training 

facilitus, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

TsOOt'oOO acquisition, and family housing, 

r pT Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housing and community 
$786 000 ground improvements, and land acquisition. 

< 
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Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Housing and 
community jacilities, $1 ,000. , tt i- ^ 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsm.outh, New Hampshire: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$661,000. _ ^ 1 ■ 
Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salma, Kansas: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $3,882,000. , . ^ ■ i j. ■ • 
Travis xYr Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$923 000. 
Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training 

facilities, howsing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$781 000 
Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, supply facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$2 791 000. 
’Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $9,315,000. . „ , , 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Operational and 
training facnlities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $3,815,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, and land acquisition, $330,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, BlythevilleArkansas: Operational and 
trairiinq facilities, and mmntena.nce facilities, $933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

removal of hazard, $2,169,000. -.r • r\ i a i ' ' 
Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. „ „ ^ ^ ,• , 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greentnlle, South Carohna: Operational 
and training facilities, $2,428,000. r • • i a 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $2,919,000. _ , ^ • 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$952 000 
George Air Force Base, Victorville, California:_ Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $3,144,000. , 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Operational and 
training facilities, and land acguisition, $2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, \\ ashington: Operational and 
training facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acguisition, $1,111,000. 
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Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina- 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, $1 665 000. 

ope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational and 
facilities, and land acquisition 

^1 ,lUo,000. ’ 

Sewart Air For-ce Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Oper-ational and traininq 
facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements and 
land acquisition, $1,583,000. ’ 

Seyrnour Johnson Air For-ce Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: 
Operational and tr-aining facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
faculties, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facilities and 
housing and community facilities, $6,637,000. ’ 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities maintenance facilities, and houdng and community 

SSS?--'—-- 
SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations: Research, development and test facilities, adminis- 
tr-ahve facilities, and land acquisition, $1,340,000. 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locatioris: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
Jacilities, supply facilities, hospital and medicai facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, housing, and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,000. 

Elmendorf Air- For-ce Base: dperafional and training facilities, 
rnainternance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community 
faculties, and utilities and ground improvements, $5,444 000 

King Salmon Airport: Oper-ational and training facilities, $289 000. 
Ladd Air Force Base: Oper-ational and tr-ainmg facilities, supply 

.facilities, and utilities and gr-ound improvements, $7,055,000. 
V ar-ious locations: Oper-ational and tr-aining facilities, $6,628,000. 

FAR EAST AIR FORCES 

SafmiTimiflT Operational and training 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: Operational and 
iraining jacilities, and housing and community facilities, $724,000. 

Various locatioris: Operational and tr-aining facilities, rnairitenance 
facdities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 
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Various locations: Operational and training^ facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $55,859,000. 

NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and 
'community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and family 

housing, $75,650,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
ties, utilities and ground improvements, and family housing, $d8,980,UUU. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, $14,66J. 
Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and training facilities, 

and maintenance facilities, $2^,000. j . ■ • „ 
Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,218,066. 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE IN EUROPE 

Various locations: Operatiorml and training facilities, inaintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, utM^^ TfifZToOO 
'provements, and erection of prefabncated structures, $114,260,666. 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative 
'facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 
'vrovements, and land acquisition, $70,000,600. , , . , , 
^ Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop, 
(a) classified military installations and facilities by acquiring, construct 
inq converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary 
pfiblic works, including land acquisition, site 
utilities and equipment, in the total amount of $lb3,060,00U. 

(b) Air Force installations and faeilities by proceeding with construe- 
tian made necessary by changes in Air Force missions, new 
velopments, or improved production schedules, if the Secretary of Defense 
determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the nex 
military construction authorization_ Act would be 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquiie, 
construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public 
works, including land uegnisition site 
uimies, and eguipment, m the total amount of $S0,000,000 PiZ tt 
That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall 
Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, 
construction of any public work undertaken under this subsection, ^ 

cludiug those real estate actions petiaiuiug thereto. 
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Sec. SOS. Section 1 of the Act oj March SO, 19J,9 {ch. 4I, 50 U.S C 
491), ts amended by the culdition of the iollowinq: 

“The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure communication 
services required for the semiautomatic ground environment system No 
contract for such .services may be for a period of more than ten years from 
ttm date communication sermces are first furnished under such contract. 
1 he aggregate contingent liability of the Government under the termination 

SSSo 0^0“^ ^ (^'fthorized hereunder may not exceed a total of 
m2,000,000 and no termination payment shall be final until auditeA 
and approved by the General Accounting Office which shall have access 
to such carrier records and accounts as it may deem necessary for the 
purpose. In jJficuring such services, the Secretary of the Air Force 
shall utilize to the fullest extent practicable the facilities and capabilities 
of communication common carriers, including rural telephone cooperatives 
unthin their respective sermce areas and for power supqdy, shall utilize 
to the fullest extent practicable, the facilities and capabilities of public 
uhlUies and rural electric cooperatives^ within their respective service 
areas. Negotiations with communication common carriers, includina 
cooperatives, and representation in proceedings involving such carriers 
before Federal and State regulatory bodies where such negotiations or 
proceedings involve contracts authorized by this paragraph shall be in 
accordance with the promsions of section 201 of the Act of June SO, 1949 
as amended {40 U. S. C. A. sec. 48I).” ' > > 

u3^pr'fh^\: nf Congress, is amended, 
a^%ilowl-^^^^^^^^ UNITED States” in sectian SOI, 

Under the subheading ‘air defense comm an d^’— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Mwapons Center, Fort Myers 

yffmoop and insert in place thereof 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth Alinne- 
sota strike out “$1,200,000” and insert in place thereof “$1 62S 000” 

^W site. North Dakota,’strike out 
l)0,S.<i2,000 and insert in place thereof “$7,709 000” 

wJh respect to Greater Milwaukee area, msconsin, airbase 
Air Force Base”, .strike out “$16,- 

bUS,000 and insert in place thereof “$23,859 000” 
(5) mth respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Penn- 

sylvania, strike out “$404,000” and insert in place thereof “$525,~ 

ifi) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, Cali- 

^“$T229 000” “$1,501,000” and insert in place thereof 

(7) imth respect fo Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath 

“$2,ktS’ “$2,042,000” and insert in place thereof 

Tennessee, 
strike out $582,000 and insert in place thereof “ $817 000”. 
r\ntv) ^1- Minot site. North Dakota, strike ’out “ '$5,339 - 
000 and insert in place thereof “$6,603,000”. ’ 

IT to Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara 
‘ “^7,74^,000” and insert ifi place thereof 

Washington, 
strike out $1,039,000 and insert in place thereof “ $1,199,000”. 
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Under the subheadmfj ‘‘air materiel command"—With reaped to 
Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine, strike out “$133,000” 
and insert in place thereof “ $329,000”. 

Under the subheading ‘‘air training command”— 

{1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, 
strike out “ $2,816,000” and insert in place thereof “ $3,438,000”. ^ 

{2) uhth respect to Greemnlle Air Force Base, Greenville, Mis¬ 
sissippi, strike out “$349,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona, strike¬ 
out “$1,557,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada, 
strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,837,000” 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas, strike 
out “$956,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert in place thereof “$730,000”. 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois, strike 
out “$1,247,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida, 
strike out “$478,000” and insert in jilace thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, strike 
out “$871,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,181,000”. 

{10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona, 
strike out “$1,045,000” and insert in p>lace thereof “$1,215,000”. 

(IT) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming, strike out “$1,403,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$l,746fi00”. 

Under the subheading “air university” With respect to Alaxxcell 
Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike out “$2,661,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “continental air command”— 
{!) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San Antomo, Texas, 

strike out “$590,000” a,nd insert in place thereof “$697,000”. 
(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Alarietta, Georgia, 

strike out “$758,000” and insert in place thereof “$859,000”. 
Under the subheading “military air transport service”—With 

respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina, strike 
out “$4,032,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “research and development command”—^ 

{!) with respect to Edwards xiir Force Base, Muroc, California, 
strike out “$12,429,000” and insert in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Research Facility, Hartford, Con¬ 
necticut, strike out “$22',375,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New 
Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas, strike 
out “$4,214,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,656,000”. 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South 
Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$15,186,000”. 
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(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas, strike 
out “$4,753,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,885,000”. 

{4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, Great Falls 
Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$6,713,000”. ^ ■’ 

{5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia, 
strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

{6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base,' Orlando, Florida, 
strike out “$4,118,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under the subheading “tactical air command”'—With respect to 
Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington, strike out “$3,574 - 
000” and insert in place thereof “$4,724,000”. ’ 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and warning system”— 

With respect to “Various locations” strike out “$100,382,000” and in¬ 
sert in place thereof “$120,382,000”. 

(6) Pubhc Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the 
heading “Outside Continental United States” in section 301, as 
follows: 

(1) Tt ith respect to Kenai Airfield under the subheading 
“ALASKAN AIR COMMAND” Strike out “$356,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$2,247,000”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$743J989,000” 
“$530 563,000” and “$1,279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof 
$801,256,000 , “$532,454,000” and “$1,339,060,000”, respectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, under the 
hending “ Continental United States” in section 301, as folloivs: 
Cnder the subheading “air defense command” with respect to Klamath 
Falls Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” and in¬ 
sert in place thereof “$5,077,000”. 

(e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$405,176,000” 
and “$415,005,000” and inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and 

$415,949,000”, respectively. 

TITLE IV 

general provisions 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed 
to establish or develop installations and facilities under this Act without 
regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 <^f the Revised Statutes, as 
amended. The authority to place permanent or temporary improvements 
on land includes authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning 
and supermsion incident to construction. That authority may be excr¬ 
eted before title to the land is apjwoved under section 355 of the Revised 
^atutes, as amended, and even though the land is held temyiorarily. 
The authority to provide family housing includes authority to acquire such 
land as the Secretary concerned determines, with the approval of the 
t^cretary of Defense, to be necessary in connection with that housing. 
Ihe authority to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make 
surveys and to acquire land, and interests in land {including temporary 
use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 
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Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sum.s as may 
he necessary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public 
vxmks projects authorized by titles I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,916,000; outside the 
United States, $35,763,000; section 102, $200,783,000; or a total of 
$323,462,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,572,000; outside 
the United States, $61,625,000; section 203, $84,043,000, or a total 
of $438,240,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $759,123,000; outside 
the United States, $405,061,000; section 302 (a), $163,000,000; 
section 302 ih), $50,000,000 or a total of $1,377,184,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this Act 
may, in the discretion oi the Secretai'y concerned, be increased by 5 per 
centum for projects inside the United States and by 10 per centum for 
projects outside the United States. However, the total cost of all projects 
^n each such title may not be more than the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404- Whenever— 
(l) the President determines that comjiliance with section 4 (c) 

of the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 {41 U. S. C. 153 (c)) 
for contracts made under this Act for the establishment or develop- 
'ment of military installations and facilities in foreign countries 
would interfere with the carrying out of this Act: and 

{2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have 
agreed upon alternative methods for adequately auditing those con¬ 
tracts: 

the President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that 
sccixoTt 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States_ under^ this Act shall 
be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a, competitive basis to the lowest 
responsible bidder, if the national security^ will not be impaired and the 
award is consistent with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 
{41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments may acquire 
land, and interests in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost {exclusive of 
administrative costs and deficiency judgment awa-rds), which the Secretary 
concerned determines to be urgently required in the interests of national 
defense. The authority under this section may not, however, be used to 
acquire more than one parcel of land unless the parcels are noncontiguous 
or, if contiguous, do not exceed $5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military depaHments may, with the 
approval of the Secretary of Defense and following notification of the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
acquire, construct, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public, 
works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equip¬ 
ment, to restore or replace facilities damaged or destroyed. 

Sec. 408. {a) Under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of the military departments may 
expend out oi oppropriotions ovoiluhle for military construction such 
amounts as may be required for the establishment and development of 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing {except 
family quarters), converting, extending, or installing permanent or tern- 
porary public works determined to be urgently required, including site 
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'preparation, ap'purtenances, utilities, and equipment, for projects not i 
otherwise authorized by law when the cost of the project is not in excess of > 
$200,000, subject to the follovmig limitations: 

(1) No such project, the cost 'of which is in excess of $50,000, shall be 
authorized unless a-pproved in advance by the Secretary oi Defense. 1. 

{2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of $25f)00 shall be . 
authorized unless approved in advance by the Secretary of the military | 
department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any project authorized i 
under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to family quarters may j 
not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military dejMrtments may expend out of 
appropriations available for maintenance and operation amounts neces¬ 
sary to accomplish a project which, except for the fact that its cost does not 
exceed $25,000, vwuld otherwise be authorized to be accomplished under 
subsectio'n (a). 

{c) The Secretary of each department shall report in detail semiannually I 
to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and the House of Bepre- I 
sentatives with res])ect to the exercise of 4he authorities granted by this I 
section. 

(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856: 34 
U. S. C. 559), is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through the Secretary 
of a military department, may provide family housing at Fort McNair, 
District of Columbia, for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff btj 
the construction or rehabilitation of one set of family housmg, and special 
communication facilities, without regard to the second proviso of section 3 
of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the Act ' 
of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($100,000 for the family 
housing unit and $80,000 for special communication facilities) available 
to the military departments for military construction 'may be utilized for 
the q)urposes of this section without regard to the limitations on the cost 
of family housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for military jmblic 
works to be accomplished by the Secretary of a imlitary department in 
connect'ion with the establishment or development of military installations d 
and facilities, and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are ^ 
contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not superseded or 1 
otherwise modified by a later authorization are repealed, except—• ■' 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor 
that are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general 
provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appro- 
X>riated funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole 
or in part before July 1, 1957, and authorizations for appropriations 
therefor; 

_ (3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housmg 
in the amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of 
Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation 
of funds that are contained in the National Defense Facilities Act 
of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 881 et seq.); and 
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(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of^ Com¬ 
munications, France, in the amount of $82,000,000, that is con¬ 

'll tained in title I, section 102 of Public Law 634, Eighty-second 
Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 406 of the Act of Sep¬ 
tember 1, 1964 (08 Stat. 1119), as amended, is further amended to read 
as follows: 

“In addition to family housing and community facilities otherwise 
authorized to be constructed or acquired by the Department of Defense, 
the Secretary of Defense is authorized, s^ihject to the approval of the 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget, to construct,_ or acquire by lease 
or otherwise, family housing for occupancy as public quaHers, and com- 
munity facilities, in foreign countries through housing and community 
facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies to a value not to exceed 
$260,000,000 acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1964 (68 Stat. 464) or through 

} other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation.^’ 
L (b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the Secretaries of the 
I military departments such amounts other than foreign currencies as are 
f necessary for the construction, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of 
( family housing and community facilities projects in foreign countries 
I that are authorized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1964 (68 
I Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so appropriated for any such 

project may not be more than 26 per centum of the total cost of that project. 
Sec. 412. Section 616 of the Act of July 16, 1966 (69 Stat. 324, 362) 

is amended, to read as follows: 
“Sec. 616. During the fiscal year 1966, 1967, and 1968 the Secretaries 

of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease 
I housing facilities at or near military tactical installations for assignment 

as public quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, 
without rental charge upon a determination by the Secretary of Defense 
or his designee that there is a lack of adequate housing facilities at or near 
such military tactical installations. Such housing facilities shall be 

\ leased on a family or ind.ividual unit basis and not more than three 
' thousand of such units may be so leased a t any one tim.e. Expenditures 
I for the rental for such housing facilities may be made out of appropria- 
I tions available for maintenance and operation but may not exceed $160 
L a month for any such unit.” 
ft Sec 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by section 3 of the 

Act of June 12, 1948 (6 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to forty-seven units 
of the housing authorized to be constructed at the United States Air Force 
Academy by'the Act of April 1, 1964 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor area 
limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: five thousand square 
feet for one unit for the Superintendent; three thousand square feet for 
each of two units for deans; and one thousand seven hundred and fifty 
square feet for each of forty-four units for department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the Air lorce Academy Act (68 
Stat 49) is amended by striking out “$1,000,000” and inserting in place 
thereof “$1,868,000”. .. ^ 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facilities Act of 1960, as 
amended (60 U. S. C. 882), is further amended by striking out clause (a) 
and inserting in place thereof the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, construct, expand, 
rehabilitate, convert, and equip such facilities as he shall determine 
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to he necessary to effectuate the purposes of this Act, except that ex¬ 
penditures for the leasing of property for such purposes may be made 
from appropriations otherwise available for the payment of rentals 
and without regard to the monetary limitation otherwise imposed by 
this section;”. 

Sec. Jfl5. To the extent that housing is to be constructed at a military 
installation under title IV of the Housing Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 
635, 646), any outstanding authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 
(68 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this Act to 
provide housing at that installation 7nay he exercised at other military 
installations of the department concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments are authorized 
to contract for the storage, handling, and distribution of liquid fuels for 
periods not exceeding five years, with option to renew for additional 
periods not exceeding five years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. 
This authority is limited to facilities which conform to the criteria pre¬ 
scribed by the Secretary of Defense for protection, including dispersal, 
and also are included in a program approved by the Secretary of Defense 
for the protection of petroleum facilities. Such contracts may proiride 
that the Government at the expiration or termination thereof shall have 
the option to purchase the facility under contract without regard to sections 
1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and prior to 
approval of title to the underlying land by the Attorney General: Provided 
further, That the Secretaries of the military departments shall report to 
the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and the House of Representa¬ 
tives with respect to the names of the contractors and the terms of the 
contracts, the reports to be furnished at times and in such form as may be 
agreed upon between the Secretaries of the military departments and the 
Committees on Armed Services. 

Sec. 417- That, notwithstanding any other law, the Secretary of a 
military department may lease, for terms of not more than five years, 
off-base structures including real property relating thereto, in foreign 
countries, needed for military purposes. 

Sec. 418. In the design oj family housing or any other rej)etitive type 
buildings in the continental United States authorized by this Act, the 
military departments may, to the extent deemed practicable, use the 
principle of modular design in order that the facility may be built by 
conventional construction, on-site fabrication, or factory fabrication. 

Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act or any other 
law, no contract shall be entered into by the United States for the con¬ 
struction^ or acquisition of family housing units by or for the use of mili¬ 
tary or cimhan personnel of any of the military services of the Department 
of Defense unless the Department of Defense, in each instance, has come 
into agreement with the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

Sec. 420. The first two sente nces of section 4O4 of the Housing Amend¬ 
ments of 1955 are amended to read as follows: ‘ffVhenever the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee deem it necessary for the purpose of this title, 
he may acquire by purchase, donation, condemnation, or other means of 
transfer, any land or (with the approval of the Federal Housing Commis¬ 
sioner) any housing financed with mortgages insured under the provisions 
of title VIII of the National Housing Act as in effict prior to the enact- 

Housing Amendments of 1955. The purchase price of any 
such housing shall not exceed the Federal Housing Administvation Com- 

! 
I 

1 
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7nissioner’s estimate of the replacement cost of such housing and related 
vrovertu Cnot including the value of any improvements installed or con¬ 
structed with appropriated funds) as of the date of final endorsement for 
mortgage insurance reduced by an appropriate allowance for physical 
depreciation, as determined by the Secretary of Defeme or his designee 
upon the advice of the Commissioner: Provided,_ That in 
where the Secretary or his designee acguires a project ^(^ by the Com¬ 
missioner, the price paid shall not exceed the face value of the debentures 
(plus accrued interest thereon) which the Commissioner issued in acquiring 

^^^Sec. i^l. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, and III of 
this Act shall be deemed to authorize any building construction project 
within the continental United States at an a verage nationwide unit cost in 

excess of— , . 
(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing; 
(b) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing; 
(c) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 
id) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters, r ■ , 

ui^ss the Secretary of Defense determines that, because ^f jpemal 
circumstances, application to such project of the limitation on unit costs 
contained in this section is impracticable. . , . 

Sec. U22. None of the authorization contained in section 101 of ttiis 
Act for the construction of three-hundred-and-twenty-six-man barracks 
with mess shall be used to provide, with respect to any such barracks, for 
mess facilities other than a single, consolidated mess. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Carl Vinson, 
Overton Brooks, 
Paul J, Kilday, 
Dewey Short, 
L. C. Arends (except as to the Kalkaska-Alanistee 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Richard B. Russell, 
John Stennis, 
Henry AI. Jackson, 
Leverett Saltonstall (except as to the Ivalkaska 

matter in sec. 301 of title 
Francis Case (except as to the Kalkaska matter in 

sec. 301 of title III), 
Managers on the Part of the Senate. 



STATEMENT OF THE MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE 

Tlie managers on the part of the House at tlie conference on the 

to'tSTilWH R "qsqq*? T"" "^'^^'^dment of the Senate 
to the bill (H R. 9893) to authorize certain construction at military 
and naval installations, and for other pm-poses, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon by the 
conferees and recommended m the accompanying conference report: 

legislation in conference 

9“ 12, 1956, the House of Representatives passed H. R 9893 

for'the'Xpp'^nTr' mditmy construction authorization 
for the three mihtaiy departments. On June 28, 1956 the Senate 
considered the House bill and amended it by striking all language 
after the enacting clause and wrote a new bill' ^ ^ ^ 

are as^foiWsf^^^^'''''^^ conferees 

authoiity loi the construction of troop housing in Korea The House 
agreed to the ^-anting of this authority. JlIso in title I the Senate 
added $12 million to section 102, which contains authority for various 
classified construction. Upon explanation of the basis for the Senate 
acHon, the House accepted the Senate addition. 

On the floor of the Senate, certain amendatorv language was added 

Nev^^ firpff ^^*1 Auxiliary Air Station at Fallon, 
Xf n f ^ ^ amendment would require that the Secretary 
of Defense resurvey the Aavy’s requirements for land in that area 
and e.xamine into the possibility of utilizing other Government- 
controlled lands in the State of Nevada. Upon completion of that 

CoStees ^ ii-mecrSerGc^s 
fBlacT RopV Qf.the particular property involved 
(Black Rock extension) was essential to meet the Nav/’s training-- 
requirements. Although it is the view of the House‘ committee, 
that there has been an exhaustive survey of the naval requirements 

feek'thaUUN the fact tl.at the House committee 
teels that the Navy has completely justified its requirements it re- 

su?vfv'^couW "be^^ amendment on the basis that an additional 
survey could be performed expeditiously, and m the event there are 

su4 ^^^ve not to date come to light, 
sucn a suivey would be of merit. ^ 

t)ill passed the House, it contained an authority for a naval 
The "iSn ? to be known as John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, xMd 
The Senate bill did not contain this authority. Althouo-h the con¬ 
ferees agreed that the air arm of the Navy hL become of sudiTm- 
poitaiice to our Naval Establishment as to make indoctrination in 
mr matters an important part of the training of a midshipman the 
House receded m this instance with the e.xpressed hope some 
easonable solution to this problem can be found. In consonance 

32 
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with the House committee action in this respect, that portion of sec¬ 
tion 202 which related to an engineering study with respect^to Towers 
Field w'as stricken from the bill and an appropriate reduction made 
in the amount authorized for expenditure for this study. 

Certain additions to section 203, which involves classified construc¬ 
tion for the Navy, were agreed to by the House. These additions, as 
some others throughout the bill, had not been submitted to the House 
committee since all appropriate approvals and directives had not been 
issued until after the completion of House action on the bill. In 
this instance, the addition amounts to $41,046,000. 

In title HI, the Air Force title, several changes were made by the 
Senate. These changes for the most part represent, as mentioned 
above, matters which were brought to the attention of the Senate 
committee following the completion of House action. The Depart¬ 
ment of the Air Force has wisely adopted a policy of dispersing its 
B-52 bombers in order to eliminate concentration of these important 
airplanes. The conferees are wholeheartedly in favor of this dispersal 

I program and express the hope that the encouraging beginning in this 
bill will be carried to completion in future authorizations. 

In this bill, the dispersal policy finds its implementation by in¬ 
creased authorizations at the following bases: Dow Air Force Base, 
Maine; Beale Air Force Base, Calif.; Clinton-Sherm.an Air Force 
Base, Okla.; Griffiss Air Force Base, N. Y.; Mather Air Force Base, 
Calif.; and Minot Air Force Base, N. Dak. The programs for these 
bases were part of the bill as it was originally presented to the Con¬ 
gress and, therefore, were the subject of consideration during the 
House committee’s deliberations on the bill. Subsequent to the 
presentation of the construction program to the House, the dispersal 
program had matured even further and the Senate committee granted 

I additional authorities in this area by substantial additions at Berg¬ 
strom Air Force Base, Tex.; Columbus Air Force Base, Miss.; Grand 

■ Forks Air Force Base, N. Dak.; and Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex. 
1 Amarillo Air Force Base, Tex., had not been the subject of any 

request for authorization as the program was submitted to the 
Congress. Dispersal authorization for this base was requested of 

I the Senate committee and this base was inserted in the bill with an 
^ appropriate authorization. Also added by the Senate committee 
ft were dispersal authorizations for Mitchell Air Force Base, S. Dak., 
^ and Hobbs Ah’ Force Base, N. Mex. 

In furtherance of the dispersal program, the conferees added Dublin 
Air Force Base, Ga., as an appropriate location in the southeastern 
part of the United States. The conferees also granted an additional 
authority for this same pmpose at Whiteman Air Force Base, Mo., 
a location in the central part of the United States, which the conferees 
felt was also well adapted to this program. 

Some of the authorities granted were reduced for various reasons, 
including revised estimates of costs. 

As the bill passed the Flouse, a new Air Defense Command base in 
northern Michigan w^as designated to be at Manistee. The Senate 
version of the bill changed this location to Kalkaska. The Senate 
receded in this respect and accepted the Manistee location. 

Section 301 of the bill contains an authority in the amount of $37,- 
760,000 for consti’uction at various locations. Some $16 million of 
this authorization represents authority for the construction of certain 
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Talos site facilities. The Senate reduced this authority hy eliminat¬ 
ing the Talos authorization. The Senate receded in this respect, but 
the conferees agreed that the authorization relating to the Talos- 
facilities should not be used until the Secretary of Defense has come 
into agreement with the Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives with respect to the use of this authority. 
Behind this action lies the concern which has been e.xpressed over the 
very large expenditures mvolved, the relative merits of the two sys¬ 
tems, and the jiroper assignment of roles and missions in both the 
Nike and Talos programs. It is the understanding of the conferees 
that the respective merits of these two missiles will be the subject of 
very detailed studies and tests which will provide guidance to the 
respective committees in necessary future determinations relating to 
this important problem. 

Under the heading “United States Air Forces in Europe,” several 
internal adjustments were made in the authorization granted. These 
adjustments, some of which are classified, resulted in a net increase in 
authorization of slightly over $17 million. The House receded. 

Another example of items which were submitted to the Congress 
after completion of House action on the bill are contained in an in¬ 
creased authorization of $70 million under the heading “Aircraft Con¬ 
trol and Warning System” in section ,301 of the bill. This addition, 
while large, represents an important segment of our defense against 
attack and was well supported before the Senate committee. The 
House, therefore, receded in this instance. 

Technological breakthroughs, changes in missions, and development 
of new weapons sometimes generate immediate construction require¬ 
ments which could not have been anticipated by the military depart¬ 
ment concerned. The House conferees agreed with the action taken 
by the Senate, therefore, in adding an emergency $50 million author¬ 
ization to section 302 of the bill. No appropriations will be requested 
against this authorization and it is the understanding of the conferees 
that funds expended under this authority must be derived from exist¬ 
ing authorizations. 

Section 303 of both the House bill and the Senate amendment au¬ 
thorize the Secretar}^ of the Air Force to procure the communication 
services required for the semiautomatic ground environment system,, 
an air defense warning system commonly referred to as SAGE. The 
House bill provides that the Secretary shall utilize to the fullest extent, 
the facilities and capabilities of communication carriers, including 
rural telephone cooperatives, within their respective service areas. 
The Senate amendment contains the same provision, but adds a 
similar provision with respect to public utilities and rural electric 
cooperatives in connection with power supply. The conferees have 
agreed to the Senate language. 

The latest estimate of the Air Force is that the annual cost of leased 
communications for SAGE will reach a total of $157 million annually 
when the system is fully operative. This is a revision downward from 
the original estimate of $240 million. In view of the magnitude of 
the cost involved, the Air Force was asked by the Senate committee 
whether it has adequate authority in existing law to protect the in¬ 
terests of the Government in connection with the rates for communica¬ 
tion services for SAGE. It advised that it does have adequate au¬ 
thority, and it is noted that pursuant to section 201 of the act of 
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June 30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481), the Department of 
Defense has alreadj^ intervened in a pending proceeding t)efore tlie 
Federal Communications Commission involving the bulk of the rates 

I for the SAGE project. It is believed that, under these circumstances, 
1 the interests of the Government will be more adequately safeguarded. 

Under title IV of the bill. General Provisions, the House version 
I aiithorized the construction of family housing for the Chairman of 

the Joint Chiefs of Staff and certain commissioned officers and eidisted 
personnel attached to his staff by the construction or rehabilitation 
of five sets of family housing, together with certain emergency com¬ 
munication facilities. Appropriations not to exceed $300,000, avail¬ 
able to the military departments for military construction, were to 
be utilized in connection with this authority. The Senate version 
of the bill granted an authority relating to this matter which varied 
from the House language in that only one set of family housing was 
authorized and that was required to be constructecl at Fort McNair, 
D C. The Senate version permitted the expenditure of $180,000, 

I which was specifically divided into $80,000 for the housing unit and 
$100,000 for special communication facilities. Inasmuch as it is 
possible that some misunderstanding existed as to the exact details 
of the construction of the housing and the communication facilities, 
the Senate language was modified bv allocating $100,000 to the 
construction of the housing unit and $80,000 to the communication 
f fl-Clllt 10S 

Certain modifications were made to section 410 of the bill with the 
effect that the rescission of previous authorities was rnade more strin¬ 
gent. An exception was made in this respect for the line of cornmuni- 
cations in France, since this construction has not progressed with the 
speed which had been expected. . -n • i 

A new section 417 was added to the bill, which will permit the en¬ 
trance into leases for terms of not more than 5 years in foieign coun¬ 
tries. A study of this matter reveals that substantial savings can be 
effected by the granting of this authority and the House, therefore, 
receded. This particular item, again, was an item which had not 
matured to the point where it could be presented to the House com¬ 
mittee during its hearings on the bill. 

Section 418 relates to clearance with the Armed Services Committees 
of housing constructed by or for the use of military or civilian personnel 
of the military services. The language of this section was slightly 
modified to include housing which is acquired as well as constructed. 
It was further modified to conform the clearance procedure, from the 
standpoint of language, to other similar laws. 

With respect to the section of the bill dealing with the use of modular 
design and construction, the conferees agreed upon language which 
provides more flexibility in the use of this important construction 

device. . , , • p i 
As the bill passed the House it contaiued authority lor the acquisi- 

tion of Wlierry housing projects. The Senate struck this authority. 
The conferees'agreed upon language which, while similar to that in 
the House version of the bill, will approach the problem of Wlierry 
housing acquisition in a more realistic fashion. The conferees v ould 
like to reiterate the importance which they attach to the acquisition 
of IVlierry housing because of the great savings which can be effected 
in this field. The new language appears as section 420 of the bill. 
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On the floor of the Senate an amendment was agreed to which wonld I 
authorize payments to landowners, the market value of whose prop- j 
erty was decreased as a result of the establishment of military facilities * 
adjacent to their properties. The conferees agreed that this matter S 
presents a problem which finds examples in all parts of the country i 
It is one which is already the subject of study within the Department 
of Defense and is one which must be faced and solved. The problem i 
does, however, contain so many elements of as yet undetermined 
nature, and is so fraught with complexities in individual application ! 
that it is obvious it will require extended study before adequate legis- • 
lation can be developed. The conferees urge that the Department ; 
continue its studies in this field in order that it may make appropriate 
recommendations to Congress without substantial delay. 

As the bill passed the House, the authorities granted in the Army 
Navy, and Ah- Force titles totaled $1,84.3,036,000. The corresponding ' 
authority granted in the Senate version of the bill totaled $2,106,611 000 i 
or $263,575,000 more than the House version. The total agreed to t 
by the conferees for titles I, II, and HI is $2,138,886,000. This latter ll 
sum IS $295,850,000 more than the House version and $32,275 000 j 
more than the Senate version. ’ 

Carl Vinson, 

Overton Brooks, 

Paul J. Kilday, 

Dewey Short, i 
L. C. Arends (except 

as to the Kalkaska-Manistee 
item). 
Managers on the Part 0/ the House. \ 
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IS attendance during the preceding 
year had continued to be the basis of 
payment, the provision continuing the 
Federal connection of pupils on former 
Federal housing properties for a year 
after their sale would have in effect 
given a 2-year period of adjustment. 

I am indeed-.grateful to the committee 
for their very conscientious work and 
study of these laws. I am sure they 
have already provided assistance to com¬ 
munities in helping bridge the gap during 
the transition from Federal to private 
ownership of the hcfusing properties in¬ 
volved. I do believe that the addition 
of the amendment I have suggested, or 
sucVi better language as the committee 
itself may draft, v/ould give the longer 
breathing spell needed, with fewer 
complications. 

Mr. RHODES of Arizona. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, there is no objection to the gen¬ 
tleman's amendment from this side; we 
are perfectly willing to accept it. 

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

Mr. SEELY-BROWN. I yield. 
Mr. BARDEN, Can the gentleman 

stand another statement like that? 
Mr. SEELY-BROWN. I certainly can. 
Mr. BARDEN. I have heard no ex¬ 

pression of objection over here. I cer¬ 
tainly have no personal objection to it. 

Mr. SEELY-BROWN, I thank the 
gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection 
the amendment is agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RHODES of Arizona. Mr. Chair¬ 

man, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 5, line 13, correct the spelling of 

"subsction” and “sction” to read “subsec-” 
tion” and “section.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. 

Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follov/s: 
Amendment offered by Mr. Rogers of Colo¬ 

rado: Page 9, line 12, after “exceeded”, strike 
out “35,000” and insert “45,000.” 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, this is to correct what I think is an 
inequity in this law which has existed 
since its inception. When it was 
adopted, it provided that no school dis¬ 
trict that had as many as 35,000 pupils in 
the district on June 30, 1939, would be 
required to absorb 6 percent. 

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

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman’s idea 

in raising the figure from 35,000 to 45,000 
is to bring in Denver, so it will not have 
to absorb the 6 percent. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. The gen¬ 
tleman’s presumption is correct. I may 
point out that when this legislation was 
adopted previously they purposely set 
about to discrimina’te against large 
school districts. I think that the record 
will show there were at least 40 school 
districts that they intended to exclude; 
yet, in spite of that, 40 school districts 
hav^ to absorb 6 percent instead of 3 per¬ 
cent. 

If you want this to apply fairly and 
equally why not apply 3 percent across 

the board in every instance? That is the 
reason why I say it is discriminatory. 
If you apply the formula equally, as I 
think it is the intention of this committee 
to do, then you should require them to 
absorb only 3 percent, because the schpol 
district must absorb 3 percent before it 
is eligible for participation. Why should 
not that be the measure? 

In a school district with 10,000 pupils 
absorption of 3 percent would mean 300 
pupils; a school district with 40,000 pupils 
would have to absorb 1,200. Why add 
a burden to the larger schools making 
them absorb a larger percentage than 
schools with a lesser enrollment? 

For this reason I feel that my amend¬ 
ment should be adopted so that all could 
be treated equally. 

It is true that I offered this amend¬ 
ment when this legislation was being 
considered in 1953; and I offered it in 
fairness to all school districts, for I felt 
that all should be treated on the same 
equal basis. 

For that reason I ask that you adopt 
this amendment. 

Mr. BARDEN., Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
Rogers]. 

Mr. Chairman, this presents the same 
type of problem that we met in some 
other instance. The gentleman asks. 
Why should we stop at 35? That poses 
exactly the same question to him. Why 
does he want to stop at 45? Somewhere, 
to get it out of the realm of a general 
Federal aid bill, we had to take the 
population of the cities all over the coun¬ 
try and work out what in the plain ap¬ 
plication of figures would be a fair num¬ 
ber to fix. That is what the committee 
agreed to do. 

If you move the school population, for 
instance from 35 to 45 thousand, we have 
no figures. I cannot even guess what it 
would cost, but I assure you it would be a 
tremendous sum. Then we tried to take 
into consideration the element of fair¬ 
ness and the practical situation existing. 
We felt that an absorption of 6 percent 

^was not at all unrealistic or unfair in a 
*city with a school population of over 
35,000. When you begin to go beyond 
that you are met with exactly the same 
question. Why should you stop at 45? 
Why should you stop at 55 ? Why should 
you stop? You would run into quite large 
figures which I do not believe the House 
would want to indulge in. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. Mr. Chair¬ 
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Colorado. 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado. If that is 
the argument, why not strike out 6 per¬ 
cent altogether and make it 3 percent 
equally across the board? 

Mr. BARDEN. I would not want to 
get into that argument late Saturday 
evening. There are volumes of informa¬ 
tion that would have a bearing on the 
gentleman’s views if he would take the 
time to review them. 

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

Mr. BARDEN. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. May I ask the gentle¬ 
man a question? I note that under the 
provisions of this legislation the Com¬ 
missioner has the power to waive the 3 
percent condition of entitlement where 
he thinks it would be inequitable to apply 
it. My question is. Whether it is the 
judgment of the gentleman and his com¬ 
mittee that if the Commissioner deemed 
it inequitable he could on a district that 
exceeds 35,000 waive 6 percent and make 
3 percent applicable? If he did have 
that power, it would seem to me that 
might meet in part at least the point 
made by the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BARDEN. I may say to the 
gentleman that, in the first place, you 
would make the office of Commissioner 
of Education the hottest seat in America. 
He would face some very great problems 
in trying to gather all of the data in 
order to make that determination. 

Mr. KEATING. He has that now. 
Mr. BARDEN. I understand that. 

You will see how strong we made that 
language. We did that, I will say to the 
gentleman, in an effort to give every 
possible opportunity for the administra¬ 
tion of this act to be fair and to take 
care of those situations. The committee 
argued this long, and at times loud, but 
finally determined that the 6 percent 
absorption was fair and reasonable. On 
that the committee is pretty well agreed. 

Mr. KEATING. But the gentleman 
does feel if a district is in excess of 
35,000, it would require a 6 percent ab¬ 
sorption, and the Commissioner would 
not have the discretion? 

Mr. BARDEN. No; I do not think he 
would have that discretion. I do not 
think he would want it, to be frank with 
you. 

Mr. KEATING. I was just trying to 
get information. That is all. 

Mr. BARDEN. I understand. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. Rogers]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the 

Committee rises. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. Price, 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. 11695) to extend until June 30, 
1958, the programs of financial assist¬ 
ance in the construction and operation 
of schools in areas affected by Federal 
activities under the provisions of Public 
Laws 815 and 874, 81st Congress, and to 
make certain other changes in such pro¬ 
visions, pursuant to House Resolution 
560, he reported the bill back to the 
House with sundry amendments adopted 
by the Committtee 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 gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

No. 114- 4 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the i 
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. 

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND 

Mr. BARDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative daj^ to extend 
their remarks on the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 's. 

There was no objection. \ 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ACT OF 
1956 

Mr. VINSON submitted the following 
conference report and statement on the 
bill (H. R. 9893) to authorize certain 
construction at military installations, 
and for other purposes: 

Conference Report (H. Kept. No. 2641) 

The committee of conference on the dis¬ 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
9893) to authorize certain construction at 
military installations, and for other purposes, 
having met, after full and free conference, 
have agreed to recommend and do recom¬ 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagree¬ 
ment to the amendment of the Senate and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fol¬ 
lows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be 
Inserted by the Senate amendment insert the 
following; 

"title I 

"Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, util¬ 
ities and equipment, for the following proj¬ 
ects: 

"Inside the United States 

"Technical Services Facilities 

"(Ordnance Corps) 

"Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: 
Training and storage facilities, $147,000. 

"Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California In¬ 
stitute of Technology), California: Research 
and development facility, $143,000. 

“Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: 
Maintenance facility, $2,142,000. 

"Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Util¬ 
ities, $88,000. 

“Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Stor¬ 
age facilities, $258,000. 

“Redstone Arsenal, Alabama; Maintenance 
facilities, training facilities, family housing 
and utilities, $6,159,000. 

“White Sands Proving Grounds, New Mex¬ 
ico: Utilities, $693,000. 

"(Quartermaster Corps) 

"Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Opera¬ 
tional facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$832,000. 

“Columbia Quartermaster Center, South 
Carolina: Administrative facility, $98,000. 

“Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Opera¬ 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. 

“New Cumberland General Depot, Penn¬ 
sylvania: Maintenance facilities, $631,000. 

“Sharpe General Depot. California: Main¬ 
tenance facilities, $655,000. 

"(Chemical Corps) 

"Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop 
housing, community facility, and operational 
facility, $889,000. 

"Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facili¬ 
ties and utilities, $913,000. 

"Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research 
and development facilities and utilities, 
$867,000. 

“(Signal Corps) 

"Port Huachuca, Arizona; Troop housing, 
maintenance facilities, storage facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

"(Corps of Engineers) 

"Fort Belvoir, Virginia; Storage facility, 
training facility, operational facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, research and development 
facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

"(Transportation Corps) 

“Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, 
maintenance facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

"(Medical Corps) 

"Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia: Research and develop¬ 
ment facility and community facility, 
$4,209,000. 

"Field Forces Facilities 

"(First Army area) 

“Port Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachu¬ 
setts: Land acquisition, $302,000. 

“Fort Dix, New Jersey; Training facility, 
$54,000. 

“Oswego, New York: Training facilities and 
land acquisition, $583,000. 

“Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, 
storage facilities, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

“(Second Army area) 

“Port Knox, Kentucky; Maintenance fa¬ 
cilities. and community facilities, $1,698,000. 

“Port George G. Meade. Maryland: Opera¬ 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, med¬ 
ical facility, troop housing, and utilities, 
$5,885,000. 

“South Park Military Reservation, Penn¬ 
sylvania: Administrative facility, storage fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $190,000. 

"(Third Army area) 

"Port Benning, Georgia: Administrative 
facilities, maintenance facilities, communi¬ 
cations facilities, and community facilities, 
$422,000. 

“Port Bragg. North Carolina: Administra¬ 
tive facilities, operational facility, and util¬ 
ities, $645,000. 

“Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Sta¬ 
tion, North Carolina; Administrative facility, 
$302,000. 

“Port McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, 
training facility, and community facility, 
$397,000. 

“Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, training fa¬ 
cilities, storage facilities, administrative fa¬ 
cilities, trailer site facilities, land acquisition, 
and utilities, $7,300,000. 

"(Fourth Army area) 

“Port Bliss, Texas; Training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, 
and utilities, $5,301,000. 

“Fort Hood, Texas; Community facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, 
$2,457,000. 

“Port Sill. Oklahoma; Training facilities, 
$4,173,000. 

"(Fifth Army area) 

"Port Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, 
training facilities, and land acquisition, 
$3,253,000. 

“Port Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop 
housing, $140,000. 

“Port Leavenworth, Kansas: Communica¬ 
tions facilities and troop housing, $1,092,000. 

July 7 

"Port Riley, Kansas: Administrative facil¬ 
ities, community facilities, troop housing, 
and utilities, $1,519,000. 

"Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: 
Administrative facility, $3,346,000. 

"(Sixth Army area) 

"Port Lewis, Washington; Community fa¬ 
cilities, training facilities, maintenance fa¬ 
cilities, family housing, and utilities, $3,- 
022,000. 

“Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facil¬ 
ity and community facility, $223,000. 

“United States Disciplinary Barracks, Cali¬ 
fornia: Community facility, $197,000. 

“Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop hous¬ 
ing, research and development facility, and 
storage facility, $1,520,000. 

“(Military District of Washington) 

"Port McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, 
$4,111,000. 

"(Armed Forces special weapons project) 

"Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

“(Tactical site support facilities) 

"Various locations: Administrative facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, storage facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

^'Outside the United States 

“(Alaskan area) 

“Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and 
maintenance facilities, $1,688,000. 

“Fort Richardson; Storage facilities, 
$2,333,000. 

“Whittier; Storage facilities and training 
facilities, $2,849,000. 

“Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage fa¬ 
cility. $352,000. 

“(Far East Command area) 

“Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, medical fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

"Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage fa¬ 
cilities, piort facilities, community facilities, 
improvements to buildings and utilities, 
$6,000,000. 

"(Pacific Command area) 

"Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: 
Land acquisition, $143,000. 

“Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, 
land acquisition and utilities, $136,000. 

“Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family hous¬ 
ing and land acquisition, $2,668,000. 

“(Caribbean Command area) 

“Panama Canal Zone; Sewage disposal 
system for Army, Navy and Air Force facili¬ 
ties, $1,060,000. 

“(United States Army, Europe) 

"Various locations; Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
storage facilities, training facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, medical facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

“Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop classified military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 
stalling permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prep¬ 
aration, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 
ment, in a total amount $200,783,000. 

“Sec. 103. <a) Public Law 161, Eighty- 
fourth Congress, is amended with respect to 
Fort Jay, New York, under the heading ‘Con¬ 
tinental United States’ and subheadings 
‘Field Forces Facilities (First Army Area)’ 
in section 101, by striking out ‘$731,000’ and 
inserting in place thereof ‘$1,081,000’, and in 
clause (1) of section 502, by striking out 
‘$224,927,000’ and ’$533,904,000’ and insert¬ 
ing in place thereof ‘$225,277,000’ and '$534,- 
254,000’, respectively. 

“(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 
534, Eighty-third Congress, as reads ’Adak 
Station, Alaska: Operational Facilities (in¬ 
cluding troop housing), $70,000’ is amended 
to read ‘Adak Station, Alaska: Operational 
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facilities (Including troop housing), $180,000* 
and clause (4) of section 502 thereof is 
amended by striking the figure ‘$462,600’ and 
inserting in place thereof ‘$572,600’. 

"Sec, 104. The Secretary of the Army shall 
make all necessary studies, by contract or 
otherwise, to determine an appropriate site 
for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord¬ 
nance Depot, Texas: such studies to be com¬ 
pleted by January 31, 1957. Expenditure of 
$25,000 out of appropriations available to the 
Department of the Army is authorized for 
such studies. 

•‘TITLE n 

‘‘Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, for the following 
projects: 

“Inside the United States 

"Shipyard Facilities 

"Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: 
Replacement of pier, and plans and specifi¬ 
cations for drydock facilities, $7,332,000. 

"Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Caro¬ 
lina: Dredging equipment, $148,000. 

"Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South 
Carolina: Operational facilities, personnel 
facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, storage facilities, community fa¬ 
cilities, security facilities, and utilities, 

$7,902,000. 
"Naval shipyard, Long Beach, California: 

facilities for remedying effects of ground 
subsidence and waterfront facilities, $5,984.- 

000. 
"Navy underwater sound laboratory. New 

London, Connecticut: Research and develop¬ 
ment facilities and land acquisition, $304,000. 

“Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: 
Personnel facilities $300,000. 

“Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utili¬ 
ties and land acquisition, $244,000. 

"Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama 
City, Florida: Medical facilities, $84,000. 

"Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: 
Plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

$1,300,000. 
"Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, 

Florida: Land acquisition, $200,000. 

"Fleet Base Facilities 

"Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, 

$927,000. 
“Naval station. Long Beach, California: 

Waterfront facilities, $2,256,000. 
"Naval station: New Orleans, Louisiana: 

Utilities, $226,000. 
“Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island: 

Waterfront facilities, personnel facilities, 
community facilities and utilities, $11,672,- 

000. ^ „ 
"Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Person¬ 

nel facilities, $2,844,000. 
"Naval station. Orange, Texas: Flood-pro¬ 

tection facilities, including land acquisition, 

$265,000. 
"Aviation Facilities 

"(Naval air training stations) 

"Naval auxiliary landing field. Alice- 
Orange Grove, Texas: Airfield pavements, 

$2,242,000. 
"Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, 

Texas: Personnel facilities, operational fa¬ 
cilities, community facilities, station and 
aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, 

$2,247,000. V 
"Naval air station. Glynco, Georgia: Air¬ 

field pavements, personnel facilities, aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land 
acquisition. $4,003,000. 

"Naval auxiliary air station, 
Texas: Personnel facilities, training facili¬ 
ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

"Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: 
Fuel storage facilities and aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, $511,000. 

“Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mis¬ 
sissippi : Site preparation, utilities, plans and 
specifications lor jet aircraft training facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

“Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: 
Community facilities and plans and specifi¬ 
cations for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

"Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, 
Florida: Land acquisition, $13,000. 

"(Fleet support air stations) 

"Naval air station, Alameda, California: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, $2,675,000. 

“Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jer¬ 
sey: Navigational aids and land acquisition, 

$421,000. 
“Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, 

California: Personnel facilities and utilities, 

$778,000. , , _ 
"Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, airfield pavements, station 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

“Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, personivel 
facilities, storage facilities, operational fa¬ 
cilities, training facilities, community facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $4,052,000. 

“Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000, 

"Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, 
North Carolina: Aircraft and station main¬ 
tenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel 
dispensing facilities, operational facilities, 
administrative facilities, personnel facilities, 
communications facilities, community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

"Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, 
California: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and land acquisition including not to exceed 
$660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, Cali¬ 
fornia, to partially defray the county’s cost 
in relocating the Niland-Blythe Road, 

$831,000. 
"Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon. Ne¬ 

vada: Training facilities, aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, community facilities, and 
land acquisition, except none of the authori¬ 
zation for land acquisition pertaining to the 
Black Rock area shall apply unless the Secre¬ 
tary of Defense shall resvirvey the entire 
requirement, including the possible use of 
other Government-controlled lands in the 
State of Nevada and the possibility of joint 
Navy-Air Force utilization of existing facili¬ 
ties, and the Secretary of Defense shall cer¬ 
tify to the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives 
that the acquisition of the Black Rock exten¬ 
sion is essential to meet the Navy's training 
requirements, $8,304,000. 

"Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North 
Carolina: Airfield pavements, waterfront fa¬ 
cilities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 
navigational aids, aircraft and station main¬ 
tenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $6,000,000. 
"Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida. 

Navigational aids, operational facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

“Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

"Naval air station, Lemoore. California. 
Plans and specifications for development of 
master jet aircraft facilities, and land acqui¬ 

sition, $10,089,000. 
"Naval air station, Miramar, California: 

Personnel facilities, operational facilities, 
training facilities, ordnance facilities, land 
acquisition, and obstruction removal for 
filght clearance, $8,835,000. 

"Naval air station, Moffet Field, California: 
Laud acquisition, $89,000. 

"Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

"Naval air station. North Island, San DiegCL 
California: Airfield pavements, ordnance and 

ammunition storage facilities, aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, waterfront facilities, op¬ 
erational facilities, navigational aids, and 
land acquisition, $13,072,000. 

"Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Air¬ 
craft maintenance, facilities, personnel fa¬ 
cilities, operational facilities, community 
facilities, training facilities, ordnance facili¬ 
ties, open storage facilities, security facilities, 
utilities, and relocation of Coast Guard fa¬ 
cilities, $5,286,000. 

"Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode 
Island: Aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
navigational aids, $2,753,000. 

"Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Flor¬ 
ida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield 
pavements, personnel facilities, and utilities, 
$6,926,000. 

"Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Wash¬ 
ington: Utilities, $149,000. 

"(Marine Corps air stations) 

"Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau¬ 
fort, South Carolina: Aircraft and station 
maintenance facilities, administrative fa¬ 
cilities, medical facilities, personnel facili¬ 
ties, training facilities, operational facilities, 
covered and cold storage facilities, commu¬ 
nity facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 
utilities, $17,384,000. 

"Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, 
North Carolina: Aircraft maintenance fa¬ 
cilities. $170,000. 

“Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Califor¬ 
nia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, airfield pavements, stor¬ 
age facilities, ammunition storage facilities, 
medical facilities, training facilities, person¬ 
nel facilities, operational facilities, and 
utilities, $6,863,000. 

"Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, 
California: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, personnel facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, community facilities, fuel stor¬ 
age and dispensing facilities, land acquisi¬ 
tion, and utilities, $12,556,000. 

"(Special purpose air stations) 

“Naval air development center, Johnsville, 
Pennsylvania: Plans and specifications for 
research and development facilities, $693,000. 

"Naval air station, Lakehurst. New Jersey: 
Research and development facilities and 
equipment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. 

“Naval air station, Patuxent River, Mary¬ 
land : Aircraft maintenance facilities and re¬ 
search and development facilities, $475,000. 

"Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, 
California: Waterfront facilities, fuel dis¬ 
pensing facilities, aircraft mantenance facili¬ 
ties, and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

“Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, 
New Jersey: Research and development fa¬ 

cilities? $128,000. , 
"Supply Facilities 

"Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: 

Utilities. $149,000. 
“Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode 

Island: Storage facilities, $390,000. 
“Naval supply center, Oakland, California: 

Utilities, $50,000. 
"Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: 

Replacement of seawall, $199,000. 

"Marine Corps Facilities 

"Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Geor¬ 
gia: Storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

and utilities, $1,742,000. 
"Marine Corps supply ceriter, Barstow, 

California: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, personnel facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, and community facilities, 

^^"Ma’rine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North 
Carolina: Personnel facilities, administrative 

facilities, training 
cillties, medical facilities, storage facilities. 
and utilities, $5,092,000. . j 

"Marine Corps Recruit Depot. Parris Island, 
South Carolina: Personnel facilities, admin- 
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Istrative facilities, storage facilities, training 
facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$4,266,000. 

“Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, Cali¬ 
fornia: Utilities, boat basin facilities, and 
land acquisition, $3,429,000. 

“Marine Corps cold weather battalion, 
Bridgeport, California: Utilities, $294,000. 

“Marine Corps training center, Twenty- 
nine Palms, California: Community facilities 
and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

“Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, 
Portsmouth, Virginia: Security facilities, 
$91,000. 

“Marine Corps schools, Quantlco, Virginia: 
Training facilities, ammunition storage and 
ordnance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $2,178,000. 

“Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, 
California: Personnel facilities and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $1,679,000. 

“Ordnance Facilities 

“Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Wash¬ 
ington: Ordnance facilities, $1,100,000. 

“Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, 
South Carolina: Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

“Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, 
California: Research and development facil¬ 
ities, aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield 
pavements and fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, $6,028,000. 

“Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jer¬ 
sey: Ordnance facilities, $600,000. 

“Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, Cali¬ 
fornia: Ammunition storage and ordnance 
faculties, $1,584,000. 

“Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Mas¬ 
sachusetts: Ammunition storage and ord¬ 
nance facilities, $993,000. 

“Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal 
Beach, California: Ordnance facilities, $2,- 
176,000. 

“Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: 
Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities 
and utilities, $3,480,000. 

“Service School Facilities 

“Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: 
Earthwork and land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

“Naval training center, Bainbridge, Mary¬ 
land: Personnel facilities, training facilities, 
and utilities, $6,569,000. 

“Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New 
York: Personnel facilities, $97,000. 

“Naval amphibious base, Coronado, Cali¬ 
fornia: Training facilities, personnel facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

“Fleet air defense training center. Dam 
Neck, Virginia: Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

“Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illi¬ 
nois: Personnel facilities, and training facil¬ 
ities, $8,413,000. 

“Medical Facilities 

“Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Med¬ 
ical facilities, $12,730,000. 

“Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hamp¬ 
shire: Hospital elevator, $57,000. 

“Communications Facilities 

“Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Mary¬ 
land: Communications facilities, personnel 
facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

“Naval radio station, Maine; Utilities and 
land acquisition, $2,450,000. 

"Naval communication station, San Fran¬ 
cisco, California: Communications facilities 
and personnel facilities, $2,029,000. 

“Naval communication station, Seattle, 
Washington; Communications facilities, 
$45,000. 

“Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, 
Maine; Communications facilities, $83,000, 

“Office of Naval Research Facilities 

“Naval research laboratory. District of Co- 
Itimbla: Plans and specifications for research 
and development facilities, $1,300,000. 

“Yards and Docks Facilities 

“Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: 
Utilities and land acquisition, $443,000. 

“Naval construction battalion center. Port 
Hueneme, California: Replacement of wharf, 
and storage facilities, $2,581,000. 

"Outside the United States 

“Shipyard Facilities 

“Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Phil¬ 
ippine Islands: Waterfront facilities, $1,637,- 
000. 

“Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 
Utilities at Olongapo, flood control and 
drainage facilities and community facilities, 
$9,378,000. 

“Fleet Base Facilities 

“Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational 
facilities, and laundry and dry cleaning fa¬ 
cilities, $2,351,000. 

“Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
Utilities, $680,000. 

“Aviation Facilities 

“Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan; Airfield 
pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
and utilities, $1,961,000. 

“Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, 
Territory of Hawaii: Personnel facilities and 
aircraft maintenance facilities, $870,000. 

“Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine 
Islands: Personnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

“Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, 
Cuba: Aircraft maintenance facilities, per¬ 
sonnel facilities, communications facilities, 
family housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $4,572,000. 

“Naval air station, Iwakunl, Japan: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments, dredging, navigational aids, and fuel 
storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

“Marine Corps air station. Kaneohe Bay, 
Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, airfield pavements, and oper¬ 
ational facilities, $1,045,000. 

“Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French 
Morocco; Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $1,401,000. 

“Naval station, Roosevelt Roads,. Puerto 
Rico: Aircraft maintenance facilities, air¬ 
field pavements, fuel storage facilities, ord¬ 
nance facilities, personnel facilities, medical 
facilities, and utilities, $4,470,000. 

“Naval aid station, Sangley Point, Philip¬ 
pine Islands: Airfield pavements, breakwater, 
and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

“Supply Facilities 

“Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement 
of fuel storage facilities, $5,000,000. 

“Naval station, Argentla, Newfoundland; 
Fuel storage facilities, $1,599,000. 

“Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine 
Islands: Covered and cold storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, waterfront facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

“Ordnance Facilities 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory 
of Hawaii: Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

"Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, 
French Morocco: Ordnance facilities $245,- 
000. 

“Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Ja¬ 
pan: Ordnance facilities, $241,000. 

“Communications Facilities 

“Naval communication unit, Futema, Oki¬ 
nawa: Communications facilities, $75,000. 

"Naval communication station, Guam, 
Mariana Islands: Communication facilities, 
$222,000. 

“Naval communication facility, Philippine 
Islands: Communications facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,320,000. 

“Yards and Dock Facilities 

“Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: 
Utilities, $2,210,000. 

“Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy Is 
authorized to obtain by contract, such engi¬ 
neering, location, and site planning studies 
as may be necessary to enable him to deter¬ 
mine the feasibility and advisability of estab- 

July 7 

lishlng, continuing, or relocating the follow¬ 
ing facilities: Naval air station, Norfolk Vir¬ 
ginia (bombing targets); Naval magazine. 
Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not 
to exceed $150,000 for such studies may be 
made out of the appropriation 'Military 
Construction, Navy’. The Secretary of the 
Navy shall report to the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of 
Representatives the conclusions of these 
studies together with such recommendations 
as he shall consider appropriate. 

“Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop classified naval installa¬ 
tions and facilities by constructing, convert¬ 
ing, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 
or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, equipment, and family housing in 
the total amount of $84,043,000. 

“Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eighty-first 
Congress is amended as follows: 

“(a) In title II under the heading 'Conti¬ 
nental United States’ change the amount 
for ‘Naval base, Newport, Rhode Island: 
Sewage facilities’, from ’$1,243,000’ to ’$!,- 
268,000.’ 

“(b) In title IV section 402, clause (2) 
change the amount for public works author¬ 
ized by title II: ‘Inside continental United 
States’, from ‘$135,719,800’ to ‘$135,744,800.’ 

“Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second 
Congress, as amended, is amended as follows: 

“(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out 
so much thereof under the heading ‘Con¬ 
tinental United States’ and subheading ‘sup¬ 
ply facilities’ as reads as follows: 

“ ‘Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
bulk storage; $2,766,500’; and insert in place 
thereof the following: 

“ ‘Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and Jet fuel 
bulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,- 
500’.’’ 

“(b) In section 201, under the heading 
‘Outside Continental United States’ and sub¬ 
heading ‘Communication facilities,’ strike 
out so much thereof as read as follows: 

“ ‘Naval communication station, Philip¬ 
pine Islands; Consolidated communication 
facilities: $2,694,500’; and insert in place 
thereof the following; 

“ ‘Naval communication station, Philippine 
Islands: Consolidated communications facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $2,694,500.’ 

“Sec. 206. Public Law 534, 83d Congress, 
Is amended as follows: 

“(a) In section 201, under the heading 
‘Continental United States’ and subheading 
‘Aviation facilities,’ change the amount for 
‘Naval air missile test center (San Nicolas Is¬ 
land), Point Mugu, California,’ from ‘$1,132,- 
000’ to ‘$1,816,000.’ 

“(b) In section 201, under the heading 
‘Continental United States’ and subheading 
‘Ordnance facilities,’ change the amount for 
‘Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Ne¬ 
vada’ from ‘$308,000’ to ‘$538,00.’ 

“(c) In secton 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for inside- continental United States from 
‘$102,042,000’ to ‘$102,956,000’; and total 
amount from ‘$201,893,000’ to ‘$202,807,000.’ 

“Sec. 207. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 
is amended as follows: 

“(a) In section 201, under the heading 
‘Continental United States’ and subheading 
‘Shipyard facilities,’ change the amount for 
‘Naval electronics laboratory, San Diego, Cal¬ 
ifornia’ from ‘$143,000’ to ‘$162,000.’ 

“(b) In section 201, under the heading 
‘Continental United States’ and subheading 
‘Fleet base facilities’, delete that portion 
which reads as follows: ‘Navy Department 
District of Columbia: family housing, 
$81,000.’ 

“(c) Ip section 201, under the heading 
‘Continental United States’ and subheading 
‘Aviation facilities,’ change the amount for 
‘Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, Call- 
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fornla’ from *$366,000’ to *$450,000'; strike out 
so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“ ‘Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia; Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, training facili¬ 
ties, communication facilities, operational 
facilities, $4,660,000’; and insert In place 
thereof the following: 

“ ’Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, training facili¬ 
ties, communication facilities, operational 
facilities, and land acquisition, $4,660,000’.” 

“(d) In section 201 under the heading 
•Continental United States’ and subheading 
‘Ordnance facilities’, delete that portion 
which reads as follows: ’Naval proving 
ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisi¬ 
tion $200,000’. 

"(e) In section 201, under the heading 
’Outside Continental United States’ and sub¬ 
heading ’Ordnance facilities’, strike out so 
much thereof as reads as follows: 

*■ ‘Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Terri¬ 
tory of Hawaii: Testing facilities, and rail¬ 
road facilities £ind barricades, $1,132,000’; 
and insert in place thereof the following: 

“ ‘Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Terri¬ 
tory of Hawaii: Testing facilities, railroad 
facilities and -barricades, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,132,000’. 

**(f) In section 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for Inside continental United States from 
‘$269,690,600’ to ‘$299,512,600’; and the total 
amount from ‘$564,224,300’ to ’$564,046,300’. 

“TITLE III 

“Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop military Installa¬ 
tions and facilities by acquiring, construct¬ 
ing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, util¬ 
ities and equipment, for the following 
projects; 

"Inside the United States 

“Air Defense Ckimmand 

“Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, 
Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
$629,000. 

“Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth. Min¬ 
nesota; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
and land acquisition, $41,211,000. 

“Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, 
Colorado: Housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $342,000. 

“Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, 
Vermont: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
and land acquisition, $5,211,000. 

“Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington; Op¬ 
erational and training ^,p,cllltles, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

“Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Mon¬ 
tana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, land acquisition, and family 
housing, $2,470,000. 

“Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, 
North Dakota: Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, housing and community facilities, utili¬ 
ties and ground Improvements, and land 
acquisition, $18,969,000. 

“Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, 
Missouri: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

“Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, 
Pennsylvania: Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, housing and community facilities, and 
land acquisition, $1,087,000. 

“Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, 
California: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,966,000. 

“K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Mar¬ 
quette, Michigan: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply fa¬ 
cilities, administrative facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $5,- 
051,000. 

“Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Mich¬ 
igan; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $2,906,000. 

“Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Salnte 
Marie, Michigan: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $2,156,000. 

“Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klam¬ 
ath Falls, Oregon: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,130,000. 

“McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash¬ 
ington; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,514,000. 

“McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville. Ten¬ 
nessee: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, administrative facil¬ 
ities, housing and community facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,054,000. 
* “Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $440,000. 

“Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Air¬ 
port, Minneapolis, Minnesota: Operational 
and training facilities, and maintenance fa¬ 
cilities, $3,015,000. 

“Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Da¬ 
kota: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $21,215,000. 

“Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, 
Delaware: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $6,184,000. 

“Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara 
Falls, New York: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply fa¬ 
cilities, housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

“Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massa¬ 
chusetts: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, land acquisition, 
and family housing, $11,577,000. 

“Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, Cali¬ 
fornia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

“Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washing¬ 
ton: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

“Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 
ground Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$13,508,000. 

“Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, 
Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

“Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasvllle, 
Wisconsin: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $6,801,000. 

“Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, 
Michigan: Operational and training faclll- 
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ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

“Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, 
Iowa: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and, land acquisition, $2,- 
288,000. 

“Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New 
York; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,- 
000. 

“Suffolk County Air Force Base, West- 
hampton Beach, New York: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $5,441,000. 

“Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

“Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michi¬ 
gan: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition, and family housing, 
$3,278,000. 

“Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,255,000. 

“Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,545,000. 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements and land acquisition 
except that none of the authorization relat¬ 
ing to the TALOS missile shall be effective 
until the Secretary of Defense shall have 
come into agreement with the Armed Services 
Committees of the Senate and of the House 
of Representatives with respect to its utili¬ 
zation, $37,760,000. 

“Air Materiel Command 

“Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama; 
Housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,541,000. 

“Grlffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $17,- 
966,000. 

“Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

“Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $1,570,000. 

“Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, 
Pennsylvania: Supply facilities, $52,000. 

“McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento. 
California; Administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,424,000. 

“Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, 
Washington: Land acquisition. $4,000. 

“Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, 
California: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, and housing and community facilities, 
$1,572,000. 

“Olmstead Air Force Base, Middletown, 
Pennsylvania: Maintenance facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

“Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: 
Operational and training facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $5,478,000. 
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“Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, 
Maine; Supply facilities, $473,000. 

“Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, 
Washington: Supply facilities, $129,000. 

“Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, 
Oklahoma: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, hospital facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $5,990,000. 

“Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: 
Family housing, $89,000. 

“Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, 
Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $17,138,- 
000. 

“Various locations; Administrative facil¬ 
ities, housing and community facilities, and 
utilities, and ground improvements, $444,- 
000. 

“Air Proving Ground Command 

“Eglln Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, hospital and medical facil¬ 
ities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $21,094,000. 

“Air Training Command 

“Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and util¬ 
ities and ground improvements, $17,121,- 
000. 

“Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas; 
Housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,288,000. 

"Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $18,000. 

“Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, 
Texas: Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

“Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: 
Land acquisition, $63,000. 

“Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Chey¬ 
enne, Wyoming: Housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $1,654,000. 

“Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, 
Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

“James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, 
Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

“Keesler Air Force Base. Biloxi, Missis¬ 
sippi: Land acquisition, $34,000. 

“Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Texas; Hospital and medical facilities, $3,- 
440,000. 

“Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: 
Utilities and ground Improvements, and land 
acquisition, $225,000. 

“Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $212,000. 

“Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: 
Land acquisition, $410,000. 

“Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition. $2 - 
902,000. 

“Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, Cali¬ 
fornia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $21,650,000. 

“McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kan¬ 
sas; Land acquisition, $396,000. 

“Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: 
Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 

“Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,456,000. 

“Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, Cali¬ 
fornia: Utilities and ground improvements, 
$111,000. 

"Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,260,000. 

“Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Texas: Land acquisition, $133,000. 

“Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition. $4,164,000. 

“Scott Air Force Base, Bellville, Hlinols; 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 

“Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, 
Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hos¬ 
pital and medical facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $24,- 
433,000. 

“Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Sup¬ 
ply facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground Improvements, 
and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

“Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, 
Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $716,000. 

“Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma; 
Operational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $977,000. 

“Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: 
Operational and training facilities, $90,000. 

“Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Ari¬ 
zona; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$6,347,000. 

“Air university 

“Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala¬ 
bama: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities. $215,- 
000. 

“Continental air command 

“Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, Cali¬ 
fornia: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $13,395,000. 

“Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

“Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: 
Housing and community facilities, $345,000. 

“Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New 
York: Utilities and ground improvements, 
$205,000. 

“Headquarters Command 

“Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: 
Utilities and ground Improvements, $8,000. 

“Military Air Transport Command 

“Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, 
Maryland; Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, supply facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

“Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, 
South Carolina: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $868,000. 

“Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $3,195,000. 

“McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, 
New Jersey: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, supply facilities, hospital and medical 
facilities, administrative facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

“Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, 
Florida: Operational and i,raining facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $1,545,000. 

“Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Vir¬ 
ginia; Operational and training facilities, 
$768,000. 

“Washington National Airport, District of 
Columbia; Maintenance facility, $275,000. 

"Research and Development Command 

“Canel Air Force Plant #62, Hartford, Con¬ 
necticut: Research, development, and test 
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facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $22,445,000. 

“Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, Cali¬ 
fornia: Research, development, and test fa¬ 
cilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $5,488,000. 

“Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, 
New Mexico; Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, research, de¬ 
velopment, and test facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $7,877,000. 

“Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian 
Springs, Nevada: Housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and family housing, $961,000. 

“Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, 
New Mexico: Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, and research, 
development, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

“Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Research, 
development, and test facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,219,000. 

“Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, 
Massachusetts: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research, 
development, and test facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities, and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$6,939,000. 

“National Reactor Test Station, Idaho 
Falls, Idaho: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, research, development and test facili¬ 
ties, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$11,415,000. 

“Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida; 
Operational and training facilities, research, 
development and test facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $15,- 
169,000. 

“Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacra¬ 
mento Peak, New Mexico; Family housing, 
$153,000. 

“Strategic Air Command 

“Abilene .Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: 
Operational and training facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,043,000. 

“Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: 
Housing and community facilities, and utili¬ 
ties and ground improvements, $1,003,000. 

“Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, 
Louisiana: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $2,117,000. 

“Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisition, $15,938,000. 

“Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $922,000. 

“Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, 
Kentucky; Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$479,000. 

“Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, 
Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $2,438,000. 

“Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, hospital and medical fa¬ 
cilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $2,179,000. 

“Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, 
Oklahoma: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities’ 
and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $7,004,000. 

“Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, 
kUssissippl; Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $14,518,000. 
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“Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, 

Arizona: Operational and training lacilities, 
and land acquisition, $503,000. 

“Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $7,665,000. 

“Dublin Air Force Base, Georgia: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $6,478,000. 

“Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, 
South Dakota: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
commimity facilities, and land acquisition, 
$943,000. 

“Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Wash¬ 
ington: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $4,457,000. 

“Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $1,271,000. 

“Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, $23,000. 

“Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, 
Mississippi: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

“Hobbs Air Force Base. Hobbs, New Mex¬ 
ico: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $6, 
647.000. 

“Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, 
Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
hospital and medical facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities, and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 
694JOOO. 

“Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah. Geor¬ 
gia: Operational and training faciltles, utili¬ 
ties and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $1,131,000. 

“Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, 
Louisiana; Operational and training facili-. 
ties, housing and community facilities, and 
utilities and ground Improvements, $1,552,- 
000. 

“Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebras¬ 
ka : Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $4,685,000. 

"Little Rock Air Force Base. Little Rock, 
Arkansas: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,- 
528,000. 

“Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, ■ 
Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,- 
952,000. 

“Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

“MacDlll Air Force Base. Tampa, Florida; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $3,262,000. 

“Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, 
Montana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $1,236,000. 

“March Air Force Base, Riverside, Cali¬ 
fornia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $5,- 
156,000. 

“Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, South 
Dakota: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $6,- 
374,000. 

“Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain 
Home, Idaho; Operational and training fa¬ 

cilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $2,064,000. 

“Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground Improvements, land ac¬ 
quisition, and family housing, $5,697,000. 

“Plnecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Flor¬ 
ida: Housing and community facilities, util¬ 
ities and ground Improvements, and land 
acquisition, $786,000. 

“Plattsburgh Air Force 'Base, Plattsburgh, 
New York: Housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $1,491,000. 

“Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth. 
New Hampshire: Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facil¬ 
ities. $661,000. 

“Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kan¬ 
sas; Operational and training facilities, hos¬ 
pital and medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground Improvements, and land 
acquisition, $3,882,000. 

“Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Califor¬ 
nia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $923,000. 

“Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: 
Operational and training facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $781,000. 

“Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mex¬ 
ico: Operational and training facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $2,791,000. 

“Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, 
Massachusetts; Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facil¬ 
ities, administrative facilities, housing and 
community facyities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$9,315,000. 

“Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, 
Missouri: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $3,815,000. 

“Tactical Air Command 

“Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Okla¬ 
homa: Maintenance facilities, supply facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $330,000. 

“Blytheville Air Force Base. Blytheville, 
Arkansas: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, and maintenance facilities, $933,000. 

“Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indi¬ 
ana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,- 
169,000. 

“Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and relocation of structure, $4,- 
505,000. 

“Donaldson Air Force Base. Greenville, 
South Carolina: Operational and training 
facilities, $2,428,000. 

“England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Lou¬ 
isiana: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, administrative facil¬ 
ities, and housing and community facilities, 
$2,919,000. 

“Poster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and utilities and ground 
Improvements, $952,000. 

“George Air Force Base, Victorville, Cali¬ 
fornia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

“Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Vir¬ 
ginia: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $2,613,000. 

“Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash¬ 
ington: Operational and training facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition. $1,111,000. 

"Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport. Myrtle 
Beach, South Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
hospital and medical facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $1,665,000. 

“Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North 
Carolina: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,106,000. 

“Stewart Air Force Base, Smyrna. Tennes¬ 
see: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $1.- 
583,000. 

“Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Golds¬ 
boro, North Carolina: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, and housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, $6,637,000. 

“Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Caro¬ 
lina: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, $3,805,000. 

“Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, 
Utah: Operational and training facilities, 
$67,000. 

“Special Facilities 

“Various locations: Research, development 
and test facilities, administrative facilities, 
and land acquisition, $1,240,000. 

“Aircraft control and warning system 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing, and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition, and family housing, 
$80,942,000. 

“Outside the United States 

“Alaskan Air Command 

“Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 
family housing, $14,984,000. 

- “Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground Improve¬ 
ments, $5,444,000. 

“Galena Airfield: Operational and training 
facilities and supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

“King Salmon Airport: Operational and 
training facilities, $289,000. 

“Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and util¬ 
ities and ground improvements, $7,055,000. 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, $6,628,000. 

“Par East Air Forces 

“Hlckam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: 
Operational and training facilities, $991,000. 

“Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston 
Island: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, 
$724,000. 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, util¬ 
ities and ground improvements, land acquisi¬ 
tion, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

“Military Air Transport Service 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and utilities and ground Improvements, 
$55,859,000. 

"Northeast Air Command 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and family hous¬ 
ing. $75,650,000. 

“Strategic Air Command 

“Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 
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miinity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and family housing, $23,980,009. 

“Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land ac¬ 
quisition, $14,000. 

“Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and mainte¬ 
nance facilities, $229,000. 

“Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,213,000. 

“United States Air Force in Europe 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and erection of prefabricated struc¬ 
tures, $114,260,000. 

“Aircraft Control and Warning System 

“Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $70,000,000. 

“Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop; (a) classified mili¬ 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, 
constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
Installing permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prep¬ 
aration, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 
ment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

“(b) Air Force Installations and facilities 
by proceeding with construction made neces¬ 
sary by changes in Air Force missions, new 
weapons developments, or Improved produc¬ 
tion schedules, if the Secretary of Defense 
determines that deferral of such construc¬ 
tion for Inclusion in the next military con¬ 
struction authorization Act would be incon¬ 
sistent with interests of national security, 
and in connection therewith to acquire, con¬ 
struct, convert, rehabilitate, or install per¬ 
manent or temporary public works, includ¬ 
ing land acquisition, site preparation, ap¬ 
purtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Air Force, or his desig¬ 
nee, shall notify the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Repre¬ 
sentatives immediately upon reaching a final 
decision to implement, of the cost of con¬ 
struction of any public work undertaken un¬ 
der this subsection. Including those real es¬ 
tate actions pertaining thereto. 

“Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 
30, 1949 (ch. 41, 50 U, S. C. 491), is amended 
by the addition of the following: 

“ ‘The Secretary of the Air Force is au¬ 
thorized to procure communication services 
required for the semiautomatic ground en¬ 
vironment system. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 
ten years from the date communication serv¬ 
ices are first furnished under such contract. 
The aggregate contingent liability of the 
Government under the termination provi¬ 
sions of all contracts authorized hereunder 
may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and 
no termination payment shall be final until 
audited and approved by the General Ac¬ 
counting Office which shall have access to 
such carrier records and accounts as it may 
deem necessary for the purpose. In procur¬ 
ing such services, the Secretary of the Air 
Force shall utilize to the fullest extent prac¬ 
ticable the facilities and capabilities of com- 
munldation common carriers, including rural 
telephone cooperatives, within their respec¬ 
tive service areas and for power supply, shall 
utilize to the fullest extent practicable, the 
facilities and capabilities of public utilities 
and rural electric cooperatives within their 
respective service areas. Negotiations with 
communication common carriers. Including 
cooperatives, and representation in proceed¬ 
ings involving such carriers before Federal 
and State regulatory bodies where such nego¬ 
tiations or proceedings involve contracts au¬ 
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thorized by this paragraph shall be in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of section 201 
of the Act of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 
U. S. C. A. sec. 481).’ 

“Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty- 
fourth Congress, is amended, under the head¬ 
ing ‘Continental United States’ in section 
301, as follows: 

“Under the subheading ‘Air Defense Com¬ 
mand’— 

“ (1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons 
Center, Fort Myers, Florida, strike out ‘$11,- 
577,000’ and Insert in place thereof ‘$15,- 
462,000’. 

“(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal 
Airport, Duluth, Minnesota, strike out ‘$1,- 
200,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$1,623,- 
000’. 

“(3) With respect to Grand Forks site. 
North Dakota, strike out ‘$5,822,000’ and in¬ 
sert in place thereof ‘$7,709,000’. 

“(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee 
area, Wisconsin, airbase to be known as 
‘Richard Bong Air Force Base’, strike out 
‘$16,608,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$23,- 
859,000’. 

“(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh 
Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania, strike out 
‘$404,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$525,- 
000’. 

“(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force 
Base, San Rafael, California, strike out ‘$1,- 
501,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$2,- 
229,000’. 

“(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Munic¬ 
ipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike 
out ‘$2,042,000’ and insert in place thereof 
‘$2,656,000’. 

“(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Air¬ 
port, Knoxville, Tennessee, strike out ‘$582,- 
000’ and Insert in place thereof ‘$817,000’. 

“(9) with respect to Minot site. North 
Dakota, strike out ‘$5,339,000’ and insert in 
place thereof ‘$6,603,000’. 

“(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Munic¬ 
ipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York, strike 
out ‘$1,748,000’ and insert in place thereof 
‘$2,575,000’. 

“(11) with respect to Paine Air Force 
Base, Everett, Washington, strike out ‘$1,- 
039,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$1,199,- 
000’. 

‘“Under the subheading ‘Air Materiel Com¬ 
mand’—With respect to Searsport Air Force 
Tank Farm, Searsport. Maine, strike out 
‘$133,000’ and Insert in place thereof ‘$329 - 
000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Air Training Com¬ 
mand’— 

“(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force 
Base, Houston, Texas, strike out ‘$2,816,000’ 
and Insert in place thereof ‘$3,438,000’. 

“(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force 
Base, Greenville, Mississippi, strike out 
‘$349,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$500 - 
000’. 

“(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, 
Phoenix, Arizona, strike out ‘$1,557,000’ and 
insert in place thereof ‘$1,923,000’. 

“(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, 
Las Vegas. Nevada, strike out ‘$1,153,000’ and 
insert in place thereof ‘$1,837,000’. 

“(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base. 
Sherman, Texas, strike out ‘$956,000’ and 
insert in place thereof ‘$(,210,000’. 

“(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force 
Base, San Antonio, Texas, strike out ‘$549,- 
000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$730,000’. ’ 

“(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, 
Belleville, Illinois, strike out ‘$1,247,000’ and 
insert in place thereof ‘$1,862,000’. 

“(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force 
Base, Panama City, Florida, strike out ‘$478,- 
000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$534,000’. 

“(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, 
Enid, Oklahoma, strike out ’$871,000’ and in¬ 
sert in place thereof ‘$1,181,000’, 

"(10) with respect to Williams Air Force 
Base, Chandler. Arizona, strike out ‘$1,045,- 
000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$1,215,000’, 

"(11) with respect to Francis E. Warren 
Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming, strike 
out ‘$1,403,000’ and insert in place thereof 
‘$1,746,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Air University’— 
With respect to Maxwell Air Force Base, 
Montgomery, Alabama, strike out ‘$2,661,000’ 
and Insert in place thereof ‘$3,031,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Continental Air 
Command’—■ 

“ (1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, 
San Antonio, Texas, strike out ‘$590,000’ and 
insert in place thereof ‘$697,000’. 

“(2) with respect to Dobbins Air F\>rce 
Base, Marietta, Georgia, strike out ‘$758,000’ 
and insert in place thereof ‘$859,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Military Air ‘Trans¬ 
port Service’—With respect to Charleston Air 
Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina, 
strike out ‘$4,032,000’ and insert in place 
thereof ‘$5,306,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Research and De¬ 
velopment Command’— 

“(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force 
Base, Muroc, California, strike out ‘$12,429,- 
000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$13,299,000’. 

“(2) with respect to Hartford Research 
Facility, Hartford, Connecticut, strike out 
‘$22,375,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$25,- 
780,000’. 

“(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force 
Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out 
‘$4,965,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$5,- 
637,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Strategic Air Com- 
mand’— 

“(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force 
Base, Abilene, Texas, strike out ‘$4,214,000’ 
and insert in place thereof ‘$4,656,000’. 

“(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force 
Base, Rapid City, South Dakota, strike out 
‘$12,380,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$15,- 
186,000’. 

“(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base. 
Topeka, Kansas, strike out ‘$4,753,000’ and 
Insert in place thereof ‘$5,885,000’. 

“(4) with respect to Great Fails Air Force 
Base, Great Falls, Montana, strike out ‘$5,- 
435,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$6,713,- 
000’. 

“ (5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base. 
Savannah, Georgia, strike out ‘$4,115,000’ 
and Insert in place thereof ‘$4,951,000’. 

“(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force 
Base, Orlando, Florida, strike out ‘$4,118,000’ 
and insert in place thereof ‘$5,599,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Tactical Air Com¬ 
mand’—With respect to Larson Air Force 
Base, Moses Lake, Washington, strike out 
‘$3,574,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$4.- 
724,000’. 

“Under the subheading ‘Aircraft Control 
and Warning System’—With respect to ‘Vari¬ 
ous locations’ strike out ‘$100,382,000’ and 
insert in, place thereof ‘$120,382,000’. 

“(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 
gress, is amended under the heading ‘Out¬ 
side Continental United States’ in section 
301, as follows: 

“(1) With respect to Kenal Airfield under 
the subheading ‘Alaskan Air Command’ 
strike out ‘$356,000’ and insert in place there¬ 
of ‘$2,247,000’. 

“(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 
gress, as amended, is amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts 
‘$743,989,000’, ‘$530,563,000’ and ‘$1,279,902,- 
000’ and inserting in place thereof ‘$801,- 
256,000', ‘$532,454,000’ and ‘$1,339,060,000’, 
respectively. 

“(d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Con¬ 
gress, is amended, under the heading ‘Con¬ 
tinental United States’ in section 301, as 
follows: Under the subheading ‘Air Defense 
Command’ with respect to Klamath Palls 
Airport, Klamath Palls, Oregon, strike out 
‘$4,133,000’ and insert in place thereof ‘$5.- 
077,000’. 

“(e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Con¬ 
gress, as amended, is amended by striking 
out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts 
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•$405,176,000’ and ’$415,005,000’ and Inserting 
In place thereof ‘$406,120,000’ and ’$415,949,- 
000’, respectively. 

"title IV 

"General provisions 

"Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military 
department may proceed to establish or de¬ 
velop installations and facilities under this 
Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 
and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amend¬ 
ed. The authority to place permanent or 
temporary improvements on land includes 
authority for surveys, administration, over¬ 
head, planning and supervision incident to 
construction. That authority may be exer¬ 
cised before title to the land is approved 
under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and even though the land is held 
temporarily. The authority to provide fam¬ 
ily housing includes authority to acquire 
such land as the Secretary concerned deter¬ 
mines, with the approval of the Secretary of 
Defense, to be necessary in connection with 
that housing. The authority to acquire real 
estate or land Includes authority to make 
surveys and to acquire land, and interests in 
land (including temporary use), by gift, pur¬ 
chase, exchange of Government-owned land, 
or otherwise. 

‘‘Sec. 402. There are authorized to be ap¬ 
propriated such sums as may be necessary for 
the purposes of this Act, but appropriations 
for public works projects authorized by titles 
I, H, and ni shall not exceed— 

‘‘(1) for title I: Inside the United States, 
$86,916,000; outside the United States, $35,- 
763,000; section 102, $200,783,000; or a total 
of $323,462,000. 

"(2) for title II: Inside the United States, 
$292,572,000; outside the United States, $61,- 
625,000; section 203, $84,043,000, or a total 
of $438,240,000; and 

“(3) for title III: Inside the United States, 
$759,123,000; outside the United States, $405,- 
061,000; section 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 
302 (b), $50,000,000 or a total of $1,377,184,- 
000. 

“Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named In 
title I, II, or III of this Act may, in the dis¬ 
cretion of the Secretary concerned, be in¬ 
creased by 5 per centum for projects Inside 
the United States and by 10 per centum for 
projects outside the United States. However, 
the total cost of all projects in each such title 
may not be more than the total amount au¬ 
thorized to be appropriated for projects in 
that title. 

“Sec. 404. Whenever— 
“(1) the President determines that com¬ 

pliance with section 4 (c) of the Armed 
Services Procurement Act of 1947 ( 41 U. S. C. 
153 (c)) for contracts made under this Act 
for the establishment or development of 
military Installations and facilities in foreign 
countries would interfere with the carrying 
out of this Act; and 

“(2) the Secretary of Defense and the 
Comptroller General have agreed upon alter¬ 
native methods for adequately auditing those 
contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts 
from the requirements of that section. 

“Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United 
States under this Act shall be awarded, inso¬ 
far as practicable, on a competitive basis to 
the lowest responsible bidder, if the national 
security will not be impaired and the award 
is consistent with the Armed Services Pro¬ 
curement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

“Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may acquire land, and Interests 
in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost (exclu¬ 
sive of administrative costs and dedciency 
Judgment awarda), which the Secretary con¬ 
cerned determines to be urgently required 
in the Interests of national defense. 'The 
authority under this section may not, how¬ 
ever, be used to acquire more than one 
parcel of land unless the parcels are non¬ 

contiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 
$5,000 in total cost. i 

"Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Defense and following notifica¬ 
tion of the Armed Services Committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives, acquire, 
construct, rehabilitate, or install permanent 
or temporary public workers, including site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment, to restore or replace facilities 
damaged or destroyed. 

“Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of De¬ 
fense, the Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments may expend out of appropriations 
available for military construction such 
amounts as may be required for the estab¬ 
lishment and development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing (except family quarters), convert¬ 
ing, extending, or installing permanent or 
temporary public works determined to be 
urgently required, including site prepara¬ 
tion, appurtenances, utilities, and equip¬ 
ment, for projects not otherwise authorized 
by law when the cost of the project is not in 
excess of $200,000, subject to the following 
limitations: 

“(1) No such project, the cost of which is 
in excess of $50,000, shall be authorized un¬ 
less approved In advance by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

“(2) No such project, the cost of which 
is in excess of $25,000 shall be authorized 
unless approved in advance by the Secretary 
of the military department concerned. 

“(3) Not more than one allotment may be 
made for any project authorized under this 
section. 

“(4) The cost of conversion of existing 
structures to family quarters may not ex¬ 
ceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at any single 
faculty. 

“(b) ’The Secretaries of the military de¬ 
partments may expend out of appropriations 
available for maintenance and operation 
amounts necessary to accomplish a project 
which, except for the fact that its cost 
does not exceed $25,000, would otherwise be 
authorized to be accomplished under sub¬ 
section (a). 

“(c) "Ihe Secretary of each department 
shall report in detail semiannually to the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and the House of Representatives with re¬ 
spect to the exercise of the authorities 
granted by this section. 

“(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 
1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is 
repealed. 

“Sec. 409. (a) ’The Secretary of Defense, 
acting through the Secretary of a military 
department, may provide family housing at 
Fort McNair, District of Columbia, for the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the 
construction or rehabilitation of one set of 
family housing, and special communication 
facilities, without regard to the second pro¬ 
viso of section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 
(62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the Act 
of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

“(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,- 
000 ($100,000 for the family housing unit and 
$80,000 for special communication facili¬ 
ties) available to the military departments 
for military construction may be utilized for 
the purposes of this section without regard 
to the limitations on the cost of family 
housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

“Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authoriza¬ 
tions for military public works to be ac¬ 
complished by the Secretary of a military 
department in connection with the establish^ 
ment or development of military installa¬ 
tions and facilities, and all authorizations for 
appropriations therefor, that are contained 
in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 
superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except— 
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"(1) authorizations for public works and 

for appropriations therefor that are set forth 
In those Acts in the titles that contain the 
general provisions; 

I "(2) the authorization for public works 
projects as to which appropriated funds have 
been obligated for construction contracts in 
Whole or in part before July 1, 1957, and au¬ 
thorizations for appropriations therefor; 

“(3) the authorization for the rental guar¬ 
anty for family housing in the amount of 
$100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 
of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress; 

“(4) the authorizations for public works 
and the appropriation of funds that are con¬ 
tained in the National Defense Facilities Act 
of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 881 et seq.); 
and 

“(5) the authorization for the develop¬ 
ment of the Line of Communications, France, 
in the amount of $82,000,000, that is con¬ 
tained in title I, section 102 of Public Law 
534, Eighty-second Congress. 

“Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of sec¬ 
tion 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 
Stat. 1119), as amended, is further amended 
to read as follows: 

“ ‘In addition to family housing and com¬ 
munity facilities otherwise authorized to be 
constructed or acquired by the Department 
of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is 
authorized, subject to the approval of the 
Director of the Bureau of the Budget, to 
construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 
family housing for occupancy as public quar¬ 
ters, and community facilities, in foreign 
countries through housing and community 
facilities projects which utilize foreign cur¬ 
rencies to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 
acquired pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assist¬ 
ance Act of 1954 ( 68 Stat. 454) or through 
other commodity transactions of the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation.’ 

“(b) ’There are authorized to be appro¬ 
priated to the Secretaries of the military 
departments such amounts other than for¬ 
eign currencies as are necessary for the con¬ 
struction, or acquisition by lease or other¬ 
wise, of family housing and community 
facilities projects in foreign countries that 
are authorized by section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amend¬ 
ed, but the amount so appropriated for any 
such project may not be more than 25 per 
centum of the total cost of that project. 

“Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 
15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended to 
read as follows: 

“ ‘Sec. 615. During the fiscal year 1956, 1957, 
and 1958 the Secretaries of the Army. Navy, 
and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to 
lease housing facilities at or near military 
tactical Installations for assignment as pub¬ 
lic quarters to military personnel and their 
dependents, if any, without rental charge 
upon a determination by the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee that there is a lack 
of adequate housing facilities at or nesir such 
military tactical Installations. Such housing 
facilities shall be leased on a family or in¬ 
dividual unit basis and not more than three 
thousand of such units may be so leased at 
any one time. Expenditures for the rental 
for such housing facilities may be made out 
of appropriations available for maintenance 
and operation but may not exceed $150 a 
month for any such unit.’ 

“Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations 
prescribed by section 3 of the Act of June 
12, 1948 (5 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to 
forty-seven units of the housing authorized 
to be constructed at the United States Air 
Force Academy by the Act of April 1, 1954 
(68 Stat. 47). The net floor area limitations 
for those forty-seven units are as follows: 
five thousand square feet for one unit for 
the Superintendent: three thousand square 
feet for each of two units for deans; and 
one thousand seven hundred and fifty square 
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feet for each of forty-four units for depart¬ 
ment heads. 

“(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the 
Air Force Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) Is 
amended by striking out ‘$1,000,000’ and 
Inserting In place thereof ‘$1,858,000’. 

“Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense 
Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 TJ. S. C. 
882), is further amended by striking out 
clause (a) and inserting in place thereof the 
following: 

“ ‘(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or trans¬ 
fer, construct, expand, rehabilitate, convert, 
and equip such facilities as he shall deter¬ 
mine to be necessary to effectuate the pur¬ 
poses of this Act, except that expenditures 
for the leasing of property for such purposes 
may be made from appropriations otherwise 
available for the payment of rentals and 
without regard to the monetary limitation 
otherwise imposed by this section;’. 

“Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is 
to be constructed at a military installation 
under title IV of the Housing Amendments 
of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 
authority under the Act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 
(69 Stat. 324), and this Act to provide hous¬ 
ing at that installation may be exercised at 
other military installations of the depart¬ 
ment concerned. 

“Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military 
departments are authorized to contract for 
the storage, handling, and distribution of 
liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five 
years, with option to renew for additional 
periods not exceeding five years, for a total 
not to exceed twenty years. This authority 
is limited to facilities which conform to the 
criteria prescribed by the Secretary of De¬ 
fense for protection, including dispersal, and 
also are included in a program approved by 
the Secretary of Defense for the protection 
of petroleum facilities. Such contracts may 
provide that the Government at the expira¬ 
tion or termination thereof shall have the 
option to purchase the facility under con¬ 
tract without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 
and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and prior to approval of title to 
the underlying land by the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral: Provided further, That the Secretaries 
of the military departments shall report to 
the Armed Services Committees of the Sen¬ 
ate and the House of Representatives with 
respect to the names of the contractors and 
the terms of the contracts, the reports to be 
furnished at times and in such form as may 
be agreed upon between the Secretaries 
of the military departments and the Com¬ 
mittees on Armed Services. 

“Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other 
law, the Secretary of a military department 
may lease, for terms of not more than five 
years, off-base structures including real 
property relating thereto, in foreign coun¬ 
tries, needed for military purposes. 

“Sec. 418. In the design of family housing 
or any other repetitive type buildings in 
the continental United States authorized by 
this Act, the military departments may, to 
the extent deemed practicable, use the prin¬ 
ciple of modular design in order that the 
facility may be built by conventional con¬ 
struction, on-site fabrication, or factory 
fabrication. 

“Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
vision of this Act or any other law, no con¬ 
tract shall be entered into by the United 
States for the construction or acquisition of 
family housing units by or for the use of 
military or civilian personnel of any of the 
military services of the Department of De¬ 
fense unless the Department of Defense, in 
each instance, has come into agreement with 
the Armed Services Committees of the Senate 
and House of Representatives. 

“Sec. 420. The first two sentences of sec¬ 
tion 404 of the Housing Amendments of 
1955 are amended to read as follows: ’When¬ 
ever the Secretary of Defense or his designee 

deem It necessary for the purpose of this 
title, he may acquire by purchase, donation, 
condemnation, or other means of transfer, 
any land or (with the approval of the Federal 
Housing Commissioner) any housing fi¬ 
nanced with mortgages Insured under the 
provisions of title VHI of the National Hous¬ 
ing Act as in effect prior to the enactment 
of the Housing Amendments of 1955. The 
purchase price of any such housing shall 
not exceed the Federal Housing Adminis¬ 
tration Commissioner’s estimate of the re¬ 
placement cost of such housing and related 
property (not including the value of any 
improvements installed or constructed with 
appropriated funds) as of the date of final 
endorsement for mortgage Insurance reduced 
by an appropriate allowance for physical de¬ 
preciation, as determined by the Secretary 
of Defense or his designee upon the advice 
of the Commissioner: Provided, That in any 
case where the Secretary or his designee ac¬ 
quires a project held by the Commissioner, 
the price paid shall not exceed the face value 
of the debentures (plus accrued interest 
thereon) which the Commissioner issued in 
acquiring such project.’’ 

“Sec. 421. None of the authority contained 
in titles I, II, and III of this Act shall be 
deemed to authorize any building construc¬ 
tion project within the continental United 
States at an average nationwide unit cost 
in excess of— 

“(a) $22 per square ^oot for cold-storage 
warehousing: — 

“(b) $6 per square foot for regular ware¬ 
housing: 

“(c) $1,850 per man for permanent bar¬ 
racks: 

“(d) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer 
quarters, 

unless the Secretary of Defense determines 
that, because of special circumstances, ap¬ 
plication to such project of the limitation 
on unit costs contained in this section is 
Impratlcable. 

“Sec. 422. None of the authorization con¬ 
tained in section 101 of this Act for the con¬ 
struction of three-hundred-and-twenty-slx- 
man barracks with mess shall be used to 
provide, with respect to any such barracks, 
for mess facilities other than a single, con¬ 
solidated mess.’* 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Paul Vinson, 

Overton Brooks, 

Paul J. Kilday, 

Dewey Short, 

L. C. Arends (except as to the 

Kalkaska-Manistee item). 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Richard B. Russell, 

John Stennis, 

Henry M. Jackson, 

Leverett Saltonstall (except 
as to the Kalkaska matter 
in sec. 301 of title III), 

Francis Case (except as to 

the Kalkaska matter in sec. 
301 of title III), 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

Statement 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagi’eelng votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9893) to authorize 
certain construction at military and naval 
installations, and for other purposes, submit 
the following statement in explanation of 
the effect of the action agreed upon by the 
conferees and recommended in the accom¬ 
panying conference report: 

legislation in conference 

On April 12, 1956, the House of Representa¬ 
tives passed H. R. 9893, which was the fiscal 
year 1957 military construction authoriza¬ 
tion for the three military departments. On 
June 28, 1956, the Senate considered the 
House bill and amended it by striking all 

language after the enacting clause and wrote 
a new bill. 

The larger differences and the action 
agreed upon by the conferees are as follows: 

In title I, the Army section of the bill, the 
Senate Inserted an authority for the con¬ 
struction of troop housing in Korea. The 
House agreed to the granting of this author¬ 
ity. Also, in title I, the Senate added $12 
million to section 102, which contains au¬ 
thority for various classified construction. 
Upon explanation of the basis for the Senate 
action, the House accepted the Senate ad¬ 
dition. 

On the floor of the Senate, certain amend¬ 
atory language was added to the authoriza¬ 
tion for the Naval Auxiliary Air Station at 
Fallon, Nev. In effect, the amendment 
would require that the Secretary of Defense 
resurvey the Navy’s requirements for land 
in that area and examine into the possibility 
of utilizing other Government-controlled 
lands in the State of Nevada. Upon comple¬ 
tion of that resurvey, the Secretary of De¬ 
fense would certify to the Armed Services 
Committees that the acquisition of the par¬ 
ticular property involved (Black Rock ex¬ 
tension) was essential to meet the Navy’s 
training requirements. Although it is the 
view of the House committee that there has 
been an exhaustive survey of the naval re¬ 
quirements in this area, and notwithstand¬ 
ing the fact that the House committee feels 
that the Navy has completely justified its re¬ 
quirements, it receded with respect to this 
amendment on the basis that an additional 
survey could be performed expeditiously, 
and in the event there are any elements of 
this problem which have not to date come 
to light, such a survey would be of merit. 

As the bill passed the House, it contained 
an authority for a naval air facility to be 
known as John H. Towers Field, Annapolis, 
Md. ’The Senate bill did not contain this 
authority. Although the conferees agreed 
that the air arm of the Navy has become of 
such importance to our Naval Establishment 
as to make indoctrination in air matters an 
Important part of the training of a midship¬ 
man, the House receded in this instance with 
the expressed hoi>e that some reasonable so¬ 
lution to this problem can be found. In con¬ 
sonance with the House committee action in 
this respect, that portion of section 202 
which related to an engineering study with 
respect to Towers Field was stricken from the 
bill and an appropriate reduction made in 
the amount authorized for expenditure for 
this study. 

Certain additions to section 203, which In¬ 
volves classified construction for the Navy, 
were agreed to by the House. These addi¬ 
tions, as some others throughout the bill, 
had not been submitted to the House com¬ 
mittee since all appropriate approvals and 
directives had not been Issued until after 
the completion of House action on the bill. 
In this Instance, the addition amounts to 
$41,046,000. 

In title III, the Air Force title, several 
changes were made by the Senate. ‘These 
changes for the most part represent, as men¬ 
tioned above, matters which were brought 
to the attention of the Senate committee 
following the completion of House action. 
The Department of the Air Force has wisely 
adopted a policy of dispersing its B-52 bomb¬ 
ers in order to eliminate concentration of 
these imjiortant airplanes. The conferees are 
wholeheartedly in favor of this dispersal pro¬ 
gram and express the hope that the en¬ 
couraging beginning in this bill will be 
carried to completion in future authoriza¬ 
tions. 

In this bill, the dispersal policy finds its 
implementation by increased authorizations 
at the following bases: Dow AFB, Maine; 
Beale AFB, California; Clinton-Sherman 
AFB, Oklahoma; Griffiss AFB, New York; 
Mather AFB, California; and Minot AFB, 
North Dakota. The programs for these bases 
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■were part of the bill as It was originally pre¬ 
sented to the Congress and, therefore, were 
the subject of consideration during the 
House Committee’s deliberations on the bill. 
Subsequent to the presentation of the con¬ 
struction program to the House, the dispersal 
program had matured even further and the 
Senate committee granted additional author¬ 
ities in this area by substantial additions 
at Bergstrom APB, Texas; Columbus APB, 
Mississippi: Grand Porks APB, North Dakota; 
and Sheppard APB, Texas. Amarillo APB, 
Texas, had not been the subject of any re¬ 
quest for authorization as the program was 
submitted ■to the Congress. Dispersal au¬ 
thorization for this base was requested of the 
Senate Committee and this base was Inserted 
in the bill with an appropriate authorization. 
Also added by the Senate Committee were 
dispersal authorizations for Mitchell APB, 
South Dakota and Hobbs APB, New Mexico. 

In furtherance of the dispersal program, 
the conferees added Dublin Air Porce Base, 
Georgia, as an appropriate location in the 
southeastern part of the United States. The 
conferees also granted an additional author¬ 
ity for this same purpose at Whiteman APB, 
Missouri, a location in the central part of 
the United States which the conferees felt 
was also well adapted to this program. 

Some of the authorities granted were re¬ 
duced for various reasons, including revised 
estimates of costs. 

As the bill passed the House, a new Air 
Defense Command base in northern Michi¬ 
gan was designated to be at Manistee. The 
Senate version of the bill changed this loca¬ 
tion to Kalkaska. The Senate receded in this 
respect and accepted the Manistee location. 

Section 301 of the bill contains an au¬ 
thority in the amount of $37,760,000 for con¬ 
struction at various locations. Some $16 
million of this authorization represents au¬ 
thority for the construction of certain Talos 
site facilities. The Senate reduced this au¬ 
thority by eliminating the Talos authoriza¬ 
tion. The Senate receded in this respect, 
but the conferees agreed that the authori¬ 
zation relating to the Talos facilities should 
not be used until the Secretary of Defense 
has come into agreement with the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and House 
of Representatives with respect to the use 
of this authority. Behind this action lies the 
concern which has been expressed over the 
very large expenditures involved, the relative 
merits of the two systems, and the proper 
assignment of roles and missions in both the 
Nike and Talos programs. It is the under¬ 
standing of the conferees that the respective 
merits of these two missiles will be the sub¬ 
ject of very detailed studies and tests which 
will provide guidance to the respective com¬ 
mittees in necessary future determinations 
relating to this important problem. 

Under the heading “United States Air 
Forces in Europe,” several Internal adjust¬ 
ments were made in the authorization 
granted. These adjustments, some of which 
are classified, resulted in a net increase in 
authorization of slightly over $17 million. 
The House receded. 

Another example of items which were sub¬ 
mitted to the Congress after completion of 
House action on the bill are contained in an 
increased authorization of $70 million un¬ 
der the heading “Aircraft Control and 
Warning System” in section 301 of the bill. 
This addition, while large, represents an 
important segment of our defense against 
attack and was well supported before the 
Senate committee. The House, therefore, 
receded in this instance. 

Technological breakthroughs, changes in 
missions, and development of new weapons 
sometimes generate immediate construction 
requirements which could not have been 
anticipated by the military department con¬ 
cerned. The House conferees agreed with 
the action taken by the Senate, therefore, 
in adding an emergency $50 million author¬ 

ization to section 302 of the bill. No appro¬ 
priations will be requested against this au¬ 
thorization and it is the understanding of 
the conferees that funds expended under this 
authority must be derived from existing 
authorizations. 

Section 303 of both the House bill and the 
Senate amendment authorize the Secretary 
of the Air Porce to procure the communica¬ 
tion services required for the semiautomatic 
ground environment system, an air defense 
warning system commonly referred to as 
SAGE. The House bill provides that the 
Secretary shall utilize to the fullest extent, 
the facilities and capabilities of communi¬ 
cation carriers, including rural telephone 
cooperatives, within their respective service 
areas. The Senate amendment contains the 
same provision, but adds a similar provision 
with respect to public utilities and rural 
electric cooperatives in connection •with 
power supply. The conferees have agreed to 
the Senate language. 

The latest estimate of the Air Porce is that 
the annual cost of leased communications 
for SAGE will reach a total of $157 million 
annually when the system is fully operative. 
This is a revision downward from the original 
estimate of $240 million. In view of the 
magnitude of the cost involved, the Air 
Force was asked by the Senate committee 
whether it has adequate authority in exist¬ 
ing law to protect the interests of the Gov¬ 
ernment in connection with the rates for 
communication services for SAGE. It ad¬ 
vised that it does have adequate authority, 
and it is noted that pursuant to section 201 of 
the act of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 
U. S. C. A. sec. 481), the Department of 
Defense has already intervened in a pending 
proceeding before the Federal Communica¬ 
tions Commission involving the bulk of the 
rates for the SAGE project. It is believed 
that, under these circumstances, the inter¬ 
ests of the Government will be more ade¬ 
quately safeguarded. 

Under title IV of the bill. General Pro- 
■vlsions, the House version authorized the 
construction of family housing for the Chair¬ 
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and certain 
commissioned officers and enlisted personnel 
attached to his staff by the construction or 
rehabilitation of five sets of family housing, 
together with certain emergency communi¬ 
cation facilities. Appropriations not to ex¬ 
ceed $300,000, available to the military de¬ 
partments for military construction, were to 
be utilized in connection with this authority. 
The Senate version of the bill granted an 
authority relating to this matter which 
varied from the House language in that only 
one set of family housing was authorized 
and that was required to be constructed at 
Port McNair, D. C. The Senate version per¬ 
mitted the expenditure of $180,000, which 
was sp)ecifically divided into $80,000 for the 
housing unit and $100,000 for special com¬ 
munication facilities. Inasmuch as it is 
possible that some misunderstanding existed 
as to the exact details of the construction of 
the housing and the communication facili¬ 
ties, the Senate language was modified by 
allocating $100,000 to the construction of the 
housing unit and $80,000 to the communi¬ 
cation facilities. 

Certain modifications were made to section 
410 of the bill with the effect that the rescis¬ 
sion of previous authorities was made more 
stringent. An exception was made in this 
respect for the line of communications in 
Prance, since this construction has not 
progressed with the speed which had been 

- expected. 
A new section 417 was added to the bill, 

which will permit the entrance into leases 
for terms of not more than 5 years in foreign 
countries. A study of this matter reveals 
that substantial savings can be effected by 
the granting of this authority and the House, 
therefore^ receded. This particular item. 

again, was an item which had not matured 
to the point where it could be presented to 
the House committee during Its hearings on 
the bill. 

Section 418 relates to clearance with the 
Armed Services Committees of housing con¬ 
structed by or for the use of military or 
civilian personnel of the military services. 
The language of this section was slightly 
modified to include ho^uslng which is ac¬ 
quired as well as constructed. It was fur¬ 
ther modified ■to conform the clearance pro¬ 
cedure, from the standpoint of language, to 
other similar laws. 

With respect to the section of the bill deal¬ 
ing ■with the use of modular design and con¬ 
struction, the conferees agreed upon lan¬ 
guage which provides more flexibility in the 
use of this important construction device. 

As the bill passed the House it contained 
authority for the acquisition of Wherry hous¬ 
ing projects. The Senate struck this au¬ 
thority. The conferees agreed upon lan¬ 
guage which, while similar to that in the 
House version of the bill, ■will approach the 
problem of Wherry housing acquisition in a 
more realistic fashion. The conferees would 
like to reiterate the Importance which they 
attach to the acquisition of Wherry housing 
because of the great savings which can be 
effected in this field. The new language ap¬ 
pears as section 420 of the bill. 

On the floor of the Senate an amendment 
was agreed to which would authorize pay¬ 
ments to lando^wners, the market value of 
whose property was decreased as a result 
of the establishment of military facilities 
adjacent to their properties. The conferees 
agreed that this matter presents a problem 
which finds examples in all parts of the coun¬ 
try. It is one which is already the subject 
of study within the Department of Defense 
and is one which must be faced and solved. 
The problem does, however, contain so many 
elements of as yet undetermined nature, and 
is so fraught with complexities in individual 
application, that it is obvious it will require 
extended study before adequate legislation 
can be developed. The conferees urge that 
the Department continue its studies in this 
field in order that it may make appropriate 
recommendations to Congress without sub¬ 
stantial delay. 

As the bill passed the House, the authori¬ 
ties granted in the Army, Navy, and Air Force 
titles totaled $1,843,036,000. The correspond¬ 
ing authority granted in the Senate version 
of the bill totaled $2,106,611,000, or $263,- 
575,000 more than the House version. The 
■total agreed to by the conferees for titles 
I, n, and III is $2,138,886,000. This latter 
sum is $295,850,000 more than the House 
version and $32,275,000 more than the Senate 
version. 

Pattl Vinson, 

OvEEToN Brooks, 

PAtn, J. Kilday, 

Dewey Short, 

L. C. Arends (except 
as to the Kal¬ 
kaska - Manistee 
item), ^ 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

INCREASING THE BORROWING 
POWER OP THE COMMODITY 
CREDIT CORPORATION 

Mr. SPENCE. 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. 11132) to increase the 
borrowing power of the Commodity 
Credit Corporation, and for other pur¬ 
poses. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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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. 11132, with 
Mr. Willis in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read¬ 

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Chairman, this bill would increase 

the borrowing authority of the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation from $12 bil¬ 
lion to $14 billion. The Commodity 
Credit Corporation had used of its avail¬ 
able borrowing capacity, as of the 31st 
of March, $11,400,000,000. On that date 
it had authority to borrow $600 million. 
It had outstanding in loans $3,100,000,- 
000. Its inventory in commodities was 
$5,600,000,000. So it had at that date 
assets of $8,700,000,000. It had realized 
losses of $1,800,000,000. 

The money which we are authorizing 
it to borrow will not be a loss. The fund 
will be used to carry out the Corpora¬ 
tion’s loan and purchase program. 

The farming industry is the most un¬ 
stable industry of all. When the farm¬ 
er plants, he does not know what will be 
his yield. He may plant less and reap 
more. He may plant more and reap 
less. When primitive man first learned 
that he could make the earth yield his 
food, he came into this great basic in¬ 
dustry. Pood is life. Without it we 
cannot exist and without the farmer we 
would not have food. 

It has been said that if you destroy the 
cities they would all rise again, but if the 
farms were destroyed grass would grow 
in the city streets. So it is essential to 
stabilize this great industry, the first 
great industry of mankind. It has al¬ 
ways been an unstable industry, and that 
is the justification for the activities of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

The industrialist can produce for the 
market. He knows what the market will 
absorb. He knows what will be profit¬ 
able for him to produce. But the farm¬ 
er can have no such assurance. He is 
the victim of the frost, of the drought, of 
the destructive insects. And if we do not 
provide an assurance to the farmer of 
an income he probably will leave the 
farm. To you of the city I can say there 
are just two things that might happen. 
You might not be fed and you might find 
him in competition for employment with 
your own people. So you should never 
make the question that is now presented 
an issue between the country and the 
city. 

This program has assured the farmer 
that he will receive a return that will 
enable him to properly support his fam¬ 
ily and educate his children. In my own 
State I can remember when tobacco sold 
for 7 cents a pound. Under the benefi¬ 
cent program of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation the tobacco farmer now gets 
a fair profit for his product. So I say, 
without going into details as to what the 
Commodity Credit Corporation has done, 
that it has rendered a great service to 
the American people. The immense 
sum we have authorized, $12 billion, was 
essential to stabilize this great industry 
and to keep it operating as it should for 

the benefit of our country and the rest 
of the world. Of this authorization, $600 
million was not used on March 31, 1956, 
and in addition thereto there was an 
aggregate investment of $8.7 billion. I 
hope we can pass this bill without 
amendment. The administration wants 
it, the farm industry wants it, and I 
know the people want it because of the 
great service the Commodity Credit Cor¬ 
poration has rendered in the past and the 
potential it has for carrying out its pro¬ 
gram in the future. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. McVey]. 

(Mr. McVEY asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. McVEY. Mr. Chairman, the Con¬ 
gress has before it today H. R. 11132, a 
bill to increase the borrowing power of 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, and 
for other purposes. The main feature 
of this legislation is concerned in section 
1, item B, amending the act of March 8, 
1938, by striking out $12 billion and in¬ 
serting in lieu thereof $14 billion. This 
additional amount represents a large 
sum of money and is needed by the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation to finance the 
farm program enacted by this Congress. 

This agency was originally voted, in 
October 1933, the sum of $3 million. Let 
us look at the increase in the responsi¬ 
bilities of this Corporation in recent 
years. The Banking and Currency Com¬ 
mittee has been called upon to increase 
the authorization for sums to be used by 
this agency as follows: 
Mar. 8, 1938___ $500, 000, 000 
Mar. 4, 1939_ 900, 000, 000 
Aug. 9, 1940-- 1, 400. 000, 000 
July 1, 1941- 2,650,000,000 
July 16, 1943_ 3,000,000,000 
Apr. 12, 1945_ 4, 750, 000, 000 
June 28. 1950_  6, 750, 000, 000 
Mar. 20, 1954_ 8, 500, 000, 000 
Aug. 31, 1954-- 10,000,000.000 
Aug. 11, 1955- 12, 000, 000, 000 
Apr. 23, 1956_  14, 000, 000, 000 

These amounts of money have been 
needed by this Corporation to finance 
the programs of the farm crops enacted 
at various times by the Congress. When 
representatives of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation appeared before the Bank¬ 
ing and Currency Committee recently, 
they stated that the increase to $14 bil¬ 
lion as requested does not include pro¬ 
vision for financing the soil bank by the 
Commodity Credit Corporation as pro¬ 
posed in recent legislation, except insofar 
as the margin of available borrowing 
power may permit initiation of the pro¬ 
gram. At the hearings on this subject, 
it was further stated by representatives 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation 
that the Corporation will have obliga¬ 
tions outstanding totaling $13,552,000,000 
by June 30, 1957. Additional authoriza¬ 
tion is requested, as a margin of safety, 
in the amount of $448 million which it 
is felt is necessary in order to make cer¬ 
tain that all responsibilities can be met 
before the end of the next fiscal year, 
unless additional funds are required to 
support the soil-bank program. 

The Commodity Credit CoiToration 
has estimated the value of its inventory 

of corn, cotton, and wheat as of March 
31, 1956, as follows; 
Corn- $1,910,615,000 
Cotton__ 2, 275, 499, 000 
Wheat_ 2, 820, 523, 000 

These three crops have been listed be¬ 
cause of the rather extensive supply on 
inventory. The grand total of all com¬ 
modities reaches the staggering sum of 
$8,731,498,000. The storage costs of 
these inventories amount to $800,000 per 
day. 

We hear it stated frequently on the 
floor of the House that the cost of price 
supports has been a very low figure. It 
has been mentioned that these supports 
have cost us an average of about $1 mil¬ 
lion per year for the last 20 years. State¬ 
ments of this character are entirely fal¬ 
lacious. No one can even estimate what 
the final loss is going to be when these 
products are finally disposed of—if that 
event should come to pass. In recent 
years we have been piling inventoi’y 
upon inventory and billions upon billions 
under the assumption by many, that this 
program has cost the Government very 
little. The fact that the Commodity 
Credit Corporation has requested total 

' authorization of $14 billion should be 
ample evidence of the fact that the prob¬ 
able loss to be sustained reaches a very 
large figure. 

It is certain that neither the rigid price 
support nor flexible price supports will 
solve this situation entirely. It is the 
belief, however, that the combination of 
flexible price supports and the soil bank 
will enable the Government to liquidate 
most of this inventory and give the 
farmer once more an opportunity to en¬ 
joy the operation of supply and demand. 
Certainly that is the result which it is 
firmly hoped will be reached within a 
reasonable period of time. Anyone who 
maintains, however, that rigid price 
supports will solve our surjilus problem, 
is either politically motivated or just 
does not understand the most elementary 
principles of economics. 

I can see no course for the Congress 
to follow today but approve the authori¬ 
zation to extend to the Commodity Credit 
Corporation an additional $2 billion. Its 
function is to carry out the will of the 
Congress, and that body has already 
passed legislation making further ex¬ 
penditures necessary. Those who favor 
high rigid price supports have much to 
ponder over in this situation. The 
trouble we face today is unquestionably 
due to the high supports for basic com¬ 
modities which have been voted by this 
Congress. The whole situation is alarm¬ 
ing and presents a problem for deepest 
thought and study. 

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

Mr.McVEY. I yield. 
Mr. BOW. The gentleman has pointed 

out the number of times we have had 
to increase this loan authorization. Has 
the gentleman checked the Record to see 
how many times the House has been 
told that that would be the last time an 
increase would be requested? 

Mr. McVEY. I am sorry I do not have 
a record of that. Do you have any iii"- 
foiTOation on it? 
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HIGHLIGHTS: Both Houses agreed to conferei^ce report on mutual security authoriza¬ 
tion bill. Ready for President, Both Hous^^s agreed to conference report on 
military construction bill. Ready for President, House began debate on mutual 
security appropriation bill. Senate committee\reported bills to: Extend time for 
study of employee security program. Provide study of foreign assistance program. 
Extend law for amortization of grain storage facilities. Senate conferees were 
appointed on bill to increase CCC borrowing power, ,Senate agreed to House araendrEnt 
to bill to extend Penalty Mail Act to Extension Directors and Experiment Stations, 

Ready for President, 

HOUSE 
> 

^ 1* FOREIGN AID, Both Houses agreed to the conference report on H, R* 11356, the 
mutual security authorization bill. This bill is now ready' for the President, 
ppo 10991, 11021 / 

Began debate pn H, R, 12130, the mutual security appropriation bill, 
p, 110ii9 / 

2. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; SURPLUS COMIODITIES, Both Houses agreed to the conference 
report on H, R, 9893, to authorize certain construction at military installations, 
The bill authorizes the Secretary of Defense to use for family housing construe-" 
tion in foreign countries, foreign currencies not to exceed $250 million acquired 
through provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act or 
other commodity transactions of CCC, This bill is now ready for the President# 

pp* 11010, 11015, 11025 _ 

SENATE 

FORESTRY, The Government Operations Committee reported with amendment H, R, 
8817, to provide for the conveyance of certain property of the U, S, to the 
city of Corbin, Ky, (S, Rept, 2U30)* p, 10929 
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h* K^PLOYEE SECURITY, The Rules and Administration Committee reported vath amend¬ 
ment S, Res, 29h, to extend further the time for a study of the Government 
emplo,yees security program, p, 10929 (no \irritten report) 

5, FOREIGir-AID, The Rules and Administration Coimuittee reported Tlth amendment 
S, Res, 28^^ to provide for studies to be made regarding foreign assistance 
by the U,'3, (S, Rept, 2h3h)* p* 10929 

Sen, Smith, Me,, inserted a newspaper editorial opposing further aid to 
Yugoslavia, 11012 

\ 
6, WATERSHEDS, Received from the Budget Bureau a plan for works of improvement 

of watershed projects; to Agriculture and Forestry'- Committee, p, 10930 

7» FCA AUDIT, Received’"from the Comptroller General an audit report of the Farm 
Credit Administration'i'or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1955; to Government 
Operations Committee, 10931 

\ 
8, ELECTRIFICATION, Sen, Wil^ inserted resolutions of the Dairyland Power Cooper¬ 

ative relating to various aspects of electrification and public power, p,1093X 
Sen, Neuberger criticized opposition to the construction of the Hells 

Canyon dam, and inserted several articles on the matter, p, 10953 
Sens, Gore and Goldwater discussed contributions made to the National 

Hells Canyon Assoc, p, 10956 \ 

9, SOIL Bank, Sen, Humphrey inserted a l^armers Union letter urging that the soil- 
bank program be expanded and liberaliapid because of the recent drought in 
certain areas, p, 10932 \ 

10* TAXATION, The Finance Committee reported iSith amendments H, R, 9083, to amend 
the Internal Revenue Code of 195U so as to ’b^tend the law regarding amortization 
of grain-storage facilities (S, Rept* 2ii38),\p, 10932 

11, CCC, Senate conferees were appointed on S, 3820,sto increase the borrowing power 
of the CCC, House conferees have not yet been appointed, p, 10956 

12, PENALTY MAIL, Agreed to the House amendments-to S, 16171^ which extend the Penal 
Mail Act provisions to Extension Directors and Experiihent Stations, This bill 
I'm now be sent to the President, p, 1099U 

13, HOUSING, Sen, Sparkman and others urged passage of housing. I'^gislation during 
this session of Congress, p, 11013 \ 

lii. education. Sen, Humphrey claimed the Administration had not adfequatelj^ supported 
passage of legislation for Federal aid to education, p, 11015 \ 

l5, TREATIES, "The Foreign Relations Committee submitted a r eport on th^foUomng 
treaties: (Ex, Rept, 9), p, 10933 Treaty of amity, economic relations, and 
consular rights between the U, S, and Iran, \ 

Treaty offriendship, commerce, and navigation with Nicaragua; \ 
Treaty of friendship, commerce, and navigation between the U, S, an^the 

Netherlands, \ 

l6, LEGISLATr/E PROGRAM, Sen, Johnson announced that the following measures vjillN^ 
considered Vied*, July 11: International '.'heat Agreem.ent; S, Res, 285, to stu^ 
foreign aid program; H, R, 8817, for transfer of land to Corbin, Xy,; and S. Res 
29li, extending time for study of employee security program, p, 11C06 
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Mr. BIBLE. Mr. President, I yield 1 
additional minute to the Senator from 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The figures which 
I have sefen indicate that if the bill had 
been in effect from 1951 to 1955, some 
$21 million in subsidies would have ac¬ 
crued, $17 million to Pan American, a 
million and a half to Braniff, a million 
to Delta, a million and a quarter to TWA, 
and so on. Seventeen million dollars is 
a pretty fair chunk of money. 

Mr. MONRONEY. I can imagine no 
statistics which would be more useless. 
The period represented by the chart was 
the time when we were changing from 
DC-4’s to DC-6’s. Every line was buy¬ 
ing equipment. Pan American had to 
buy some, and it was disposing of its 
old equipment. 

The bill would not give the air car¬ 
riers a windfall. The property involved 
is property which they own. The prices 
of new planes have gone up to such an 
extent that they cost many times the 
cost of the old planes. Consequently, 
the trade-in value of the old planes has 
also gone up. The bill would merely 
allow the airlines to reinvest their money 
in new airplanes. It would not permit 
them to declare dividends, or to spend 
the money for any other purpose except 
new aircraft. I do not know why we 
should object to modernizing our air¬ 
craft industry. I hold no brief for Pan 
American, TWA, or any other line. If 
it is good policy to modernize aircraft, 
and to allow the major companies to 
reinvest the trade-in value of old planes 
without being penalized by losing the 
subsidy, it ought to be good for the feed¬ 
ers as well as for the big lines. I do not 
see how we can make fish of one and 
fowl of the other. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. MONRONEY. I yield. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not true that, 

with respect to the new equipment, 
whether it be jets or what not, the lines 
will be guaranteed an 8 percent return 
on domestic investment, and 9 percent 
on overseas investment? 

Mr. MONRONEY. That is correct. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. So they ought not 

to have any trouble whatsoever in ob¬ 
taining capital with which to reequip 
themselves. The bill simply provides an 
extra bonus. 

Mr. MONRONEY. If they make 
money, they work their way off the sub¬ 
sidy. If they do not have modern 
planes, they will not be able to work 
their way off subsidy. 

Mr. BIBLE. Mr, President, I yield 1 
minute to the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Aiken]. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, although 
I think the principle involved in the en¬ 
tire bill is wrong, and that the Williams 
amendment should have been adopted, I 
also believe that the cure recommended 
by the proposed amendment is as bad as 
the disease. If the bill is discriminato^ry, 
an amendment directed at one airline 
doing business in a certain part of the 
country—and, so far as that is con¬ 
cerned, over the entire world—is also 
wrong. I do not know why w§ should 

say that an airline doing $45 million 
worth of business in one part of the coun¬ 
try should be entitled to the benefit of 
the bill, whereas another airline, doing 
$52 million worth of business in another 
part of the country is not entitled to the 
benefit of the bill. Therefore I cannot 
support the amendment, because it is 
just as bad and just as discriminatory 
as the bill itself. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 
President, I yield 1 minute to the Sen¬ 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Long!. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the amendment, not because I be¬ 
lieve in it the way it is worded, but be¬ 
cause I believe it may result in something 
desirable being brought out of confer¬ 
ence. 

Personally, I am not in favor of seeing 
one large airline hog all the benefits of 
the subsidy. There has been some crit¬ 
icism on that score in the past, and I 
believe there will be similar criticism in 
the future, unless we take some measures 
against it. I would be willing to see Pan- 
American receive millions of dollars in 
benefits, but I believe it is imreasonable 
to give it 80 or 90 percent of the benefits. 

The major difference between Pan- 
American and the small feeder lines 
which need the benefit of the subsidy, is 
that Pan-American was there first. It 
has the best air routes. Others could 
not fly the same routes, because Pan- 
American was first in the field, and the 
best air routes were assigned to it. 

Through the years Pan American and 
other large carriers have received tre¬ 
mendous subsidies year after year. Sub¬ 
sequently, numerous small airlines en¬ 
tered the picture. It seems to me that 
they should have the opportunity to 
modernize their equipment, without 1 
or 2 large carriers having a monopoly 
of the benefits available. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, may I have 
2 minutes yielded to me? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. I 
shali be glad to yield 2- minutes to my 
colleague if I have that much time 
available. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Minnesota has 4 minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of' Minnesota. I 
yield 2 minutes to the senior Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I shall sup¬ 
port the amendment, even though it is 
not the proper approach to resolving the 
problem with which we are confronted. 
What we should have done, in my humble 
opinion, because some new facts were 
developed, was to have recommitted the 
bill. That motion failed. 

The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Williams] was by 
far the wisest approach to the problem. 
That amendment failed of adoption. 

The amendment of the junior Senator 
from Minnesota is another step, and I 
believe it is a step in the right dhection, 
because it will put the bill in conference, 
and in conference a bill can be worked 
out which will correct the situation as 
it exists among the airlines of the Nation, 
particularly with respect to the profits 
of 1 or 2 of the larger companies. 

Therefore I shall support the amend¬ 
ment now pending before the Senate. 

Mr. BIBLE. Mr. President, I yield 
back the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. I 
yield back the remainder of my time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All re¬ 
maining time for debate has been yielded 
iDdfClC 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Secretary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask imanimous consent that the 
order for the quoum call be rescinded. 

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

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Humphrey]. On this 
question the years and nays have been 
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I announce that the 

Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrd], the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Chavez], 

the Senator from Texas [Mr. Daniel], 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ellen- 

der], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Frear], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
George], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Hennings], the Senator from Massachu¬ 
setts [Mr. Kennedy], the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Magnuson], the Sena¬ 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Neely], and 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Russell] 

are absent on official business. 
On this vote, the Senator from Texas 

[Mr. Daniel] is paired with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Frear] . If present 
and voting, the Senator from Texas 
would vote “nay,” and the Senator from 
Delaware would vote “yea.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Kennedy] is paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Magnuson]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Massachusetts would vote “yea.” and the 
Senator from Washington would vote 
“nay.” 

I further announce that if present 
and voting, the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Russell] would vote “yea.” 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Bush] and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Ives] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Pot¬ 

ter] is absent by leave of the Senate 
on official business as a member of the 
American Battle Monument Commission. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Dirk- 

sen] and the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Young] are absent on official busi¬ 
ness. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Beall], the Senator from Kansas [Mr, 
Carlson], the Senator from California 
[Mr. Knowland], and the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Mundt] are detained 
on official business. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Flanders] and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Mundt] would each vote “nay.” 

No. 115- 11 
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The result was announced—^yeas 32, 
nays 43, as follows: 

YEAS—32 

Allott Jackson Murray 
Anderson Johnston, S. C. Neuberger 
Doiiglas Kefauver O’Mahoney 
Dworshak Kuchel Robertson 
Eastland Banger Scott 
Fulbrlght Lehman Smith, Maine 
Gore Long Sparkman 
Green Mansfield Stennls 
Hill Martin, Pa. Symington 
Hinnphrey, McNamara Thye 

Minn. Morse 

NAYS—43 

Williams 

Aiken Ervin McClellan 
Barrett Goldwater Milllkin 
Bender Hayden Monroney 
Bennett Hlckenlooper Pastore 
Bible Holland Payne 
Brlcker Hruska Purtell 
Bridges Humphreys, Sa’tonstall 
Butler Ky. Schoeppel 
Capehart Jenner Smathers 
Case, N. J. Johnson, Tex. Smith, N. J. 
Case, S. Dak. Kerr Watkins 
Clements Laird Welker 
Cotton Malone Wl’ey 
Curtis Martin, Iowa Wofford 
Duff McCarthy 

NOT VOTING—21 

Beall Ellender Knowland 
Bush Flanders Magnuson 
Byrd Frear Mundt 
Carlson George Neely 
Chavez Hennings Potter 
Daniel Ives Russell 
Dirksen Kennedy Young 

So the amendment of Mr. Humphrey 
of Minnesota was rejected. 

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

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

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, I should 

like to have the Record show that I am 
emphatically opposed to this bill. I am 
as much opposed to it as I was to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

Several Senators. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 

dent, I yield back the remainder of my 
time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair understands that all time has been 
yielded back. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, that is correct. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, did 
the Chair rule that there was not a suffi¬ 
cient second to order the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is 
COTTGCt 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, 1 
again ask that the yeas and nays be or¬ 
dered. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is. Shall the bill pass? On this 
question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I announce that the 

Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrd], the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Chavez], 
the Senator from Texas [Mi-. Daniel], 

the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Ellen- 
der], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Frear], the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
George], the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Hennings], the Senator from Massachu¬ 
setts [Mr. Kennedy], the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. Magnuson], the Sena¬ 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. Neely], and 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Russell] 
are absent on official business. 

On this vote, the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Daniel] is paired with the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Frear]. If present 
and voting, the Senator from Texas 
would vote “yea,” and the Senator from 
Delaware would vote “nay.” 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Kennedy] is paired with the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. Magnuson]. If 
present and voting, the Senator from 
Massachusetts would vote “nay,” and the 
Senator from Washington would vote 
“yea.” 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus¬ 
sell] is paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Ellender]. If present 
and voting, the Senator from Georgia 
would vote “nay,” and the Senator from 
Louisiana would vote “yea.” 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Bush] and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Ives] are necessarily absent. 

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Pot¬ 
ter] is absent by leave of the Senate on 
official business as a member of the 
American Battle Monument Commission. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Dirk- 
sen] and the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. Young] are absent on official busi¬ 
ness. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Beall], the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Carlson], the Senator from California 
[Mr. Knowland], and the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. Mundt] are detained 
on official business. 

If present and voting, the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Flanders] and the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Mundt] 
would each vote “yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 53, 
nays 22, as follows: 

YEAS—53 

Allott Goldwater Martin, Pa. 
Barrett Green McCarthy 
Bender Hayden McClellan 
Bennett Hickenlooper Millikin 
Bible Hill Monroney 
Brlcker Holland Pastore 
Bridges Hruska Payne 
Butler Humphreys, Purtell 
Capehart Ky. Saltonstall 
Case, N. J. Jenner Schoeppel 
Case, S. Dak. Johnson, Tex. Scott 
Clements Johnston, S. C. Smathers 
Cotton Kerr Smith, N, J, 
Curtis Kuchel Sparkman 
Duff Laird Stennls 
Eastland Long Symington 
Ervin Malone Wiley 
Fulbrlght Martin, Iowa 

NAYS—22 

Wofford 

Aiken Kefauver O'Mahoney 
Anderson Langer Robertson 
Douglas Lehman Smith, Maine 
Dworshak Mansfield Thye 
Gore McNamara Watkins 
Humphrey, Morse Welker 

Minn. Murray William* 
Jackson Neuberger 

NOT VOTING— 21 

Beall Carlson Dirksen 
Bush Chavez Ellender 
Byrd Daniel Flanders 

Frear Kennedy Neely 
George Knowland Potter 
Hennings Magnuson RusseU 
Ives Mundt Young 

So the bill (S. 3449) was passed. 

DEVELOPMENT OF COASTWISE 
TRADE 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Calendar No. 2426, 
S 3877 

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

The Legislative Clerk. A bill (S. 
3877) to promote the development and 
rehabilitation of the coastwise trade, to 
encourage the construction of new ves¬ 
sels, and for other purposes. 

liie PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Texas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill 
which had been reported from the Com¬ 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com¬ 
merce with amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, it is not proposed to discuss the 
bill until Wednesday; I merely wished 
to have it made the unfinished business. 

I should like to announce, for the in¬ 
formation of the Senate, that there 
probably will be a Saturday session this 
week. It is hoped that two appropria¬ 
tions bills may be reported this week, as 
well as other important measures. 

We are in the closing days of the ses¬ 
sion. Saturday sessions have been 
avoided as much as possible, but I am 
fearful that we are likely to have one 
this weekend. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ACT OP 
1956—CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I sub¬ 
mit a report of the committee of confer¬ 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 9893) to authorize cer¬ 
tain construction at military installa¬ 
tions, and for other purposes. I ask 
unanimous consent for the present con¬ 
sideration of the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re¬ 
port will be read for the information of 
the Senate. 

The legislative clerk read the report. 
(For conference report, see House pro¬ 

ceedings of July 7, 1956, pp. 10886-10894, 
Congressional Record.) 

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

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

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that a statement 
concerning the conference report be 
printed at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the state¬ 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

Statement by Senator Stbnnis 

The report as agreed to by the conferees 
Is substantially the same as the Senate ver¬ 
sion of the bill. The Army and Navy totals. 
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representing new authorizations, remain the 
same. In the Air Force title, approximately 
$25 million was added to the amount pre¬ 
viously approved by the Senate. 

Section 301 of title III, the Air Force ti¬ 
tle, contains an authority in the amount of 
$37,760,000 for construction at various loca¬ 
tions. This figure is $16,250,000 greater than 
that approved by the Senate. The Senate 
had reduced the original authority by elim¬ 
inating the TALOS authorization. In con¬ 
ference, the Senate conferees agreed to re¬ 
instate the $16 million authorization with 
the understanding that the authority re¬ 
lating to the TALOS facilities should not be 
used until the Secretary of Defense has come 
into agreement with the Armed Services 
Committees of the Senate and House of Rep¬ 
resentatives with respect to the use of this 
authority. Behind this action lies the con¬ 
cern over the very large expenditures in¬ 
volved, the relative merits of the two sys¬ 
tems, and the proper assignment of roles 
and missions of both the NIKE and TALOS 
programs. It is the understanding of the 
conferees that the respective merits of these 
two missiles will be the subject of detailed 
studies and tests to be made by an impartial 
board composed of professionally qualified 
members, who, on an unbiased basis, are 
competent to evaluate the two systems and 
produce a definite recommendation sufBclent 
to provide guidance to the respective com¬ 
mittees in the necessary future determina¬ 
tions. 

In addition, the conferees Included an in¬ 
crease of approximately $9 inilllon for 
Strategic Air Command facilities in con¬ 
sonance with the dispersal policy. 

Under Title IV of the bill, General Pro¬ 
visions, the House version authorized the 
construction of family housing for the Chair¬ 
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and certain 
conunlssioned officers and enlisted personnel 
attached to his staff by the construction or 
rehabilitation of five sets of family housing, 
together with certain emergency communi¬ 
cation facilities. Appropriations not to ex¬ 
ceed $300,000, available to the military de¬ 
partments for military construction, were to 
be utilized in connection with this author¬ 
ity. The Senate version of the bill granted 
an authority relating to this matter which 
varied from the House language in that only 
one set of family housing was authorized and 
that was required to be constructed at Fort 
McNair, D. C. The Senate version permitted 
the expenditure of $180,000, which wsis spe¬ 
cifically divided into $80,000 for the housing 
unit and $100,000 lor special communication 
facilities. Inasmuch as it is possible that 
some misunderstanding existed as to the 
exact details of the construction of the hous¬ 
ing and the communication facilities, the 
Senate language was modified by allocating 
$100,000 to the construction of the housing 
unit and $80,000 to the communication fa¬ 
cilities. 

As the bill passed the House, it contained 
authority for the acquisition of Whehry 

housing projects. The Senate struck this 
authority. The conferees agreed upon lan¬ 
guage which, while similar to that in the 
House version of the bill, will approach the 
problem of Wherry housing acquisition in a 
more realistic fashion. The conferees would 
like to reiterate the importance which they 
attach to the acquisition of Wherry housing 
because of the great savings which can be 
effected In this field. The new language ap¬ 
pears as Section 420 of the bill. Under the 
language of this section, the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee is authorized to ac¬ 
quire by purchase, donation, condemnation, 
or other means, land, interest in land, or 
Jiouslng financed with mortgages instued 
under the provisions of Title VIII of the 
National Housing Act. The conferees specifi- 
calwly inserted the word “condemnation" in 
the language of this provision in order to 
insure that any acquisition accomplished 

under this authority will be consummated 
with regard to the due processes of existing 
low. It is the Intent that in the event the 
Secretary of Defense or his designee is unable 
to acquire such property by purchase, dona¬ 
tion, or other means of transfer, and if the 
Government and parties concerned cannot 
agree, then condemnation procedures will 
be applicable and the courts, will by due 
process, determine the purchase price just 
as in the case of other real property acquisi¬ 
tions on the part of the Goverrunent; and 
the formula recited in Section 420 would 
then have no application whatsoever. 

Section 421 of the Senate-passed bill was 
deleted in conference. This provision would 
have authorized payments to landowners, the 
market value of whose property was decreased 
as a result of the establishment of military 
facilities adjacent to their properties. The 
conferees agreed that this matter presents a 
problem which finds examples in all parts 
of the country. It is one which is already 
the subject of study within the Department 
of Defense and is one which must be faced 
and solved. The problem does, however, con¬ 
tain so many elements of as yet undeter¬ 
mined nature, and is so fraught with com¬ 
plexities in individual application, that it is 
obvious it will require extended study before 
adequate legislation can be developed. The 
conferees urge that the Department continue 
its studies in this field in order that it may 
make appropriate recommendations to Con¬ 
gress without substantial delay. 

As the bill passed the House, the authori¬ 
ties granted in the Army, Navy, and Air Force 
titles totaled $1,843,036,000. The correspond¬ 
ing authority granted in the Senate version 
of the bill totaled $2,113,158,000, or $270,- 
122,000 more than the House version. The 
total agreed to by the conferees for titles I, II, 
and ni is $2,138,886,000. 

Mr. WILUAMS. Mr. President, when 
the bill was before the Senate, I offered 
an amendment to section 421, the pur¬ 
pose of which was to authorize the Gov¬ 
ernment to pay compensating damages 
to property owners.who owned property 
immediately adjacent to a proposed ex¬ 
tended runway. 

In the State of Delaware, the Govern¬ 
ment has proposed to extend the jet run¬ 
way. While the Government will pay for 
the property in the immediate line of 
the extension, other property which is 
immediately adjacent and upon which 
some veterans have built their homes, 
will be seriously depreciated as a result 
of the proposed extension. However, 
under the existing law the owners will 
get no compensating payments. 

The Senate adopted to the bill my 
amendment to remedy that situation. 
What did the conference do with respect 
to presuading the House to accept this 
amendment? 

Mr. STENNIS. The office of the 
Senator from Delaware was advised that 
the Senator’s amendment was not agreed 
to. It is not in the conference report. It 
raises a very serious question that must 
have the attention of the Congress and 
of the Air Force, and I think something 
positive must be done about it. That 
seemed to be the consensus of the opinion 
of the conferees. But it is such a com¬ 
plex and far-reaching matter that facts 
relating to it are being developed by the 
Air Force and at least one committee of 
the Congress. It contemplates a definite 
policy and legislation to carry out the 
policy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am disappointed it 
was not included in this bill which pro¬ 

poses to extend the authority to take 
the runway. I made a strong argument 
for it, and the Senate agreed by passing 
the amendment. My question now is, 
will the property owners be left out en¬ 
tirely under the committee proposal, or 
will new legislation be accepted by the 
committee which will take care of their 
problem retroactively? 

In other words, legislation next year 
will not help these people imless it is 
retroactive. They have a good claim and 
are entitled to consideration. I cannot 
vmderstand the reasoning behind the 
House’s rejection of the proposal. 

Mr. STENNIS. My thinking is that it 
will have to be worked out along the 
lines of what injury is being done, which 
is a matter of a continuing nature. The 
Senator had merit in his amendment. 
We regretted that we could not work out 
something. Frankly, it is a rather in¬ 
volved matter, and is going to require 
a precise formula. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I appreciate that, 
but will the Senator go along with the 
idea that when we get the formula 
worked out, the persons being affected 
by the pending bill will be included in 
the benefits of that formula? Some of 
these people will be seriously hurt un¬ 
less something is done. They are Amer¬ 
ican citizens and have the right of re¬ 
dress for damages caused by their Gov¬ 
ernment. Will they be included in any 
new formula subsequently worked out? 

Mr. STENNIS. I would think so, if 
the matter concerns an actual injury 
that is continuing. If the injury is 
remedied in some other fashion, there 
would not be any complaints. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the point I want 
to make is that if damage can be shown 
to the property, there should be enacted 
a law which would give the property 
owners some form of remedy and which 
would be retroactive to take care of all 
situations affected by this particular 
proposed legislation. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. If the 
Senator will yield, I should like to say 
that the nature of the damage claims 
to which the Senator from Delaware has 
directed our attention would be the kind 
of claims which would not be extin¬ 
guished so long as the damage continued. 

Mr. STENNIS. I do not think there 
is any danger in that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wanted the Record 

to show that it is recognized that when 
legislation is enacted it will have to be 
retroactive in order to take care of prop¬ 
erty owners affected by the pending bill. 

Mr. STENNIS. If the injury contin¬ 
ued, then the remedy provided would 
apply to such cases. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Pres¬ 
ident, as one of the conferees, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the Record at this point a brief state¬ 
ment on the conference report. 

There being no objection, the state¬ 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

Statement by Senator Case of South 

Dakota 

In connection with the discussion of the 
housing provisions of the bill H. R. 9893, as 
reported by the conferees, it occurs to me 
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that the language of sections 419 and 420 
should appear in the Record at this point: 

‘‘Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
vision of this act or any other law, no con¬ 
tract shall be entered into by the United 
States for the construction or acquisition of 
family housing units by or for the use of mili¬ 
tary or civilian personnel of any of the mili¬ 
tary services of the Department of Defense 
unless the Department of Defense, in each 
instance, has come into agreement with the 
Armed Services Committee of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

“Sec. 420. The first two sentences of section 
404 of the Housing Amendments of 1955 are 
amended to read as follows: ‘Whenever the 
Secretary of Defense or his designee deem it 
necessary for the pmpose of this title, he may 
acquire by purchase, donation, condemna¬ 
tion, or other means of transfer, any land or 
(with the approval of the Federal Housing 
Commissioner) any housing financed with 
mortgages Insured under the provisions' of 
title vm of the National Housing Act as in 
effect prior to the enactment of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955. ‘The pmchase price of 
any such housing shall not exceed the Feder¬ 
al Housing Administration Commissioner’s 
estimate of the replacement cost of such 
housing and related property, not including 
the value of any improvements installed or 
constructed with appropriated funds) as of 
the date of final endorsement for mortgage 
Insurance reduced by an appropriate allow¬ 
ance for physical depreciation, as determined 
by the Secretary of Defense or his designee 
upon the advice of the Commissioner: Pro¬ 
vided, That in any case where the Secretary 
or his designee acquires a project held by the 
Commissioner, the price paid shall not ex¬ 
ceed the face value of the debentures (plus 
accrued interest thereon) which the Com¬ 
missioner Issued in acquiring such project.’ *• 

I invite attention to the formula for de¬ 
termining the purchase price of housing as 
it appears in section 420 and the provision 
for condemnation if necessary. 

I also desire to allude to the difference be¬ 
tween the House and Senate on the location 
of a base of the Air Defense Command in 
Michigan, The House conferees insisted 
on Manistee instead of Kalkaska, as the 
Senate had voted. 

A majority-of the Senate conferees reluc¬ 
tantly receded although some of us did not 
see our way clear to do so. In justice to 
the final position, acceptance of Manistee, 
it should be said that we were told there had 
been a record vote on the matter in the 
House and that its conferees could not re¬ 
cede. 

Personally, I hope that the Air Force will 
restudy the situation and will not proceed 
with construction at Manistee if it has any 
serious doubts as to the relative military 
merits of Manistee when compared with 
Kalkaska. It is my conviction, shared by 
Senator Saltonstall, that on the evidence 
before the committee, the ADC base should 
be at Kalkaska. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Pi’esident- 
Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, will 

the Senator from Maryland yield long 
enough for the Presiding Officer to put 
the question on agreeing to the confer¬ 
ence report? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, be¬ 

fore the question is put on the conference 
report, I desired to to ask the Senator 
from Mississippi a few questions. I do 
not ask for that privilege while the Sena¬ 
tor from Maryland has the floor, but I 
did not want the question to be put be¬ 
fore I asked the questions. 

ESTABLISHMENT OP NEW SHIPPING 
SERVICE BETWEEN CUBA AND 
MEXICO 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, as a 

Senator from one of the most important 
maritime States in the Union, and as a 
member of the Merchant Marine Sub¬ 
committee of the Committee on Inter¬ 
state and Foreign Commerce, I am al¬ 
ways interested in new developments 
which are of significance to the maritime 
world. There has come to my attention 
recently a most interesting plan for es¬ 
tablishing a new shipping service con¬ 
necting the shores of two of our good 
neighbors to the south, Cuba and Mexico. 
This service is intended to provide an 
ocean-transport link between these two 
countries via the Straits of Yucatan, that 
important water passage between the 
Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean Sea. 
I need not stress the importance of these 
great bodies of water to the commerce of 
the United States. 

This is a project of real importance, 
not only to the two countries immedi¬ 
ately concerned but to the United States 
as well. Key to the entire project is the 
construction of a major port facility at 
Cape San Antonio, which lies at the ex¬ 
treme western tip of Cuba, facing the 
Yucatan Peninsula. Incredible as it 
mrobably seems to most North Americans, 
Oyba, and Mexico are about 125 miles 
ap^n^t at this point. The establishment 
of tnejjroposed port at Cape San Antonio 
will enable vessels to take the fullest ad¬ 
vantage o^ the proximity of Cuba to Mex¬ 
ico. The Institution of a combination 
ferry and cargo service across this pas¬ 
sage, supplemehted by the extension and 
expansion of siieh services already in 
operation between Cuba and Florida, 
will make possible a new short route for 
tourist and commercial traffic via Cuba 
between Mexico and the .entire eastern 
half of the United States. 

Mr. President, this is surely an excit¬ 
ing prospect for anyone interested in the 
commercial progress of the Americas. 
No^ only may it well open new oppor- 
tqnities for the economic development of Saba and Mexico, but it will provide 

odern port and terminal facilities 
which would benefit all shipping in these 
waters. The implications of this project 
for the interests of the United States 
are readily apparent, because of the pos¬ 
sible economic and strategic advantages 
to this country of establishing such fa¬ 
cilities at a crucial location. Cape San 
Antonio, which lies directly astride a 
vital water route of the Western Hemi¬ 
sphere. Vessel traffic between gulf ports 
and South America moves via the Yuca¬ 
tan Straits. Many members of this 
body will still recall vividly, as I do, how 
much of our merchant shipping was sunk 
by submarines in or near these waters 
during the last war. 

I understand that both Cuba and 
Mexico are proceeding wth painstaking 
care in the preparation of the technical 
studies necessary for a project of this 
magnitude and importance, and have 
called upon several well-known consult¬ 
ing firms in the United States for eco¬ 
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nomic and engineering investigations to 
establish its feasibility. Mr. President, I 
am sure that as this project develops, it 
will receive increasing attention fi’om all 
those in the United States who are con¬ 
cerned with furthering and enhancing 
the economic and strategic position of 
international shipping. 

YUGOSLAVIA AND FOREIGN AID 

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. President, 
many of us were greatly disturbed by the 
provision in the foreign aid bill contin¬ 
uing aid to Tito and Yugoslavia—not 
only those of us who voted against such 
aid, but many who, with considerable 
misgiving, voted against shutting off such 
aid. 

Therefore, I believe that all Members 
of this body will be interested in an edi¬ 
torial from the Bangor Daily News on 
the matter, and in a column written by 
Dorothy Thompson on “ ‘Titoism’ In 
Western Europe.” I ask unanimous 
consent that these two expressions be 
printed in the Record. 

There being no objection, the edi¬ 
torial and news column were ordered to 
be printed in the Record, as follows: 
[From the Bangor Daily News of July 2, 1956] 

Is Our Money Well Spent? 

Senator Margaret Chase Smith lost her 
Senate battle to block further aid for Tito’s 
Communist Yugoslavia, but she won plenty 
of friends among American voters. Of Tito, 
she said: 

“We have poured out a billion dollars to 
a shrewd international blackmailer who was 
playing both sides against the middle, Rus¬ 
sia and the United States against each 
other.” 

Now, as she pointed out, Tito has attended 
a love feast at the Kremlin. If there should 
be a shooting war, the money would come 
back to us in the form of bullets. 

‘The American people are becoming in¬ 
creasingly critical of our foreign aid spend¬ 
ing. They trust President Elsenhower’s 
Judgment but feel much less sure about the 
administration aides who are directing our 
overseas programs. 

The people suspect the money isn’t being 
spent wisely or too well. Tito is a current 
case in point. But there are others. Are 
Premier Nehru of India and President Nasser 
of Egypt with us or against us, for instance? 
Or are they, too, playing both sides against 
the middle? 

Also in the field of foreign affairs Is the 
matter of Iceland’s recent “Yankees-go- 
home” vpte. We don’t blame Icelanders for 
wanting foreign troops off their soil. But 
our men don’t enjoy being there. Nor do 
Anierlcan taxpayers enjoy footing the bill. 
But Iceland is a strategic defense outpost for 
the free world. Iceland can’t have its free¬ 
dom without making some sort of sacrifice 
^ong with the rest pf us. Has this been 
spelled out for the Icelandic people? 

The American people are definitely con¬ 
cerned about the way our foreign affairs are 
being handled, especially in regard to foreign 
aid and telling the American story abroad. 
For all our helpfulness and good intentions 
there are times when we seem not to have a 
friend in the world. 

Tlie American people are not becoming 
Isolationists but they are giving more 
thought to self-preservation. ’That is why 
debate has been so fierce in Congress over 
cutting foreign aid funds and boosting the 
United States Air Force budget. 
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a good housing bill in the case of mili- 
\ tary housing. So far as I recall, our 

committee was unanimous in recom¬ 
mending that bill, and the Senate ac-i 
cepted our recommendation—without a,\ 
single change, I believe. So far as mill-; 
tary housing is concerned, it is a good- 
bill. 

Whereas some persons are thinking! 
only of housing for the military, we also’ 
heard testimony about the need for' 
housing on the farms, and we approved 
a good farm housing bill. We heard; 
about the need for home improvements} 
throughout the couritry, and we provided' 
for an extension of that program. We: 
made provision for liberalizing the treat-s 
ment in the case of certain types of hous-j 
ing; and we also made provision for a; 
good slum-clearance program, for farm^ 
housing, for college housing, for a cer-! 
tain type of community facilities, and 
for a good many other housing programs. 
We provided for a 1-year extension of 
GI housing. That was done on the floor 
of the Senate. 

My point is that our committee, which* 
is responsible for housing legislation, has- 
worked out an overall housing bill. So^ 
I do not like the suggestions that we pass 
one particular bill for one type of hous¬ 
ing, and another bill for another type of 
housing. Instead, let us pass an ade-, 
quate housing program bill before this! 
session of Congress adjourns. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCTION ACT OP 
1956—CONFERENCE REPORT 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the report of the committee of con¬ 
ference on the disagreeiilg votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the 

j Senate to the bill (H. R. 9893) to author- 
5 ize certain construction at military in- 
I stallations, and for other purposes. 
! The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
’ question is on agreeing to the confer¬ 

ence report. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I 

, should like to ask the Senator from Mis¬ 
sissippi a few questions regarding the 
conference report presented by him. 

I read the statement of the House 
- managers relating to the conference 

agreement. I saw several provisions re- 
^ lating to housing, and particularly re¬ 

lating to the so-called Wherry housing, 
housing on various military posts, and so 
forth. 

The question I wish to ask the Senator 
from Mississippi is this: My understand¬ 
ing is that there is no provision in the 
conference report relating to a continua¬ 
tion of any of the housing programs, 
such as the Capehart housing program, 
or any similar program. 

Mr. STENNIS. The Senator is cor¬ 
rect. There are no additional provisions 
for continuation of any housing pro¬ 
gram. There is merely a provision in the 
nature of an authorization for taking 
over Wherry housing projects which have 
already been constructed. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. As I understand, | 
that is more or less a continuing pro¬ 
gram. 1 

Mr. STENNIS. It is a continuing au- ! 
thorization for existing projects. There t 
Is no extension of any present law in- ; 
volved. i 

Mr. SPARKMAN, The reason I am 
prompted to ask these questions is, as I 
stated a few minutes ago, that rumors 
have come to us from time to time with 
respect to certain proposals from the 
Aimed Services Committee to move into 
the housing field. I wonder if the Sen¬ 
ator from Mississippi, who is chairman 
of the subcommittee which handles con¬ 
struction, would agree with me that per¬ 
haps a good dividing line with reference 
to housing would be for the Armed Serv¬ 
ices Committee to handle housing which 
is built with appropriated funds as a part 
of the public construction program; but 
when»we come to the insured or guaran¬ 
teed housing, that should be handled by 
the regular committees which have ju¬ 
risdiction over housing. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, the be¬ 
lief of our subcommittee and also of the 
full committee—and this is virtually the 
unanimous belief—is that the best way to 
consti-uct military housing is through 
appropriated funds. That is as a part 
of the military program, I mean. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I do not differ with 
the Senator in that statement. 

Mr. STENNIS. I believe that is basic, 
and has been proven by the circum¬ 
stances of past experience. The current 
policy, though, is to construct the hous¬ 
ing through insured loans and other 
methods, such as the so-called Capehart 
housing provisions. What was the Sen¬ 
ator’s question? 

Mr. SPARKMAN. My suggestion was 
that perhaps a good dividing line on the 
question of whether housing should be 
built with directly appropriated funds 
would be that that type of housing might 
very well come under the jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Armed Services as 
a part of its public construction pro¬ 
gram, and that insured housing or guar¬ 
anteed housing should be handled by the 
committees which have jurisdiction over 
that type of housing. I do not differ 
with the Senator from Mississippi in his 
statement with reference to appropri¬ 
ated funds. I believe it would be decid¬ 
edly to the advantage of the Govern¬ 
ment to build this housing with appro¬ 
priated funds. There is one thing about 
it, however. When we look at it closely, 
it is seen that it would require very heavy 
appropriations, but in the long run it 
would save money to the Government; 
there is no question about that. 

Mr. STENNIS. Yes; I appreciate the 
Senator’s comments. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I said so in the 
hearings before our committee when it 
was first brought up. I said I felt it 
would be better to build housing at mili¬ 
tary bases with appropriated funds on 
Government-owned land at military 
reservations. 

Mr. STENNIS. I appreciate the Sen¬ 
ator’s remarks very much. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing it the conference 
report. 

The report was agreed to. 

APPOINTMENT OP DOCTORS OP 
OSTEOPATHY IN MEDICAL CORPS 
OP ARMY AND NAVY 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid be¬ 
fore the Senate a message from the 

House of Representatives announcing its 
disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 483) to amend 
the Army-Navy-Public Health Service 
Medical Officer Procurement Act of 1947, 
as amended, so as to provide for appoint¬ 
ment of doctors of osteopathy in the 
Medical Corps of the Army and Navy, 
and requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Mr. STENNIS. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendment, agree to the 
request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. Russell, 

Mr. STENNIS,. Mr. Symington, Mr. Sal- 

TONSTALL, and Mrs. Smith of Maine con¬ 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

F^ERAL AID TO EDUCATION 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 
I^sident, I had intended to speak earlier 
;today on this subject. However, under 
the circumstances, it was impossible, 
first because of the memorial tributes 
which the Senate paid to our late de¬ 
parted colleagues. Senator Kilgore, of 
West Virginia, and Senator Barkley, of 
Kentucky, and, secondly, because of the 
unanimous-consent agreement to con¬ 
sider proposed legislation relating to air 
carriers. 

Mr. President, the rejection by the 
House of Representatives last Thursday 
of the Kelley school construction bill was 
a black day for the children of America. 
I cannot convince myself that either the 
country or the Congress must accept this 
calamity and make no further effort to 
meet the drastic situation facing our 
Nation’s school system. Nor do I think, 
Mr. President, that it is too early for us 
to attempt to assess some of the responsi¬ 
bility for the defeat in the House of Rep¬ 
resentatives last week. 

I was interested to read last Friday 
that President Eisenhower’s news secre¬ 
tary, Mr. Hagerty, said that the Presi¬ 
dent would continue to “push Members 
of Congress for action on the bill this 
se^on.’’ 

Tne fact is that a majority of the Re- 
publicivns in the House of Representa¬ 
tives kiHed the school-construction bill. 
That is E^ct which is supported by sta¬ 
tistical eviJtence, in the form of a tabu¬ 
lation of the\^te. 

It was probaTaly this factor the legisla¬ 
tive director of \he National Education 
Association had in. mind when he com¬ 
mented on Mr. Hag^’ty’s statement that 
the President would continue to push for 
this legislation. The NEA spokesman 
said, “We will have to take it at face 
value, but it comes pretty late.’’ 

In his column in Sunday’s New York 
Times, July 8, James Reston analyzed 
the President’s lack of leadership on the 
education question. Mr. Reston said: 

While the President was against the 
Powell amendment to the school-construc¬ 
tion bill, 148 Republicans voted for it. And 
while the President was for any bill that 
would “build more schoolrooms,” only 75 
Republicans voted for the Kelley bill that 

lost by only 30 votes. 
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The facts are pretty clear that when 
the President said he was against the 
Powell amendment, the majority of his 
partisans in the House voted for it; when 
he said he wanted any kind of school 
bill, to build schools, a majority of his 
partisans in the House voted against the 
bill. 

Mr. Reston went on to make a pessi¬ 
mistic indictment of the President’s in¬ 
action: 

Incidentally, tlie silence of the President 
during this week’s debate Is extremely Inter¬ 
esting. Ever since his first Inaugural address, 
he has talked about the Urgent need for 
prompt action In this field, but with his own 
party divided and wavering on what to do, 
he did not send a single word to the Congress 
during this week’s debate, though he had 
repeatedly and publicly urged the Congress 
to adopt his views on foreign-aid legislation 
the week before. 

When it was all over, word came from 
Gettysburg that the President would con¬ 
tinue to press for school-aid legislation this 
session. But it is too late, and his inter-' 
vention now will do no good. 

I have just looked over the roll call 
votes by Members of the House, first on 
the Powell amendment, which carried by 
225 to 192, and then on final passage of 
H. R. 7535, which was defeated by 224 to 
194. Mr. President, it is a shocking thing 
to relate, but there were 96 Congressmen 
who voted “Yes” on the Powell amend¬ 
ment and voted “no” on final passage. 
These 96 votes alone would have been 
more than enough—16 of them voting 
the other way would have been enough— 
to have passed the bill. Mr. President, 
every one of these 96 defectors was a Re¬ 
publican. Hone was a Democrat. I ask 
unanimous consent that a chart display¬ 
ing these defections be printed at this 
point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the chart 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

Kollcalls on School Bill 

The following list shows how Members of 
the House voted, first on the Powell amend¬ 
ment (carried 225-192), and then on final 
passage of H. R. 7535, the Federal aid for 
school construction bill (defeated 224-194): 

T—Yea. N—Nay. PY—Paired Yea. PN— 
Paired Nay. NV—Not Voting. 

Powell Passage 

Alabama: 
N N 

Grant (I))_ • N N 
Andrews (D)__ N N 
Roberts (D)__ N N 
Rains (D)__ N N 

N N 
Elliott (D)__ N N 

N N 
Huddleston (D)... N N 

Arizona: 
N Y 

T^dall (D)-*—. N Y 
Arkansas: 

N • N 
MUls (D) ....— N N 
Trimble (D). N N 

N N 
N N 
N N 

California: 
PN PY 

Engle (D) J...-. N y 
N Y 
Y Y 

Shelley (D) 1 .—- Y Y 
Y Y 

Allen (R)' ". Y Y 
Miller'(D) . N Y 

Y N 
Y Y 

Johnson (R)-. Y N 

Powell Passage 

California—Continued 
Sisk (D) . N Y 

Y N 
Hagen (h) .. Y y 

Y N 
PY PN 

King (D) '. Y Y 
Y Y 

Holifield'(D). N Y 
Y N 
Y N 

Holt (R).l—’. y N 
Y Y 
Y N 
Y N 
Y Y 
N Y 

XJtt*(R) '-1. Y • N 
y N 

PY NV 
Colorado: 

Y y 
Hill (R)..l. Y Y 

N Y 
N Y 

Connecticut:' 
Dodd (D).. Y y 

Y Y 
PY PY 
Y Y 
Y Y 

Sadlak (R) * . y Y 
N Y 

Florida: 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 

Georgia: 
N N 

PN PN 
N N 
N N 
N N 
N N 

Blitch (D) . \.. N N 
N N 

Idaho: 
Pfost (D) .. N Y 

N N 
Illinois: \ 

N Y 
O’Hara (D)__A Y Y 

Y Y 
McVey (R) . Y N 

Y Y 
¥ Y 
Y Y 
Y ■ Y 
Y Y 
Y N 
Y . Y 
Y YS. 
Y N\ 
Y N 

Allen (R)*. Y N 
Y N 

Velde (R) .*. Y N 
Y N 
Y N 
Y Y 
Y N 

Vursell (R).. Y N 
Y Y 
N Y 

Indiana: 
Y Y 

Halleck (R)* .-. Y N 
Y N 
Y N 
Y N 
Y N 
Y N 
N Y 
Y N 
Y N 
Y N 

Iowa: 
Y Y 

Talle (R)----l. y N 
Y N 
Y Y 
Y Y 

PY PY 
Y N 
Y N 

Kansas: 
Y N 
Y N 
Y N 
y N 

Hope (R) . N Y 
Smith (R’>.___ Y N 

Kentucky: 
N N 
N N 

Eobsion (R).—.- N Y 

Powell Passage 

Kentucky—Continued 
Chelt(D)..... N N 
Spence (D)..... N N 
Watts (D).... . N. N 
Perkins fD'i . N Y 
Siler (R)'..l. N N 

Louisiana: 
Hubert (D). N N 
Boggs (D)... N N 
Willis (D)... N N 
Brooks (D)__ N N 
Passman (b).... N N 
Morrison (D)_ N N 
Thompson (D)_ PN PN 
Long (D)... N N 

Maine: 
Hale (R).. N Y 
Nelson (R)_ PN PY 
Mclntire (R)_ N Y 

Maryland: 
Miller (R).. N N 
Deveroux (E)__ N N 
Garmatz (D)... Y y 
FaUon (D)____ Y Y 
TiRnkford (D) ^ . . N Y 
Hyde (R).-. N N 
Friedel (D)_ Y y 

Massachusetts: 
Heselton (R)... Y Y 
Boland (D)_ Y Y 
Phllbin (D)„__ Y y 
Donohue (D).... Y Y 
Rogers (R)_.-. Y Y 
Bates (R)... Y N 
Lane (D)__— NV NV 
Macdonald (D)_ N Y 
Kicholson (R)_ Y N 
Curtis (R)_ Y Y 
O’NeiU (D).. Y y 

' McCormack (D)_ Y Y 
Wigglesworth (R)_ Y Y 
Martin (R)_ y Y 

Michigan: 
Machrowicz (D)_ Y Y 
Meader (R)_ Y Y 
Johansen (R)-—. Y N 
Hoffman (R)_ Y N 
Ford (R)____ Y N 
Hayworth (D)-- Y Y 
Wolcott (R)__ N N 
Bentley (R).-.. Y N 

Y N 
Cederberg (R).. Y N 
Knox (R)_ N y 
Bennett (R)--- N Y 
Diggs (D).-. Y Y 
Rabaut (D)--- Y Y 
Dingell (D)---.— Y Y 
lycsinski (D)--- N Y 
Griffiths (D)..-. N Y 
Dondero (R)_ N N 

Minnesota: 
Andresen (R)__— Y N 
O’Hara (R)_ 
Wier (D)___ 

NV NV 
Y Y 

McCarthy (D).—.— PY PY 
Judd (R).... Y N 
Marshall (D)--- N N 
Andersen (R)- Y N 
Blatnik (D)_ Y Y 
Knutson (D)--- N Y 

Mississippi: 
N ■^Aberhethy (D)-- N 

Whitten (D)..— N N 
ffsiith (D)... N N 
WiUiams (D).... N N 
Winstead (D)_ N N 
Colmer (D)-- N N 

Missouri: 
Karsten (D)--- Y Y 
Curtis (RV,... Y Y 
Sullivan (D>... Y Y 
Christopher (D)- Y Y 
Bolling (D)-- N Y 
Hull (D)_'.r.. N Y 
Short (R)... Y N 
Carnahan (D)... Y Y 
Jones (D)..-- N N 
Moulder (D)_- N Y 

Montana: 
Metcalf (D)... N Y 
Fjarc (R)... Y N 

Nebraska: 
Weaver (R)... Y N 

Y N 
Harrison (R)-- Y N 
Miller (R).......' Y N 

Nevada: Young (R)...... ■ Y Y 
New Hampshire: 

Morrow (R)_ Y Y 
Bass (R)..... N ■ Y 

New Jersey: 
Wolverton (R)_ y , Y 
Hand (R)...... Y ' Y 

Y y 
Thompson (D)_ N Y 
Frelinghuyscn (R).. N Y 
Williams (D).... N Y 
Widnah Y Y 
Canfield (R!). Y y 
Osmers (R)....— Y Y 
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by the bill will establish a strong deter¬ 
rent to any future would-be violators. 
Surely there is no more insidious occu¬ 
pation known to our American society 
than the occupation of the illicit 
trafficker. He destroys the moral, men¬ 
tal, and physical fiber of the unfortunate 
person who succumbs to addiction. He 
saps the vitality of our community life 
and our strength as a nation. The illicit 
trafficker is deserving of no compassion, 
and he receives none under the provisions 
of this bill. The penalties are appropri¬ 
ate to assure that the convicted trafficker 

■gets just treatment for his evil act. 
Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like to 

reiterate my expression of commendation 
that I have extended on many occasions 
to the members of the Subcommittee on 
Narcotics under the able leadership of 
the distinguished gentleman from Louisi¬ 
ana, the Honorable Hale Bogcs, and to 
my colleagues on the Committee on Ways 
and Means for the laudatory product of 
their efforts and endeavors in bringing 
this legislation to its present state. Sure¬ 
ly our country wUl be a better nation be¬ 
cause of the effect of the Narcotic Con¬ 
trol Act of 1956 will have in stamping out 
the illicit trafficking in narcotics and 
marihuana. 

(Mr. REED of New York asked and 
was given permission to extend his re¬ 
marks at this point in the Record.) 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that the conferees on H. R. 
11619, the Narcotic Control Act of 1956, 
have done a splendid job and deserve the 
commendation of the House. 

I am not going to describe in any de¬ 
tail the technical provisions of the con¬ 
ference agreement as others have al¬ 
ready done so. Suffice it to say, I be¬ 
lieve that the legislation now before us 
contains the best features of both the 
Senate and House bills. In particular, 
I believe that it is worth emphasizing 
that, with one exception, the conference 
agreement follows the House insofar as 
the penalty provisions of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 relating to nar¬ 
cotic drugs and marihuana are con¬ 
cerned. I am hopeful that the new man¬ 
datory penalties will do much to help 
eliminate this evil traffic. 

The subcommittee of the Committee 
on Ways and Means which studied this 
problem has done a splendid job. The 
able chairman of the subcommittee was 
my good friend and distinguished col¬ 
league, the gentleman from Louisiana, 
Representative Boggs. On the Republi¬ 
can side, the subcommittee was ably 
served by the gentleman from Wiscon¬ 
sin, Representative Byrnes, the gentle¬ 
man from Connecticut, Representative 
Sadlak, and the gentleman from Ten¬ 
nessee, Representative Baker. The gen¬ 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Byrnes] 

and the gentleman from Coimecticut 
[Mr. Sadlak] were the minority members 
of the conferees on the part of the House 
on this legislation. 

MILITARY CONSTRUCmON ACT OP 
1956 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
9893) to authorize certain construction 

at military installations, and for other 
purposes, and ask unanimous consent 
that the statement of the managers on 
the part of the House be read in lieu of 
the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
(For conference report and statement, 

see proceedings of the House of July 7, 
1956.) 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, this is 
the conference report on the military 
public works bill. As stated in the re¬ 
port, you will observe that it calls for 
an authorization for the three depart¬ 
ments, the Army, Navy, and Air Force, 
in the amount of $2,138,886,000. 

There is one phase of this bill that I 
particularly want to call to your at¬ 
tention, and I deem it proper to do so. 
I address your attention to that portion 
of the statement by the managers on 
the part of the House which states this: 

The Department of the Air Force has wisely 
adopted a policy of dispersing its B-52 
bombers in order to eliminate concentration 
of these important airplanes. The con¬ 
ferees are wholeheartedly in favor of this 
dispersal program and express the hope that 
the encouraging beginning in this bill wUl 
be carried to completion in future authori¬ 
zations. 

In this bill, the dispersal policy finds its 
implementation by increased authorizations 
at the following bases: Dow Air Force Base, 
Maine; Beale Air Force Base, Calif.; Clinton- 
Sherman Air Force Base, Okla.; GriflBss Air 
Force Base, N. Y.; Mather Air Force Base, 
Calif.; and Minot Air Force Base, N. Dak. 
The programs for these bases were part of 
the bill as it was originally presented to the 
Congress and, therefore, were the subject of 
consideration during the House committee’s 
deliberations on the bill. Subsequent to the 
presentation of the construction program 
to the House, the dispersal program had ma¬ 
tured even further and the Senate commit¬ 
tee granted additional authorities in this 
area by substantial additions at Bergstrom 
Air Force Base, Tex.; Columbus Air Force 
Base, Miss.; Grand Forks Air Force Base, 
N. Dak.; and Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex. 
Amarillo Air Force Base. Tex., had not been 
the subject of any request for authorization 
as the program was submitted to the Con¬ 
gress. Dispersal authorization for this base 
was requested of the Senate committee and 
this base was inserted in the bill with an ap¬ 
propriate authorization. Also added by the 
Senate committee were dispersal authoriza¬ 
tions for Mitchell Air Force Base, S. Dak., and 
Hobbs Air Force Base, N. Mex. 

In finrtherance of the dispersal program, 
the conferees added Dublin Air Force Base, 
Ga., as an appropriate location in the south¬ 
eastern part of the United States. The con¬ 
ferees also granted an additional authority 
for this same piupose at Whiteman Air Force 
Base, Mo., a location in the central part of 
the United States, which the conferees felt 
was also well adapted to this program. 

Members of the Committee, I deem 
this a very wise step. I deem it highly 
important that there be a broad dispersal 
of this type of aircraft as well as a type 
of aircraft which will soon come into be¬ 
ing. I may state to my colleagues I am 
advised by the Air Force that during 
the next session of the Congress in carry¬ 
ing out this dispersal program, they will 
submit requests for similar authority at 

several new bases, hoping to utilize facili¬ 
ties already in existence and thereby sav¬ 
ing large expenditures. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak¬ 
er, will the gentleman yield at that point? 

Mr. VINSON. With pleasure. 
Mr. MILLEIR of Nebraska. Could the 

gentleman tell us if there are any new 
bases in this bill? I am not referring 
to the facilities which are being reacti¬ 
vated, but if there are any entirely new 
bases in the bill and, if so, how many? 

Mr. VINSON. There are several. Some 
are enumerated in the House Report 1890. 
Other new ones are Mitchell Air Force 
Base, S. Dak., and Hobbs Air Force Base 
in New Mexico, and Dublin Air Force 
Base, Ga., and new authority at Whitman 
Air Force Base in Missouri. Some of 
those bases are not in existence today and 
in any way connected with the Air Force. 
Other bases were not designated when 
the bill was before the House for the dis¬ 
persal of the B-52’s, but we have them 
in this bill.' 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak¬ 
er, will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man with pleasure. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I am think¬ 
ing of the many bases that the military 
has had heretofore in the State of Ne¬ 
braska such as Grand Island, Kearney, 
Alliance, and Scottsbluff. They are no 
longer being used, but they still hold on 
to them and there is no attempt to reacti¬ 
vate them and put them back into use 
again. 

Mr. VINSON. I get the gentleman’s 
point. I want to say to the House that 
after a conference this morning with 
General rTwining and other officials of the 
Air Force, a complete survey will be made 
all over the United States to see what 
facilities which were built during World 
War I and World War II can be used in 
the dispersal program without buying 
any more land, thus trying to curtail 
this large land acquisition program which 
is going on in the United States. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I agree that 
that should be done because there were 
many bases which were used at one time 
which are quite suitable for the Air Force 
now. But, they are not using those bases 
and they are buying new ones and buying 
new land while they still hold on to the 
old bases and not turning back the land 
to private enterprise so that it can be 
put on the tax rolls, but instead they keep 
the land tied up. Something ought to 
be done about that. 

Mr. VINSON. That is right. Con¬ 
sider the bases referred to here in the 
State of Georgia. There are some 833 
acres with three runways approximately 
a mile in length. We want to try to 
utilize these, and if they do not meet 
the standards of the Air Force, then we 
will not ask the Committee on Appro¬ 
priations to appropriate 1 penny for any 
of these bases. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. With pleasure. 
Mr. GROSS. I commend the distin¬ 

guished gentleman from Georgia for 
taking this time to explain the confer¬ 
ence report on this bill. The gentleman 
says he is doing so because the bill is 

^ro. 115-13 
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Important and involves something more 
than $2 billion. 

A few moments ago the conference 
report on the foreign-aid bill '. as called 
before the House, involving more than 
S3 billion and yet not one member of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee took 1 
second of time to explain the changes 
that had been made in that bill and 
in the increased appropriations in the 
bill. I say again, I am glad that the 
gentleman took this time to explain it. 
I serve notice now that unless confer¬ 
ence reports of this importance are to 
be explained to the House, they will 
encounter a rollcall every time I am on 
the floor and have the ability to force 
a rollcall on these bills. You will not 
save any time by not giving at least 
some explanation to the House. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

Does it mean that there wiil be curtail¬ 
ment of work at the different air bases 
now in operation, hke at Bedford? 

Mr. VINSON. No; not at all. We 
are not taking away. V/e are going to 
add to. I might make this suggestion: 
If there is in your district any existing 
airfield that the Government has spent 
money on. I suggest to you that you 
notify the Air Force, so that between 
now and next Januai-y they can make 
a complete survey to see if they meet 
the requirements of this dispersal pro¬ 
gram. Some of this program will be in 
the northern part of the country and 
some will be in the southern part of the 
country. It is highly important that 
there be complete dispersal of the air¬ 
planes which cost what these planes 
do. 

Mr. LeCOMPTE. Mr. Speaker will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. LeCOMPTE. Did I understand 

the gentleman to say that airfields that 
have belonged to the Navy or the Army 
in the past, and probably now belong to 
the Air Force, that have not been used 
for a considerable period of time, a sur¬ 
vey is going to be made to see if those 
can be sold to cities or municipalities? 

Mr. VINSON. Oh, no. We are going 
to try to use them. If in your district 
there are any airfields which, in your 
judgment, should be considered by the 
Department for the location of strategic 
bombers, I suggest to you that you notify 
the Department so that they can make a 
survey. 

Mr. LeCOMPTE. You do not antici¬ 
pate that any airfields will be disposed 
of? 

Mr. VINSON. Oh, no. None will be- 
disposed of as any part of this dispersal 
program. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. SIKES. The gentleman and his 

committee are to be commended for lay¬ 
ing stress on the very important pro¬ 
gram of dispersal of defense facilities. 
One of the great dangers of the present 
day is over-concentration of defense 
facilities in an atomic age. 

However, that is not the subject of my 
question. Will the gentleman tell us 

what the situation is now in the confer¬ 
ence report with regard to the acquisi¬ 
tion by the Government of Wherry 
housing? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. I was just going 
to come to that. While it is on my mind, 
I see the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Mahon]. I do not know 
whether he was here when I made my 
previous statement, but I want to say 
to the gentleman from Texas and every 
member of the Appropriations Commit¬ 
tee that if any one of these bases is not 
justified and warranted strictly from a 
military standpoint by the Air Force, I 
will appear before your committee and 
ask that not one penny be appropriated. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. . Mr. Speak¬ 
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. During the 

war, of course, they got a great many 
airports at that time. When they finally 
do not need them any longer, if they find 
they no longer need them is there any 
way to force them to get that land back 
on the tax rolls? 

Mr. VII'JSON. When a military in¬ 
stallation has been declared excess by 
the Department it is certified to the 
Armed Services Committees of the 
House and the Senate, and after hear¬ 
ings, if they conclude that it is not the 
proper thing to keep it, we then author¬ 
ize its disposition by the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. There are 
4 or 5 in Nebraska that they neither use 
nor release. 

Mr. VINSON. And this gives them an 
opportunity to see if they can use them. 
If they have no military value then they 
should dispose of them. 

Now I am coming to Wherry housing. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield before he gets to 
Wherry housing? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Texas. 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman 
think we ought perhaps to make this 
point, that some of those World War n 
fields are in no way suitable for the air¬ 
craft now which require such long run¬ 
ways? 

Mr. VINSON. That is ti*ue. 
Mr. MAHON. Some of these fields 

were all right for World War II aircraft, 
but they cannot operate with present 
aircraft and it is not possible to extend 
the runways. Another matter that has 
disturbed me somewhat is perhaps that 
we have put on a little pressure to re¬ 
quire the Defense Department to go back 
into old airfields when, in many in¬ 
stances, in my judgment, by going into 
new locations they probably could save 
the taxpayers money by reason of the 
obstacles they encounter in the old lo¬ 
cation. 

Mr. VINSON. But it seems to me, I 
would say to my distinguished colleague 
from Texas, they should make a survey 
and reach a decision. If the old field 
can be utilized and it meets the require¬ 
ments they should use it, but if it does 
not, then we may be forced to build new 
fields. 

Mr. MAHON. I am in complete ac¬ 
cord with the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak¬ 
er, will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Nebraska. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I agree 
with the gentleman entirely, but tell me 
how you will get the military finally to 
release a little airfield they no longer 
use and that they no longer want and 
cannot use, yet will not release it so it 
can be put back on the tax rolls. 

Mr. VINSON. If the Defense Depart¬ 
ment feels they should keep it then it 
probably has in mind some future use. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I will say 
that they all feel like they want to keep 
public land. The fact is the military 
department has taken over many mil¬ 
lions of acres. In many cases they have 
no further use for the land yet they will 
not release it. I wish the gentleman’s 
committee or some committee in this 
Congress would interest themselves in 
the proposition that when this land is 
no longer needed it be released and put 
back on the tax rolls. 

Mr. VINSON. I agree with the gentle¬ 
man; and I will go one step further and 
say that the Armed Services Committee 
is deeply concerned about the constant 
acquisition of land all over the United 
States to meet military requirements. 
We are therefore going to make a survey 
to see if we can use those that the Gov¬ 
ernment has title to today before we go 
out and buy up more land. 

Mr. HAGEN. Mr. Speaker, before the 
gentleman gets on to Wherry housing I 
would like to ask him his interpretation 
of the language in the Senate report 
which deals with the Lemoore naval air 
station. I think the military should be 
satisfied with a smaller amount of land 
than they desire to take. 

Mr. VINSON. I would say that the 
authorization and the information is 
that we need 32,000 acres. The bill au¬ 
thorizes that and we will have to stand 
on the authorization. If, however, a re¬ 
survey develops the fact that they do not 
need the 32,000 acres they would not be 
warranted in buying them. But from 
the information we have the amount 
aggregates 32,000. We want them to 
have enough but we do not want them to 
have any more. 

Mr. MAHON, l^r. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Texas. 

Mr. MAHON. It has been my obser¬ 
vation, and I am sure it is the gentle¬ 
man’s observation likewise, that many 
times in the past we have bought too 
little land. I am sure the gentleman as 
well as I can recall many instances 
where the Government bought too little 
land, where we have put in a military 
installation, private enterprise has 
started up around it, and then when im¬ 
provement in design or operational needs 
require additional land it has to be 
bought at a^tremendous increase in price. 

It seems to me that the gentleman’s 
committee and the Appropriations Com¬ 
mittee should provide sufiBcient land 
when we go into an area to allow for 
expansion of the project. 

Mr. VINSON. Right in that connec¬ 
tion I may say that the Armed Services 
Committee this very morning had to buy 



1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE 11027 

some 150 acres of land in San Francisco 
to protect a $130 million development 
at Hunter’s Point, because we did not get 
enough to start with. The gentleman 
is correct. Under the authorization it is 
32,000 acres. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to talk about the 
authority in this bill to purchase Wherry 
houses, and I want to make it distinctly 
clear that the language we have written 
in this bill does not in the slightest degree 
trespass upon the jurisdiction of the 
great Committee on Banking and Cur¬ 
rency. The Committee on Banking and 
Currency is the father of the Wherry 
housing legislation, but the jurisdiction 
of the Armed Services Committee ex¬ 
tends to telling the Secretary of Defense 
that which he can buy and that which 
we do not recommend be bought. And 
we have established what I will call a 
condition precedent, providing that cer¬ 
tain things will take place before the 
Department of Defense can buy a single 
Wherry house. We are not interfering 
with the Wherry law at all. There are 
some 83,000 units which have been built, 
some $700 million of PHA insurance in¬ 
volved. We are not dealing with that. 
We are simply saying to the Secretary 
that he must do certain things before 
buying them. Then we establish the 
formula for determining the price to be 
paid. 

Mr. RAINS. Mr. Speaker, will the gen¬ 
tleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. RAINS. I have looked the report 
over, and I have no objection to the gen¬ 
tleman’s statement that this does not in¬ 
fringe on the jurisdiction of the Com¬ 
mittee on Banking and Currency. I am 
quite concerned as to whether or not the 
formula the gentleman has placed in 
here will prevent the thing we all want 
to prevent, windfalls on Wherry houses? 

Mr. VINSON. I may say in all frank¬ 
ness and candor that the housing bill 
that is resting in the Rules Committee 
provides in its formula for a price per 
unit of about $1,500. 

Mr. RAINS. No; that is not correct. 
Mr. VINSON. Now, wait a minute. 

We have worked it out and we know ex¬ 
actly what we are doing. The formula is 
set out and the conferees have agreed. 
The formula which was in the House bill 
is somewhere in the neighborhood of 
$700 to $800 a unit. 

Mr. RAINS. That is not the point I 
make. The point I am making is: Will, 
under the formula that the gentleman 
has provided, the seller of Wherry hous¬ 
ing be able to get more for his unit than 
the mortgage on it to build it? 

Mr. VINSON. He will get replacement 
cost as of the date of final endorsement 
for mortgage insurance less physical 
depreciation. 

Mr. RAINS. Does the conference re¬ 
port provide that the Wherry sponsor 
must sell to the military if it desires to 
buy? 

Mr. VINSON. There is the right of 
condemnation. He also has the right to 
enter into a voluntary agreement. I 
want to say, Mr. Speaker, in the interest 
of economy, and I want every Member 
to hear this including the distinguished 
gentleman, former chairman of the com¬ 

mittee that brought the bill In, that 
Wherry houses cost about $9,000 per 
unit, or less. When the Government 
under the Wherry law gets title the Gov¬ 
ernment will have spent $54,000 on a unit 
that cost only $9,000. What we are try¬ 
ing to do is to get title in the Govern¬ 
ment as early as possible and save that 
enormous amount of money. 

Mr. RAINS. The gentleman is mak¬ 
ing a good many statements that do not 
conform to the facts, as I understand it. 

Mr. VINSON. Well, I will say to my 
friend, he is not quite as well versed on 
this as I am. 

Mr. RAINS. I may not be, but I have 
spent considerable time at it, and it ap¬ 
pears to me the gentleman is not exactly 
versed on Wherry housing, especially 
when he makes the statement that it 
costs the Federal Government $54,000 to 
build a unit of Wherry housing. That 
is totally in error. 

Mr. VINSON. Well, I repeat my state¬ 
ment, and I challenge anyone to disprove 
it. The maximum cost of a unit was 
$9,000. The life of the lease was from 
50 to 75 years. When the Government 
pays $90 a month for a period of 50 years, 
then the Government has paid out 
$54,000 on a unit that originally cost 
$9,000. 

Mr. RAINS. May I interrupt the 
gentleman again? If the person who 
has the allotment pays rent on a house, 
he has no title to it. The Government 
pays out the same amount of money, and 
it is not a question of building. Is that 
not correct? 

Mr. VINSON. The money will go to 
the Treasury Department, because these 
Wherry houses will be assigned to officers 
and men, and they will get no quarters 
allowances. 

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Florida. 

Mr. SIKES. May I ask the distin¬ 
guished gentleman if it is to be now the 
policy of the Government to begin to 
acquire title to all Wherry houses? 

Mr. VINSON. It certainly is. And, I 
want to say here there is a little confu¬ 
sion about this housing situation. We 
had the Wherry bill brought in by the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
We now have what is known as the Cape- 
hart houses brought in by the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. The Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services has been mak¬ 
ing direct appropriations for houses. So 
we have all this confusion, and I certain¬ 
ly am going to respectfully request that 
some committee, either the Committee 
on Banking and Currency or the Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services, have com¬ 
plete jurisdiction of family houses, be¬ 
cause we think it is in the interest of 
economy for the Government to make a 
direct appropriation instead of even hav¬ 
ing the Capehart houses, which will cost 
in the same period of time $2,500 more 
per unit than a directly appropriated 
house. So, we are in this state of con¬ 
fusion, and in order to get the Committee 
on Armed Services back into the picture, 
we have written a provision in this bill 
that will give the Armed Services Com¬ 
mittee a look at Capehart houses. We 
are clearly within our constitutional 

rights also when we put up the condi¬ 
tions upon which you acquire property 
for the Government. They cannot be 
acquired or built until they have been 
scrutinized by the Committee on Armed 
Services of the House and of the Senate. 
Private industry wants to build houses 
in this country, and we do not want to 
drive private industry out of business. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Ohio. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I wonder if the distin¬ 
guished chairman of the committee 
would give us an explanation of this. As 
I understand it. Wherry housing has 
been built both on ground owned by the 
Government and on ground not owned 
by the Government. 

Mr. VINSON. That is essentially cor¬ 
rect. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Now, is it my under¬ 
standing, Mr. Speaker, that this hous¬ 
ing on ground owned by the Government 
is the housing that you are now discuss¬ 
ing? 

Mr. VINSON. It is both, because the 
man who builds on Government-owned 
property has an equity. We are trying 
to get these Wherry people out of the 
picture, and I hope that some day soon 
there will be a complete clarification on 
this policy of housing. Here one year 
the Committee on Armed Services comes 
in and authorizes direct appropriated 
housing, and here the Committee on 
Banking and Currency comes in and au¬ 
thorizes 100,000 Capehart houses. That 
is where we are. We are just in a state 
of fiux, just a state of confusion, and we 
know it is affecting the morale of the 
armed services in not having proper 
housing facilities, because it is causing 
a great turnover in the personnel. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. 
Mr. SCHENCK. I understand that 

recent court decisions provide that 
Wherry housing built on Government 
property is taxable by the local tax au¬ 
thority. May I also suggest to the gen¬ 
tleman that in his thinking on Wherry 
housing or Capehart housing, or what¬ 
ever military housing it may be, the 
proper Government authority should de¬ 
velop the plans and specifications, and 
that the houses should be built under 
those plans and specifications. That was 
not true under some of these other hous¬ 
ing plans and we did not have good hous¬ 
ing in many instances. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FLOOD. As the gentleman 
knows, with reference to military hous¬ 
ing, Congress recently passed and the 
President signed the Department of De¬ 
fense appropriation bill in which the 
Congress saw fit to add nearly $1 billion 
for Air Force procurement of aircraft. 
The gentleman knows that General 
Twining told his committee that aircraft 
is only one of three things we need; and 
that if we do not have housing for Air 
Force personnel near the SAC bases we 
may as well not have the aircraft. The 
bill that the gentleman says is dead or 
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slumbering in the Committee on Rules, 
the housing bill, has a section which pro¬ 
vides the necessary housing to house the 
airmen for the SAC bases, to fly the 
B-52’s: is not that correct? 

Mr. VINSON. It is not confined only 
to the SAC bases. May I say in that con¬ 
nection that the Committee on Armed 
Services authorized some 27,000 units, 
and some 14,000 were for the Air Force. 
The Air Force did not even build many 
of them under a direct appropriation. 

Mr. FLOOD. If the gentleman will 
yield further- 

Mr. VINSON. Oh, yes, we need 
housing. 

Mr. FLOOD. The fact does remain 
that the bill slumbei’ing in the Com¬ 
mittee on Rules provides for Air Force 
and military housing essential to the 
Air Force. 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. We are going to 
try to get the houses as soon as we can 
pass the necessary legislation. But at 
the same time there must be some clari¬ 
fication as to who has jurisdiction and 
how far the jurisdiction extends. We 
must see who is responsible for the lack 
of quarters for our officers and men. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FLOOD. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I 
realize that this is probably repetition, 
but there are a good many people 
through the country who are concerned 
that a number of our airbases have been 
taken out of use and some of them 
turned over to cities, and so forth; and 
yet we are building new airbases. 

Mr. VINSON. My good friend was not 
here when I made the statement that 
we are going to try to use those bases 
that are already in existence. We are 
going to make a complete survey before 
we build any new ones. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to my colleague, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 
McCormack, in reference to the SAGE 
phase of this bill. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker. I 
know that section 303, which authorizes 
the SAGE program is essentially the lan¬ 
guage adopted by the House on April 
12th. The only difference is the inclu¬ 
sion of the requirement that rural elec¬ 
tric cooperatives will also be used when 
power is required within their respective 
service areas. 

Mr. VINSON. That is correct. In 
other words, we have broadened that by 
bringing in REA facilities as well. 

Mr. McCORMACK. On April 12, the 
gentleman from Georgia, the chairman 
of the committee, and my distinguished 
friend, addressed the House and made a 
very strong statement. I should like to 
ask the chairman if he still takes the 
same position he did on April 12. 

Mr. VINSON. I read my statement and 
I am quite familiar with it. It was 
rather a strong statement. After further 
study of it the gentleman will see that I 
am trying to preserve as much as possible 
the strong language that I used in that 
statement through the more moderate 
and temperate language in the report. 

So I trust my good friend will not press 
me too strongly about the language used 
when he and others and I were in de¬ 
bate on the SAGE. 

The point is this: I stated that I trust¬ 
ed that that language would have the 
effect that the General Services Admin¬ 
istration would intervene. After further 
study, I find that the interest of the Gov¬ 
ernment can be well protected and is 
being well protected, so I wrote this lan¬ 
guage: 

In view of the magnitude of the cost In¬ 
volved, the Air Force was asked by the Sen¬ 
ate committee whether It has adequate au¬ 
thority In existing law to protect the in¬ 
terests of the Government In connection with 
the rates for communication services for 
SAGE. It advised that It does have adequate 
authority, and it is noted that pursuant to 
section 201 of the act of June 30. 1949, as 
amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481), the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense has already Intervened in a 
pending proceeding before the Federal Com¬ 
munications Commission involving the bulk 
of the rates for the SAGE project 

I think that covers it. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Of course, the 

gentleman realizes that the Air Force is 
in the position of making contracts and 
then representing the Government on 
the various contracts it makes in rela¬ 
tion to rates. 

Mr. VINSON. May I say, and I hope 
this nice compliment will permit me to 
yield the floor, that it was by the aid 
and assistance of the distinguished 
gentleman from the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts as well as the gentleman 
from Ohio, the gentleman from Georgia, 
and others, that there was brought about 
a reduction in the tolls from some $240 
million to $157 million. We all did a 
good piece of work, and we are going to 
continue it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am not asking 
these questions other than to have the 
Record show just what the situation is. 

Mr. VINSON. The Record does show 
it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am sure my 
friend’s committee, however, is going to 
watch very carefully- 

Mr. VINSON. I will assure the gen¬ 
tleman that we are watching everything. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Wait a minute. 
You are going to watch carefully whether 
the Air Force is protecting the Govern¬ 
ment’s interest in connection with tariffs 
under the SAGE contracts. 

Mr. VINSON. I assure the gentleman 
that the legal staff of the Armed Services 
Committee will be instructed to keep 
close watch on SAGE. 

Mr. Sp’eaker, there is one more state¬ 
ment I want to make. When we con¬ 
sidered this bill the House established 
an airbase at Manistee, Mich. The Sen¬ 
ate established the airbase at Kalkaska. 
As a result of the conference, the Senate 
recedes, and the airbase is now estab¬ 
lished at Manistee. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to include at this 
point in the Record in connection with 
the discussion of SAGE and charges for 
utility services a letter I addressed to 
the Administrator of the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration and his reply, to¬ 
gether with two related Executive 
orders. 

Congress of the United States. 

House op Representatives, 

Office of the Majority Leader, 

Washington, D. C., June 27, 195S. 
Hon. Franklin G. Floete, 

Administrator, General Services Admin¬ 
istration, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Floete: The military construction 
bill, H. R. 9893, which passed the House on 
April 12, 1956, and was reported by the Sen¬ 
ate Armed Services Committee on June 26. 
1956, includes section 303 with respect to ap¬ 
propriate agencies appearing before Federal 
and State regulatory agencies in behalf of the 
Federal Government regarding charges for 
utility services. 

The enactment into law of this provision 
may place heavy responsibilities upon the 
General Services Administration. 

Will you please advise at an early date, (a) 
as to the capability of the General Services 
Administration to carry out the functions as 
outlined in the bill, and (b) the status of 
any agreements between the General Serv¬ 
ices Administration and Department of De¬ 
fense which may bear upon the effective con¬ 
duct of the program. 

Sincerely yours, 
John W. McCormack. 

General Services Administration, 

Washington, July 5, 1956. 
Hon. John W. McCormack, 

Majority Leader, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington. D. C. 
Dear Mr. McCormack: In your letter of 

June 27, 1956, concerning H. R. 9893, the mil¬ 
itary construction bill, you requested the 
comments of General Services Administra¬ 
tion on Operation Sage contained in section 
303 of that bill, as to (a) the capability of 
GSA to carry out the functions outlined in 
the bill, and (b) the present status of any 
agreements between GSA and DOD on this 
subject. 

Following a conference with Mr. Ray Ward 
of your staff on July 5, 1956, and GSA repre¬ 
sentatives, the following is submitted: 

GSA possesses the capability to satisfac¬ 
torily perform the functions as outlined in 
H. R. 9893, through use of present personnel, 
augmented as required. 

The effective discharge of our statutory 
duties under section 303 requires a full i>ar- 
ticlpatlon in the contractual negotiations as 
well as our appearance on behalf of the ex¬ 
ecutive agencies in proceedings before Fed¬ 
eral and State regulatory bodies. This is our 
understanding of the Intent of section 303 of 
the bill. 

By agreement with the Department of De¬ 
fense, GSA will be substituted for the De¬ 
partment in FCC Docket No. 11518. It is con¬ 
templated that following enactment of H. R. 
9893, necessary arrangements will be con¬ 
cluded between GSA and the Department of 
Defense (Including the Department of the 
Air Force) respecting the financing of actions 
called for under section 303, as well as mat¬ 
ters of security clearances, and interdepart¬ 
mental liaison. 

Sincerely yours, 
Franklin G. Floete, 

Administrator. 

The White House. 

Washington, July 1. 1949. 
To: The Director of the Bureau of the Bud¬ 

get. 
The Secretary of Etefense. 
The Administrator of General Services. 

By virtue of the authority vested in me by 
section 205 (a) of the act entitled “An act 
to simplify the procurement, utilization, and 
disposal of Government property, to reorgan¬ 
ize certain agencies of the Government, and 
for other purposes,’’ approved June 30, 1949 
(the Federal Property and Administrative 
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Services Act of 1949) it is hereby directed 
that: 

1. Pending determinations made in the 
course of the studies hereinafter directed 
to be instituted, the several departments and 
agencies constituting the National Military 
Establishment shall continue to procure 
through the Administrator of General Serv¬ 
ices such supplies, materials, equipment, and 
other personal property, and have per¬ 
formed by the Administrator such related 
functions of the types specified in section 
201 (a) (1) of the Federal Property and Ad¬ 
ministrative Services Act of 1949 as were 
customarily procured or performed for the 
departments and agencies of the National 
Military Establishment by the Bureau of 
Federal Supply prior to the taking eSect of 
said act. Until further order of the Presi¬ 
dent, the Secretary of Defense shall not, 
without the prior approval of the President, 
issue any order or directive exempting the 
National Military Establishment in accord¬ 
ance with the proviso in section 201 (a) of 
the Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, from action taken or to 
be taken by the Administrator of General 
Services under said section. 

2. The Administrator of General Services, 
the Secretary of Defense, and the Director of 
the Bureau of the Budget (1) shall forthwith 
undertake, and diligently pursue, studies 
aimed at developing areas of understanding 
with respect to the extent to which the 
National Military Establishment should be 
exempt fronr the Jurisdiction of the Adminis¬ 
trator under sections 201 and 206 of the Fed¬ 
eral Property and Administrative Services Act 
of 1949, and (2) shall present any appropri¬ 
ate recommendations to the President. 

Harry S. Truman. 

The White House, 

Washington, June 8, 1954. 
To: The Director of the Bureau of the 

Budget. 
The Secretary of Defense. 
The Administrator of General Services. 

By virtue of the authority vested in me 
by section 205 (a) of the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act of 1919, as 
amended (40 U. S. C. 481 (a), there is hereby 
revoked the memorandum of the President 
dated July 1, 1949, and directed to the Direc¬ 
tor of the Bureau of the Budget, the Secre¬ 
tary of Defense, and the Administrator of 
General Services, copy of which appears on 
page 108 of the pamphlet of the General 
Services Administration dated October 1952 
and entitled "Federal Property and Adminis¬ 
trative Services Act of 1949, as amended.’’ 

Dwight D. Eisenhower. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr, Speaker, I yield 
10 minutes to the distinguished gentle¬ 
man from Michigan [Mr. Ford). 

(Mr. FORD asked and was given per¬ 
mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, on page 33 
of the statement of the managers on the 
part of the House appears this state¬ 
ment : 

As the bill passed the House, a new Air 
Defense (Command base in northern Mich¬ 
igan was designated to be at Manistee. The 
Senate version of the bill changed this loca¬ 
tion to Kalkaska. The Senate receded in this 
resfiect and accepted the Manistee location. 

As everybody knows, I offered an 
amendment during the consideration of 
this bill on the floor of the House to 
make the base at Kalkaska rather than 
at Manistee. The House did not see fit 
to approve my amendment but the Sen¬ 
ate did. However, in conference the 
House version has been approved. I do 
want to take this time to read testimony 

which was given before the Air Force 
panel of the House Committee on Ap¬ 
propriations on May 16, 1956, with refer¬ 
ence to this dispute. This testimony by 
Colonel Ewbank of the Office of Assist¬ 
ant Chief of Staff for Installations con¬ 
firms the Senate position and casts con¬ 
siderable doubt on the wisdom of the 
conference report. I will read pertinent 
portions of this testimony which is as 
follows: 

Chairman Mahon. Why does the Air Force 
prefer Kalkaska as the site? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Air Force prefers 
Kalkaska over Manistee site for the follow¬ 
ing reasons. 

(1) Placement of the SAGE facility at an¬ 
other existing airbase acceptable for the proj¬ 
ect will cost the Government approximately 
$320,000 more per year than at the Kal¬ 
kaska site for leased communication facil¬ 
ities. Annual SAGE leased line costs at 
Manistee would cost the Government from 
$270,000 to $390,000 more per year than 
at Kalkaska, if the SAGE installation were 
to be constructed there. The actual cost dif¬ 
ference would depend upon the siting of the 
SAGE project at Manistee. 

(2) The Kialkaska site will cost the Govern¬ 
ment at least $938,950 less than the Manistee 
site for presently planned development. Fu¬ 
ture expansion will cost less at Kalkaska than 
at Manistee. 

(3) The Kalkaska site offers better ex¬ 
pansion capability than at Manistee and at 
less cost. The reason for the Increased cost 
at the Manistee site is that it contains pockets 
of muck, marsh deposits, peat bogs and 
swamp and would require considerable flood 
control. Ehipansions of the runaways at 
Manistee to the same capability as at Kal¬ 
kaska would be relatively expensive, inas¬ 
much as it would require approximately twice 
as much excavation as at the Kalkaska site. 

(4) The Kalkaska site is entirely free of 
flight hazards or obstructions of any nature. 
This site will provide glide angle clearance of 
better than 100 to 1 and will not present 
dangerous conditions to air crews or to the 
public in event an emergency should occur. 
The proposed Manistee site meets only the 
minimum Air Force criteria standard of 50 
to 1, or one-half the clearance for the Kal¬ 
kaska site. In addition, by locating the base 
at Manistee, it will necessitate flying over 
the town of Copemish, within 2 miles from 
the end of the runway. This situation is 
dangerous to the residents of the village of 
Copemish and the noise involved and the 
Inherent danger to the public could result 
in future resentment and claims against the 
Government. The Air Force firmly stands by 
its previous position that it would be unwise 
to develop a new airbase in an area that will 
present hazards when a better site is avail¬ 
able that meets the most stringent require¬ 
ments of the Air Force, both at the present 
time and for the future. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I am very glad to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr. MASON. We have had all of this 
before and the thing is settled. What is 
the good of rehashing it now? 

Mr. FORD. I just want to put on rec¬ 
ord the facts as presented by the Air 
Force and the Department’s recommen¬ 
dations. 

Mr. MASON. That was on the record 
when we considered it. 

Mr. FORD. It may have been, but the 
facts should be reiterated to show what 
I believe is a lack of wisdom on the part 
of the House in making the decision it 
did. 
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Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, does not the gentle¬ 
man subscribe to the doctrine that the 
majority should rule? The gentleman 
says there is a lack of wisdom on the 
part of the House. That rpay be from 
the gentleman’s viewpoint, but the House 
heard long debate on this question and 
reached a decision. The House con¬ 
ferees representing the House insisted on 
the position of the House and the other 
body yielded. There is a great deal of 
merit in what the distinguished gentle¬ 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mason] says, 
that this has all been said before, but 
of course I am perfectly willing to yield 
the gentleman time to make his state¬ 
ment. 

Mr. FORD. I am sure the distin¬ 
guished gentleman would want anyone 
on the minority in this issue to have full 
opportunity to express his opinion or 
relate the facts. 

Mr. VINSON. I am glad to have the 
gentleman state his opinion. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speyer, will the gen¬ 
tleman yield? 

Ml’. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. Since the debate in the 

House, at least one thing has happened 
that should give us thought. We have 
Air Force and Navy jets using the civil 
aviation airport on the edge of Minne¬ 
apolis. At first, some people wanted the 
air forces there, as Manistee wants this 
air base. Some did not, of whom I was 
one. But local opposition to develop¬ 
ment of a suitable alternate field further 
away from the city kept the planes based 
at the city field. Within a week we have 
had two terrible jet accidents. In one 
of them a Navy jet crashed into a group 
of homes too near the base, destroying 
4 or 5 homes, killing and burning the 
occupants, mostly children. The 10th 
died of bums last week. I get pitiful 
letters every day from those residing 
around the base, pleading that the jets 
be removed. We are doing our best, but, 
of course, the defenses of our country 
cannot be allowed to lapse, and I fear 
it will not be possible to move the planes 
and their operations elsewhere in the 
near future. 

It seems to me this tragic experience is 
a very important and piotent argument 
against locating the base at Manistee 
that was not before the committees or 
the House at the time when this matter 
was debated here. Mr. Chairman, if I 
cannot get the jets off the heads of my 
people, I certainly am not going to vote 
to put them over the heads of other peo¬ 
ple living near the end of the proposed 
runway at Manistee. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. VINSON. There were also two 

planes crashed over the Grand Canyon 
where there is a great deal of space. 

Mr. JUDD. There is no similarity be¬ 
tween the two situations. Besides, in 
Michigan there is another site that the 
Air Force says is better, and it is not half 
as hazardous. 

Mr. VINSON. If the gentleman was 
on the floor when it was debated before, 
he will find testimony that from a mili- 
tai-y standpoint both are equal. 
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Mr. JUDD. Of course, it seems to me 
that this is a case where the Congress 
ought not to be dictating to the Air Force 
where it should put air bases. 

Mr. VINSON. The Air Force could 
not make up its mind, and the gentle¬ 
man’s committee some years ago said to 
the Air Force, “We won’t let you go to 
Cadillac.’’ 

Mr. JUDD. But the Air Force knew 
where it wanted to go. There is a grave 
question whether we civilians in Con¬ 
gress should intervene to force the Air 
Force to build a base at a place which it 
thinks is less suitable or advantageous. 

Mr. VINSON. I think after debate on 
the floor of the House and Members 
hearing the debate, they are well quali¬ 
fied to reach a decision, and, as a House 
conferee, it was my duty to support that 
decision whether I endorsed the situa¬ 
tion or not. In this case I did endorse it. 

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. BENTLEY. Will the gentleman 

state when this testimony was de¬ 
veloped? 

Mr. FORD. This testimony was de¬ 
veloped on May 15, 1956. 

Mr. BENTLEY. And what was the 
date when this issue was debated before 
the House? 

Mr. FORD. The issue was debated on 
the floor a month or 6 weeks prior to 
this testimony. 

Mr. BENTLEY. That is the point I 
wanted to bring out. I commend the 
gentleman for bringing these matters 
to the attention of the House, and I think 
it pertinent that this information was 
developed a month after it was debated 
here on the floor. 

Mr. FORD. If the Members will take 
the time to read these hearings, hearings 
before a House committee, at page 156, 
you will find 7 or 8 pages of very helpful 
information. As I say, I did not agree 
with the recommendation of the chair¬ 
man of the committee when it was on 
the floor. I still believe the committee 
and the House acted in error. I do feel 
very strongly that this information 
should be on the record at this time in 
order to express the views of those of us 
who disagree with the conference report. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORD. I yield. 
Mr. FULTON. I would like to agi’ee 

with the gentleman, and also the gentle¬ 
man from Minnesota [Mr. Judd] be¬ 
cause I think that the Air Force strategy 
of this country is falling behind time. 
The reason is this, that when they put 
these bases, these large airports, with jet 
training bases close to large cities, with 
the jet planes so close that they will be 
over the city, first, it is causing a traffic 
hazard to the commercial airliners; and, 
second, danger to the community; and 
third, it is senseless as a defense, because 
these bases should be further away from 
the major cities. 

The SPEAEIER. The time of the gen¬ 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Ford] has 
expired. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani¬ 
mous consent to include in my remarks 
certain testimony before the House Com¬ 
mittee on Appropriations? 

July 9 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FORD. The testimony is as 

follows: 
KALKASKA AIR FORCE BASE, MICH. 

Mr. Mahon. Now we come to a base where 
all fund requests have been eliminated for 
fiscal year 1957, Kalkaska Air Force Base. 
This has been a very controversial project. I 
should like to ask you a series of questions 
in order to develop for the record just what 
the situation is with respect to the proposed 
Kalkaska base. 

Why is there a need for a base in northern 
Michigan? 

Colonel Ewbank. It has been demonstrated 
by tactical exercises that an interceptor base 
in Traverse City, Mich., will provide defense 
in depth to the metropolitan Chicago and De¬ 
troit areas. A squadron located in the 
Traverse City area is planned to intercept 
possible attacks on these industrial centers. 
In addition to the Air Defense Command 
fighter interceptor requirement, a need exists 
for a SAGE installation. This mission can 
best be accomplished by constructing the fa¬ 
cility in conjunction with an airbase. The 
Kalkaska site is being designed so that the 
base may be expanded if such requirement 
develops. 

Mr. Mahon. Why does the Air Force prefer 
Kalkaska as the site? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Air Force prefers 
Kalkaska over the Manistee site for the fol¬ 
lowing reasons: 

(1) Construction of the airbase at Kal¬ 
kaska can commence this summer and con¬ 
struction of the SAGE’ installation can start 
immediately. If the Air Force abandons 
plans for Kalkaska and develops the airbase 
at Manistee, it will require a delay of at least 
1 year in the operational use of the airbase. 
In addition, if the Air Force Is denied the 
right to proceed with the Kalkaska site, it will 
be forced to abandon plans for the SAGE 
mission in the ’Traverse City area. ’The Air 
Defense Command cannot accept further de¬ 
lays in construction of the SAGE project and 
it will have to be relocated on an existing base 
in Michigan in order to more effectively uti¬ 
lize the A. C. and W. radar net and provide 
the degree of protection for the United States 
as required. To further delay the SAGE proj¬ 
ect will seriously affect the capability of the 
entire air defense network in this critical 
area. Placement of the SAGE facility at an¬ 
other existing airbase acceptable for the proj¬ 
ect will cost the Government approximately 
$320,000 more per year than at the Kalkaska 
site for leased communication facilities. An¬ 
nual SAGE leased line costs at Manistee 
would cost the Government from $270,000 to 
$390,000 more per year than at Kalkaska, if 
the SAGE installation were to be constructed 
there. The actual cost difference would de¬ 
pend upon the siting of the SAGE project at 
Manistee. 

(2) ’The Kalkaska site will cost the Govern¬ 
ment at least $938,950 less than the Manistee 
site for presently planned development. Fu¬ 
ture expansion will cost less at Kalkaska than 
at Manistee. 

(3) The Kalkaska site offers better expan¬ 
sion capability than at Manistee and at less 
cost. The reason for the increased cost at 
the Manistee site is that it contains pockets 
of muck, marsh deposits, peat bogs, and 
swamp and would require considerable fiood 
control. Expansions of the runways at 
Manistee to the same capability as at Kal¬ 
kaska would be relatively expensive, inas¬ 
much as it would require approximately twice 
as much excavation as the Kalkaska site. 

(4) ’The Kalkaska site is entirely free of 
fiight hazards or obstructions of any nature. 
This site will provide glide angle clearance 
of better than 100 to 1 and will not present 
dangerous conditions to air crews or to the 
public in event an emergency should occur. 
The proposed Manistee site meets only the 

minimum Air Force criteria standard of 50 
to 1, or one-half the clearance for the Kal¬ 
kaska site. In addition, by locating the base 
at Manistee, it will necessitate flying over 
the town of Copemish, within 2 miles from 
the end of the runway. This situation is 
dangerous to the residents of the village of 
Copemish and the noise involved and the in¬ 
herent danger to the public could result in 
future resentment and claims against the 
Government. The Air Force firmly stands by 
its previous position that it would be unwise 
to develop a new airbase in an area that will 
present hazards when a better site is avail¬ 
able that meets the most stringent require¬ 
ments of the Air Force, both at the present 
time and for the futiire. 

(5) Community support at the Kalkaska 
site will be better than at the Manistee site. 
The city of Traverse City (1950 population, 
16,974) is presently located approximately 20 
road-miles from the Kalkaska site; however, 
the Michigan State Highway Department has 
advised the Air Force that the State is 
planning to reroute State Highway M-72 from 
Kalkaska to Traverse City. ’This new route 
will reduce the distance from the Kalkaska 
site to Traverse City from approximately 20 
miles to 15 miles. Rerouting of the highway 
is expected to be accomplished in approxi¬ 
mately 2 to 3 years. Manistee (1950 popula¬ 
tion, 8,642) is located approximately 26 miles 
from the Manistee site. Cadillac (1950 popu¬ 
lation, 10,425) Is approximately 32 miles, 
and Traverse City approximately 35 miles dis¬ 
tance. 'These distances are too far to provide 
adequate dally community support. Trav¬ 
erse City is approximately twice the size of 
Manistee and is better able to provide hous¬ 
ing, recreation, shopping, and other aspects 
of community life. 

Mr. Mahon. How much In Federal funds 
has actually been expended on the Kalkaska 
site? 

Colonel Ewbank. As of May 17,1956, the Air 
Force has expended approximately $360,000 
on the Kalkaska site. This amount has either 
been paid or is due for work accomplished. 

Mr. Mahon. In addition, how much has 
been committed for this site? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Air Force has con¬ 
tract obligations oustanding for approxi¬ 
mately $228,000 for the Kalkaska site. 

Mr. Mahon. What is the best estimate as 
to the financial loss to the Federal Govern¬ 
ment if this site is abandoned? 

Colonel EWbank. I wish to answer this 
question in two parts. First, if the airbase is 
abandoned and the requirement for both the 
airbase and SAGE project were to be elimi¬ 
nated the ioss to the Federal Government 
would be approximately $360,000. 

However, if the Kalkaska site is abandoned 
and the requirement is transferred to Man¬ 
istee, the following loss to the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment will result: 

Funds expended on base develop¬ 
ment at Kalkaska, $360,000. Of 
this amount, it is estimated that 
approximately $20,000 in savings 
might accrue if the base was 
transferred to Manistee by uti¬ 
lizing certain portions of the de¬ 
sign already accomplished. 
Total unrecoverable loss to Gov¬ 
ernment if site is transferred is 
estimated at_ $340, 000 

Increased development costs at 
Manistee for presently planned 
facilities for the Air Defense 
Command fighter interceptor 
mission_ 938, 950 

Annual SAGE communications 
costs are $270,000 to $390,000 
more i>er year at Manistee than 
at Kalkaska. Based upon a min¬ 
imum 10-year requirement for 
this project, the loss to the Fed¬ 
eral Government will amount to 
at least $2,700,000 if this project 
Is located at Manistee_ 2, 700, 000 
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Total known loss to Federal Gov¬ 
ernment for the Air Etefense 
Fighter Squadron and SAGE if 
projects were to be located at 
Manistee instead of at Kalkaska.$3, 978, 950 

If the SAGE project is located outside 
of the Traverse City area on an existing air 
base acceptable from an operational stand¬ 
point, it will cost the Government approxi¬ 
mately $320,000 more per year than at Kal¬ 
kaska. 

The above amount would increase at Man¬ 
istee with multimission expansion. The 
exact amount is not known at this time; 
however, because of poor soil conditions and 
a high water table, further expansion at 
Manistee would cost considerably more than 
the same expansion at Kalkaska. 

Mr. Mahon. Has the State of Michigan 
spent or committed any funds because of 
the selection of the Kalkaska site? 

Colonel Ewbank. Officials of the State of 
Michigan have Informed the Air Force that 
the State has expended several thousand dol¬ 
lars for engineering surveys for the pro¬ 
posed new highway from Kalkaska to Trav¬ 
erse City. Other costs involved by the State 
would be normal administrative costs in¬ 
volving numerous meetings with Air Force 
and Corps of Engineers’ representatives per¬ 
taining to the lease of State land for the air¬ 
base. 

Mr. Mahon. What funds have been ex¬ 

pended or committed by local political units 
because of the selection of the Kalkaska 
site? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Air Force has been 
Informed that approximately $3,800 has been 
spent by Grand Traverse County, Kalkaska 
Covmty, the city of Traverse City, and the 
village of Kalkaska, because of the selection 
of the Kalkaska site. 

Mr. Mahon. What money raised by public 
subscription has been spent for the" Kal¬ 
kaska site? For what purpose? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Kalkaska Airbase 
Committee has informed the Air Force that 
they have expended $24,476.19 for the pur¬ 
pose of acquiring land to be donated for the 
airbase. This money has been spent to ob¬ 
tain options and land purchases, legal fees, 
appraisals and abstracts, travel and admin¬ 
istrative costs. . It is estimated that ap¬ 
proximately three-fifths of this sum could be 
recovered if the base is not developed at 
Kalkaska. 

Mr. Mahon. What actual work has been 
done to develop the site at Kalkaska as far 
as buying land, removing trees, and be¬ 
ginning actual construction? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Air Force has pro¬ 
gressed at the Kalkaska site to the point 
where most of the land needed for the air¬ 
base has been acquired. The balance of the 
land necessary for the first phase develop¬ 
ment was scheduled for acquisition by April 
15, 1956; however, acquisition of this land 
has tentatively been stopped pending a re¬ 
view by Congress on the location of the air¬ 
base. The State of Michigan has cleared 
approximately two-tlilrds of the marketable 
puipwood at the site. Design of the airfield 
pavement and lighting is complete and con¬ 
struction of the runway and lighting systems 
was scheduled to commence in July of this 
year. The balance of the design of the air¬ 
base is under contract and scheduled for 
completion in September 1956. The master 
plan for the airbase is nearing completion 
and the design of the SAGE project has 
reached a point where construction can 
commence Immediately. 

Mr. Mahon. What Investments have been 
made by private parties in this area in antic¬ 
ipation of the airbase? 

Colonel Ewbank. The Air Force has re¬ 
ceived affidavits signed by residents of the 
Kalkaska area to the effect that they have 
either expended or contracted to expend ap¬ 
proximately $457,000 to enlarge community 

facilities in preparation of the Increased 
demand brought about by the airbase. 

Mr. Mahon. Did it cost the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment anything to obtain the land for 
the base at Kalkaska? 

Colonel Ewbank. Only $1 for all the land 
required. The State of Michigan leased ap¬ 
proximately 7,100 acres of land to the Air 
Force for a period of 99 years at a cost of 
$1 for the entire term of the lease. The 
residents of the Kalkaska and Traverse City 
areas have raised sufficient funds to buy ap¬ 
proximately 1,000 acres of private land and 
donate it at no cost to the Government. 

Mr. Mahon. Will it cost this Government 
anything to obtain the land at the Man¬ 
istee site? How much? 

Colonel Ewbank. Yes. Manistee site No. 3 

comprises approximately 6,688 acres re¬ 
quired for original base development. Of 
this amount, approximately 4,544 acres are 
State forest land and 1,144 acres are pri¬ 
vate land. The private land is valued at 
$133,461. The Air Force will be required to 
acquire this land with Federal funds inas¬ 
much as the communities supporting the 
Manistee site have advised the Air Force 
that they would not be in a position to 
acquire and donate all or a portion of this 
land. To provide the same capability of 
expansion at Manistee as is presently avail¬ 
able at Kalkaska will require approximately 
2,400 additional acres of land. It is estimated 
that at least 1,200 acres of this additional re¬ 
quirement would be private land costing 
an estimated $150,000 or more. 

Mr. Mahon. What is the best approxima¬ 
tion of the comparative costs of construc¬ 
tion of the base at Kalkaska and at Manistee? 

Colonel Ewbank. The following approxi¬ 
mation as to the comparative cost of con¬ 
struction of the airbase at Kalkaska and at 
Manistee for the Air Defense Command is 
based upon preliminary engineering studies 
conducted by qualified engineers of the Army 
Corps of Engineers. The amounts shown for 
the initial development cover costs to con¬ 
struct a single 9,000-foot runway. The 
amounts shown for the second phase of de¬ 
velopment Include construction costs for a 
secondary runway 9,000 feet and for addi¬ 
tional development of the base. These 
amounts do not include the SAGE construc¬ 
tion costs. 

Kalkaska Manistee Difference 

Initial development 
(fiscal year 1965 
and fiscal year 
1956)..... 

Fiscal year 1957. 
Future program 

(fiscal year 1968).. 

.$11,6.52,6.50 
2,906,000 

4,513,000 

$11,8,50.600 
3,063,000 

6,097,000 

$197.9.50 
157,000 

,584,000 

Total. 19,071, 050 20, 010,600 938, 950 

Development of the Kalkaska site is esti¬ 
mated to cost $938,950 less than the Manistee 
site for the initial and secondary develop¬ 
ment of the air base. Development to a pos¬ 
sible ultimate expanded runway require¬ 
ment of 15,000 feet for the primary runway 
and 12,000 for the. secondary runway and 
other possible future base expansion will 
further Increase the differential between the 
two sites. 

Mr. Mahon. What are the estimated com¬ 
parative operational costs of the two sites? 

Colonel Ewbank. It is estimated that the 
cost of operating aircraft at the two sites 
would be approximately equal inasmuch as 
both locations fall within the operational 
area of requirements for air-defense pur¬ 
poses. This does not include the cost of 
the SAGE operations, which is considerably 
higher at the Manistee site. In addition it is 
estimated that support costs would be some¬ 
what higher at Manistee because of the great¬ 
er distance to adequate community support. 
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Because of this factor indirect costs to per¬ 
sonnel stationed at the airbase would be 
higher than at Kalkaska. 

Mr. Mahon. How much will the annual 
rental for the SAGE line amount to at each 
site? 

Colonel Ewbank. The annual rental for 
Kalkaska is estimated at $4,620,000. The an¬ 
nual rental for Manistee site No. 1 is esti¬ 
mated at $4,890,000. The annual rental for 
Manistee site No. 3 is estimated at $5,010,000. 
Depending upon the exact siting that the 
SAGE system would be placed at the Manis¬ 
tee site, the annual charges will amount to a 
minimum of $270,000 to $390,000 more per 
year than to provide the same capability as 
at Kalkaska. Based upon a minimum use of 
the system for 10 years, it will cost the Gov¬ 
ernment from $2,700,000 to $3,900,000 more at 
the Manistee site. 

Mr. Mahon. Will the free franchise offer of 

the Kaleva Telephone Co. alter the annual 
charges for SAGE? 

Colonel Ewbank. Not to any degree. The 
Air Force has received an offer from the 
Kaleva Telephone Co. to the effect that they 
would relinquish without cost that portion of 
their franchise area as directly affects SAGE 
landline rental at the Manistee location. Ap¬ 
parently the Kaleva Telephone Co. is misin¬ 
formed as to the service charges that they 
would receive if the SAGE system was lo¬ 
cated in the Kaleva Telephone Co. franchise 
area. Tlie Western Electric Co., who is re¬ 
sponsible for installing the SAGE project 
h-kve informed the Air Force that the offer of 
the Kaleva Telephone Co. would not reduce 
the communications cost to the Government 
to any sizable degree. The cost of communi¬ 
cations is based upon the installations of new 
communication facilities. In the case of 
Manistee site No. 1 the required 383 circuits 
will average about 14.3 miles longer than at 
Kalkaska for an increase of approximately 
$270,000 more per year. This location is not 
within the Kaleva franchise area. In the case 
of Manistee site No. 3 the 383 required cir¬ 
cuits will average about 20.6 miles longer 
than at Kalkaska, for an Increase of ap¬ 
proximately $390,000 more per year. Only a 
small part of this site falls within the 
Kaleva Telephone Co. franchise territory and 
chances are that the SAGE project would not 
fall within their territory. I wish to reem¬ 
phasize that regardless of whether the SAGE 
location would be located within the Kaleva 
franchise area and any charges rightfully 
coming to them would be relinquished the 
extra costs within their area would still 
amount to several million dollars more over 
a period of 10 years than at Kalkaska. Tlie 
Air Force will be required to utilize the fa¬ 
cilities to be Installed for a period of 10 
years or pay a termination charge on the 
facilities. 

Mr. Mahon. Can the contractual commit¬ 
ment made by the Air Force at Kalkaska be 
transferred to Manistee with little or no loss 
to the Government? 

Colonel Ewbank. It is estimated that ap¬ 
proximately $20,000 of the $360,000 already 
spent at Kalkaska could be saved by utilizing 
a certain amount of the design. However, 
because most of the money spent for design 
up to this stage is based upon the particular 
land at Kalkaska, the largest part of the 
money spent would be lost. The Air Force 
might be able to transfer certain portions of 
the contract commitments to a site at 
Manistee, however, because of the magnitude 
of the design and development that would 
be required, it would probably be to the bene¬ 
fit of the Government to renegotiate the con¬ 
tracts. The present firms may or may not 
be the ones that would be in a position to 
receive the contractual commitments for the 
new site. 

Mr. Mahon. How much of the timber has 
been cut from the Kalkaska site? What has 
been the effect of this cutting on the area? 
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Colonel Ewbank. Representatives of the 
State of Michigan Conservation Depart¬ 
ment have advised that approximately two- 
thirds of the jack pine has been cut from 
the runway area or approximately 360 acres. 
The State advised that since they had con¬ 
tracted for the timber to be removed they 
are allowing the contractor to proceed with 
timber operations except for the removal of 
the red pine. Most of the timber within the 
area to be cut is jack pine. The jack pine 
being removed was not fully matured but 
can be used for pulpwood. It is not believed 
that any major damage has been done by the 
clearing other than that the timber was not 
fully mature. 

Mr. Mahon. It Is charged that the Air 
Force “sat on its hands” from June 1954, to 
December 1954, and is thus responsible for 
the delay in construction? Is that true? 

Colonel Ewbank. No, sir. Until a special 
House subcommittee recommended that the 
Air Force eliminate the Benzie County site, 
the sole considerations in the selection of the 
airbase site in northern Michigan had been 
to meet our requirement both quickly and 
economically at a place where community 
support was available. When Benzie County 
was eliminated, local competition for the 
base mushroomed. This necessitated careful 
reevaluation if we were to get a site in the 
area of requirement, other than the Benzie 
County site, which would meet the test of 
military requirement, initial and operating 
cost economy, time and community support 
for our men and their dependents, without 
running afoul of delays from local competi¬ 
tion. 

The period of Jxine 1954, to December 1954, 
does not seem signiflcant, because today we 
are as without a green light to proceed on the 
base of our choice in northern Michigan as 
we ever were. 

Mr. Mahon. Is the litigation pending in 
the Michigan courts in reference to the 
Kalkaska site likely to further delay con¬ 
struction there if it should be decided to 
build at Kalkaska? 

Colonel Ewbank. No; there is no litigation 
pending on the Kalkaska site that could in 
any way affect the construction or develop¬ 
ment of the base. The Air Force under¬ 
stands that an Injunction prevented the 
village and county of Kalkaska from spend¬ 
ing public funds for the purpose of acquir¬ 
ing land and donating it to the Air Force. 
Funds for this purpose were raised by public 
subscription therefore the Injunction in no 
way affects the development of the airbase. 

Mr. Mahon. Is that land at Manistee ad¬ 
ministered by the Michigan Department of 
Conservation available to the Air Force? 

Colonel Ewbank. The answer to this ques¬ 
tion is unknown at this time. Approximately 
4,545 acres of the land that would be needed 
at the Manistee site for original develop¬ 
ment is State land. Information received 
from the State is that this matter would have 
to be solved at the time the Air Force had an 
actual requirement for the land. The use of 
State land at Manistee would require the 
apnroval of the State conservation commis¬ 
sion and the State administrative board. 
It would require negotiations with the State 
authorities to determine if the land can be 
used and under what terms. 

Mr. Mahon. May the cost of building the 
road from the Kalkaska site into Traverse 
City be rightly charged to this project? If 
so, to what extent? 

Colonel Ewbank. No; the State of Mich¬ 
igan D apartment of Highways have advised 
the Air Force that they are not planning to 
build a new highway exclusively for the Air 
Force. The State has been planning to re¬ 
route the existing State highway, M72, from 
Kalkaska to Traverse City for a number of 
years. Development of the base at Kalkaska 
will speed up the requirement for the re¬ 
routing because of the increased use that 
can be expected. The Air Force does not 
believe that the new route can rightfully be 

charged to the cost of developing the Kal¬ 
kaska site. 

Mr. Mahon. Will there be a savings on 

freight charges at Manistee over Kalkaska 
in view of the location of the Air Force sup¬ 
ply depot at Fort Wayne, Ind.? 

Colonel Ewbank. No; the Air Force does 
not have a supply depot at Fort Wayne, Ind. 
However, a review of rail and truck rates 
from the various Air Force supply depots and 
source of jet fuel supply indicates that no 
appreciable difference or advantage would re¬ 
sult from one site over the other in this 
regard. 

Mr. Mahon. Will there be any savings in 

snow removal at Manistee over Kalkaska? 
Colonel Ewbank. Actual snowfall for the 

two sites in question is not available be¬ 
cause of the remote location of each site; 
however, information available indicates that 
snowfall in the general area of the two sites 
is such that there should be no appreciable 
difference in the cost of snow removal. If 
the Manistee site has less snow than the 
Kalkaska site the difference will not be suffi¬ 
cient to effect a major savings since approxi¬ 
mately the same amount of equipment and 
personnel will be required to clear the base 
at either location. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield for a consent re¬ 
quest? 

Mr. VINSON. I yield to the gentle¬ 
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday this week 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object- 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my request. 

Mr. GROSS. And I shall not object. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

withdraw my request. 
Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 

minutes to the distinguished gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Knox]. 

(Mr. KNOX asked and was given per¬ 
mission to revise and extend his re¬ 
marks. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I appre¬ 
ciate the time that has been allotted me 
to give by views on this very important 
question involving the State of Michigan 
and the State of Illinois. As has been 
demonstrated in the hearings before the 
Subcommittee on Appropriations, the 
Air Force stated that the jet base was 
needed, urgently needed for the protec¬ 
tion of Michigan and Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, in the interest of national se¬ 
curity and in the interest of avoiding 
shameful waste of the taxpayers’ money, 
and in the interest of keeping faith with 
the American people who look to us to 
provide for their security, and in the in¬ 
terest of keeping faith with the people of 
northern Michigan, this conference re¬ 
port on the bill H. R. 9893 should be re¬ 
jected by the House, the conferees being 
directed to reconvene and report back a 
conference report that provides for the 
ratification of the jet interceptor base at 
Kalkaska, Mich. 

Mr. Speaker, we people from northern 
Michigan and from Illinois love our chil¬ 
dren, we love our neighbors, we want 
every protection the Government can 
afford us to see that they are secure from 
any possible enemy attack. I believe 
that is also true and I know it is true as 
far as the State of Georgia is concerned, 
the State of California, the State of New 

York, Louisiana, and every other State 
of this great Nation of ours. 

The Air Force selected the Kalkaska 
site as the best site suitable for the pro¬ 
tection of this area Michigan and Illi¬ 
nois. The Air Force selected the site, 
and this Congress through its four re¬ 
spective committees 1 year ago sent 
letters to the Air Force approving the 
Kalkaska site. I hold copies of those 
letters here in my hand; yet now today 
we find ourselves again confronted with 
the problem that confronted us a year 
ago despite the fact that the Kalkaska 
site had been approved by Congress 
through its respective communities. 

The Air Force proceeded and acquired 
some 7,100 acres of land in the Kalkaska 
area from the State of Michigan with¬ 
out any cost with the exception of $1 to 
the Federal Government. The people of 
Kalkaska County and Grand Traverse 
County which is in Miss Thompson’s dis¬ 
trict, raised the funds for the purchase 
of private land and on the assurance of 
the Corps of Engineers in the form of a 
communication they submitted to the 
Kalkaska Base Site Committee that they 
had been authorized to proceed, the resi¬ 
dents of the area had committed them¬ 
selves to $457,000 in contracts for the 
expansion of facilities in order to take 
care of the airmen when they arrived. 

For the Congress now to approve the 
Manistee site is a breaking of faith with 
the people of Michigan, Illinois, and the 
people of the Kalkaska area who have 
met the criteria of the Air Force to get 
the facilities in order so that when the 
Air Force came to the area they would 
be in a position to meet their responsi¬ 
bility. 

Mr. Speaker, the other body had this 
question under consideration and re¬ 
ported favorably on the Kalkaska site. 
It was passed by the other body without 
one dissenting vote. 

At the time that we had the question 
under debate on the floor of the House 
a great majority of the Members of the 
Michigan delegation in the House sup¬ 
ported the Kalkaska site. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that there 
is justification for moving this base from 
Kalkaska to Manistee under the circum¬ 
stances. I certainly would not in any 
way protest against the construction of 
a base that had been selected by the mil¬ 
itary in the States of Georgia, Cali¬ 
fornia, New York or in any other State. 

About 1 year ago four committees 
charged with the responsibility of re¬ 
leasing funds for the Air Force for such 
facilities agreed to the Kalkaska site. I 
have produced the letters which verify 
their approval. 

I also hold in my hand a leter I re¬ 
ceived on January 18, 1955, from the dis¬ 
tinguished chairman of the House Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services in which he 
said as follows, and I wish you would pay 
particular attention to his statement; 

It has been the experience of the commit¬ 
tee that unless there are obvious and com¬ 
pelling reasons for reconsideration of the site 
selected, and these reasons should in the 
last analysis relate directly to our defense, no 
useful purpose is served by engaging in ac¬ 
tion which could well be construed as sub¬ 
stituting the judgment of the committee for 
the qualified people in the Military Depart¬ 
ments. 
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I believe in that statement. I certain¬ 

ly do not have engineering knowledge 
that would justify me in saying that the 
Air Force or the military was wrong in 
the selection of the facilities for the safe¬ 
guarding of our Nation. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KNOX. I yield to the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. VINSON. The gentleman has 
Just stated he did not have that infor¬ 
mation. We did have that information. 
We had it in the testimony of Mr. Ferry 
when he stated that from a military 
standpoint these two bases were equal. 
As the gentleman will recall, all of that, 
as well as this letter, was debated when 
the House approved Manistee. 

Mr. KNOX. It is true Mr. Ferry did 
make the statement that militarily the 
bases were equal. He went on to state 
that the Kalkaska base had more ad¬ 
vantages for the military as far as ex¬ 
pansion was concerned and was more 
economical to build. The latest state¬ 
ments made here by my colleague from 
Michigan [Mr. Ford] will show that this 
base if moved to Manistee will cost the 
taxpayers of this Nation $3,900,000 more 
than it would if built at Kalkaska. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman sdeld? 

Mr. KNOX. I 5ueld to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON. I am one of those who 
believes we should have a resurvey of 
this Air Force problem as it relates to 
the defense of our industrial areas. I 
hope my vote will not be construed as a 
personal choice between two worthy 
Representatives, the Representatives on 
one side and the Representatives on the 
other side, nor should it affect them in 
any future elections. As a Representa¬ 
tive who has a large jet air base in his 
district, one of the largest in the United 
States, I again renew the offer to the De¬ 
partment of Defense to give it away. We 
do not want it, and we would like to get 
rid of it in our district. If the gentle¬ 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kelley], 

from Westmoreland County, would like 
it, I offer it to him, or if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kearns] would 
like it, I offer it to him. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I urge the 
House to approve this conference report. 
Over 400 separate bases are involved in 
it. I sincerely trust that this conference 
report, having been signed by Mr. 
Brooks of Louisiana, Mr. Kilday, Mr. 
Short, and myself on the part of the 
House and by Mr. Russell, Mr. Stennis, 

and Mr. Jackson on the part of the Sen¬ 
ate, be approved. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques¬ 
tion. 

The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I offer a 

motion to recommit the conference re¬ 
port with instructions. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman op¬ 
posed to the conference report? 

Mr. KNOX. I am, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiU re¬ 

port the motion to recommit. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Knox moves to recommit the confer¬ 

ence report to the committee of conference 
with instructions to the managers on the 

part of the House to strike out the word 
“Manistee” on page 13, pertaining to section 
801 of the bill, and substitute therefor the 
word “Kalkaska.” 

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

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker announced that the noes ap¬ 
peared to have it. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum is 
not present, and I make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were—yeas 29, nays 343, answered "pres¬ 
ent” 3, not voting 57, as follows: 

[Roll No. 95] 

YEAS—29 

Bennett, Mich , George Laird 
Bentley Griffiths Marshall 
Bolton, Hand Miller, N. Y. 

Oliver P. Heselton Norblad 
Byrnes, Wls. Jenkins O’Konskl 
Canfield Jonas Seely-Brown 
Cederberg Judd Sisk 
Chase Kean Van Pelt 
Chenoweth King, Calif. Vursell 
Ford Knox 

NAYS—343 

Wier 

Abbltt Cannon Forand 
Abernethy Carlyle Forrester 
Adair Carrigg Fountain 
Addonlzlo Celler Frazier 
Albert Chelf Friedel 
Alexander Chiperfleld FiUton 
Alger Christopher Garmantz 
Allen, Calif. Chudoff Gary 
Allen, Ill. Church Gathlngs 
Andersen, Clark Gavin 

H. Carl Clevenger Gentry 
Andresen, Cole Gordon 

August H. Colmer Gray 
Andrews Cooley Green, Oreg. 
Arends Coon Green, Pa. 
Ashley Cooper Gregory 
Ashmore Corbett Gross 
Asplnall Coudert Gubser 
Auchlncloss Cramer Hagen 
Avery Cretella Hale 
Ayres Crumpacker Haley 
Bailey Cunningham Harden 
Baker Curtis, Mass. Hardy 
Baldwin Curtis, Mo. Harris 
Barden Dague Harrison, Nebr. 
Barrett Davis, Ga. Harrison, Va, 
Bass, N. H. Dawson, Utah Harvey 
Bates Deane Hays, Ark. 
Beamer Delaney Hayworth 
Becker Dempsey Healey 
Belcher Denton Hebert 
Bennett, Fla. Derounlan Henderson 
Berry Devereux Herlong 
Betts Dies Hess 
Blatnik Dolllnger Hlestand 
Blltch Dolllver Hill 
Boggs Dondero Hillings 
Boland Donohue Hlnshaw 
Bolling Donovan Hoeven 
Bolton, Dorn, N. Y. Hoffman, HI. 

Frances P. Dorn, S. C. Hoffman, Mich. 
Bonner Doyle Holifield 
Bosch Durham Holland 
Bow Edmondson Holmes 
Bowler Elliott Holt 
Boykin Ellsworth Holtzman 
Boyle Engle Hope 
Bray Evlns Horan 
Brown, Ga. Fallon Hosmer 
Brown, Ohio Fascell Huddleston 
Brownson Felghan Hull 
Broyhlll Fenton Hyde 
Budge Fernandez Ikard 
Burdick Flno Jackson 
Burnside Fisher James 
Bush Fjare Jarman 
Byrd Flood • Jennings 
Byrne, Pa. Fogarty Jensen 

Johnson, Calif. Nicholson Sikes 
Johnson, Wis. O’Brien, Ill. Siler 
Jones, Ala. O’Brien, N. Y. Simpson, Ill. 
Jones, Mo. O’Hara, Ill. Simpson, Pa. 
Jones, N. C. Osmers Smith, Kans. 
Karsten Ostertag Smith, Miss. 
Kearney Passman Smith, Va. 
Keating Patterson Smith, Wls. 
Kee Felly Spence 
Kelly, N. Y. Perkins Springer 
Keogh, Pfost Staggers 
Kilburn Phllbln Steed 
Kilday PhiUlps Sullivan 
Kilgore Pillion Taber 
King, Pa. Poage Talle 
Kirwan Poll Teague, Calif. 
Kluczynskl Polk Teague, Tex. 
Knutson Preston Thomas 
Landrum Price Thompson, 
Lanham Priest Mich. 
Lankford Prouty Thompson, N. J. 
LeCompte Quigley Thompson, Tex. 
Leslnskl Rabaut Thomson, Wyo. 
Lipscomb Radwan Tollefson 
Long Rains Trimble 
Lovre Ray Tuck 
McCarthy Reece. Tenn. Tumulty 
McCormack Reed, N. Y. Udall 
McCulloch Rees, Kans. Utt 
McDonough Reuss Vanik 
McGregor Rhodes, Arlz. Van Zandt 
Mclntlre Rhodes, Pa. Velde 
McMillan Richards Vinson 
McVey Rlehlman Vorys 
Mack, HI. Riley Walter 
Mack, Wash. Rivers Watts 
Madden Roberts Weaver 
Magnuson Robeson, Va. Westland 
Mason Robslon, Ky. Wharton 
Matthews Rodino Whitten 
Meader Rogers, Colo. Wlgglesworth 
Merrow Rogers, Fla. Williams, Miss. 
Metcalf Rogers, Mass. Williams, N. J. 
Miller, Calif. Rogers, Tex. Williams, N, Y. 
Miller, Md. Rooney Willis 
Miller, Nebr, Roosevelt Wilson, Calif. 
Mills Rutherford Wilson, Ind. 
Mlnshall St. George Winstead 
Mollohan Saylor Withrow 
Morano Schenck Wolcott 
Morgan Schwengel Wolverton 
Morrison Scott Wright 
Moss Selden Yates 
Moulder Sheehan Young 
Multer Shelley Younger 
Mumma Short Zablockl 
Murray, HI. Shufcrd Zelenko 
Natcher Siemlnskl 

ANSWERED “PRESENT”—3 

Mahon Scrlvner Sheppard 

NOT VOTING- -57 
Anfuso Eberharter Mallllard 
Bass, Tenn. Flynt Martin 
Baumhart Frelinghuysen Murray, Tenn. 
Bell Gamble Nelson 
Brooks, La. Grant Norrell 
Brooks, Tex. Gwlnn O’Hara, Minn. 
Buckley Halleck O’Neill 
Burleson Hays, Ohio Patman 
Carnahan Johansen Pilcher 
Chatham Kearns Powell 
Davidson Kelley, Pa. Sadlak 
Davis, Tenn. Klein Scherer 
Davis, Wis. Krueger Scudder 
Dawson, Ill. Lane Taylor 
Diggs Latham Thompson, La. 
Dingell McConnell Thornberry 
Dixon McDowell Walnwright 
Dodd Macdonald Wlckersham 
Dowdy Machrowicz Widnall 

So the motion to recommit was re¬ 
jected. 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Bell with Mr. Widnall. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Scudder. 
Mr. Anfuso with Mr. Kearns. 
Mr. Klein with Mr. Walnwright. 
Mr. Davidson with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Powell with Mr. Sadlak. 
Mr. Kelley of Pennsylvania with Mr. Gwlnn. 
Mr. Hays of Ohio with Mr. Baumhart. 

Mr. Thompson of Louisiana with Mr. 
Johansen. 

Mr. Wlckersham with Mr. Gamble. 
Mr. Machrowicz with Mr. Dixon. 
Mr. Dowdy with Mr. Halleck. 
Mr. O’Neil with Mr. Krueger. 

No. 115-14 
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Mr. Patman with Mr. Scherer, 
Mr. Pilcher with Mr. Nelson. 
Mr. Brooks of Louisiana with Mr. Davis of 

Wisconsin. 
Mr. Chatham with Mr. O’Hara of Minne¬ 

sota. 
Mr. Dodd with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Flynt with Mr. Mallllard. 
Mr. Macdonald with Mr. Frellnghuysen. 
Mr. Carnahan with Mr. McConnell. 

Mr. ADDONIZIO and Mr. KEARNEY 
changed their vote from “yea” to “nay.” 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the conference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

Addison T., as he was affectionately 
known in Idaho and in Washington, was 
a spry and alert man up to the time of 
his passing at the ripe old age of 93 
years. He was very interested in all af¬ 
fairs of Government, all the civic affairs 
of the District of Columbia and of his 
native State of Ohio as well as the State 
he so ably represented in Congress, the 
State of Idaho. 

Mr. Smith attended the opening of 
every session of the Congress over a pe¬ 
riod of 67 years, which shows the in¬ 
terest he had in the Government of his 
country. 

I know that the Members of the House 
and his many friends here join me in 
heartfelt regret that we shall no longer 
enjoy the visits and companionship of 
a most genial, lovable, and respected 

DISPENSING WITH CALENDAR 
WEDNESDAY BUSINESS 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I am re¬ 
quested by the majority leader to ask 
unanimous consent that the business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday of this 
week be dispensed with. 

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

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I am re¬ 
quested by the majority leader to ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on the Judiciary may have permission 
to sit during general debate in the House 
today and tomorrow. 

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

There was no objection. 

INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask' 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 5566) to 
terminate the existence of the Indian 
Claims Commission, and for other pur¬ 
poses, with Senate amendments thereto, 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and 
agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Cali¬ 
fornia? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. Haley, Shuford, Ed¬ 

mondson, Westland, and Utt, 

\ gentleman. 
\ Addison T. will be sorely missed. 

'^. Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I Join 
with the gentleman from Idaho in his 
expression of sympathy at the death of 
our "beloved friend, Addison T. Smith. 
When''! first came to Congress 32 years 
ago Mr\Smith was one of the stalwart 
and able legislators here. He was a man 
of vision imd ability. He commanded 
the respect ef all of us for his devotion 
to the welfare of the country. His in¬ 
terest in national affairs continued long 
after his retirement. He made frequent 
visits on all spec^l occasions. A short 
time ago despite his 93 years he called 
and was his usual genjal self. 

I join with the gentleman from Idaho 
In expressing sorrow a\ his death and 
my sympathy is extended to his family 
in the loss of a fine, patriotic American. 

Ml-. BUDGE. I thank th^ gentleman. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaket, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUDGE. I yield to the’'\gentle- 

man from New York. 
Mr. TABEIR. Mr. Speaker, I waS’ Jiere 

for 10 years during the service of Addi¬ 
son T. Smith. I was very close to him 
and had the most pleasant relations with. 

Mr. BUDGE. I thank the gentle¬ 
woman. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUDGE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
sorry to hear of the passing of Addison 
T. Smith. As the gentleman from Idaho 
has stated, Mr. Smith originally came 
from Ohio and we, the Members of Con¬ 
gress from Ohio, always had a real affec¬ 
tion for him because he came from our 
State for one reason, and another reason 
was because all who knew Addison T. 
Smith knew that he was a real gentle¬ 
man. I am going to miss him because 
I always saw him when he came up on 
his periodic visits to the House several 
times a year. I extend my deepest 
sympathy to his family in this hour of 
their sorrow. 

Mr. BUDGE. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUDGE. I yield to the gentle¬ 

man from Ohio. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, it is 

with a profound sense of sorrow and 
shock that I learned of the death of Ad¬ 
dison T. Smith, and that shock is felt 
not only within the confines of the House 
but throughout the Nation as well. Ad¬ 
dison Taylor Smith was born in my com¬ 
munity, in Guernsey County, Ohio, and 
his memory is revered by all in that 
county. Addison Taylor Smith came to 
Washington with the Representative 
from the 15th District of Ohio, the Hon¬ 
orable Col. J. B. Taylor, many years ago, 
and remained in Washington until he 
moved to the State of Idaho. I was very 
close to Mr. Smith from my first day in 
the Congress. I was greeted by Mr. 
Smith on my arrival here and as a newly 
elected Member of Congress, he led me 
through the corridors of the Capitol and 
the various buildings on the Hill, intro¬ 
ducing me to many of the Members and 
officials. His advice and counsel were 

him. He was a fine legislator, courage-\ Hiost helpful. 
. ... -.-V n ^*-1 C* W« { 

THE LATE ADDISON T. SMITH 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rec¬ 
ognize at this time the gentleman from 
Idaho [Mr. Budge], 

Mr. BUDGE. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
a feeling, of deep sorrow that I an¬ 
nounce to the House the passing of a 
former distinguished Member of this 
body,, the Honorable Addison T. Smith. 

Mr. Smith was born in Ohio in 1862, 
He entered the House of Representatives 
as a Representative from Idaho the same 
^ear as did our distinguished Speaker, 
the year 1913, and served continuously 
as a Member of this body for 20 years. 

ous, and very careful about what he did. 
He was one of the finest men I have ever 
known. I am very sorry to hear of his 
passing, but he did have a long and use¬ 
ful life. I extend my deepest sympathy 
to the members of his bereaved family. 

Mr. BUDGE. I thank the gentleman. 
Mrs. PFOST. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. BUDGE. I yield to the gentle¬ 

woman from Idaho. 
Mrs. PFOST. Mr. Speaker, I join my 

colleague from Idaho in expressing deep 
regret at the passing- of one of the State’s 
most illustrious citizens, Addison T. 
Smith. Congressman Smith was a fine 
and loyal representative of Idaho in this 
body for 20 years. 

Although I did not know him during 
the years he was in Congress, I have come 
to appreciate him since I came to Wash¬ 
ington. He was a kindly and cordial 
man, and he never entered the House 
Office Building without dropping in my 
office to pay his respects, and to wish me 
well in my work. 

I extend my deepest sympathy at this 
time to his wife and son. Idaho shares 
their grief. 

\ Addison Smith served in this Chamber 
a^j a Representative from Idaho from 
191,3 to 1933. Prior to his election to this 
office, he served as secretary to Senator 
George Laird Shoup from 1891 to 1901 
and toBenator Weldon B. Heybum from 
1903 to 1912. His friends are legion and 
the value\of his devoted public service 
throughouf^his life to his State and the 
people of thik.Nation will be long remem¬ 
bered. 

Mr. Smith -was born on September 5, 
1862, as Abrahaiii,Lincoln began serving 
his 18th month Us President of the 
United States. He Was born near Cam¬ 
bridge, Ohio, my own'fiometown, and the 
people of Guernsey Coupty have followed 
the illustrious career of-this native son 
with deep affection and dride. 

After being graduated from the Cam¬ 
bridge High School and the Commercial 
College at Pittsburgh, Mr. Smith pursued 
the study of law at George Wasiiington 
University and the National Law School 
of Washington, D. C. He was admitted 
to the bar of the District of Colufnbia 
in 1899 and of the State of Idaho in 1905. 

During his service in the House of 
Representatives, Mr. Smith distin- 





• •' j, • ■ > 

: •. V:*-4,ti?3ryiM ■'iv'V f-r.'*?;.-..,. 

{;■>»•-ifti** Vy 4HV4 
■ •'‘ v-;, -.ift. ‘ -' ' 

. ■' 1C iv*Tte^ . '* t) '•*..'> 
'' ' 

• -X»'' r'''1ci<r. t- V: _ « ■' 
• -■■ f'r' V ‘*-'v.( Vr. ^’•'('**•■*■'• 
'1 ■ . V. 

■: ' \tY 

' ■ -c : V. jy* • • 

V' ■'»■*<' 
.> ' t‘! J ' < ■ 

-Vv • r ’-V. 

A;? 
■ifl- on 

■5Kr<e4tO. 
.- CVl tli« 

■v»»w 

'•‘5 

- . •r X w»i re~ 
. •■'•. V'^ ic%>. U1 ick 

' '--i* *'u45^ iA.»V. ln»* WvMtol*l;» 
^-ir, w ' TO^.’oUuj thJ» 

J»v ^ •■ ■ ^ '!*^ '• 
. .- , .irr*. ji object,on ! » 

■ iC- tn*. tr ;;'v,-3j!4i ftcui 

•^IS^V 
' ■. •Vi. '^‘ 

. ■ft ’SSv ' 'tt. »t CM- V v .' eT£«U<4te<tiiy 
i WJjstilnirton. it-n*! 

*f -, 4’ 't .Okj -■% nviv- <>v ^0 

A*jl. 5i« -•rV'' Vft;/ »;»t«t!K’v3 iu fcO I'f- 
^ iH , •' >'^* **ve crtTlC a!r:ilr» 

‘tt Oisirujt Of ^'O^J of hla 
^ »tAit of Ohio av' tba tHe .e 
* . »oty «Kr*OD<«Ji in Cojaitowv llso 

>-:^y rtia^hv 
U<:. fttnith fttionrtW thf op<^nlii*' of 

»eviry «5n<?B of the Caoeresa cv«r » p«- 
f Jioa Of eT which .i‘0«r» the m- 
j uiTflct U# hsifi «D Ihe Oovmiifteat of ’his 
, eo'intry. 
, t kaofF ihat th** Membcis of the Houjfl 
; wid hte ttutny f»l€ix!« iirre join xsft in 
ih«u ;foii ^vel th*; tre «h«il bo longer 
unjcy »ubp TLvfs (tltd cOnJOMeJonihfp of 

-n, aip6t b'eninl, lov*i>oli’. imd reape3t««S 
eetitlemnn, 
\ A^.lBoa T. t»j»! WijuTely missed. 

..Mr. MAHTtN Mr. opealfer. I join 
irtto ihr jf.jtitUf’JitD 'rran TcIjl>hj In hia 
eTpliWfclon of ^jTOiMithy a\ ilia firath oi 
o«er VIoTed frl«o<f. Aidiaou I*. Soflltb’ 
W »r«t ." »rtie to Cor.i:rts» 82 ye«V» 
aSP Mr.iSmil'.i i^a« oce of »he -uUsiaTt 
nrd wjle'l^tsJatiir# he.’O. He w »8 r tnan 
of y<fion Hfui ahaitjr. Itf cfar^aodcd 
the retspe^l til of us for hirwlevotioa 
to the of th* oounlvy. ii’’ in- 

thanic tv« s<h<*o- 
/■ 

Mf. Spt ivn«f. tint 

‘^v. ytm jiiDiCiAnv* 

/j' - '■ ’■■T.A'• . ' wir, R.‘ e<corrl Jtn re- 
t-" if. ■ Jtwocr b - *.' < 

nt thAV tiv '. --rn'ilitVEO 
ii’liiP ..rs ««4f iv-r*t;-.s5Joa 

^ yei '. '** *01. r 
' ,.fe.- -v ^ 

*l\; ^ l*l Jv lt.are vl»Jf.3tk i. to 
' ■ rr.," -i ' f Uto jrf.ai 

.'f.c • 
-■. • - s rV .'rtlcii. 

?V“ 

X-*r: cc oH 

•k«r, T tf)f 
1^. .-ijr . I'y.j/ : : ;c cf."^ fiom tha 

”■^•2 • - : ,V '.!U til H Jficfl’ -O 
«r !>i. '.u'r «d !;:• luttSiix 

I Civ.*nk ■• v^aaKifr .• , -A Th ry.’- 
' "*•: Sik-WV'- -»<!»'io'.soo* th, ?r>to. 

«v:. v Jsr.d 
* .,V rw. sd k>i -h« 

•, Wwafr- /■ 

m^t tn ntCaira s,9utjcnif<i tout 
r 1 {«r hl» rctJrfsib iii. Itc tr \da frr lUfi 4 
T.vtU on spc'cHiI <Wio'“1at». A Khait 
time a*o drsiilb- eV« C? yf«i« he ci-Uad 
end V as hU iK.ikfai seAjM Mif 

I Join vith tile ^^riya'iD irem Ifiahn 
!n astre^siiia sortri-v iy i«js deuth «..id 
rty sytapk'thy i!i^^3t<'3t.cled to i is fisnuv 
in. the los-* of R yati-lot.V Amerlt-iil 

Mr liUDGS; 1 Uuick tbA-’enJ-TiUin. 
Mr. 1 Agm Mr. Spca'iik. vfll l3.o 

-rftnUehv u 
Mr ?»' -JB. X ykld w th**^ntr<!' 

man ft'.T ?^rv* V irk. ^ 
MA 'l'A'BKIf. ?4r-Speaker, T waAly«0 

far R fears ciurm* ihe service of Aojli- 
.«:o» T. aioiUi. I vras very ciwkf'to bl«i 
R.o<l had the mnrt Pile&rantri'laU'vnjii wllV , , 
flm. He w«u a fiP" b^rlftlator. cour/iit- 
o>ts. aiiri very careXtal alM. ' what te cM « Aocjem . ruith 

.Hr B^DCS. 
werruv 

m. .Ti:6'Hrr>-9 
n'entJtmsrt ykirt? 
t Mr, X Sdcltt to th.>- sten'.ltirftJ. 
^nj Ofc1'-. . . ' 

hXi, JK>KlNa Mi Spa An, t am 
fe nf tv ht'R*' of l.he paasiT^ ot Aviditfoiv 
T. BWlth As Use itntkjtaan froiso Idaho 
!•*» etsUed. Mr. tfnutb o.-isinanjf came 
from O'.do and "c the M'tnwets ot Coc' 
.fiittii (rum Ohio. oiVaft hAd a -At ortec- 
Hoo for him becpitse he ftaxno frgm our 
Biate far on* r*adon, and ar.other msuon 
was latcaase an wnn tnew AddifAm T> 
Smtto Knew that he was a T?af jrcntlc- 
cttu. I itH fvoiD* to .nti» him becR-jsc 
I alway? ri'*' him wUen he came n;> un 
hi* p?ivi^c visit ■> to tiic Kouae severed 
iSmwi.a year. I extend icy tBet.iefcl 
avrcpRthy to tJa XeruSiy la tills hour vC 
th^- ntiow..- 4 
^ir. BUDCiE- I th.?ink the gentleman. 

Mr. HKMtiai&rav. Mr. Speaker, vnJi 
'the gentlMn.tv: yicit? 

Mr. BUOO*. i yield to U»:5 feutie- 
man from C»no. 

Mr. HBiiTTiEKSOlf. Hr, BpeaJktr, H H 
wrtb a piofoutui- t‘u*c of -voiroa .'\n<l 
alKxk thotl iearned of the dec.th ef Ad» 
fitson T. Bmlth. and that sJiock is felt 
not only irt'.hin ?hc*janlvne.;o! the Ho.** 
w’K Wiroualiout thr >ia^u s-e well.; Ade; 
dison Taylor Sxruih fsui latm.in my com- 
mnnlty. in G*j*ir)'‘’«y do'jutfi Ohio, and 
hl<« jsifnvory iu revered t- *U in that 
county. Adtl son TavJcr iCuith oa.'ia* Vo 
Wfcjhimrton vdtl. ihe K.'prc'et>UUy« 
frcci the I3th ui^trict ef Ohio, the Kws- 
<wrttb.aCol J i*. Taylor, vnaiv y*ars *«©. 
and rem iir.M la Wsshitiaicn until te 
mowd to < heBtate of Ida 10. I vra.*. very 
close tu Mr. Smith frtait my first day m 
tr4e Coii;irr4.'^. 1 wiva ctW-tVe^: by Mr. 
BmHh on my :»rr|val here and jv a newly 
riseted Momher of Oon?rev., he kd we 
throupji rh«* ooiTlckora U. the Oat*tt«>V and 
tha TJHlotts buCdinyr bo tho Iflll. Ifitn*- 
dndiiii me to rowu of the Members and 
ntfteUb. ijia lul'.-ice and I oun«d were 

what he 
>1“ wa.i oiv of the fines; ntt. Z have ever. 
bnowT. I an. vevy vjtjj to ht?.r of hVi 
jgi4gdL,4. hdt h: did have a loner atid nie- 
Xui life. I t.v‘,e«d ciy deepest sytnpa.thy 
to ih^ mr-mbers of hi* bo . r^rc'i fam}V>. 

■er'^ed hi ihkr '.ditTalX’ 
i& u Sbeorv^iitlvo fi'oa.T.-aho freo* 
l^tS to i83J. Prior to bl;. eltxUcn to Ih's 
offi^ he ^erv.'d as .•cer- tary :o Serio^or 
Of»o^ mud iih.'Up Xrtai Ift&I to 190i 
a- d lo’Btuattr ^ jldcn B. n<;butn frrmi 



PROCEEDINGS' 

OFFICE OP BUDGET AND FINANCE 
(For Department, Staff Only) 

I OF INTEREST TO THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
J Issued July 17, 19^6 

For actions of July l6, 1996 
81ith-2nd, No. 120 

CONTENTS 

Accounting, ♦......« , ,7 
Animal disease, • • * t ,1 
Appropriations. • •«,l,2Gl^32 
Atomic energy,..,019 
Attaches ,1. 
Budgeting....7,3U‘ 
Buildings.20 
Cranberries.....«9 
Slectrification,... ,,30,36 
Executive pay,32 
Farm credit ..  ,3 
Farm program,...........UO 
FCIC..1 
FHA.1 
Flood control..,.o.....,16 
Food and drugs,19,19,26,1^3 

Foreign aid,......32,37,39 
Forestry,,,«.,.,,,.3,23,U9 
Fruitfly.,20 
FS.1,19 
Information...   ,29 
.Lands,..^,10,18,2U 

■Legislative program.. *, ,32 
Loans, farm.......22 
Marketing...  «9' 
Military 

c ons truction11,14I4 
Milk impprts........,.,olU 
Minerals. ,l8 
Monopolies .L.y ♦ • • • • •J^l 
Penalty mail,,....... 
Personnel.....''*' 1,27,38 

Postal rates,....,26 
Property,......,,214 
Reclamation,...*.n.*,31,32 
Records..  ,12 
Research.,9 
School lunch.,26,28 
Security,..,*6 
Social security,.,...29,32 
Soil conservation,,,,,,9,1; 
Surplus commodities,...,11 
Trade fairs.*«,13 
Veterans' benefits,...,,22 
Mater...     .17,33 
Matersheds.21 
Wheat.... 0,... • o39,U2 
Wildlife.10 

HIGHLIGHTS: House passed bills to: Permit liSDA-State-local employee exchanges? 
authorize acquisition of additional lands in Cache National Forest? approve Middle 
Atlantic interstate forest fire compact; releasevcertain Tongass Forest receipts 
from escrow; continue AGP authority; authorize transfer of certain ARS lands in 
Alaska; extend time for report on,-Government security program. House received con¬ 
ference report on bill to simplify accounting procedihrss and facilitate payment of 
obligationsHouse committee reported bill to improve budgeting and accounting 
methods. House agreed to Senate amendments to bill to merge intermediate credit 
banks and production credit Associations, House received 'President's veto message 
on military construction measure; House committee reported'^^ill to include cran-* 
berries for canning and fi’eezing in Marketing Agreements Act^ House committee report¬ 
ed bill to require conformance x-dth State game laws on certaift,^Federal lands. House 
committee reported USDA point-of-order bill# Sen, Ellender intr<,oduced bill to imple— 

(continued on page \ 
/ HOUSE 

1 APPROPRIATIONSo The Agriculture Committee reported vdth amendment H, R, 11682, 
to facilitate the control and eradication of certain animal disease^, to facilit¬ 
ate thd' carrying out of agricultural and related programs, to facilitate the 
agricultural attache program, and to facilitate the operations of FLA, 

(H. Rept, 2732), p. 11799 

2, PERSON!®!, Passed as reported S, 1919, to permit the exchange of 
this Department and employees of State political subdivisions or educational 
institutions for a period not to exceed 2 years in duration, p, 

3, FORESTRY, Passed as reported H, R, 8898, to authorize the purchase of additional 

lands within the Cache National Forest, Utah, p, 11721 
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Passed i^rithout ainenditient S, 3032, to approve the Kiddle Atlantic Inter¬ 
state Forest Fire Compact, This bill is nov readv for the President, p,11726 

Passed without amendment S, 2517, to provide for the release of certain 
Tonga.ss i'lational Forest timber receipts from escrow. This bill is now ready 
for the President, p, 11731 

U, SOIL COFSERVaTION, Passed id-thout amendment S, 3120, to further extend the 
period of Federal administration of the AGP program from Jan, 1, 1957 to 
Jan, 1, 1959, This bill is ready for the’ "President, A similar bill, H, R, 
8321, was laid, on the table, p, 1173^ 

5, LAND TFcAIISFER, Passed vrithout amendment S, 33hhf to authorize the transfer of 
the Baranof Castle site (former research land) to the city of Sitka, Alaska, 
This bill is nox^’ ready for the President, A similar bill, H, R, 9678, was laic 
on the table, p, 11731 

6, GOVERi'MENT SECURITY* Passed xrithout amendment S, J.'^Res, 182, to extend (xintil 
June 30, 1957) the time limit for the filing of a final report of the Commissic 
on Government Security, This measure is now ready for the President, A simi^ 
measxxre, H, J. Res, 655, x«;a,s laid on the table, p, 11733 

7* ACCOUIiTING, Received the conference report on H, R, 9593, to simplify; 
accounting methods and facilitate the payment of obligations (H, Rept, 2726), 
p. 11786 

The Government Operations Coiranittee reported xjith amendment H, R, 11526, 
to iraprove governmental budgeting and accounting methods and procedures (H, 
Rept, 273U)* p, 11795 

8, FARJI CR DIT, Agreed to the Senate amendihents to H, R, 10285, to m.erge p;'’oductic 
credit corporations in Federal intermediat,e credit banks, to provide for retire 
mient of Government capital ^ n Federal inter^tiediate credit banks, a nd to proxride 
for supervision of production credit associal^ions. This bill is now ready for 
the President, p, II787 \ 

9, IliiRKrTIMG, The Agriculture Committee reported i<7rt^out amendment H, R, 838ii, to 
extend the provisions of the Agricultural Iiarketin'g Agreement Act of 1937, to( 
cranberries for canning or freeaing processing (H, Ttept. 2721), p, 11795 

10, I'JILDLIFE, The Kerchhnt Narine and Fisheries Committee reported xjith amendment 
H, R, 8250, to r^uire conformance with State and Terri^rial fish and gam.e 
laws and licens^g requirements on Federal lands not sub.i^ct to such laxjs (H. 
Rept. 2728), /, 11795 A 

11, IiILITjxRY CONSTRUCTION^ SURPLUS COIi ODITIES, Received the President’s veto 
message on H, R, 9893, to authorize certain construction at military install 
lations. The bill authorizes the Secretary.'" of Defense to use for faraily housini 
in foreign countries, foreign currencies not to exceed ;>250 million acquired 
pursant to the prox^’isions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance 
Act of 195i-'-, or through other commodity transactions of the CCC (H, Doc, U50), 
p. 11788 

12,^CORDS, Passed over, at the request of Rep, Cunningham, S, 236U, to further 
/ clarify GSA»s jurisdiction over records management, p. II716 \ 

. TRADE FAIRS, Passed as reported H, J, Res. 6oh, to authorize the President to 
invite the various States and foreign countries to participate in the U, S, 
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AUTHORIZING CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY 

INSTALLATIONS 

MESSAGE 

FROM 

THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
RETURNING 

WITHOUT APPROVAL THE BILL (H. R. 9893) TO AUTHORIZE CER¬ 
TAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS, AND FOR 

OTHER PURPOSES 

July 16, 1956.—Referred to the Committee on Armed Services and ordered to 
be printed 

I 

I) 

i 

To the House of Representatives: 
I return herewith, without my approval, H. R. 9893, to authoiize 

certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes. 
The bill authorizes the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air 

Force to establish or develop military installations and lacihties by 
acquh’ing, constructmg, converting, rehabihtatmg, or installing perma¬ 
nent or temporary public works and family housing necessaiy lor the 
operation of the armed services. 

While I recognize the manifest importance of this measure to national 
defense, I cannot approve it so long as it contains certain provisions 
found in sections 301 and 419. . 

Section 301 provides that none of the authorization contained m 
that section relating to the Talos missile 
shall be effective until the Secretary of Defense shall have come into agreement 
with the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and of the House of Represent¬ 
atives with respect to its utilization. 

If the committees should fail or decline to agree to the plans prepared 
bv the Secretary of Defense, the practical effect of this provision would 
be to lodge in the committees the authority to nullify congressional 

71011—56 1 



2 CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 

authorization. The provision would also compel the Secretary of 
Defense, an executive official, to share with two committees of the 
Congress the responsibility for the carrying out of the Talos missile 
authorization. This procedure would destroy the clear lines of re¬ 
sponsibility which the Constitution provides. 

Section 419 provides that— 

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Act or any other law, no contract 
shall be entered into by the United States for the construction or acquisition of 
family housing units by or for the use of the Department of Defense unless the 
Department of Defense, in each instance, has come into agreement with the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

While the Congress may enact legislation governing the making of 
Government contracts, it may not constitutionally delegate to its 
Members or committees the power to make such contracts, either 
directly or by giving them the authority to approve or disapprove a 
contract which an executive officer proposes to make. 

Two years ago I returned, without my approval, a bill (H. K. 7512, 
83d Cong.) containing similar provisions. At that time I stated that 
such provisions violate the fundamental constitutional principle of 
separation of powers prescribed in articles I and II of the Constitu¬ 
tion, which place the legislative power in the Congress and the execu¬ 
tive power in the executive branch. 

Once again, I must object to such a serious departure from the 
separation of powers as provided by the Constitution. Any such 
departure from constitutional procedures must be avoided. I am 
persuaded that the true purpose of the Congress in the enactment of 
both of these provisions was to exercise a close and full legislative 
oversight of important programs of the Department of Defense. 
This purpose can be properly attained by requiring timely reports 
from the Executive. Such reports would provide the Congress with 
the basis for any further legislative action it may find to be necessary. 

Accordingly, I am retm’ning H. R. 9893, with my urgent recom¬ 
mendation that it be reenacted without the objectionable provisions. 

Dwight D. Eisenhower. 
The White House, 

July 16, 1966. 

H. R. 9893 

Eightt-fourth Congress op the United States op America, at the Second 

Session, Begun and Held at the City of Washington on Tuesday, the 

Third Day of January, One Thousand Nine Hundred and Fifty-six 

AN ACT To authorize certain construction at mOitary installations, and for other pmposes. 

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

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military installa¬ 
tions and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

technical services facilities 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and storage facilities, $147,000. 
Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California Institute of Technology), California; 

Research and development facility, $143,000. 



CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 3 

Pueblo'Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, $2,142,000. 
Seneca'Ordnance Depot, New York; Utilities, $88,000. 
Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, $258,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama; Maintenance facilities, training facilities, family 

housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 
White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico; Utilities $693,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities, and maintenance 

facilities, $832,000. r -i-* 
Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Administrative facility, 

$98,000. . . ^ , ..... 
Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 

land acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. _ 
New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facilities 

S631 000 
Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facilities, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

) Army Chemical Center, Maryland; Troop housing, community facility, and 

operational facility, $889,000. a.Aionnf> 
Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utilities, $913,000. _ 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Ilesearch and developinont facilities and 

utilities, $867,000. 
(Signal Corps) 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance facilities, storage facili¬ 
ties, administrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, training facility, operational facilitms, 
maintenance facilities, research and development facilities, and utilities, $4J2,UU0. 

(Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, maintenance facility, and utilities, 

$1,231,000. 
(Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia; Research and 
development facility and community facility, $4,209,000. 

I 

1 

i 
I 

FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 

(First Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts; I^and acquisition, $302,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. 
Oswego New York: Training facilities and land acquisition, $583,000. 
Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facilities, and utilities, 

(1,212,000. , . . , 
(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and community facilities, 

^ Vort*George G. Meade, Maryland; Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
nedical facility, troop housing, and utilities, $5,885,000. . r -i-i 

South Park Military Reservation, Pennsylvania; Administrative facility, stor- 

ige facilities, and utilities, $190,000. 

(Third Army Area) 

Fort Benning, Georgia: Administrative facilities, maintenance facilities, com¬ 
munications facilities, and community facilities, $422,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina; Administrative facilities, operational facility, ana 

utilities, $645,000. 
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Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North Carolina: Administrative 
facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training facility, and community 
facility, $397,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: 0])erational facilities, maintenance facilities, training 
facilities, storage facilities, administrative facilities, trailer site facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities, $7,300,000. 

(Fourth Army Area) 

Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance facilities, and''storage 
facilities, $2,457,000. "" 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $4,173,000. 

(Fifth Army Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative facilities, troop hous¬ 
ing, training facilities, and land acquisition, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, $140,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities and troop housing, 

$1,092,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas: Administrative facilities, community facilities, troop hous¬ 

ing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 
Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lew'is, Washington: Community facilities, training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, family housing, and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facility and community facility, $223,000. 
United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Community facility, $197,000, 
Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research and development facility 

and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilitie.s, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: L^tilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support P'acilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the LTnited States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd .Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance facilities, $1,688,000. 
I'"ort Richardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 
Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, $2,849,000. 
Wildwood Station (Kenai): Storage facility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, maintenance facilities, medical 
facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port facilities, cominunitv 
facilitie.s, improvements to buiidings and utilities, $6,000,000. 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: Land acquisition, $143,000. 
Helernano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisition and utilities, $136,000. 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: I'amily housing and land acquisition, $2,668,000. 
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(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, Navy, and Air Force 
facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations; Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, community 
facilities, storage facilities, training facilities, administrative facilities, medical 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. , -c j -i-j. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classmed military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabihtatmg, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, in a total amount 

$200,78.3,000. ^ j j -.n 
Sec 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended with 

respect to Fort Jav, New York, under the heading “Continental United 

States” and siibhkdings “field forces facilities (First ^rmy Areii) m 
section 101, by striking out “$731,000” pd insertmg in place thereof $1,08^^^^ 
and in clause (1) of section 502, by striking out “$224,927,000 and $533,904,000 
and inserting in place thereof “$225,277,000” and “$534,254,000”, respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as reads 
“Adak Station, Alaska: Operational Facilities (including trooP ’ 
S70 000’^ is amended to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facilities incliid- 
ing troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) of section 502 thereof is amended by 
striking the figure “$462,600” and inserting m place thereof $572,600 . 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all necessary studies, by con¬ 
tract or otherwise, to determine an appropriate site for the relocation of the San 
Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by January 31, 1J5/. 
Expenditure of $25,000 out of appropriations available to the Department ot ttie 
Army is authorized for such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military installa¬ 
tions and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 
stalling permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, appur¬ 
tenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

shipyard facilities 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Replacement of pier, and plans and 
specifications for drydock facilities, $7,332,000. . iDi.tQnoo 

Naval shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging equipment, $148,000. 
Naval minecraft baso, Charleston, South Carolina: Operational facilities, per- 

sonnel facilities, training facilities, maintenance facilities, storage facilities, com¬ 
munity facilities, securitv facilities, and utilities, -$7,902,000. a, j. r 

Naval shipvard. Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying effects of 
ground subsidence and waterfront facilities, $5,984,000 ^ i „ a 

Navy underwater sound laboratory. New London, Connecticut: Research and 
development facilities and land acquisition, $304,000 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, $300,000. 
Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land acquisition, $244,000 
Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida; Medical facilities, 

S84 000 
Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California; Plans and specifications for drydock 

facilities, $1,300,000. . , t j * *4-*.^.. cooo ooo 
Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida; Land acquisition, $200,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Florida; Utilities, $927,000, 
Naval station. Long Beach, California: Waterfront facilities, $2,256,000. 
Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, $226,000. 
Naval station, Newport, Rhode Island: Waterfront facilities, personnel facili- 

ties, community facilities and utilities, $11,672,000. 
Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, $2,844,000. 
Naval station. Orange, Texas; Flood-protection facilities, including land 

acquisition, $265,000. 
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AVIATION FACILITIES 

(Naval Air Training Stations) 

landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, Texas: Airfield pavements, 
$2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field, Texas: Personnel facilities, operational 
facilities, community facilities, station and aircraft maintenance facilities and 
utilities, $2,247,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $4,00.3,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Personnel facilities, training 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage facilities and ahcraft 
maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site preparation, utilities, 
aircraft training facilities, and land acquisition. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facilities and plans and 
specifications for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: Land acquisition, $13,000. ( 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 

station, Alameda, California: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
!)>2,b 15,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Navigational aids and land 
acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: Personnel facilities and 
utilities, $778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Personnel facilities, airfield pavements, 
Iq Vqc facilities, community facilities, and storage facilities, 

< «5o,U(J0, 

station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, personnel 
facilities, storage facilities, operational facilities, training facilities, communitv 
facilities, and utilities, $4,052,000. 

station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
$17U,U(JU. 

Na,val auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: Aircraft and station 
maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, operational 
lacilities, administrative facilities, personnel facilities, communications facilities 
community facilities, and utilities, $1.3,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Aircraft maintenance facili- 
Ues, and land acquisition including not to exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial 
Uounty, California, to partially defray the county’s cost in relocating the Niland- 
Blythe Road, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training facilities, aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, community facilities, and land acquisition, except none of the 
authorization for land acquisition pertaining to the Black Rock area shall apply 
unless the Secretary of Defense shall resurvey the entire requirement, including 
the possible use of other Governm_ent-controlled lands in the State of Nevada 

® possibility of joint Navy-Air Force utilization of existing facilities, and 
the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the Armed Services Committees of the 
Senate and House of Representatives that the acquisition of the Black Rock 
extension is essential to meet the Navy’s training requirements, $8,304,000. 
t .‘Aiy facfiity, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Airfield pavements, water- 
tront laciIities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft 
and station maintenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, $6,000,000. 

JNaval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational aids, operational facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170 000. 
JNaval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and specifications for development 

of master jet aircraft facilities, and land acquisition, $10,089,000. 
Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facilities, operational facil¬ 

ities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, land acquisition, and obstruction re¬ 
moval for flight clearance, $8,835,000. 

( 

I 

I 

i 
I 
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Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Land acquisition, $89,000. 
Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia; Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 
Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: Airfield pavements, 

ordnance and ammunition storage facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, water¬ 
front facilities, operational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 
$13,072,000. , , 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, personnel 
facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, training facilities, ordnance 
facilities, open storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, and relocation ot 
Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. . 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and navigational aids, $2,753,000. , . . c 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, personnel facilities, and utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Utilities, $149,000. 

(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Carolina; Aircraft and 
station maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, medical facilmes, per¬ 
sonnel facilities, training facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 
facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and utilities, $17,384,0UU. 

Marine Corps air station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Aircraft maintenance 

facilities, $170,000. . .. • ^ c 
Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 

administrative facilities, airfield pavements, storage facilities, ammunition 
storage facilities, medical facilities, training facilities, personnel facilities, opera¬ 
tional facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. _ 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, training facilities, enmmunity 
facilities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 
$12,556,000. ^ .. c ^ 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Plans and specifica¬ 
tions for research and development facilities, $693,000. •,■+•.,0 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New .Jersey: Research and development facilities 
and equipment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. ,. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Aircraft maintenance facilities 
and research and development facilities, $475,000. nr c + fr.«n;+;oa 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: Waterfront facilities, 
fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, and community tacilities, 
SI 682 000 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: Research and development 
facilities, $128,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities $149,000. 
Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode Island; Storage faciMies, $390,000. 
Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, $50,000. «iQQnnn 
Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington; Replacement of seawall, $199,UUU. 

MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage facilities, personnel 
facilities, maintenance facilities, community facihties, and uUlities, $1,742 uuu 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, administrative facilities, and com¬ 

munity facilities, $3,436,000. t> 1 r,„n:+,-oc- 
Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Personnel facil ties, 

administrative facilities, training facilities, community facilities, medical facilities, 
storage facilities, and utilities, $5,092,000. , ^ ^ „ 1 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Personnel faciht ., 
administrative facilities, storage facilities, training facilities, community facilities, 

^^Mariiie Co^s base. Camp Pendleton, California: Utilities, boat basin facilities, 
and land acquisition, $3,429,000. ^ ,-1 .-r TTfunioo 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, California. Utilities, 
$294,000. 
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Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, California; Community 
facilities and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, Virginia: Security 
facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia; Training facilities, ammunition 
storage and ordnance facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California; Personnel facilities and 
community facilities, $1,679,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Ordnance facilities, $1,100,000. 
Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: Ordnance facilities, 

$404,000. 
Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: Research and develop¬ 

ment facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements and fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance facilities, $600,000. 
Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, California: Ammunition storage and ord¬ 

nance facilities, $1,584,000. 
Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: Ammunition storage and 

ordnance facilities, $993,000. 
Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, California: Ordnance facilities, 

$2,176,000. 
Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition storage and ordnance 

facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Marvland: Earthwork and land acquisition, 
$7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryland; Personnel facilities, training 
facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Personnel facilities, $97,000. 
Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Training facilities, personnel 

facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 
Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia; Personnel facilities, 

$237,000. 
Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois; Personnel facilities, and training 

facilities, $8,413,000. 
MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, $12,730,000. 
Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital elevator, $57,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Communications facilities, per¬ 
sonnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acquisition, $2,450,000. 
Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: Communications 

facilities and personnel facilities, $2,029,000. 
Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: Communications facilities, 

$45,000. 
Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communications facilities, 

$83,000. 
OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 

Naval research laboratory. District of Columbia: Plans and specifications for 
research and development facilities, $1,300,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land acquisition, $443,000. 
Naval construction battalion center. Port Hueneme, California: Replacement 

of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,581,000. 
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Outside the United States 

9 

• SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval ship repair facilities, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Waterfront facilities, 

$1 637 000 
Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at Olongapo, flood control 

and drainage facilities and community facilities, $9,378,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and laundry and dry 
cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $680,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, aircraft maintenance 
facilities fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station, B.arber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Personnel 
facilities and aircraft maintenance facilities, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Personnel facilities. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
personnel facilities, communications facilities, family housing, community facili¬ 

ties, and utilities, $4,572,000. a • r. • + c -rf • n lu 
Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfaeld pave¬ 

ments dredging, navigational aids, and fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 
Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 
Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Aircraft maintenance facili¬ 

ties, and family housing, $1,401,000. XA. *• • A f -l-A- 
Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 

airfield pavements, fuel storage facilities, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, 
medical facilities, and utilities, $4,470,000.. ,, , 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Airfield pavements, break¬ 
water, and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement of fuel storage facilities, $5,000,000. 
Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage facilities, $1,599,000. 
Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Covered and cold storage 

facilities, administrative facilities, operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
waterfront facilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Ordnance facilities, 

$971 000. 
Naval ordnance facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Ordnance facilities. 

Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance facilities, $241,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Okinawa: Communications facilities, 

S75 000 
Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: Communication 

facilities, $222,000. _ t i j r -uf 
Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Communications facilities, 

and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, $2,210,000. . . u 
Sec 202 The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to obtain by contract, such 

engineering, location, and site planning studies as may be necessary to enable him 
to determine the feasibility and advisability of establishing, continuing, or relocat- 

H. Doc. 450, 84-2-2 
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ing the following facilities: Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets); 
Naval magazine. Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed $150,000 
for such studies may be made out of the appropriation “Military Construction, 
Navy”. The Secretary of the Navy shall report to the Committees on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Representatives the conclusions of these 
studies together with such recommendations as he shall consider appropriate. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval 
installations and facilities by constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing I 
permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, equipment, and family housing in the total amount of 
$84,043,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eighty-first Congress is amended as follows: ! 
(a) In title II under the heading “Continental United States” change the 

amount for “Naval base, New'port, Rhode Island: Sewage facilities”, from 
“$1,243,000” to “$1,268,000.” 

(b) In title IV section 402, clause (2) change the amount for public works au- I 
thorized by title II: “Inside continental United States”, from “$135,719,800” to \ 

“$135,744,800.” 
Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended as ! 

follows: [ 
(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much thereof under the heading 

“Continental United States” and subheading “supply facilities” as reads ' 
as follows: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and | 
jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and 
jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,500”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Continental United States” 

and subheading “communication facilities”, strike out so much thereof as 
read as follow's: j 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated communica¬ 
tion facilities; $2,694,500”; and insert in place thereof the following: j 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated communica- I 
tions facilities, and land acquisition, $2,694,500”. | 

Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended as follows: i 
(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” and | 

subheading “aviation facilities”, change the amount for “Naval air missile i 

test center (San Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California,” from “$1,132,000” to | 
“$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” and 
subheading “ordnance facilities”, change the amount for “Naval ammunition 
depot, Hawthorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for public works authorized 
by title II for inside continental United States from “$102,042,000” to i 
“$102,956,000”; and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. j 

Sec 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended as follows: [J 
(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” and ' 

subheading “shipyard facilities”, change the amount for “Naval electronics 
laboratory, San Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” and 
subheading “fleet base facilities”, delete that portion which reads as follows: | 
“Navy Department District of Columbia: famJly housing, $81,000”. I 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” and ' 
subheading “aviation facilities”, change the amount for “Naval auxiliary air 
station, El Centro, California” from “$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike out so much 
thereof as reads as follows: j 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia; Aircraft m.aintenance facilities, training 
facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert 
in place thereof the following: j 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facilities, training 1 
facilities, communication facilities, operational facilities, and land acquisition, 
$4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201 under the heading “Continental United States” and 
subheading “ordnance facilities”, delete that portion which reads as follows: 
“Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisition, $200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Continental United States” 

and subheading “ordnance facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as 
follows: 
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“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Testing facilities, a,nd 
railroad facilities and barricades, $1,132,000”; and insert m place thereof the 

^°^“°Navai ammunition depot, Oahu Territory of Hawaii: Testing facilities, rail¬ 
road facilities and barricades, and land acquisition, $1,132 000 . - 

(f) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for P^'^lic works authorized 
by title II for inside continental United States from '^293,690 600 
“$299,512,600”; and the total amount from “$564,224,300 to $o64,046,300 . 

TITLE III 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, .converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

AIR defense command 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: Operational and training 

^^Sth* M^Mcipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational and training 
facilities maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, S'SDri,uuu. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Housing and community 

^*^mhS Iflen ^Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $4 21L 

Geiser Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and housing and community facilities, and family housing, 

^^’O^asgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisitio , 

^^^Gra^'^ForkTAfr Forte^Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

^^GmSdidew Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: .Opc^io'V^J ^utilities^and 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,673,009. 
^ Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: Operational and tiam- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,087,000. ^ i 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: 9pe^-ational and traimi g 
facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

ac^is^ition^$2^96M00.^^^ Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities^ maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

^'Soss\ir^Se Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Ope^tmnal 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and la 

^“iGamath FaUs^Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and eround improvements, and land acquisition, it>l,loU,uuu. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,514,UUJ. 

McGh’ee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Operational and tnaining fac 1 - 
ties, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,054,000. IotM 

Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and training facilities, and land 

^‘^Maniltee ^Ah’^Sce Base, Manistee, Michigan: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, a-dramistrative facilities housing 
and community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2 906,000 

Minneapolis-^Saint Paul International f 
Operational and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $3,015,000. 
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Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware; Operational and training 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 
Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supplv facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $3,030,000. \ 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts; Operational and training 
facilities,^ maintenance^facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facili¬ 
ties, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, and familv housing, 
$11,577,000. > u , . B, 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and training facilities, mainte- I 
nance facilities, supply facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land i 
acquisition, $13,503,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Operational and training I 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasvhle, Wisconsin: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $6,- 
801,000. I 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Operational and training i 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. | 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Operational and training ' 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and land ! 
acquisition, $2,288,000. I 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Operational and training 1 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and land i 
acquisition, $1,802,000. | 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Operational i 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, j 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, .$5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,876,000. ' 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational and training facili- I 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and ! 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, and i 
family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Operational and training i| 
facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land * 
acquisition, $2,255,000. 

Auma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and training facilities, ' 
maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 1 
and land acquisition, $3,545,000. | 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, I 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utili- j 
ties and ground improvements and land acquisition except that none of the 
authorization relating to the TALOS missile shall be effective until the Secretary 
of Defense shall have come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees | 
of the Senate and of the House of Representatives with respect to its utilization, 
$37,760,000. 

AIR MATERIEL COMMAND j 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisition, $1,541,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training facilities, I 
maintenance facilities, research, development and test, facilities, supply facilities, ; 
housing and community facilities, utilities and ground imiiroN'ements, and land 
acquisition, $17,966,000. 

Hill Air force Base, O.gden, Utah: Maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,339,000. 



CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 13 

Kelly Air Force Base, Sail Antonio, Texas; Operational and training, fecilities, 
maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, >570,000 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: Supply facilities, !h5-i,uuu. 
McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Administrative facilities, 

housing and community facilities, and land acciyisition, $1,424,000. 
Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington; Land acquisition, 

$4,000. . , w • • 
Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Operational and tiaimng 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $1,572,000. 
Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania; Alaintenance facilities, 

administrative facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $o,yS4,l)UU 
Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 

housino' and communitv facilities, and utilities and ground 
$5,478,000. 

---, 
improvements. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: Supply facilities, S473,000. 
Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: Supply facilities, $U,L0UU. 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational and training 

facilities, hospital facilities, and housing and community facilities, $5, JJU,uuu. 
Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family housing, $89,000. . 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and trainmg 

facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$17 138 000 
Various locations; Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

and utilities, and ground improvements, $444,000. 

AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, development and test facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $21,094,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

^^Bryaif Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and community facilities, and 

^^^^raf^AR Force Base,’ Selma, Alabama; Operational and training facilities, and 

^‘^^dwar'd^Gary ^Ifr^Force Base, San Marcos, Texas; Maintenance facilities, 

$783 000 
Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acquisition, $63,000. 
Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Vyominp Housing and 

communitv facilities, and utilities and ground improvements $l,b54,t)UU. 
Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Operational and training 

facilities, supply facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

^^Jam’eTconnally, Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and land acquisition $4,687,000. . non 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land acquisition, $34,000. 
Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hospital and medical facil s, 

**’Lar°<;drAir Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and ground improvementf, 

“”Lau“^^linT fS; B “efoel Rio, Texas: Operational and training tacilities, 

Luke^ir Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational and training facilitie., 
momtenance facilities, and land acquisition, $2,902,000. , a ■ • 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, Califonua: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, go 1^ 
ities, utUities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,600,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base Wichita, Kansas: Land acquisition, $396,000 
Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 

and maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 
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Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities and ground imorove- 
ments, $111,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land acquisition, $133,000. 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational and training facilities, and 

land acquisition, $4,164,000. 
Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational and training facilities, 

supply facilities, and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $24,433,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition. 

. Tyndall Air lorce Base, Panama City, Florida: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, and maintenance facilities, $716,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training facOities, 
and land acquisition, $977,000. 

Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training facilities, ^90,000. 
Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $6,347,000. 

AIR UNIVERSITY 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facilities, $215,000. 

CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $13,395,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing and community facilities, 
^o45,UUU. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $205,000. 

HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 

Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities and ground improvements, 
$8,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT COMMAND 

Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, and housing and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $1,545,000. 
i- ^ Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, $768,000. 

National Airport, District of Columbia: Maintenance facility. 

( 

I 

i s 

I 
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besearch and development command 

Canel Air Force Plant #G2, Hartford, Connecticnt: R?seareh, development, 
and test facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Research, development, and test 
facilities and housing and eommunity facilities, $5,488,000. j „ 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, and 

fiiicl conimiiiiitv fcicilitics. $7t8^7j000. , , 
Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: Housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, and family housing, 

^^Krtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and research, development, and test facilities, 

^^Laredo%est Site, Laredo, Texas: Research, development, and test facilities, 

^''Lu?ence‘''^G.''*HaAstom Bedford, Massachusetts: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test facilities, 
housLI and community facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and land 

I ^‘^N^ationM ReSr^Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Operational and training 
^ facilities, research, development and test facilities, and utilities and groun 

A?'FoVce B’ase?'Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training tacilities, 
research, development and test facilities, housing and community facilities, 
ntilitips and eround improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000, 

SaSmento Teak Observatory, ’ Sacranrento Peak, New Mexico: Family 

housing, $153,000. 
STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
housinTand community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

‘Ttus Ate Forra Bare', Altiis, Oklahoma: Housing and community facilities, and 

"‘Ssdait st*rN*eK'Louire^^^ Operational and training 
facS maiLnance facilitfes, administrative faci i ^ 
facilities utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $z,iW,UUU. 
^ Bergstrom Air Forcf Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training faci ities, 
su^dy'facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acqunitions, 

^^bJcS’aR Force Ease, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training facilities, and 

I^n^u operations and training 

^ C^s'VrAir IW w“?th,TSas:"’Operational and training facilities, 

“caTurMrForVe''li'sr5^^i^^^^^^^^^ Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and housing and community 

'Tbnto’n'shermTAir Force Base, Clintou, Okl.ahoma: Operational and training 
f.c?iit"», mairnance tacilities, supple tacim^^^^ 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,00 ,0 . +raiTiiTi(r 

Columbus^ Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and training 
faemties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, facilities, 
utilities and eround improvements, and land acquisition, $14,518,000. 

CL-MoM^ Air^ Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Operational and training 

Dow"’Alr'^Forcl ^K"'*Ban|oJl^’Maine: Operational and training facilities 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities housing and community facilities, and 

'^'Sliriif and training faciUties, mainte- 
naic^ faemUes, utihS’ and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

*°^u!wmth Air Force Base Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational and framing 
(aefS. LTtcn^ houJitg and community facnitrea, and land 

acquisition, $943,000. 
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Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and trainin<r 
facdities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $4,457,000. 

1‘orbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and training facilities 
and housing and community facilities, $1,271,000. ’ 

«o?onn Texas: Operational and training facilities 
•p^o,UU(J. ^ 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, suppl3' facilities, and land acquisition, $2 483 000 

Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, New Mexico: Operational and training facilities' 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisitions’ 

^o,54/,(JUU. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities^, hospital and medical facilities, housing and community facilities utili¬ 
ties, and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. ’ 

, Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational and training facilities 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1 131 000 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Operationaland train¬ 
ing facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 
iii6nts, ^lj55ii,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational and training facilities 
maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $4,685,000. ® ouna 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, maiiitenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities housing 
and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. ^ 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Operational and training 
facilities, mamtenimce facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,952,000. ’ 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational and training facilities 

^^522^000^*^ facilities, and housing and community facilities’ 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training facilities 
maintenance facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3 262 000. ’ 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational’and training 
facilities, mamtenan^ facilRies, and housing and community facilities, $1,236 000^ 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and training facili- 

tion $5T5*6 000^*^ facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisi- 

Mitchell Air korce Base, Mitchell, South Dakota: Operational and training 

acqmsTtmn’^le^S^ToOO and ground improvements, and land 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities and 
utilities and ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Ajr Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training facilities 
supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
m^ts, land acquisition, and. family housing, $5,697,000. ^ ^ 

Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $786 000 

facS, $M9f Oof.°'"" New York: Housii’ig and community 

tra^nhSaSii'A^Yr New Hampshire: Operational and 
training tacilities, and housing and community facilities, $661,000. 

omoky Hill Air lorce Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational and training facilities 

Stii'^uLliHpf'' H administrative facilities, housing and communit3; 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,882,000. ‘ 

Force Base, kairfield, California: Operational and training facilities, 
imutenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $923,000. 

Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training facilities 
^ IV m .®0™’^^uriity facilities, and land acquisition, $781,000. 

ffleii;t!p«^ = '’^^^i ^ New Me.xico: Operational and training 
\Vpcr' ^cihties, and housing and communitv facilities, $2,791,000 

trabfinl7n!rTv Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Operational and 
s/nf maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 

acquisition, $&™5;00a^ ’ improvements, and land 
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Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acf|uisition, $3,815,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and land acquisition, $330,000. j • • 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and training 

facilities, and maintenance facilities, $933,000. , , . . , •r+- 
Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and training tacilities, 

maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and removal of hazard, 

blovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Alexico: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and relocation of 

■structure, $4,505,000. _ i j j. • 
Donaldson Air Force Base, Creenville, South Carolina: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, $2,428,000. . j * • • 
England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $2,919,000. j j. • ■ 
Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational and trainuig facilities, 

maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $952 000. 
George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

^^i!angley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, 

and land acquisition, $2,613,000. j + 
Larson Air Force Base, Moses I.ake, Washington: Operational and training 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $1,111,000. „ , ^ j.- „i 
Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and 

housing and community facilities, $1,665,000. j x • • „ 
Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,106,000. 
Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee; Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

SI 583 000 
Seymom- Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$6 637 000 
Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Operational and training facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3 895,UtJU. 
Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah; Operational and training facilitie.s, 

$67,000. 
SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations: Research, development and test facilities, administrative 

facilities, and land acciuisition, $1,240,000. 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations; Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facilities, housing, 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 

and family housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities and family housing, $14,984,000. . 
Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $5,444,000. 
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Galena Airfield; Operational and training facilities and supply facilities, 
$1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport; Operational and training facilities, $289,000. 
Ladd Air Force Base; Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, and 

utilities and ground improvements, $7,055,000. 
Various locations; Operational and training facilities, $6,628,000. 

FAR EAST AIR FORCES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii; Operational and training facilities, 
$991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island; Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facilities, $724,000. 

Various locations; Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
land acquisition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 

Various locations; Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $55,859,000. 

NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

Various locations; Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, and family housing, $75,650,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam; Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and family housing, $2.3,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam; Land acc uisition, $14,000. 
Northwest Air Force Base, Guam; Operational and training facilities, and main¬ 

tenance facilities, $229,000. 
Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico; Operational and training facilities, main¬ 

tenance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,213,000. 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE IN EUROPE 

Various locations; Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 
prefabricated structures, $114,260,000. 

AIRCR.VFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations; Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facihties, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition. 
$70,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop; (a) classified 
inilitary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, reha¬ 
bilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, in the total 
amount of $163,000,000. 

(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made 
necessary by changes in Air Force missions, new weapon.s developments, or 
improved production schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that 
deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next military construction 
authorization Act would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and 
in connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install 
permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000; 
Provided, That the Secretary^ of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives 
immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construe- 
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tion of any public work undertaken under this subsection, including those real 
estate actions pertaining thereto. . 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1049 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is 
amended by the addition of the following: . 

“The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure communication 
services required for the semiautomatic ground environment system. No con¬ 
tract for such services may be for a period of more than ten years from the date 
communication services are first furnished under such contract. The aggregate 
contingent liability of the Government under the termination provisions of all 
contracts authorized hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no 
termination payment shall be final until audited and approved by the General 
Accounting Office which shall have access to such carrier records and accounts as 
it may deem necessary for the purpose. In procuring such services, the Secretary 
of the Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent practicable the facilities and 
capabilities of communication common carriers, including rural telephone co¬ 
operatives, within their respective service areas and for iiower supply, shall utilize 
to the fullest extent practicable, the facilities and capabilities of public utilities 
and rural electric cooperatives within their respective service areas. Negotiations 
with communication common carriers, including cooperatives, and representation 
in proceedings involving such carriers before Federal and State regulatoiy bodies 
where such negotiations or proceedings involve contracts authorized by this 
paragraph shall be in accordance with tlie provisions of section 201 of the Act of 
June'’30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. G. A. sec. 481).” . 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended, under the 
heading “Continental United States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “air defense command”— t., .. 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, tort Myers, Honda, 
strike out “$11,577,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,462,000’ . 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota, strike 
it “$1,200,000” and insert in place thereof ‘^1 623,000”. ^ 
(3) with respect to Grand Forks site, North Dakota, strike out fi)0,Oii^,0UU 

airbase to be 

out 
(3) with resjiect 

and insert in place thereof “$7,709,000’ 
(4) with respect to Greater IMilwaukee area, Wisconsin, 

known as “Richard Bong Air Force Base”, strike out “$16,608,000 and 
insert in place thereof “$23,859,000”. n i • 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, C oraopohs, Pennsylvania, 
strike out “$404,000” and insert in place thereof “$525,000”. . 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, Cahtorma, 
strike out “$1,501,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath f alls, 
Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000” and insert in place thereof $2,656,000 

(8) with respect to AIcGliee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee, strike 
out “$582,000” and insert in place thereof “$817,000”. ^ o-m ooo» 

(9) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike out .^o,ooJ,0Ul) 
and insert in place thereof “$6,603,000”. . . , -ir ii 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Alunicipal Airport, Niagara falls. 
New York, strike out “$1,748,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000 . 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington, strike 
out “$1,039,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “air materiel co.mmand”—With respect to bearsport 
Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$329,000”. 
Under the subheading “air trainino command — .... 

G) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, strike out 
“$2,816,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,438,000”. • 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi, 
strike out “$349,000” and insert in place thereof “$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona, strike out 
“$1,557,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada, strike out 
“$1,153,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,837,000”. 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, feherman, Texas, strike out 
“$956,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,210,000”. 

■(6) with re.spect to Randolph Air Force Base, San ^Antonio, Texas, strike 
out “$549,000” and insert in place thereof “$730,000” . . 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois, strike out 
“$1,247,000” and insert in place thereof $“$1,862,000”. 
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(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida, strike 
out “$478,000” and insert in place thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, strike out 
“$871,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona, strike 
out “$1,045,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

(11) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyeime, Wyom¬ 
ing, strike out “$1,403,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,746,000”. 

Under the subheading “air university”—With respect to Maxwell Air Force 
Base, Montgomerv, Alabama, strike out “$2,661,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$3,031,000”. 

Under the subheading “continental air command”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, strike out 
“$590,000” and insert in place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia, strike out 
“$758,000” and insert in place thereof “$859,000”. 

Under the subheading “military air transport service”—With respect to 
Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina, strike out “.$4,032,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “research and development command” — 

(1) With respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California; strike out 
“$12,429,000” and insert in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Research Facility, Hartford. Connecticut, 
strike out “$22,375,000” and insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air P’orce Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico, 
strike out “$4,965,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command”— 
(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas, strike out 

“$4,214,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,656,000”. 
(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota, 

strike out “$12,380,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 
(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas, strike out 

“•$4,753,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,885,000”. 
(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, Groat k'alls, Montana, 

strike out “$5,435,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 
(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia, strike out 

“$4,115,000” and insert in place thereof “.$4,951,000”. 
(6) with respect to Finecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida, strike out 

“$4,118,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,599,000”. 
Under the subheading “tactical air command”—With respect to Larson Air 

Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington, strike out “$3,574,000” and insertun place 
thereof “$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and warning system”—With re¬ 
spect to “Various locations” strike out “$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$120,382,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the heading 
“Outside Co.ntinental United States” in section 301, as follows: 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the subheading “alaskan air 

command” strike out “$356,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000”. 
(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik¬ 

ing out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$743,989,000”, “$530,563,090” 
and “$1,279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$801,256,000”, “$532,- 
454,000” and “$1,339,060,000”, respectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended, under the heading 
“Continental United States” in section 301, as follows: Under the subhead¬ 
ing “air defense command” with re.spect to Klamath Falls Airport, Klamath 
Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,077,000”. 

(e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik¬ 
ing out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,949,000”, respectively. 

TITLE IV 

general provisions 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to establish 
or develop installations and facilities under this Act without regard to sections 
1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. The authority to place 
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permanent or temporary improvements on land includes authority for surveys, 
administration, overhead, iilanning and supervision incident to construction. 1 liat 
authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved under section .15o 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. 
The authority to provide family housing includes authority to acquire sucli lana 
as the Secretary concerned determines, with the approval of the Secretary ol 
Defense to be necessary in connection with that housing. The authority to acquire 
real estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, and 
interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Lrovern- 
ment-owned land, or otherwise. i „ ^ 

Sec 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces¬ 
sary" for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for public works projects 
autliorized by titles I, II, and III shall not exceed— . . tt j 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,916,000; outside the United 
States, $35,763,000; section 102, $200,783,000; or f total of $323,462,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, me oan nnm 
United States, $61,625,000; section 203, $84,043,000, or a total of $438,-40,000, 

*^^^^3) for title III: Inside the United States, $759,123,000; outside the United 
States, $405,061,000;section 302 (a), $163,000,000;section 302 (b), $50,000,000 
or a total of $1,377,184,000. ^ • * j. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this Act may, in 
the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum tor 
projects inside the United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 
United States. Howeyer, the total cost of all projects in each such title may not 
be more than the total amount authorized to be appropriated for projects m that 

title. 
Sec. 404. Whenever— . , ,. , / \ f 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 4 (c) ot tlie 
Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 Ul U- S. C. 153 (c)) for contracts 
made under this Act for the establishment or development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities in foreign countries would interfere with the carrying 

the*" ^cretery of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods for adequately auditing those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 
Sec 405. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be awarded, 

insofar as'practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible ladder if 
the national security will not be unpaired and the award is consistent with t 
Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). . , . 

Sec 406 The Secretaries of the military departments may acquire land, and 
interests in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost (exclusive of administrative costs 
and deficiency judgment awards), which the Secretary con^rned determines to 
be urgently required in the interests of national defense. The authority unde 
this sictioii may not, however, be used to acquire i^ore than one parcel of lai d 
unless the parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed $5,000 

total COSU7 Secretaries of the military departments may with the approval 
of the Secretary of Defense and following notification of the Armed fee vices 
Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives, acquire, constru t, 
rehabilitate or install permanent or temporary public works, including site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, to restore or replace facilities 

"'Tp^c^'^dOs" Sounder such regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of Defense the Secretaries of the military departments may expend out of aPF®- 
nriations available for military construction such amounts a^ may be required 

for the establishment and development of 
acouiriiiK constructing (except family quarters), converting, extending or 
installing’ permanent or temporary public works determined to be urgently 
reauired^ including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for 
projects’not otherwise authorized by law when the cost of the project is not in 
excess of $200,000 subject to the following limitations: authorized 

(1) No such project, the cost of which is 111 excels of $50,000, shall be autiiorizea 

unless approved in advance by the Secretary of Defense authorized 
12') No such project, the cost of which is 111 excess of $2o,000 shall be autnorizeu 

unleL approved in advance bv the Secretary of the military department concerned^ 
(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any project authorized under 

this section. 
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(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to family quarters may not 
exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military departments may expend out of appro¬ 
priations ayailable for maintenance and operation amounts necessary to accom¬ 
plish a project wliich, except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 
would otherwise be authorized to be accomplished under sub.section (a). 

(c) The Secretary of each department shall report in detail semiannually to the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate and the House of Repre.sentatives with 
respect to the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 

(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), 
is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through the Secretary of a 
military^ department, may provide family housing at Fort McNair, District of 
Columbia, for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the construction or 
rehabilitation of one set of family housing, and special communication facilities, 
without regard to the second proviso of section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 
Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($100,000 for the family housing 
unit and $80,000 for special communication facilities) available to the military 
departments for military construction may be utilized for the purposes of this 
section without regard to the limitations on the cost of family housing otherwise i 
prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for military public works to be 
accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the 
establishment or development of military' installations and facilities, and all 
authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts enacted 
before July 15, 1952, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later authori¬ 
zation are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for ])ublic works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appropriated 
funds have been obligated for construction contracts in whole or in part 
before July 1, 1957, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, 
Flighty-second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as amended 
(50 (I. S. C. 881 et seep); and 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communications, 
France, in the amount of $82,000,000, that is contained in title I, section 102 
of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, is further amended to read as follows: 

“In addition to family housing and community facilities otherwise authorized 
to be constructed or acquired by the Department of Defense, the Secretary of (i 
Defense is authorized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau of 
the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family housing for 
occupancy as public ejuarters, and community facilities, in foreign countries 
through housing and community f.acilities projects which iitilize foreign currencies 
to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to the provisions of the 
Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or 
through other commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the Secretaries of the military 
departments such amounts other than foreign currencies as are necessary for the j 
construction, or acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing and com- 1 
inunity facilities projects in foreign countries that are authorized by section 407 
of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, biit the amount so 
appropriated for any such project may not be more than 25 per centum of the - 
total cost of that project. 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352) is amended 
to road as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 1958 the Secretaries of the 
Army, Navy, mid Air F'orce, respectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities 
at or near military tactical installations for assignment as public quarters to 
military personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental charge upon a 
determination by the Secretary of Defense or his designee that there is a lack of 
adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical installations. Such 
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houeing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual unit basis ^d not more 
than three thousand of such units may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 
for the rental for such housing facilities may be made out of appropriations avail- 
for maintenance and operation but may not exceed $150 a month for any such 

”"s*ec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by section 3 of the Act of 
June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing 
authorized to be constructed at the United States Air Force Academy by the 
Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor area limitations for those forty- 
seven units are as follows: five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superin¬ 
tendent; three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; and one 
thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for each of forty-four units for de- 

partmOTte section 9 of the Air Force Academy Act (68 Stat. 
49) is amended by striking out “$1,000,000” and inserting in place thereof 

■^^$1 858 000^’ 
Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as amended 

(50 U. S. C. 882), is further amended by striking out clause (a) aqd inserting in 
place thereof the following; . 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, construct, expand, rehaDilitate, 
convert, and equip such facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to 
effectuate the purposes of this Act, except that expenditures for the leasing 
of property for such purposes may be made from appropriations otherwise 
available for the payment of rentals and without regard to the monetary 
limitation otherwise imposed by this section;”. • * n 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed at a military installa¬ 
tion under title IV of the Housing Amendments of 1955 (69 Slal- 5^5, 646), any 
outstanding authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), t e 
Act of Julv 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this Act to provide housing at that installa¬ 
tion may be exercised at other military installations of the departinent concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments are authorized to con¬ 
tract for the storage, handling, and distribution of liquid fuels for periods not 
exceeding five years, with option to renew for additional periods not exceeding hve 
years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. This authority is limited to facilities 
which conform to the criteria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense for protection, 
including dispersal, and also are included in a program approved by the Secretary 
of Defen.se for the protection of petroleum facilities. Such contracts may provide 
that the Government at the expiration or termination thereof shall have the option 
to purchase the facility under contract without regard to sections 113b, 364S, and 
3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and prior to approval of title to tlie 
underlying land by the Attorney General: Provided further, Tlmt the Secretaries 
of the military departments shall report to the Armed Services Committees of the 
Senate and the House of Representatives with respect to the names of the contrac¬ 
tors and the terms of the contracts, the reports to be furnished at times and m 
such form as may be agreed upon between the Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments and the Committees on Armed Services. o ^ 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other law, the Secretary of a military 
department may lease, for terms of not more than five years, off-base structures 
including real property relating thereto, in foreign countries, needed for military 

^^SEa^lis. In the design of family housing or any other repetitive tyue buildings 
in the continental United States authorized by this Act, the military departments 
may, to the extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular design in order 
that the facility may be built by conventional construction, on-site fabrication, 

or factory fabrication. ii i . 
Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act or any other law. 

no contract shall be entered into by the United States for the construction or 
acquisition of family housing units by or for ^e use of militoy or civilian per¬ 
sonnel of any of the military services of the Department of Defense unless t e 
Department of Defense, in each instance, has come into agreement with the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives. . , , 

Sec 420. The first two sentences of section 404 of the Housing Ai^ndments 
of 1955 are amended to read as follows: “Whenever the Secretary of Defense or 
his designee deem it necessary for the purpose of this title, he may .V 
purchase, donation, condemnation, or other means of transfer, any land or (wit 
the approval of the Federal Housing Commissioner) any housing financed with 
mortgages insured under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing Act 
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as in effect prior to the enactment of the Housing Amendments of 1955. The- 
purchase price of any such housing shall not exceed the Federal Housing Admin¬ 
istration Commissioner’s estimate of the replacement cost of such housing and 
related property (not including the value of any improvements installed or con¬ 
structed with appropriated funds) as of the date of final endorsement for mortgage 
insurance reduced by an appropriate allowance for physical depreciation, as 
determined by the Secretary of Defense or his designee upon the advice of the 
Commissioner; Provided. That in any case where the Secretary or his designee 
acquires a project held by the Commissioner, the price paid shall not exceed the 
face value of the debentures (plus accrued interest thereon) w'hich the Commis¬ 
sioner issued in ajcjuiring such project.” 

Sec. 421. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, and III of this Act 
shall be deemed to authorize any building construction project within the conti¬ 
nental United States at an average nationwide unit cost in excess of— 

(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing; 
(b) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing; 
(c) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 
(d) $6,600 per man for bachelor officer quarters, 

unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of special circumstances,, 
application to such project of the limitation on unit costs contained in this section 
is impracticable. 

Sec. 422. None of the authorization contained in section 101 of this Act for 
the construction of three-hundred-and-twenty-six-man barracks with mess shall 
be used to provide, with respect to any such barracks, for mess facilities other than 
a single, consolidated mess. 

Sam Rayburn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Walter F. Gteoroe, 
President of the Senate pro tempore. 

[Endorsement on back of bill;] 

I certify that this Act originated in the House of Representatives. 
Ralph R. Roberts, Clerk. 

o 
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Mr. Vinson introduced the following bill; which was referred to the C ommittee 

on Armed Services 

A BILL 
To authorize certain construction at military installations, and 

for other puijioses. 

1 Be if enacted hy the Senate and Hovse of Bepresenta- 

2 fives of the United States of America in Conyres,^ cmembled, 

3 TITLE I 

4 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the xVrmy may establish or 

5 ■ develop military installations and facilities hy acquiring, con- 

6 structing, converting, reha1)ilitating, or installing peimanent 

7 or temporary i)uhlic works, including site preparation, appui- 

8 tenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects; 

I 
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Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California Institute of Tech¬ 

nology), California: Eesearch and development facility, 

$143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, 

$2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

$258,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

training facilities, family housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 

White Sands Proving Grounds, New Mexico: Utihties, 

$693,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities, 

and maintenance facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad¬ 

ministrative facility, $98,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational fa¬ 

cilities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

$1,285,000. 



3 

1 New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania; Main- 

2 tenance facilities, $631,000. 

3 Sharpe General Depot, Califoinia; Maintenance facil- 

4 ities, $655,000. 

5 (Chemical Corps) 

6 Army Chemical Center, Maryland; iioop housing, 

7 community facility, and operational facility, $889,000. 

8 Camp Detrick, Maryland; Storage facilities and utilities, 

9 $913,000. 

10 Dugway Proving Ground, Utah; Pesearch and develop- 

11 ment facilities and utilities, $867,000. 

12 (Signal Corps) 

13 Fort Huachuca, Arizona ; Troop housing, maintenance 

14 facilities, storage facilities, administrative facility, and util- 

15 ities, $6,856,000. 

16 ; ' : (Corps of Engineers) ‘ 

17 Fort Belvoir, Virginia; Storage facility, training facility, 

18 •operational’ facilities, maintenance facilities, research and 

19 devclopi^^^^^l facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

20 (Transportation Corps) 

21 Fort Eustis, Virginia; Operational facility, maintenance 
. I • 

22 facility, ‘"ind utilities, $1,231,000. 

23 ’ ., . (Medical Corps) 

Walter Peed Army Medical Center, District of Coluni- 24 
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1 ])ia: Eesearcli and development facility and comimmity 

2 facility, $4,209,000. 

3 FIELD FOECES FACILITIES 

4 (First Army Area) 

5 Fort Devens (Camp WellHeet), Massachusetts: Land 

6 acquisition, $302,000. 

7 Fort Dix, Xew Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. . 

8 Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisi- 

9 tion, $583,000. 

10 Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facili- 

11 ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

12 (Second Army Area) 

13 Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and 

14 community facilities, $1,698,000. 

15 Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facili- 

16 ties, maintenance facilities, medical facility, troop housing, 

and utilities, $5,885,000. 

18 South Park Military Keservation, Pennsylvania: Ad- 

19 ministrative facility, storage facilities, and utilities, 

20 $190,000. 

21 (Third Army Area) 

22 Fort Penning, Georgia : Administrative facilities, main- 

23 tenance facilities, communications facilities, and commu- 

21: nity facilities, $422,000. 
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Fort Bragg, North Carolina; Aclmiiiistrative facilities, 

operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

Charlotte Armed Forces Induction btation, Noith 

Carolina: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

facility, and community facilit}^ $397,000. 

Fort Eucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, trailer site facilities, land ascpiisition, and 

utilities, $7,300,000. 

(Fourth Amiy Area) 

Fort Bliss, Texas; Training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili¬ 

ties, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

facilities, and storage facilities, $2,45^,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma; Training facilities, $4,173,000. 

(Fifth xVrmy Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado; Storage facilities, administrative 

facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, 

$140,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

and troop housing, $1,092,000. 
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Fort Riley, Kansas: Administrative facilities, commimity 

facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 

Saint Louis. Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, family housing, and utilities, 

$3,022,000. 

Ford Ord, California: Maintenance facility and commu¬ 

nity facility, $223,000. 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Commu¬ 

nity facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troo]) housing, research 

and development facilit}^, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Militaiy District of Washington) 

Fort McKair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the Uxtted States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance 

facilities, $1,688,000. 
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Fort Kicliardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 

Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, 

$2,849,000. 

Wildwood Station (Kenai) ; Storage facility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, main¬ 

tenance facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port fa¬ 

cilities, community facilities, improvements to buildings and 

utilities, $6,000,000. 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Keservation, Hawaii: Land acqui¬ 

sition, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisi¬ 

tion and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, 

Navy, and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance fa¬ 

cilities, community facilities, storage facilities, training facil¬ 

ities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop hous¬ 

ing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 
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Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish 

or develop classified military installations and facilities by 

acquiring-, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or install¬ 

ing permanent or temporary public works, including land 

acquisition, site peparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

equipment in a total amount, $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Puldic Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended with respect to Fort Jay, Xew York, 

under the heading ‘'Coxtixextal Exited States” and 

subheadings ‘'eield eoeces facilities (First Army 

Area)” in section 101, l)y striking out “$731,000” and in¬ 

serting in ])lace thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of 

section 502, by striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,- 

904,000” and inserting in jdace thereof “$225,277,000” 

and “$534,254,000”, res])ectively. 

I)) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Fighty- 

third Congress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational 

Facilities (including troo]) housing), $70,000” is amended 

to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Ojierational facilities (in¬ 

cluding troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) of sec¬ 

tion 502 thereof is amended l)y striking the figure “$462,- 

600” and inserting in ]dace thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all 

necessary studies, liy contract or otherwise, to determine an 

appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord- 
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1 nance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by Janu- 

2 ary 31, 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appropriations 

3 available to the Department of the Aiuny is authorized for 

4 such studies. 

5 TITLE II 

6 Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

7 develop military mstallations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

^ 8 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installmg permanent 

9 or temporary pubhc works, including site preparation, ap- 

10 purtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following proj- 

11 ects: 

12 Inside the United States 

SmPYAED FACILITIES 

14 Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Beplacement 

15 of pier, and plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

I 16 $7,332,000. 

17 Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging 

18 equipment, $148,000. 

19 Naval minecraft hase, Charleston, South Carolina: Op- 

20 erational facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, 

21 maintenance facilities, storage facihties, community facihties, 

22 security facilities, and utihties, $7,902,000. 

23 « Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Facilities for 

24 remedying effects of ground subsidence and waterfront facil- 

25 ities, $5,984,000. 

H. B. 12270-2 
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Navy underwater sound laboratory, New London, Con¬ 

necticut : Eesearch and development facilities and land acqui¬ 

sition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia : Personnel facili¬ 

ties, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land 

acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Plorida: 

Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Prancisco, California: Plans and 

specifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Plorida: Land 

acquisition, $200,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Plorida: Utilities, $927,000. 

Naval station. Long Beach, California: Waterfront facih- 

ties, $2,256,000. 

Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

$226,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Ehode Island: Waterfront 

facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities and utih- 

ties, $11,672,000. 

Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

$2,844,000. 
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1 Naval station, Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facil- 

2 ities, including land acquisition, $265,000. 

3 AVIATION FACILITIES 

4 (Naval Air Training Stations) 

5 Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

6 Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

7 Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Per- 

\ 8 sonnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, 

9 station and aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, $2,- 

10 247,000. 

11 Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

12 personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 

13 facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac- 

quisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person- 

^ nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facili- 

ties, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage 

facilities and aircraft maintenance facihties, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

preparation utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $8,2d1,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida : Community facili- 

ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, 

$347,000. 
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1 Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

2 Land acquisition, $13,000. 

3 (Fleet Support Air Stations) 

4 Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mainte- 

5 nance facilities, $2,675,000. 

6 Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga- 

7 tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

8 Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: 

9 Personnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

10 Naval air station, Brunswick, j^Iaine: Personnel facilities, 

11 airfield pavements, station maintenance facilities, community 

12 facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

13 Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft mainte- 

14 nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera- 

15 tional facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

16 utilities, $4,052,000. 

17 Is aval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

18 maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

19 Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: 

20 Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, 

21 fuel dispensing facihties, operational facilities, administrative 

22 facilities, personnel facilities, communications facihties, com- 

23 munity facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

air station, El Centro, California : Air- 

25 craft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition including 
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1 not to exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, Cali- 

2 fornia, to partially defray the county’s cost in relocating the 

3 Niland-Blythe Eoad, $831,000. 

4 Naval auxihary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training 

5 facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

6 and land acquisition, except none of the authorization for 

7 land acquisition pertaining to the Black Bock area shall 

8 apply unless the Secretary of Defense shall resurvey the 

9 entire requirement, including the possible use of other 

10 Government“Controlled lands in the State of Nevada and the 

11 possibility of joint Navy-Air Force utilization of existing 

12 facilities, and the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the 

13 Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of 

Bepresentatives that the acquisition of the Black Bock ex- 

tension is essential to meet the Navy s tiaining requirements, 

16 $8,304,000. 

17 Naval air facility, Harvey Boint, North Caiolina. Air 

18 field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis- 

19 pensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft and station 

^9 maintenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 

21 $6,000,000. 

22 Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

2d aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

21 Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft main- 

25 tenance facilities, $170,000. 
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1 Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and 

2 specifications for development of master jet aircraft facilities, 

3 and land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

4 Naval air station, Miramai-, California: Personnel facil- 

5 ities, operational facilities, training facilities, ordnance facili- 

6 ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

7 clearance, $8,835,000. 

8 Naval air station, Moffett Pield, California: Land ac- 

9 quisition, $89,000. 

10 Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main- 

11 tenance facilities, $170,000. 

12 Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: 

13 Airfield ])avements ordnance and ammunition storage facili- 

14 ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, oper- 

15 ational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

10 $13,072,000. 

1"^ Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft mainte- 

1® nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, com- 

1^ munity facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, open 

^0 storage facilities, security facilities, utihties, and relocation 

of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Air- 
oq 

craft maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, $2,753,000. 

24 
Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 
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maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 

and utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval ail' station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Util¬ 

ities, $149,000. 

(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxibary air station, Beaufort, South 

Carolina : Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilites, train¬ 

ing facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 

facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 

utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, North Carolina: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, C^aliforaia: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, airfield i)ave- 

ments, storage facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi¬ 

cal facilities, training facilities, personnel facilities, operational 

facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

facilities, training facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 

and dispensing facilities, land accpiisition, and utilities. 

$12,556,000. 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: 
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1 Plans and specifications for research and development facili- 

2 ties, $693,000. 

3' ' Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Eesearch 

4 and development facilities and equipment maintenance facili- 

5 ties, $6,438,000. 

6 Naval air station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Aircraft 

7 maintenance facilities and research and development facili- 

8 ties, $475,000. 

9 Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: 

10 Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft main- 

11 tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

12 Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

13 Research and development facilities, $128,000. 

14 SUPPLY FACILITIES 

15 Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

16 $149,000. 

17 Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode Island: Storage 

18 facilities, $390,000. 

19 Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, 

20 $50,000. 

21 Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Replacement 

22 of seawall, $199,000. 

23 MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

24 Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 
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1 facilities, personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, com- 

2 munity facilities, and utilities, $1,742,000. 

3 Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Oper- 

4 ational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 

5 administrative facilities, and community facilities, 

6 $3,436,000. 

7 Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: 

8 Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training facilities, 

9 community facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and 

10 utilities, $5,092,000. 

11 Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Caro- 

12 lina: Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage 

13 facilities, training facilities, coimnunity facilities, and 

14 utilities, $4,266,000. 

15 Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: 

16 Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land acquisition, 

17 $3,429,000. 

18 Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, Cali- 

19 fornia: Utilities, $294,000. 

20 Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Pabns, Cali- 

21 fornia: Commimity facilities and land acquisition, 

22 $1,165,000. 

23 Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, 

24 Virginia: Security facilities, $91,000. 

H.E. 12270-3 
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1 Marine Corps schools, Qnantico, Virginia: Training 

2 facilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com- 

3 mimity facilities, and utilities, $2,178,000. 

4 Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Per- 

5 sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

6 OEDNANCE FACILITIES 

7 ^aval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington, Ord- 

8 nance facilities, $1,100,000. 

9 Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: 

10 Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

11 Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: 

12 Eesearch and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

13 facilities, airfield pavements and fuel storage and dispensing 

14 facilities, $6,028,000. 

15 Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

16 facilities, $600,000. 

17 Naval ammunition depot, Eallbrook, California: Am- 

18 munition storage and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

19 Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: 

20 Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. 

21 Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, California: 

22 Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

23 Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

24 storage and ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 
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SEEVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryland: Personnel 

facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Personnel 

facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: training 

facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center, Dam Neck, Virginia: 

Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel 

facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, 

$12,730,000. 

Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

elevator, $57,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenliam, Maryland: Com- 

municiitions facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, 

$2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acqui¬ 

sition, $2,450,000. 
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1 Xaval commimication station, San Francisco, California: 

2 Communications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

3 029,000. 

4 Xaval commimication station, Seattle, Washington: 

5 Communications facilities, $45,000. 

6 Xaval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi- 

7 cations facilities, $83,000. 

8 OFFICE OF NAVAL EESEARCII FACILITIES 

9 Xaval research laboratory. District of Columbia: Plans 

10 and specifications for research and development facilities 

11 $1,300,000. 

12 YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

13 Public works center, Xoilolk, Vii-ginia: Utilities and 

14 land acquisition, $443,000. 

15 Xaval construction battalion center. Port Hueneme, 

16 California: Eeplacement of wharf, and storage facilities, 

17 $2,581,000. 

Outside the United States 

19 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

20 Xaval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 

^21 Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

22 Xaval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

23 Olongapo, flood control and drainage facilities and com- 

24 munity facilities, $9,378,000. 
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1 FLEET BxiSE FACILITIES 

2 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

3 laundry and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

4 Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

5 $680,000. 

6 AVIATION FACILITIES 

7 Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, 

8 aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, person- 

9 nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

10 Naval air station, BaiJer’s Point, Oahu, Territory of 

11 Hawaii: Personnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facil- 

12 ities, $870,000. 

13 Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Per¬ 

il sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

15 Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

16 maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, communications 

II facilities, family housing, community facilities, and utilities, 

18 $4,572,000. 

19 Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft mainte- 

20 nance facilities, airfield pavements, dredging, navigational 

21 aids, and fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

22 Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory 

23 of Hawaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, aiiKeld pave- 

24 ments, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 
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1 Naval air facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Air- 

2 craft maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

3 Naval station, Eoosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft 

4 maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facili- 

5 ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, 

6 and utilities, $4,470,000. 

7 Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: 

8 Airfield pavements breakv^ater, and personnel facilities, $3,- 

9 811,000. 

10 SUPPLY FACILITIES 

11 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement of fuel stor- 

12 age facihties, $5,000,000. 

13 Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage 

14 facilities, $1,599,000. 

15 Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 

16 Covered and cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, 

17 operational facilities, maintenance facilities, waterfront fa- 

18 cilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

19 OEDNANCE FACILITIES 

20 Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Tenitory of Hawaii: 

21 Ordanance facilities, $971,000. 

22 Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: 

23 Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 
N 

24 Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance fa- 

25 cilities, $241,000. 
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1 COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

2 Naval communication unit, Eutema, Okinawa : Commu- 

3 nications facilities, $75,000. 

4 Naval communication station, Ouain, Mariana Islands: 

5 Communication facilities, $222,000. 

6 Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Com- 

7 munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

I 8 YAEDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

9 Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, 

10 $2,210,000. 

11 Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 

12 obtain by contract, such engineering, location, and site 

13 planning studies as may be necessary to enable him to 

14 determine the feasibility and advisability of establishing, 

15 continuing, or relocating the following facilities: Naval air 

^ 16 station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets) ; Naval maga- 

17 zine. Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed 

18 $150,000 for such studies may be made out of the appro- 

19 priation “Military Construction, Navy”. The Secretary of 

20 the Navy shall report to the Committees on Armed Serv- 

21 ices of the Senate and House of Eepresentatives the con- 

22 elusions of these studies together with such recommenda- 

23 tions as he shall consider appropriate. 

24 Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

25 develop classified naval installations and facilities by con- 
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structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

preparation, appurtenances, utilities, equipment, and family 

bousing in the total amount of $84,043,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eighty-first Congress, is 

amended as follows: 

(a) In title II under the beading ‘‘Continental 

United States” change the amount for “Naval base, New¬ 

port, Kbode Island: Sewage facilities”, from “$1,243,000” 

to “$1,268,000.” 

(b) In title IV, section 402, clause (2) change the 

amount for public works authorized by title II: “Inside 

continental United States”, from “$135,719,800” to 

“$135,744,800.” 

Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, as 

amended, is amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much 

thereof under the heading “Continental United 

States” and subheading “supply facilities” as reads as 

follows: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; 

and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 
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1 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisi- 

2 tion, $2,766,500”. 

3 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Oon- 

4 TiNENTAL UNITED States” and subheading “communica- 

5 TION facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as 

6 follows: 

7 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

, 8 solidated communication facilities; $2,694,500”; and insert 
I 

9 in place thereof the following: 

10 “Naval conmimiication station, Philippine Islands: Oon- 

11 solidated communications facilities, and land acquisition, 

12 $2,694,500”. 

13 Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress is 

14 amended as follows: 

15 (a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

^ 16 United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

17 change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San ' 

18 Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California,” from “$1,132,000” 

19 to “$1,816,000”. 

20 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

21 United States” and subheading “oednance facilities”, 

22 change the amount for “Naval ammunition depot, Haw- 

23 thorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

24 (c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

II. R. 12270-4 
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public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “shipyaed facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval electronics laboratory, San 

Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “fleet p>ase facili¬ 

ties”, delete that portion which reads as follows: “Navy 

Department Distiict of Columbia : family housing, $81,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval auxiliary air station, El Cen¬ 

tro, California” from “$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike out 

so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place there¬ 

of the following: 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 
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1 (d) In section 201 under the heading “Continental 

2 United States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, 

3 delete that portion which reads as follows: “Naval proving 

4 ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisition $200,000”. 

5 (e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con- 

6 tinental United States” and subheading “Ordnance 

7 facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

8 “Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

9 Testing facilities, and railroad facilities and barricades, 

10 $1,132,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

11 “Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

12 Testing facihties, raih’oad facihties and harricades, and land 

13 acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

14 (f) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

15 public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

16 United States from “$299,690,600” to “$299,512,600”; and 

17 the total amount from “$564,224,300” to “$564,046,300” 

18 TITLE III 

19 Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

20 or develop military installations, and facilities by acquiiing, 

21 constnicting, converting, rehabilitating, or installing perma- 

22 nent or temporary pubhc works, including site preparation, 

23 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

24 projects: 
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Inside the United States 

AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: 

Operational and training facilities, $629,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Hous¬ 

ing and community facilities, $342,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vennont: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facihties, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasglow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, land acquisition, and family 

housing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, Horth 

Dakota: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$18,969,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: 
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Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

2 'housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

3 provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

4 Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Ooraopolis, Pennsylvania: 

5 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

0 supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

7 acquisition, $1,087,000. 

8 Hamilton Air Force Base, San Eafael, California: 

9 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

10 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

11 $2,966,000. -- 

12 K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan.: 

13 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

14 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

15 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

16 land acquisition, $5,051,000. 

17 Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Opera- 

18 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

19 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

20 facihties, and utihties and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

21 Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 

22 Operational and training facihties, maintenance-'facihties, 

23 housing and connnunity facihties, and land acqusition, 

24 $2,156,000. 

25 Klamath Falls Mimicipal Airport, Klamath FaUs, Ore- 
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gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facihties, housing and community facihties, and 

land acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and train¬ 

ing facihties, and land acquisition, $440,000. 

Minneapohs-Saint Paul International Airport, Minneap- 

ohs, Minnesota: Operational and training facihties, and main¬ 

tenance facihties, $3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, Korth Dakota: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, supply 

facihties, housing and community facihties, utilities, and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, Delavrare: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, sup¬ 

ply facihties, housing and community facihties, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara FaUs Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

York: Operational and training facihties, maintenance facih- 
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ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, 

$11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, ('alifornia: 0})era- 

tonal and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup^dy facilities. 

and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $13,- 

508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements. 

and land acqusition, $8,057,000. 

Eichard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, administrative facihties, housing and commu- 



1 nity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

2 $6,801,000. 

3 Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Micliigan: 

4 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

5 ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Aewburgh, ]^ew York: Oper¬ 

ational and traiiiiiig facilities, maintenance facilities. liousin<>’ 

and coiimiuiiity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

ty^ Foi’ce Base, Westhampton Beach, 

iSew \ork: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Y urtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 

and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utili- 
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1 ties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,- 

2 255,000. 

3 Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona : Operational 

4 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative 

5 facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisi- 

6 tion, $3,545,000. 

7 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

8 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 

9 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

10 improvements and land acquisition, $37,760,000. 

11 AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

12 Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing 

13 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,541,000. 

14 Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational 

15 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

16 opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

17 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

18 acquisition, $17,966,000. 

19 HiU Air Force Base, Odgen, Utah: Maintenance facil- 

20 ities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

21 improvements, and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

22 Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 

23 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

24 ground improvements, $1,570,000. 

H.R. 12270-5 
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1 Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

2 Supply facilities, $52,000. 

3 McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

4 Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

5 and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

h Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

'i' Land acquisition, $4,000. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, Cahfoniia: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and commu¬ 

nity facilities, $1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: 

Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

Bobins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

utilities and ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: Sup¬ 

ply facilities, $473,000. 

lacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: 

Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 

Operational and training facilities, hospital facilities, and 

housing and community facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous¬ 

ing, $89,000. 
25 



35 

1 Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, 

3 development and test facilities, housing and community facil- 

4 ities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

5 $17,138,000. 

0 Various locations: Administrative facilities, housing and 

rj community facilities, and utilities, and ground impiovements. 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

$444,000. 

AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida : Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, reseaich, devel¬ 

opment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities. 

p3 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

14 provements, and land ac(iuisition, $21,094,000. 

45 air training command 

16 Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational 

17 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili- 

18 ties, and utilities and ground improvements, $17,121,000. 

19 Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

20 community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

21 Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational 

22 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

23 Edvrard Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: 

24 Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 
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1 Ellington Air Eorce Base, Houston, Texas: Land acqiii- 

2 sition, $63,000. 

3 Erancis E. Warren Air Eorce Base, Cheyenne, Wy- 

4 oming: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

5 groimd) im,provements, $1,654,000. 

6 Goodfellow Air Eorce Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera- 

7 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

8 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

9 James Connally Am Eorce Base, Waco, Texas: Opera- 

10 tional and training facilities and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

11 Keesler Air Eorce Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land ac- 

12 quisition, $34,000. 

13 Lackland Air Eorce Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hos- 

pital and medical facilities, $3,440,000. 

15 Laredo Air Eorce Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

16 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $225,000. 
* 

1"^ Laughlin Air Eorce Base, Del Kio, Texas: Operational 

18 and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

19 $212,000. 

29 Lowry Air Eorce Base, Denver, Colorado: Land 

21 acquisition, $410,000. 

Luke Air Eorce Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational 

23 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

24 acquisition, $2,902,000. 

25 Mather Air Eorce Base, Sacramento, California: Opera- 
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1 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

2 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

3 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

4 McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land 

5 acquisition, $396,000. 

6 Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia : Operational 

7 and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, . 

8 $1,848,000. 

9 Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada : Opera- 

10 tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

11 $3,456,000. 

12 Parks Air Force Base, Pendleton, California: Utilities 

13 and ground improvements, $111,000. 

14 Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational 

15 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

16 Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

17 acquisition, $133,000. 

18 Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

19 and training facihties, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

20 Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational 

21 and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

22 $3,296,000. 

23 Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Opera- 

21 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

25 facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and com- 

H. R. 12270-6 
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immity facilities, utilities and gTOund improvements, and 

land acquisition, $24,433,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Eeno, Nevada: Supply facilities, 

housing; and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida : Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$716,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma : Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, $90,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera^ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

ac(iuisition, $6,347,000. 

AIB FNIVEBSITY 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama : Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $215,000. 

CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $13,395,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera- 
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tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

and community facilities, $345,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utili¬ 

ties and ground improvements, $205,000. 

HEADQUAETEES COMMAND 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. 0.: Utilities 

and ground improvements, $8,000. 

MILITAEY AIE TEANSPOET COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital 

and medical facilities, administrative facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,169,000. 
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Palni Beach Air Force Base, Palni Beach, Plorida: Op- 

erational and training facilities, housing and community fa¬ 

cilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $768,000. 

Washington National Airport, District of Columbia: 

Maintenance facility, $275,000. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

Canel Air Force Plant Numbered 62, Hartford, Con¬ 

necticut: Besearch, development, and test facilities, and util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Besearch, 

development, and test facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, re- 

hearch, development, and test facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facihties, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: 

Housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

im])rovements, and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

research, development, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 
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1 Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Eesearch, develop- 

2 merit, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

3 Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

4 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re- 

5 search, development and test facilities, housing and com- 

6 munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

7 land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

8 National Eeactor Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Op- 

9 erational and training facilities, research, development and 

10 test facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,- 

11 415,000. 

12 Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida : Operational 

13 and training facilities, research, development and test facih- 

14 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and gromid 

15 improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

16 Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

17 Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 

18 STEATEGIC AIE COMMAND 

19 Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

20 and training facilities, housing and community facilities, util- 

21 ities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 

22 043,000. 

23 Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

24 community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

25 $1,003,000. 
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Barksdale Air Borce Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities,'maintenance facilities, adminis¬ 

trative facilities, housing and community facihties, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational 

and training facihties, supply facihties, housing and commu¬ 

nity facilities, and land acquisitions, $15,938,000. 

Biggs Ah' Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

training facihties, and housing and community facihties, 

$922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, HopkinsviUe, Kentucky: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, and utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, $479,000. 

CarsweU Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facihties, 

$2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, Califoniia : Operational 

and training facihties, maintenance facihties, hospital and 

medical facihties, and housing and community facihties, 

$2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma : 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

supply facihties, housing and coimnunity facihties, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper- 
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1 ational and training- facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

2 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

3 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $14,518,000. 

4 Davis-Monthan Ah Eorce Base, Tucson, iVrizona; Op- 

5 erational and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

6 $503,000. 

7 Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

8 training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

9 housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

10 improvements, $7,665,000. 

11 Dublin Air Force Base, Georgia: Operational and train- 

12 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and gromid im- 

13 provements, and land acquisition, $6,478,000. 

14 Ellsworth Air Force Base, Kapid City, South Dakota: 

1^ Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

40 housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$943,000. 

4^ Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Oper- 

49 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

20 and community facilities, and utilities and groimd improve- 

24 ments, $4,457,000. 

22 Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational 

23 and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

24 $1,271,000. 
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Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 
i > 

Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, Kew Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisitions, $6,- 

547,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

housing and community facihties, utilities, and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, utihties and ground improve¬ 

ments, and land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: 

Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska : Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facihties, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $4,685,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: 

Operational and training fachities, maintenance facihties. 
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supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine; Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

and housing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, $3,262,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

housing and community facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Eiverside, California: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and commimit}^ facilities, and land acipiisition, $5,156,000. 

Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, South Dakota : Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$6,374,000. 

Mountain Flome Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

Idaho: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facil¬ 

ities, housing and coimnunity facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $2,064,000. 
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1 Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, ^^'ebraska: Operational 

2 and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

3 munity facihties, utilities and ground improvements, land 

4 acquisition, and family housing, $5,697,000. 

5 Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housing 

6 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

7 and land acquisition, $786,000. 

3 Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: 

9 Housing and connnunity facilities, $1,491,000. 

16 Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 

11 shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

12 community facilities, $661,000. 

13 Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational 

and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, admin- 

istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,882,000. 

1"^ Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California : Operational 

16 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

1^ ground improvements, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

^1 and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Boswell, New Mexico: Opera- 

OA • 
tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and housing 

and commimity facilities, $2,791,000. 
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1 Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachu- 

2 setts: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 

3 ties, supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and 

4 community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

5 land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

6 Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: 

7 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

8 ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

9 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,815,000. 

10 TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

11 Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main- 

12 tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

13 $330,000. 

14 Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: 

15 Operational and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

16 $933,000. 

17 Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Opera- 

18 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

19 and community facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

20 Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Mexico: Opera- 

21 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

22 and community facilities, and relocation of structure, 

23 $4,505,000. 

24 Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: 

25 Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 
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1 England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis- 

3 trative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

4 $2,919,000. 

5 Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational 

6 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

7 ground improvements, $952,000. 

8 George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Opera- 

9 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

10 facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

11 Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Opera- 

12 tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

13 $2,613,000. 

14 Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: 

15 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

16 facilities, utihties and ground improvements, and land 

17 acquisition, $1,111,000. 

18 Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

19 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

20 facilities, hospital and medical facilities, and housing and 

21 community facilities, $1,665,000. 

22 Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, Horth Carolina: 

23 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

24 land acquisition, $1,106,000. 
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1 Sewart Air Force Base, Sm3^ma, Tennessee: Opera- 

2 tional and training' facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

3 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

.4 Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

5 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

6 facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

7 ■ administrative facilities, and housing and community facili- 

8 ties, $6,637,000. 

9 Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Opera- 

10 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and hous- 

11 ing and community facilities, $3,805,000. 

12’ Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera- 

13 tional and training facilities, $67,000. 

14' ' ’ SPECIAL FACILITIES 

15 Various locations: Eesearch, development and test 

16 facilities, administrative facilities, and land acquisition 

17 • $1,240,000. 

18 AIRCEAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

19 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

20 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

21 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

22 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi- 

23’ Jion, and family housing, $80,942,000. 
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Outside the United States 

ALASKAN AIE COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,- 

000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, $5,444,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training facilities and 

supply facihties, $1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, supply facilities, and utiHties and ground improvements, 

$7,055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

$6,628,000. 

FAE EAST AIE FOEGES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $724,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 
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1 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

2 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi- 

3 tion, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

4 MILITAEY AIB TEANSPORT SERVICE 

5 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

6 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

7 munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

8 $55,859,000. 

9 NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

10 Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

11 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

12 facihties, housing and community facihties, utihties and 

13 ground improvements, and family housing, $75,650,000. 

14 STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

15 Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and train- 

16 ing facihties, maintenance facihties, supply facihties, housing 

17 and community facihties, utihties and ground improvements, 

1^ and family housing, $23,980,000. 

19 Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

20 $14,000. 

21 hi'orthwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

22 training facihties, and maintenance facihties, $229,000. 

26 Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Bico: Operational and 

21 training facihties, maintenance facihties, and land acquisition, 

25 $1,213,000. 
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UNITED STATES AIR FORCE IN EUROPE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and communit}^ 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

prefabricated structures, $114,260,000. 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supjdy facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land accpiisi- 

tion, $70,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

or develop: (a) classified military installations and facilities 

by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 

stalling permanent or temporary public works, including land 

acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 

equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding 

with construction made necessary by changes in Air Force 

missions, new weapons developments, or improved pro¬ 

duction schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines 

that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next 

military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent 

with interests of national security, and in connection there- 
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with to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install 

permanent or temporary public works, inchuling’ land 

acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, 

That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall 

notify the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 

and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching 

a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction 

of any public work undertaken under this subsection, in¬ 

cluding those real estate adions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 (ch. 

41, 50 IT. S. C. 491), is amended by the addition of the 

following: 

“The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure 

communication services required for the semiautomatic 

ground environment system. No contract for such services 

may be for a period of more than ten years from the date 

communication services are first furnished under such con¬ 

tract. The aggregate contingent liability of the Government 

under the termination provisions of all contracts authorized 

hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no 

termination payment shall be final until audited and approved 

by the General Accounting Office which shall have access to 

such carrier records and accounts as it may deem necessary 

for the purpose. In procuring such services, the Secretary 
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of tlie Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent practicahle 

the facilities and capabilities of communication common car¬ 

riers, including rural telephone cooperatives, within their 

respective service areas and for power suppl}^, shall utilize 

to the fullest extent practicahle, the facilities and capabilities 

of public utilities and rural electric cooperatives within their 

respective service areas. Negotiations with communication 

common carriers, including cooperatives, and representation 

in proceedings involving such carriers before Federal and 

State regulatory bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 

ings involve contracts authorized by this paragraph shall be 

in accordance with the provisions of section 201 of the Act 

of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. 0. A. sec. 481).” 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

is amended, under the heading “Continental United States” 

in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “ate defense command”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 

Fort Myers, Florida, strike out “$11,577,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Du¬ 

luth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. North Dakota, 
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strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$7,709,000”. 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis¬ 

consin, airbase to be known as “Eichard Bong Air Force 

Base”, strike out “$16,608,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, 

Corapolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San 

Eafael, California, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,656,000”. 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Aii'port, Knox¬ 

ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$817,000”. 

(9) with respect to Minot site. North Dakota, strike 

out “$5,339,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,603,- 

000”. 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Niagara Falls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000”. 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, Everett, 
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Washington, strike out ‘'$1,039,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “air materiel command”— 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000”. 

Under the suldieading “air training command”— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 

Greenville, Mississippi, strike out “$349,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out “$1,557,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Aellis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,837,000”. 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sher¬ 

man, Texas, strike out “$956,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Eandolph Air Force Base, San 

Antonio, Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$730,000”. 
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(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belle¬ 

ville, Illinois, strike out ‘‘$1,247,000’’ and insert in 

place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to IVndall Air Force Base, Pan¬ 

ama City, Florida, strike out “$478,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

Oklahoma, strike out “$871,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, 

Chandler, Arizona, strike out “$1,045,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

(11) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air Force 

Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming, strike out “$1,403,000” 

and insert in jdace thereof “$1,746,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie univeesity” With respect 

to Maxwell Ah Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike 

out “2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “continental aie command”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San 

Antonio, Texas, strike out “$590,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Mari¬ 

etta, Ceorgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$859,000”. 
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Under the subheading “militaey aie teanspoet seev- 

ice”—^With respect to Charleston Air Uorce Base, Charles¬ 

ton, South Carohna, strike out ‘‘$4,032,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “eeseaech and development 

command”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Eorce Base, 

Muroc, Cahfomia, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert ^ 

in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Research Facility, 

Hartford, Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Eorce Base, 

Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “steategic aie command”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Eorce Base, Abi¬ 

lene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$4,656,000”. 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Eorce Base, 

Rapid City, South Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Eorbes Air Eorce Base, To¬ 

peka, Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,885,000”. 
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(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Sa¬ 

vannah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under the subheading “tactical air command”— 

With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash¬ 

ington, strike out “$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and 

WARNING system”—With rcspcct to “Various locations” 

strike out “$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$120,382,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended under the heading “Outside Continental 

United States” in section 301, as follows: 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub¬ 

heading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND” strike OUt 

“$356,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as 

amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of sec- 
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1 tion 502 the amounts ‘^$743,989,000”, “$530,563,000” 

2 and “$1,279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$801,- 

3 256,000”, “$532,454,000” and “$1,339,060,000”, re- 

4 spectively. 

5 (d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is 

6 amended, under the heading “Continental United 

7 States” in section 301, as follows: Under the subheading 

8 “aie defense command” with respect to Klamath Falls { 

9 Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” 

10 and insert in place there “$5,077,000”. 

11 (e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as 

12 amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 

13 502 the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” and 

14 inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,949,- 

15 000”, respectively. 

16 TITLE IV * 

17 GENEEAL PEOVISIONS 

18 Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department 

19 may proceed to establish or develop installations and facili- 

20 ties under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 

21 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. The au- 

22 thority to place permanent or temporary improvements on 

23 land includes authority for surveys, administration, over- 

24 head, planning and supervision incident to construction. 

25 That authority may be exercised before title to the land is 
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1 approved under section 355 of the llevised Statutes, as 

2 amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. 

3 The authority to provide family housing includes authority 

4 to acquire such land as the Secretary concerned determines, 

5 with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, to be neces- 

6 sary in connection with that housing. The authority to 

7 acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys 

8 and to acquire land, and interests in land (including tem- 

9 porary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government- 

10 owned land, or otherwise. 

11 Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such 

12 sums as may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but 

13 appropriations for pubhc works projects authorized by titles 

14 I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

15 (1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 

16 916,000; outside the United States, $35,763,000; sec- 

17 tion 102, $200,783,000; or a total of $323,462,000. 

18 (2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,- 

19 572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec- 

20 tion 203, $84,043,000, or a total of $438,240,000; and 

21 (3) for title III: Inside the United States, $759,- 

22 123,000; outside the United States, $405,061,000; sec- 

23 tion 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 302 (b), $50,- 

24 000,000 or a total of $1,377,184,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 25 
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III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con¬ 

cerned, be increased by 5 per centum for projects inside the 

United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

United States. However, the total cost of all projects in each 

such title may not be more than the total amount authorized 

to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with 

section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 

of 1947 (41 U. S. 0. 153 (c)) for contracts made mider 

this Act for the establishment or development of mihtary 

installations and facilities in foreign countries would in¬ 

terfere with the caiTying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade¬ 

quately auditing those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the require¬ 

ments of that section. 

Sec. 405. Conti acts made by the United States under 

this Act shall he awarded, insofar as practicable, on a com¬ 

petitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the national 

security will not be impaired and the award is consistent 

with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 (41 

U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments 
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may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding $5,000 

in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and deficiency 

judgment awards), which the Secretary concerned deter¬ 

mines to be urgently required in the interests of national 

defense. The authority under this section may not, however, 

he used to acquire more than one parcel of land unless the 

parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

$5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the militaiy departments 

may, with the approval of the Secretary of, Defense and fol¬ 

lowing notification of the Armed Services Committees of 

the Senate and House of Representatives, acquire, construct, 

rehabilitate, or install pennanent or temporary public works, 

including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

equipment to restore or replace facilities damaged or de¬ 

stroyed. 

Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as may be pre¬ 

scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of 

the military departments may expend out of appropriations 

available for military construction such amounts as may 

be required for the establishment and development of mili¬ 

tary instahations and facilities by acquiring, constructing 

(except family quarters), converting, extending, or install¬ 

ing permanent or temporary public works detennined to 

be urgently required, including site preparation, appui- 
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tenances, utilities, and equipment, for projects not otherwise 

authorized by law when the cost of the project is not in 

excess of $200,000, subject to the following limitations: 

(1) ISTo such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretary of Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$25,000 shall he authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretary of the military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may he made for any 

project authorized under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to fam¬ 

ily quarters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at 

any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military departments may 

expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 

operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 

would otherwise he authorized to be accomplished under 

subsection (a). 

(c) The Secretary of each department shall report in 

detail semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the 

Senate and the House of Eepresentatives with respect to 

the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 
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(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 

853, 856; 34 U. S. 0. 559), is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through 

the Secretary of a military department, may provide family 

housing at Fort Mcl^air, District of Columbia, for the 

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the construction or 

rehabilitation of one set of family housing and, sx^ecial com¬ 

munication facilities, without regard to the second proviso 

of section 3 of the Act of Jime 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 

379), or section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 

459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($100,000 

for the family housing unit and $80,000 for special com¬ 

munication facilities) available to the military departments 

for military construction may be utilized for the purposes of 

this section without regard to the limitations on the cost of 

family housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

military public works to be accomplished by the Secretary 

of a military department in connection with the establish¬ 

ment or development of military installations and facihties, 

and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization 

are repealed, except— 
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(1) authorizations for public works and for appro¬ 

priations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as 

to which appro])riated funds have been obligated for 

constmction contracts in whole or in part before July 1, 

1957, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 

contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the 

appropriation of funds that are contained in the ^^'ational 

Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 

881 et seq.) ; and 

(5) the authorization for the development of the 

Line of Communications, France, in the amount of 

$82,000,000, that is contained in title I, section 102 

of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congi-ess. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the 

Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 119), as amended, is 

further amended to read as follows: 

‘Tn addition to family housing and commimity facilities 

otherwise authorized to be constructed or acquired by the 

Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author- 
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ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

family housing for occupancy as public quarters, and com¬ 

munity facilities, in foreign countries through housing and 

community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 

Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 

commodity transactions of the Commimity Credit Corpora¬ 

tion.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec¬ 

retaries of the mihtary departments such amounts other than 

foreign currencies as are necessary for the construction, or 

acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing and com¬ 

munity facilities projects in foreign comitiies that are author¬ 

ized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 

Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so appropriated 

for any such project may not be more than 25 per centum 

of the total cost of that project. 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 

Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 

1958 the Secretaries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, re¬ 

spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or near 

mihtary tactical installations for assignment as public quar- 
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ters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, with¬ 

out rental charge upon a determination by the Secretary of 

Defense or his designee that there is a lack of adequate 

housing facihties at or near such military tactical installa¬ 

tions. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or 

individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

such miits may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 

for the rental for such housing facihties may be made out of 

appropriations available for maintenance and operation but 

may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by 

section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. 0. 626p) 

do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

to be constructed at the United States Air Eorce Academy 

by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

area limitations for those forty-seven imits are as follows: 

five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent; 

three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; 

and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for 

each of forty-four units for department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the Air Eorce 

Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) is amended by striking out 

“$1,000,000” and inserting in place thereof “$1,858,000”. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facihties 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 882), is further 
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1 aiiiended by striking out cdause (a) and inserting in place 

2 tliereof the following: 

3 “(a) acipiire by ])urcliase, lease, or transfer, con- 

4 struct, ex])and, rehabilitate, convert, and ecpiip such 

5 facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to ell'ec- 

6 tuate the ])urposes of this Act, except that ex])enditures 

7 for the leasing of property for such purposes muy be 

8 made from appropriations otherwise available for the 

9 ])ayment of rentals and without regard to the monetary 

10 limitation otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

11 Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

12 at a military installation under title IV of the Housing 

13 Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

Id authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

lb 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

16 Act to provide housing at that installation may 1)e exercised 

II at other military installations of the department concerned. 

18 Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments 

19 are authorized to contract for the storage, handling, and dis- 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

tril)ution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five years, 

with o])tion to renew for additional periods not exceeding five 

years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. This authority 

is limited to facilities which conform to the criteria prescribed 

by the Secretary of Defense for protection, including dis¬ 

persal, and also are included in a program approved by the 
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Secretary of Defense for the protection of petroleum facilities. 

Such contracts may provide tliat the Grovernment at the ex¬ 

piration or termination thereof shall have the option to pur¬ 

chase the facility under contract without regard to sections 

1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, 

and prior to a])proval of title to the underlying land by 

the Attorney General: Provided further, That the Secretaries 

of tlie military departments shall report to the Armed Serv¬ 

ices Committees of the Senate and the House of Representa¬ 

tives with respect to the names of the contractors and the 

terms of the contracts, the reports to be furnished at times 

and in such form as may be agreed upon between the Secre¬ 

taries of the military departments and the Committees on 

Armed Services. 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other law, the Sec¬ 

retary of a military department may lease, for terms of not 

more than five years, off-base stmctures including real prop¬ 

erty relating thereto, in foreign countries, needed for military 

purposes. 

Sec. 418. In the design of family housing or any other 

repetitive type buildings in the continental United States 

authorized by this Act, the military departments may, to the 

extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular de¬ 

sign in order that the facility may be built by conventional 

construction, on-site fabrication, or factory fabrication. 
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Sec. 419. The first two sentences of section 404 of 

the Housing Amendments of 1955 are amended to read as 

follows: “Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his designee 

deem it necessary for the ])ur])ose of this title, he may ac¬ 

quire by purchase, donation, condemnation, or other means 

of transfer, any land or (with the approval of the Federal 

Housing Conmiissioner) any housing financed with mort¬ 

gages insured under the provisions of title VIII of the 

National Housing Act as in effect prior to the enactment 

of the Housing Amendments of 1955. The purchase price 

of any such housing shall not exceed the Federal Housing 

Administration Commissioner’s estimate of the replacement 

cost of such housing and related property (not including the 

value of any improvements installed or constructed with ap¬ 

propriated funds) as of the date of final endorsement for 

mortgage insurance reduced by an appropriate allowance 

for physical depreciation, as determined by the Secretary 

of Defense or his designee upon the advice of the Commis¬ 

sioner: Provided, That in any case where the Secretary 

or his designee acquires a project held by the Commissioner, 

the price paid shall not exceed the face value of the deben¬ 

tures (plus accrued interest thereon) which the Commis¬ 

sioner issued in acquiring such project.” 

Sec. 420. None of the authorit}^ contained in titles I, 

II, and III of tliis Act shall l)e deemed to authorize any 
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1 building construction i)roject within the continental United 

2 States at an average nationwide unit cost in excess of— 

3 (a) $22 per scpiare foot for cold-storage ware- 

4 housing; 

5 (h) $6 i)er scpiare foot for regular warehousing; 

6 (c) $1,850 per man for pemianent barracks; 

7 (d) $6,500 per man for l)achelor officer (piarters, 

8 unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of 

9 special circumstances, application to such project of the 

10 limitation on unit costs contained in this section is iin- 

11 practicable. 

12 Sec. 421. jS'one of the autorization contained in section 

13 101 of this Act for tlie construction of three-hundred-and- 
t ^ 

14 twenty-six-man barracks with mess shall be used to provide, 

15 with respect to any such barracks, for mess facilities other 

16 than a single, consolidated mess. 
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/7 ! 
l5* DAIRYING; POSTAL RiiTES* Sen. inserted correspondence from the dairy 

industry opposinr, increases in postal rates, p, II8OO 
\ /' 

16, LEGISLATIVE^ program. Sen, Johnson armounced that the Hells Canyon dam bill. 
Mutual Seci^ity appropriation bill, and executive pay bill xdll pro’, ably be 
considered this ^eek; that there rill be night sessions this week, and possibly 
a session on S^t,, Jvily 21; and tlat it is hoped that the business of this 
session can be hjoncluded some time next X'jeek, pp, ll8oit, 11920 

> , ’ 

HOUSE 

17* THE AGRICULTfiiRE COMI-IIt,TEE ordered reported the follovjing billd; p, D8l9 
s. 22L6, to auth^ize the sale of certain lands to the city of 'Jells, 

S. Dak. \ - 

S, 1089, to authorise the Secretan’’ of Agricultur^'‘to sell at not less 
than the appraised value, '^nd under such terms and conditions as he deems 
appropriate, lands in the n'k^tional forests x.bich are/'isolated parcels or 

. narrow projecting strips, when he finds such lands ..dn.itable for private ofjner- 
} ship and better adapted to cortlmercial, agricultural, residential, or other 

private purposes than to nation^ forest purposed, 
S, hO$Q, to extend for 10 v^rs the lease/bf a tract of research station 

land to the Chicago, i'iilxraukee, Paul and/'acific Railroad Co. 
S, 2216, to anend the -.ct of ii^ch h, to permit the use and occupancy 

of national forest lands for industr^l apd comi'.iercial purposes, and by States 
or political subdivisions for construc\i^g facilities for education or other 
public uses. A 

H, R, 5275> to authorize FCIC tcypr wide reinsi’rance on am?' crop or 
plantation insurance provided in Pu^to Rib.o by a dnlj^'-authorized agency of 
the Commom/ealth of Puerto Rico, / \ 

H, 11958, to amend the a^eage reserVi^ provisions of the Soil Bank Act 
to perrait inclusion of acreage ^ to 30 davs prior to harvest. 

18, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; SURPLUS COMMODITIES* Passed x^dthout amendment H, R, 
^ 12270, to authorize certain construction at militar';' installations. The bill 
j authorizes the Secretary of Defense to use for family housing in foreign 

countries, foreign currencies not to exceed .>250 million acquired pursuant to 
! the provisions of the Agricultural Trade evelopment and Assistance Act of 

19$ky or tlirotigh other commodity transactrons of the CCC, p. 1192ij. (This bill 
supersedes K, R, 9893> the military construction bill, xhich was vetoed by the 
President.) 

|19* FORESTRY, Received the conference report on H, R, 6376, to piwide for the 
hospitalizatidn and care of the mentally ill in Alaska, includmg a grant of 
not to exceed one million acres of public lands (includes lands \liminated 
from the national forests) (H, Rept, 2735), p, 1193ii 

Rep, Dixon spoke in support of H, R, 8898, to authorize the px^vchase of 
additic^l lands in the Cache National -^’orest, Utah, p, 12021 

20, ATOMip'^^ENERGY, Rep, Holifield urged that increased effort be made to d^Nrelop 
pe^dcful uses of atomic energ^r in the creation of low-cost electric powej 
facilities, p, 12016 
/ The Rules Committee reported resolutions for the consideration of the \ 

/ following bills: P. 12028 \ 
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\ 97h3, to encoura e maximum development of atomic energy reactors ' 
\ lor the pneration of low-cost electric power and the production, utilization 

\ treatment oi special nuclear and other materials* * 

\ ^ Atomic fnergy Act of 19$h, so as to provide 
recleral reinsurance on certain atomic energy reactors* 

21. i-LoCT-pFKATION. Rep. Johnson, las*, supported the construction of.a Federally 
owned\high dam at Hells Canyon, and inserted a newspaper column relative to 
this subject, p. 12021 

The^Interior and Insular Affairs Committee ordered reported S* 3338 re¬ 
garding rates charged to public bodies and cooperatives for electric oower 
generated at Federal projects, p. D819 

22. TRA''TSFORTApOW.\ Rep. Dixon spoke in support of S. 898, the trip-leasing bill. 
as being 'absolutely essential to the efficient marketing of agricultural 
commodities." p*'il2025 

23. FARi.i LABOR. The Interstate and Foreign Commerce Committee ordered reported 
S. 3391, to provide fop reasonable requirements regarding comfort, safety, 
etc., of the interstate-transportation of migrant farm workers, p. D82o' 

2h. LANDS. The Interior and Insular Affairs Committee reported without amendment 
o. Jhho, to grant leave of absence to homestead entrwien and to permit sus¬ 
pension of cultivation and improvement operations on homestead and desert 
land entries_(H. Rept. 2737). p. 12028 / 

The Agriculture Committee rfeported^.Without amendment S. 2^72, to author¬ 
ize the interchange of lands between this Department and the militarv' depart- 
m.ents of the Defense Department (H. Jle'pt. 27li7), p. 12028 

25. iiUBBSR. The Armed Services Committee reported xri.thout amendment S. 3832, to 
provide for the disposal of the Gdvernir.dnt-owned sjmthetic rubber research 
laboratories at Akron, 0. (H. R^t* 27[!.1)'V p. 12028 -- 

26. P^SOMEL. The Government Operations Comraittfee reported mth amendment H.R. 
libis, to provide for the payment of travel and transportation costs for 
persons selected for appointment to certain Federal positions in the U, S. 
and Alaska (H. Rept. 27d2). p. 12028 \ 

1;- 

27. FLOOD insurance. The Banking and Currency Committee\eported xn.th arr.endment 
provide insurance against flood damages (H. Ropt. 27lt6)* p. 

12028 (For a summ^ of the provisions of this bill aV reported in the 
Senate, see Digest No. 72.) \ 

28. GRAIN STA'^ARDS*^ The Agriculture Committee reported without''amendment S. ihOO, 
to protect the integrit^^ of grade certificates under the U* G, Grain Standards 
Act by providing penalties for persons who knox^ngly sample grain improperly 
anc. for persons who 'cnowingly load or otherxdse handle grain deceptively for 
inspection under the Act (H* 7?ept. 27li.8). p. 12028 \ 

29. BAiMKINCrf The Rules Cor^ittee reported a resolution for the consideration of 

19I45* p^ 12028 until June 30, I963, the Ixport-Import Bank Act of 

30* LjBOR STAHDATOS. The Rules Coiranittee reported a..resolution for the considera¬ 
tion of H. R. 11799, to amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 relative' 

, to mnimum wages under Federal construction contracts in Samoa, Uake. and 
/ Guam Islands, p. 12028 * 



House of Kepresentatives 

The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
Eternal God, our Father, may the 

memory of Thy sustaining grace and 
goodness in all our yesterdays inspire us 
to meet the tasks and challenging re¬ 
sponsibilities of this new day with in¬ 
domitable faith and Invincible courage. 

We are bringing unto Thee our sins and 
shortcomings, our insurgent impulses and 
our inordinate desires, beseeching Thee 
that our minds and hearts may be purged 
and purified. 

May our groping and faltering spirits 
daily be brought imder the spell and sway 
of Thy divine spirit to be touched and 
transformed to nobler and finer issues. 

Grant that we may beiieve that the 
prospects for the final triumph of truth 
and righteousness are as radiant and 
glorious as the promises of the Lord God 
omnipotent. 

Hear us in Christ’s name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The Journal of the proceedings of yes¬ 

terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 

Carrell, one of its cierks, announced that 
the Senate had passed bilis and a joint 
resolution of the following titles, in which 
the concurrence of the House is re¬ 
quested: 

S. 558. An act for the relief of Irene 
Montoya; 

S. 579. An act for the relief of Giuseppe 
Scalia; 

S. 1407. An act for the relief of Guillermo 
B. Rigonan; 

S. 1626. An act for the relief of Rachld 
Abdallah; 

S. 2216. An act to amend the act of March 
4, 1915 (38 Stat. 1086, 1101; 16 U. S. C. 497); 

S. 2419. An act for the relief of Dr. Anton 
M. liOdmell; 

S. 2578. An act to amend the law relating 
to residence of assistant assessors for the 
District of Columbia; 

S. 2815. An act for the relief of Peter V. 
Bosch; 

S. 3064. An act for the relief of Thomas J. 
Smith; 

S. 3068. An act for the relief of Arsene 
Kavoukdjlan (Arsene Kavookjlan); 

S. 3103. An act for the relief of Eldur Eha; 
S. 3127. An act for the relief of Karl Eigll 

Engedal Hansen and his wife. Else Viola 
Agnethe Hansen, and their minor child, Jessie 
Engedal Hansen; 

S. 3133. An act to provide for the convey¬ 
ance of certain real property of the United 
States to the city of Boise, Idaho; 

S. 3155, An act for the relief of May Ping 
LiC6* 

S. 3179. An act for the relief of Bedentor 
Ligot Romero; 

S. 3182. An act for the relief of Dr. Cheng- 
en Lu; 

,S. 3188. An act for the relief of Stephen 
Kuang-Tao Hsu; 

Tuesday, July 17,1956 

S. 3191. Ah act for the relief of Jose Marla 
Arlas-Ortega; 

S. 3193. An act for the relief of Natalia 
Kozlov Kavazov Kolubaev (Koljubajer, Kolu- 
bajev): 

S. 3257. An act'for the relief of Georgiana 
ChingHslen (Liang) New; 

S. 3258. An act for the relief of Margaret 
Kwel Chang (Margaret Hua-Chen Kwel); 

S. 3285. An act for the relief of Giok Po 
Oey; 

S. 3306. An act for the relief of Sergius 
Kusmln and his wife, Irene Kusmin; 

S. 3347. An act for the reUef of Mr. and 
Mrs. H. F. Webb; 

S. 3354. An act for the relief of Jelena 
Slmlcevic; 

S. 3358. An act for the relief of Hewey 
Malachi Mackey; 

S. 3364. All act for the relief of Roberto 
Mario Bettinzoli; 

S. 3370. An act for the relief of Paul Yen- 
Hslung Peng and his wife, Mary Stella Pao- 
Chlng Feng, and their minor child, Joseph 
Shao-ying Feng; 

S. 3417. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the States of Montana, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, and Wyoming to ne¬ 
gotiate and enter Into a compact relating to 
their Interest in, and the apportionment of, 
the waters of the Little Missouri River and 
its tributaries as they affect such States, and 
for related purposes; 

S. 3440. An act for the relief of Vincent 
Lee Lao; 

S. 3465. An act relating to effective dates 
of Increases in compensation granted to wage 
board employees; 

S. 3487. An act for the relief of Lucy Lin 
and her minor child, Peter Lin; 

S. 3500. An act to reduce postage rates on 
parcels containing only food, clothing, medi¬ 
cines, or drugs sent by mail for relief pur¬ 
poses; 

S. 3521. An act for the relief of Athanasios 
Nicholas Prittes (also known as Thomas 
Prites, or Tom N. Phillips); 

S. 3537. An act for the relief of Manuel 
Souza Novo; 

S. 3557. An act for the relief of Styllanos 
Lecomples; 

S. 3594. An act to reauthorize construc¬ 
tion by the Secretary of the Interior of Far- 
well unit, Nebraska, of the Missouri River 
Basin project; 

S. 3619. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Public School Food Services Act; 

S. 3657. An act for the relief of Nelson Shu- 
Yung Chuang; 

S. 3660. An act for the relief of Panaglota 
Paganis; 

S. 3713. An act for the relief of Elizabeth 
Cacavas (Elisavet loannou Kakava); 

S. 3813. An act for the relief of Dr. James 
R. P. Wong; 

S. 3814. An act for the relief of Guisepplna 
Coppola; , 

S. 3887. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to provide that aU cabs for hire in 
the District of Columbia be compelled to 
carry insurance for the protection of pas¬ 
sengers, and for other purposes," approved 
June 29, 1938; 

S. 3889. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to grant additional powers to the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes,” approved December 
20, 1944, as amended; 

S. 3968. An act to provide for the termina¬ 
tion of Federal supervision over the property 
of the Peoria Tribe of Indians in the State 
of Oklahoma and the individual members 
thereof, and for other purposes; 

S. 3969. An act to provide for the termina¬ 
tion of Federal supervision over the property 
of the Ottawa Tribe of Indians in the State 
of Oklahoma and the individual members 
thereof, and for other purposes; 

S. 3970. An act to provide for the termina¬ 
tion of Federal supervision over the property 
of the Wyandotte Tribe of Oklahoma and the 
individual members thereof, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 4003. An act to extend Federal recogni¬ 
tion posthumously to Lt. Col. Lee J. Merkel, 
Air National Guard of the United States, as 
a colonel. Air National Guard, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 4015. An act for the relief of Antonietta 
Aurora Mattera Berg; 

S. 4058. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Agriculture to extend and renew to Chi¬ 
cago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railroad 
Co. for the term of 10 years a lease of a tract 
of land in the United States Department of 
Agriculture Range Livestock Experiment 
Station, in the State of Montana, and for a 
right-of-way to said tract, for the removal 
of gravel and ballast material, executed un¬ 
der the authority of the act of Congress ap¬ 
proved June 26, 1946; 

S. 4060. An act to amend section 607 of the 
Postal Field Service Compensation Act of 
1955 to include employees of the Motor Ve¬ 
hicle Service; 

S. 4086. An act to provide that the United 
States hold in trust for the Indians entitled 
to the use thereof the lands described in the 
Executive order of December 16, 1882, and for 
adjudicating the conflicting claims thereto 
of the Navaho and Hopl Indians, and for 
other purposes; 

S. 4099. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the Pittsburgh Plate Glass Co. 
for the construction of a dam on the north 
branch of the Potomac River; and 

S. J. Res. 187. Joint resolution to extend the 
operation of the Emergency Ship Repair Act 
of 1954. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, bills, joint resolutions, and a 
concurrent resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 

H. R. 2603. An act to Increase the area 
within which officers and members of the 
Metropolitan Police force and the Fire De¬ 
partment of the District of Columbia may 
reside; 

H. R. 4993. An act to authorize the Board 
of Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to permit certain Improvements to business 
property situated in the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 5712. An act to provide that the 
United States hold in trust for the Pueblos of 
Zla and Jemez a part of the OJo del Esplrltu 
Santo grant and a small area of public 
domain adjacent thereto; 

H. R, 5808. An act for the relief of Judith 
Kao; 

H. R. 5853. An act to amend the act en¬ 
titled "An act to regulate the practice of 
veterinary medicine In the District of Colum¬ 
bia,” approved February 1, 1907; 

11923^ 
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■ H. R. 7723. An act to authorize the Secre¬ 
tary of Agriculture to convey certain lands in 
Phelps County, Mo., to the Chamber of Com¬ 
merce of Rolla, Mo.; 

H. R. 8149. An act to amend the first sen¬ 
tence of paragraph (a) of section 756 of title 
11 of the District of Columbia Code, 1951 
edition (par. (a), of sec. 5 of the act of April 
1, 1942, ch. 207, 56 Stat. 193), relating to the 
transfer of actions from the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia 
to the Municipal Court for the District of 
Columbia; 

H. R. 10010. An act for the relief of Roy 
Click; 

H. R. 10947. An act to provide particular 
designations for the highway bridges over the 
Potomac River at 14th Street in the District 
of Columbia; 

H. J. Res. 617. Joint resolution to waive 
certain subsections of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf 
of certain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 618. Joint resolution 'to waive 
the provision of section 212 (a) (6)'.of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act inTsehalf 
of certain aliens; \ 

H. J. Res. 620. Joint resolution for the re¬ 
lief of certain aliens; \ 

H. J. Res. 636. Joint resolution for the re-, 
lief of certain aliens; i 

H. J. Res. 637. Joint resolution to waive! 
certain subsections of section 212 (a) of the; 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf of' 
certain aliens; ‘ 

H. J. Res. 639. Joint resolution for the re¬ 
lief of certain aliens; and 

H. Con. Res. 246. Concurrent resolution ap- ' 
proving the granting of the status of per-' 
manent residence to certain aliens. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with an amendment 
in which the concurrence of the House 
is requested, a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H. R. 5299. An act to authorize the estab¬ 
lishment of the Virgin Islands National Park, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendment to the 
foregoing bill, and requests a conference 
with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and appoints 
Mr. Jackson, Mr. Bible, Mr. Laird, Mr. 
Kuchel, and Mr. Goldwater to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also annoimced that t^ 
Senate had passed, with amendmenl^in 
which the concurrence of the Hoq^ is 
requested, a bill of the House of t^'e fol¬ 
lowing title: 

H. R. 12138. An act making supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1957, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the foregoing bill, and requests a confer¬ 
ence with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two-Houses thereon, and 
appoints Mr. Hayden, Mr. Russell, Mr. 
Chavez, Mr. Ellender, Mr. Hill, Mr. 
Stennis, Mr. Bridges, Mr. Saltonstall, 
Mr. Young, Mr. Knowland, and Mr. 
Thye to be the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate agrees to the report of the com¬ 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amend¬ 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11320) entitled “An act to effect the con¬ 
trol of narcotics, barbiturates, and dan¬ 
gerous drugs in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 1774) entitled “An act to 
abolish the Verendrye National Monu¬ 
ment, and to provide for its continued 
use by the State of North Dakota for a 
State historic site, and for other pur¬ 
poses,” disagreed to by the House; agrees 
to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and appoints Mr. Bible, Mr. 
Laird, Mr. Scott, Mr. Malone, and Mr. 
Barrett to be the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendment of 
the House to the bill (S. 497) entitled 
“An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to construct, operate, and main¬ 
tain the Washoe reclamation project, 
Nevada and California,” requests a con¬ 
ference with the House on the disagree¬ 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
appoints Mr. Anderson, Mr. Bible, and 
Mr. Malone to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION AT 
MILITARY INSTALLATIONS 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 11270) to 
authorize certain construction at mili¬ 
tary installations, and for other pur¬ 
poses. This action is necessary in view 
of the President’s veto message of yester¬ 
day. I have conferred with the leader¬ 
ship on both sides of the aisle with refer¬ 
ence to this and there is no objection 
from them. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the present consideration of the bill? 
Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, re¬ 

serving the right to object, this is the bill 
which the President vetoed yesterday? 

Mr. VTNSON. The gentleman is cor¬ 
rect. The Committee on Armed Services 
this morning eliminated from the bill the 
language which the President objected 
to. I may state to the House that after 
consultation with members of the com¬ 
mittee and with others in the House, I 
hope to be able to present a bill during 
this session whereby the Congress may 
retain some voice in and supervision over 
the construction of Capehart houses. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. The language 
which the President objected to had to 
do with these guided missiles; did it not? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes. 
Mr. HAYS of Ohio. There has been a 

lot of ballyhoo about that, but after tests 
it turned out not to be worth much. 

Mr. VINSON. I will say to the gentle¬ 
man that that was one of the grounds on 
which the President objected to the bill. 
It is to be hoped that the Department 
will reach a decision as to the best type 
before they spend the money. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Can the gentle¬ 
man give us any assurance that the legis¬ 
lation to retain control will have any 
chance of being enacted into law? 

Ml’. VINSON. I certainly hope so be¬ 
cause I am going to respectfully request 
the leadership on both sides to accord us 
an opportunity to have a hearing on a 

new bill and I hope we can work out a 
bill before we adjourn. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
withdraw my reservation of objection. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Reserv¬ 
ing the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
cannot the Congress by legislation on 

; appropriation bills accomplish the same 
; thing that it sought to do in the bill that 
! was vetoed? 
I Mr. VINSON. No. What we will try 
; to do now, instead of having the clear- 
; ance procedure before the committee, 
. which has been objected to, is to require 
I that the departments advise the proper 
\ committees in advance so the House will 
j have 90 days in which to take action if 
! it so desires. 
j Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. What 
j they object to in this legislation is that 
I they have to come back to the House? 

Mr. VINSON. That is correct. 
I Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. We ac- 
j complish the same thing if we write our 
i desires in the original bill or when we 
j come to an appropriation bill. 
I Mr. VINSON. The President in the 
last appropriation bill, when it con¬ 
tained such language, took violent ex¬ 
ception to it, but he did not veto the 
bill. He vetoed this bill because the 
Armed Services Committee was trying 
to have supervision over the expendi¬ 
ture of $1,300,000,000 for Capehart 
houses. I think we can reach the same 
objective in a little different manner, 
and if the House will bear with the 
Armed Services Committee I feel confi¬ 
dent that we can still retain some sur¬ 
veillance over these important matters. 

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. The 
power does rest with the Congress, does 
it not, to tell what it will give and how 
the money shall be spent? 

Mr. VINSON. Yes, that is right. 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of 
objection. 

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

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows; 

Be it enacted, etc.— 

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing per¬ 
manent or temporary public works, includ¬ 
ing site preparation, appurtenances, utilities 
and equipment, for the foUowing projects: 

Inside the United States 

Technical Services Facilities 
(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.: Training 
and storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California In¬ 
stitute of Technology), California: Research 
and development facility, $143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colo.: Mainte¬ 
nance facility, $2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y.: Utilities, 
$88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oreg.: Storage 
facilities, $258,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Maintenance facil¬ 
ities, training facUities, family housing and 
utilities, $6,159,000. 

White Sands Proving Grounds, N. Mex.: 
Utilities, $693,000. 
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(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Ga.: Operational 
facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$823,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, S. C.: Ad¬ 
ministrative facility, $08,000. 

Fort Worth General Depot, Tex.; Opera¬ 
tional facilities," maintenance facilities, land 
acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pa.: 
Maintenance facilities, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, Calif.; Maintenance 
facilities, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Md.: Troop hous¬ 
ing, community facility, and operational fa¬ 
cility, $889,000. 

Camp Detrick, Md.: Storage facilities and 
utilities, $913,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research 
and development facilities and utilities, 
$867,000. 

(Signal Corps) 

Fort Huachuca, Ariz.: Troop housing, 
maintenance facilities, storage facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Fort Belvoir, Va.: Storage facility, train¬ 
ing facility, operational facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research and development 
facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

(Transportation Corps) 

Fort Eustis, Va.: Operational facility, 
maintenance facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, D. C.: 
Research and development facility and com¬ 
munity facility, $4,209,000. 

Field Forces Facilities 

(First Army area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Mass.: 
Land acquisition, $302,000. 

Fort Dix, N. J.: Training facility, $54,000. 
Oswego, N. Y.: Training facilities and land 

acquisition, $583,000. 
Fort Totten, N. Y.: Troop housing, storage 

facilities, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

(Second Army area) 

Fort Knox, Ky.; Maintenance facilities, 
and community facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Md.: Operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, medical fa¬ 
cility, troop housing, and utilities, $5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pa.: Ad¬ 
ministrative facility, storage facilities, and 
utilities. $190,000. 

(Third Army area) 

Port Benning, Ga.: Administrative facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, communications 
facilities, and community facilities, $422,000. 

Fort Bragg, N. C.: Administrative facilities, 
operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, 
N. C.: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Ala.: Troop housing, 
training facility, and community facility, 
$397,000. 

Fort Rucker, Ala.: Operational facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, training facil¬ 
ities, storage facilities, administrative facil¬ 
ities, trailer site facilities, land acquisition, 
and utilities, $7,300,000. 

(Fourth Army area) 

Fort Bliss, Tex.: Training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Tex.; Community facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and storage facilities, 
$2,457,000. 

Fort Sill, Okla.: Training facilities 
$4,173,000. 

(Fifth Army area) 

Fort Carson, Colo.; Storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing. 

training facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,253,000. 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind.: Troop 

housing, $140,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: Communica¬ 

tions facilities and troop housing, $1,092,000. 
Fort Riley, Kans.: Administrative facil¬ 

ities, community facilities, troop housing, 
and utilities, $1,519,000. 

St. Louis Support Center, Mo.: Administra¬ 
tive facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army area) 

Fort Lewis, Wash.: Community facilities, 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
family housing, and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, Calif.: Maintenance facility and 
community facility, $223,000. 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, Calif.: 
Community facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Ariz.; Troop housing, 
research and development facility, and stor¬ 
age facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Port McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, 
$4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces special weapons project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical site support facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, 
maintenance facilities, storage facilities, and 
land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and 
maintenance facilities, $1,688,000. 

Port Richardson; Storage facilities, $2,- 

333,000. 
Whittier; Stora’ge facilities and training 

facilities, $2,849,000. 
Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage fa¬ 

cility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command area) 

Okinawa; Storage facilities, operational 
facilities, maintenance facilities, medical 
facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, port facilities, community facilities, 
improvements to buildings and utilities, 
$6,000,000. 

(Pacific Command area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii; 
Land acquisition, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, 
land acquisition and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family hous¬ 
ing and land acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command area) 

Panama Canal Zone; Sewage disposal sys¬ 
tem for Army, Navy, and Air Force facilities, 
$1,060,000. 

(U. S. Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
storage facilities, training facilities, admln- 
strative facilities, medical .facilities, troop 
housing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may 
establish or develop classified military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or in¬ 
stalling permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site prepa¬ 
ration, appurtenances, utilities, and equip¬ 
ment in a total amount, $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 
is amended with respect to Fort Jay, N. Y., 
under the heading “Continental United 
States” and subheading “field forces facilities 
(First Army Area) ” in section 101, by strik¬ 
ing out “$731,000” and inserting in place 
thereof “$1,081,000,” and in clause (1) of 
section 502, by striking out $224,927,000” and 
“$533,904,000” and inserting in place thereof 
"$225,277,000” and “$534,254,000,” respec¬ 
tively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 
534, 83d Congress, as reads “Adak Station, 
Alaska: Operational Facilities (including 
troop housing), $70,000” is amended to read 
“Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facilities 
(including troop housing), $180,000" and 
clause (4) of section 502 thereof is amended 
by striking the figure “$462,600” and insert¬ 
ing in place thereof “$572,000.’’ 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall 
make all necessary studies, by contract or 
otherwise, to determine an appropriate site 
for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord¬ 
nance Depot, Tex.; such studies to be com¬ 
pleted by January 31, 1957. Expenditure of 
$25,000 out of appropriations available to 
the Department of the Army is authorized 
for such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop military installations 
and facilities by acquiring, constructing, 
converting, rehabilitating, or installing per¬ 
manent or temporary public works, includ¬ 
ing site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment, for the following projects; 

Inside the United States 

Shipyard Facilities 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Mass,: Replace¬ 
ment of pier, and plans and specifications for 
diydock facilities, $7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, S. C.; Dredging 
equipment, $148,000. 

Naval minecraft base. Charleston, S. C.: 
Operational facilities, personnel facilities, 
training, facilities, maintenance facilities 
storage facilities, community facilities, secu¬ 
rity facilities, and utilties, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, Calif.; Facil¬ 
ities for remedying effects of ground subsi¬ 
dence and waterfront facilities, $5,984,000. 

Navy underwater sound laboratory. New 
London, Conn.: Research and development 
facilities and land acquisition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Va.: Person¬ 
nel facilities, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Va.; Utilities and 
land acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama 
City, Fla.: Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, Calif.: 
Plans and specifications for drydock facil¬ 
ities, $1,300,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, 
Fla.: Land acquisition, $200,000. 

Fleet Base Facilities 

Naval station. Key West, Fla.; Utilities, 
$927,000. 

Naval station. Long Beach, Calif.: Water¬ 
front facilities, $2,256,000. 

Naval station. New Orleans, La.: Utilities, 
$226,000. 

Naval station, Newport, R. I.; Waterfront 
facilities, personnel facilities, community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $11,672,000. 

Naval station, Norfolk, Va.: Personnel fa¬ 
cilities, $2,844,000. 

Naval station. Orange, Tex.: Flood-protec¬ 
tion facilities, including land acquisition, 

$265,000. 
Aviation Facilities 

(Naval air training stations) 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange 
Grove, Tex.: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field. 
Tex.: Personnel facilities, operational facil¬ 
ities, community facilities, station and air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, and utilities, 

$2,247,000. 
Naval air station, Glynco, Ga.: Airfield 

pavements, personnel facilities, aheraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and laud 
acquisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, 
Tex.: Personnel facilities, training facilities. 

No. 121-17 
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aircraft maintenance facilities, community 
facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tenn.: Fuel 
storage facilities and aircraft maintenance 
facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Miss.: 
Site preparation utilities, plans and specifi¬ 
cations for jet aircraft training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola. Fla.: Com¬ 
munity facilities and plans and specifica¬ 
tions for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, 
Fla.: Land acquisition, $13,000. 

(Fleet support air stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, Calif.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, N. J.: 
Navigational aids and land acquisition, 
$421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, 
Calif.: Personnel facilities and utilities, 
$778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, airfield pavements, station 
maintenance facilities, community facilities, 
and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Fla.; Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 
storage facilities, operational facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Va.: Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, N. C.: 
Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, fuel dispensing facilities, 
operational facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, personnel facilities, communications fa¬ 
cilities, community facilities, and utilities, 
$13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro. 
Calif.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
land acquisition, including not to exceed 
$660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, Calif., 
to partially defray the county’s cost in re¬ 
locating the Niland-Blythe Road, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nev.: 
Training facilities, aircraft maintenance fa¬ 
cilities, community facilities, and land acqui¬ 
sition, except none of the authorization for 
land acquisition pertaining to the Black 
Rock area shall apply unless the Secretary of 
Defense shall resurvey the entire require¬ 
ment, including the possible use of other 
Government-controlled lands in the State of 
Nevada and the possibility of joint Navy-Air 
Force utilization of existing facilities, and 
the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives that the acquisi¬ 
tion of the Black Rock extension is essential 
to meet the Navy's training requirements, 
$8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, N. C.: Air¬ 
field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities, naviga¬ 
tional aids, aircraft and station maintenance 
facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 
$6 million. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Fla.: Navi¬ 
gational aids, operational facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Fla,: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station, Lemoore, Calif.: Plans 
and specifications for development of master 
jet aircraft facilities, and land acquisition, 
$10,089,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, Calif.: Person¬ 
nel facilities, operational facilities, training 
facilities, ordnance facilities, land acquisi¬ 
tion, and obstruction removal for flight 
clearance, $8,835,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, Calif.: Land 
acquisition, $89,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, 
Calif.; Airfield pavements, ordnance and am¬ 

munition storage facilities, aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, waterfront facilities, opera¬ 
tional facilities, navigational aids, and land 
acquisition, $13,072,000. 

Naval air station. Oceana, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 
operational facilities, community facilities, 
training facilities, ordnance facilities, open 
storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, 
and relocation of Coast Guard facilities, 
$5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, R. I.; Air¬ 
craft maintenance facilities, and naviga¬ 
tional aids, $2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Fla.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments, personnel facilities, and utilities, 
$6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whldbey Island, Wash.; 
Utilities, $149,000. 

(Marine Corps air stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beau¬ 
fort, S. C.: Aircraft and station maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, medical 
facilities, personnel facilities, training facil¬ 
ities, operational facilities, covered and cold- 
storage facilities, community facilities, fuel¬ 
dispensing facilities, and utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, 
N. C.; Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
$170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, Calif.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, airfield pavements, storage fa¬ 
cilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi¬ 
cal facilities, training facilities, personnel 
facilities, operational facilities, and utilities, 
$6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, 
Calif.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, air¬ 
field pavements, personnel facilities, training 
facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, 
and utilities, $12,556,000. 

(Special purpose air stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville. 
Pa.: Plans and specifications for research and 
development facilities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, N. J.: Re¬ 
search and development facilities and equip¬ 
ment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Md.: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities and research 
and development facilities, $475,000. 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, 
Calif.: Waterfront facilities, fuel-dispensing 
facilities, aircraft-maintenance facilities, 
and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, 
N. J.: Research arid development facilities, 
$128,000. 

Supply Facilities 

Naval sunply depot, Clearfield, Utah: 
Utilities, $149,000. 

Naval supply depot, Newport, R. I.: Storage 
facilities, $390,000. 

Naval supply center, Oakland, Calif.: 
Utilities, $50,000. 

Naval supply depot, Seattle, Wash.: Re¬ 
placement of seawall, $199,000. 

Marine Corps Facilities 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Ga.: 
Storage facilities, personnel facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $1,742,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, 
Calif.: Operational facilities, maintenance 
facilities, personnel facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, and community facilities, 
$3,436,000. 

Marine Corps base, Camp Lejeune, N. C.: 
Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, 
training facilities, community facilities, 
medical facilities, storage facilities, and 
utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, 
S. C.: Personnel facilities, administrative 
facilities, storage facilities, training facili¬ 

ties. community facilities, and utilities, 
$4,266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, Calif.; 
Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, 
Bridgeport, Calif. :Utllltles, $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twentynine 
Palms, Calif.; Community facilities and land 
acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, 
Portsmouth, Va.; Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Va.; 
Training facilities, ammunition storage and 
ordnance facilities, community facilities, 
and utilities, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot. San Diego, 
Calif.: Personnel facilities and community 
facilities, $1,679,000. 

Ordnance Facilities 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Wash.: 
Ordnance facilities, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, 
S. C.: Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake. 
Calif.; Research and development facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments, and fuel storage and dispensing 
facilities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, N. J.: 
Ordnance facilities. $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Fallbrook. 
Calif.: Ammunition storage and ordnance 
facilities, $1,584,000. 
. Naval ammunition depot, Hlngham, Mass.; 
Ammunition storage and oidnance facilities, 
$993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal 
Beach. Calif.: Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Va.: Ammu¬ 
nition storage and ordnance facilities and 
utilities, $3,480,000. 

Service School Facilities 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md.: Earth¬ 
work and land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Md.: 
Personnel facilities, training facilities, and 
utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, N. Y.: 
Personnel facilities, $97,000 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, Calif.: 
Training facilities, personnal facilities, and 
utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam 
Neck, Va.: Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Ill.; 
Personnel facilities and training facilities. 
$8,413,000. 

Medical Facilities 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Ill.: Medical 
facilities, $12,730,000. 

Naval hospital, Portsmouth, N. H.: Hos¬ 
pital elevator, $57,000. 

Communications Facilities 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Md.; 
Communications facilities, personnel facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and 
land acquisition, $2,450,000. 

Naval communication station. San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif.: Communications facilities and 
personnel facilities, $2,029,000. 

Naval communication station, Seattle, 
Wash.: Communications facilities, $45,000, 

Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine; 
Communications facilities, $83,000. 

OiBce of Naval Research Facilities 

Naval research laboratory. District of Co¬ 
lumbia: Plans and specifications for research 
and development facilities, $1,300,000. 

Yards and Docks Facilities 

Public-works center, Norfolk, Va.: Utili¬ 
ties and land acquisition. $443,000. 

Naval construction battalion center. Port 
Hueneme, Calif.: Replacement of wharf, and 
storage facilities, $2,581,000, 



1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE 11927 

Outside the United States 
Shipyard Facilities 

Naval ship-repair facility, Subic Bay, P. I.: 
Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, P. I.: Utilities at 
Olongapo, flood control and drainage facili¬ 
ties, and community facilities, $9,378,000. 

Fleet Base Facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska; Operational 
facilities, and laundry and dry cleaning fa¬ 
cilities, $2,351,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
Utilities, $680,000. 

Aviation Facilities 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield 
pavements, aircraft maintenance facilities, 
fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, 
and utilities, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, 
T. H.: Personnel facilities and aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine 
Islands; Personnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba; 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, personnel fa¬ 
cilities, communications facilities, family 
ho\ising, community facilities, and utilities, 
$4,572,000. 

Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan; Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, 
dredging, navigational aids, and fuel storage 
facilities, $1,704,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Oahu, T. H.: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, and operational facilities, 
$1,045,000. 

Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French 
Morocco: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto 
Rico: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield 
pavements, fuel storage facilities, ordnance 
facilities, personnel facilities, medical facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philip¬ 
pine Islands: Airfield pavements break¬ 
water, and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

Supply Facilities 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement 
of fuel storage facilities, $5 million. 

Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: 
Fuel storage facilities, $1,599,000. 

Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine 
Islands: Covered and cold storage facilities, 
administrative facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, waterfront fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

Ordnance Facilities 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, T. H.: 
Ordnance facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey. 
French Morocco: Ordnance facilities, $245,- 

000. 
Naval ordnance facility. Yokosuka, Japan: 

Ordnance facilities, $241,000. 

Communications Facilities 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Oki¬ 
nawa: Communication facilities, $75,000. 

Naval communication station, Guam, Mar¬ 
iana Islands: Communications facilities, 

$222,000. 
Naval communication facility, Philippine 

Islands: Communications facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,320,000. 

Yards and Docks Facilities 

Fifteenth Naval District, C. Z.: Utilities, 
$2,210,000. 

Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is au¬ 
thorized to obtain by contract, such engi¬ 
neering, location, and site planning studies 
as may be necessary to enable him to deter¬ 
mine the feasibility and advisability of estab¬ 
lishing, continuing, or relocating the follow¬ 
ing facilities: Naval air station, Norfolk, Va. 
(bombing targets); Naval magazine. Port 
Chicago, Calif. Expenditures not to exceed 
$150,000 for such studies may be made out of 

the appropriation "Military construction. 
Navy.” The Secretary of the Navy shall re¬ 
port to the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and House of Representatives 
the conclusions of these studies together 
with such recommendations as he shall con¬ 
sider appropriate. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may 
establish or develop classified naval installa¬ 
tions and facilities by constructing, con¬ 
verting, rehabilitating, or installing perma¬ 
nent or temporary public works, including 
land acquisition, site preparation, appur¬ 
tenances, utilities, equipment, and family 
housing in the total amount of $84,043,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 564, 81st Congress, is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In title II under the heading "Conti¬ 
nental United States” change the amount for 
"Naval base, Newport, R. I.: Sewage facili¬ 
ties,” from “$1,243,000” to "$1,268,000.” 

(b) In title IV, section 402, clause (2) 
change the amount for public works author¬ 
ized by title II; "Inside continental United 
States,” from "$135,719,800” to "$135,744,800.” 

Sec. 205. Public Law 155, 82d Congress, as 
amended, is amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out 
so much thereof under the hearing "Conti¬ 
nental United States” and subheading "Sup¬ 
ply facilities” as reads as follows: 

"Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and Jet fuel 
bulk storage: $2,766,500”; and insert in place 
thereof the following: 

"Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, 
Maine, area: Aviation gasoline and jet fuel 
bulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,500.” 

(b) In section 201, under the heading 
"Outside continental United States” and sub¬ 
heading "Communication facilities,” strike 
out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval communication station, Philippine 
Islands: Consolidated communication fa¬ 
cilities: $2,694,500”: and insei't in place 
thereof the following: 

"Naval communication station, Philippine 
Islands: Consolidated communications fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $2,694,500”. 

Sec. 206. Public Law 534, 83d Congress is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading 
"Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Aviation facilities,” change the amount 
for "Naval air missile test center (San Nicolas 
Island), Point Mugu, Calif.,” from "$1,132,- 
000” to “$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading 
"Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing "Ordnance facilities,” change the amount 
for "Naval ammunition depot, Hawthorne, 
Nevada” from "$308,000” to “$538,000.” 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for Inside continental United States from 
"$102,042,000” to "$102,956,000”; and total 
amount from “$201,893,000” to "$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 207. Public Law 161, 84th Congress, is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading 
"Continental United States” and subhead¬ 
ing “Shipyard facilities,” change the amount 
for “Naval electronics laboratory, San Dego, 
Calif.” from "$143,000” to "$162,000.” 

(b) In section 201, under the heading 
"Continental United States” and subheading 
"Fleet base facilities,” delete that portion 
which reads as follows: “Navy Department, 
District of Columbia; family housing, 
$81,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading 
"Continental United States” and subheading 
"Aviation facilities,” change the amount for 
"Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, 
Calif.” from "$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike 
out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
communication facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, $4,660,000”; and insert in place thereof 

the following: 

"Naval air station, Norfolk, Va.; Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, training facilities, 
communication facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201 under the heading 
"Continental United States” and subheading 
"Ordnance facilities,” delete that portion 
which reads as follows: "Naval proving 
ground, Dahlgren, Va.; Land acquisition 
$200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading 
"Outside continental United States” and 
subheading “Ordnance facilities,” strike out 
so much thereof as reads as follows: 

"Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory 
of Hawaii: Testing facilities, and railroad 
facilities and barricades, $1,132,000”; and 
insert in place thereof the following: 

"Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory 
of Hawaii: Testing facilities, railroad facili¬ 
ties and barricades, and land acquisition, 
$1,132,000”. • 

(f) In section 502, clause (2), change the 
amount for public works authorized by title 
II for inside continental United States from 
"$299,690,600” to “$299,512,600”; and the 
total amount from "$564,224,300” to "$564,- 
046.300” 

TITLE HI 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop military installa¬ 
tions and facilities by acquiring, construct¬ 
ing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing 
permanent or temporary public works, in¬ 
cluding site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities and equipment, for the following 
projects: 

Inside the United States 
Air Defense Command 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, 
Fla.; Operational and training facilities, 
$629,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minn.: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $863,000. 

Bnt Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, 
Colo.; Housing and community facilities, 
$342,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vt.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Wash.; Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 
ties, and housing and community facilities, 
and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base. Glasgow, Mont.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, land acquisition, and family 
housing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, 
N. Dak.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $18,969,000. 
Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, 

Mo.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pa.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and. land acquisition, 

$1,087,000. 
Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, 

Calif.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $2,- 

966,000. 
K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, 

Mich • Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments. and land acquisition, $5,061,000. 
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Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Mich.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilites, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $2,906,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Salnte Marie, 
Mich.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $2,- 
156,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath 
P’alls, Oreg.: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 
130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Wash.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, ^inoxvllle. Tenn.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Majors Keld, Greenville, Tex.: Operational 
and training facilities, and land acquisition, 
$440,000. 

Mlnneapolls-Saint Paul International Air¬ 
port, Minneapolis, Minn.; Operational and 
training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, N. Dak.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities, and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, 
Del.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara 
Falls, N. Y.: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Mass.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, land acquisition, and family 
housing, $11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground mprovements, 
and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Wash.; Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland, Oreg., area: Operation¬ 
al and training facilities, maintenance facil¬ 
ities, supply facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $13,- 
508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, 
Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition, $8,057,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasvllle, 
Wis.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $6,801,000. 

Selfrldge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, 
Mich.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, 
Iowa: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,- 
000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, N, T,: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000, 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhamp- 
ton Beach, N. Y.: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,- 
000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wis.: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Mich.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, administra¬ 
tive facilities, housing and cornmunity facil¬ 
ities, utilities and ground mprovements^ land 
acquisition, and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, utilities and 
ground Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,255,000. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Ariz.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, housng 
and communty facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $3,545,000. 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilites, housng 
and communty facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements and land acquisition, $37,760,- 
000. 

Air Materiel Command 

Brookley Air Force Base. Mobile, Ala.; 
Housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,541,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $17,- 
966,000. 

Hill Air Force Base. Odgen, Utah: Mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pa.: 
Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, 
Calif.: Administrative facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,424,000. 

Mukilteo F\iel Storage Station, Mukllteo, 
Wash.: Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base. San Bernardino, 
Calif.: Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, $1,- 
572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pa.; 
Maintenance facilities, administrative fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $3,983,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Ga.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fniel Storage Station, Searsport, 
Maine: Supply facilities, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station. Tacoma, 
Wash.: Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, 
Okla.: Operational and training facilities, 
hospital facilities, and housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: 
Family housing, $89,000, 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. Dayton, 
Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, housing and com- 

Jxdy 17 
munlty facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $17,138,000. 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and util¬ 
ities, and ground improvements, $444,000. 

Air Proving Ground Command 

Eglln Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Fla.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $21,094,000. 

Air Training Command 

Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, and util¬ 
ities and ground Improvements, $17,121,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Tex.: Hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Ala.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Ease, San Marcos, 
Tex.: Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Tex.: 
Land acquisition, $63,000. 

PVancis E. Warren Air Force Base, 
Cheyenne, Wyo.: Housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, 
Tex.: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities and land 
acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Miss.: Land 
acquisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Tex.; Hospital and medical facilities, $3,- 
440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Tex.: Util¬ 
ities and ground Improvements, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $225,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Tex.; Util¬ 
ities and ground Improvements, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $225,000. 

Laughlin' Air Force Base, Del Rio, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities. $212,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colo.; Land 
acquisition, $410,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Ariz.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,902,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, Calif.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
Improvements, and land acquisition, $21,- 
650,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base. Wichita, Kans.; 
Land acquisition, $396,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Ga.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and main¬ 
tenance facilities, $1,848,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nev.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pendleton, Calif.; 
Utilities and ground Improvements, $111,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Tex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base. San Antonio, 
Tex.: Land acquisition, $133,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock. Tex.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,164,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Ill.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, supply fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls. 
Tex.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
hospital and medical facilities, housing and 
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community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $24,- 
433,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nev.: Supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground Improvements, and land 
acquisition, $2,221,000. 

■i^ndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Fla.; 
Operational and training facilities, aird 
maintenance facilities, $716,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Okla.t Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition, $977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, $90,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Ariz.; 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$6,347,000. 

Air University 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Ala.; 
Operational and training facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $215,000. 

Continental Air Command 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $13,395,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Ga.; 
Housing and community facilities, $345,000. 

Mltchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, 
N. Y.: Utilities and ground improvements, 
$205,000. 

Headquarters Command 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.; 
Utilities and ground improvements, $8,000. 

Military Air Transport Command 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, 
Md.: Operational and training facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, housing, and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground Improvements, 
and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, 
S. C.; Operational and training facilities, 
and utilities and ground Improvements, 
$868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Del.; Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, supply fa¬ 
cilities, administrative facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements. $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, 
N. J.: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical fa¬ 
cilities, administrative facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, 
Fla.: Operational and training facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Va.; 
Operational and training facilities, $768,000. 

Washington National Airport, District of 
Columbia: Maintenance facilities, $275,000. 

Research and Development Conamand 

Canel Air Force Plant Numbered 62, Hart¬ 
ford, Conn.: Research, development, and test 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, Calif.: Re¬ 
search development, and test facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, 
N. Mex.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment, and test facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian 
Springs, Nev.: Housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and research, de¬ 
velopment, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Tex., Research, 
development, and test facilities, and land 
acquisition, $1,219,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field. Bedford, 
Mass.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, research, develop¬ 
ment and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities, and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

National Reactor Test Station, Idaho, 
Falls, Idaho: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, research, development and test facili¬ 
ties, and utilities and ground Improvements, 
$11,415,000. 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Fla.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, research, de¬ 
velopment and test facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $15,- 

169,000. 
Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento 

Peak, N. Mex.: Family housing, $153,000. 

Strategic Air Command 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Tex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $1,043,- 

000. 
Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Okla.: Housing 

and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground improvements, $1,003,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, La.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Tex.; 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and land acquisitions, $15,938,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Tex.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, 
Ky.: Operational and training facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Tex.: 
Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, Calif.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, hospital and medical facili¬ 
ties, and housing and community facilities, 
$2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, 
Okla.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Miss.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground Improvements, and land acquisition, 
$14,518,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, 
Ariz.: Operational and training facilities, and 
land acquisition, $503,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $7,665,000. 

Dublin Air Force Base, Georgia: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $6,478,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City 
S. Dak.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, 
$943,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Wash.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $4,457,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kans.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $1,271,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Tex.: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, $23,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, 
Miss.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, N. Mex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisitions, $6,547,- 
000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, 
Fla.: Operational and training facilities, hos¬ 
pital and medical facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities, and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $1,694,- 
000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Ga.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,131,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, 
La.: Operational and training facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,- 
000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebr.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $4,685,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, 
Ark.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,528,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, 
Ohio: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,- 
952,000. 

Lorlng Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Fla.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $3,262,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, 
Mont.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and housing and 
community facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acqusitlon, $1,156,000. 

Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, S. Dak.; 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, uitlities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $6,374,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain 
Home, Idaho: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and utilities and 
ground Improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebr.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, supply facil¬ 
ities, housing and community facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, land ac¬ 
quisition, and family housing, $5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Fla.: 
Housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground Improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $786,000. 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, 

N. y.: Housing and community facilities, 

$1,491,000. _ ^ 
Portsmouth Air Force Base. Portsmouth, 

N. H.; Operational and training facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $661,000. 

Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kans.: 
Operational and training facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, housng and community facilities, utili¬ 
ties and ground improvements, and land ac¬ 
quisition, $3,882,000. 
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Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, Calif.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and utilities and ground improv- 
ments, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Ga.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and land acquisition, 
$781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, N. Mex.: 
Operational and training facilities, supply 
facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $2,791,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, 
Mass.; Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground Im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, 
Mo.: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance faciltlles, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $3,815,000. 

Tactical Air Command 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Okla.: 
Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $330,00. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blythevllle, 
Ark.: Operational and training facilities, and 
maintenance facilities, $933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Ind.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainten¬ 
ance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis. N. Mex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, mainten¬ 
ance facilities, housing and community facil¬ 
ities, and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, 
S. C.; Operational and training facilities, 
$2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandia, La.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainten¬ 
ance facilities, administrative facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $2,919,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Tex.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and utilities and groimd improve¬ 
ments, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, Calif.; 
Operational and training facilities, mainten¬ 
ance facilities, supply facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Va.: Op¬ 
erational and training facilities, and land 
acquisition. $2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash.: 
Operational and training facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,111,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle 
Beach, S. C.; Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, hospital and 
medical facilities, and housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, N. C.: 
Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tenn.: 
Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,583,- 
000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Golds¬ 
boro, N. C.: Operational and training facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, supply facil¬ 
ities, hospital and medical facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, and housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $6,637,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base. Sumter, S. C.: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, $3,805,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah; 
Operational and training facilities, $67,000. 

Special Facilities 

Various locations; Research, development 
and test facilities, administrative facilities, 
and land acquisition, $1,240,000. 

Aircraft Control and Warning System 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad¬ 
ministrative facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition, and family hous¬ 
ing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 
Alaskan Air Command 

Eilson Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
and family housing, $14,984,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base; Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facil¬ 
ities, supply facilities, housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, $5,444,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities and supply facilities, $1,772,- 
000. 

King Salmon Airport; Operational and 
training facilities, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and util¬ 
ities and ground Improvements, $7,055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, $6,628,000. 

Far East Air Forces 

Hickam Air Force Base. Honolulu, Hawaii: 
Operational and training facilities. $991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston 
Island; Operational and training facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, $724,- 
000. 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
utilities and ground improvements, land ac¬ 
quisition, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

Military Air Transport Service 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, 
$55,859,000. 

Northeast Air Command 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and family hous¬ 
ing. $75,650,000. 

Strategic Air Command 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements. and family housing, $23,980,- 
000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land ac¬ 
quisition, $14,000. 

Northwest Air Force Base, Guam; Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, and mainte¬ 
nance facilities, $229,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base. Puerto Rico: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,213,000. 

United States Air Force in Europe 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and erection of prefabricated 
structures, $114,260,000. 

Aircraft Control and Warning System 

Various locations: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 
ply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
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munity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $70 mil¬ 
lion. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force 
may establish or develop: (a) classified mili¬ 
tary installations and facilities by acquir¬ 
ing. constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary pub¬ 
lic works, including land acquisition, site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 
equipment, in the total amount of $163 
million. 

(b) Air Force installations and facilities 
by proceeding with construction made nec¬ 
essary by changes in Air Force missions, new 
weapons developments, or improved produc¬ 
tion schedules, if the Secretary of Defense 
determines that deferral of such construc¬ 
tion for inclusion in the next military con¬ 
struction authorization act would be incon¬ 
sistent with interests of national security, 
and in connection therewith to acquire, con¬ 
struct, convert, rehabilitate, or install per¬ 
manent or temporary public works, includ¬ 
ing land acquisition, site preparation, ap¬ 
purtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $50 million: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Air Force, or his des¬ 
ignee, shall notify the Committee on Armed 
Services of the Senate and House of Rep¬ 
resentatives immediately upon reaching a 
final decision to Implement, of the cost of 
construction of any public work undertaken 
under this subsection, including those real 
estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the act of March 30, 
1949 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 491), is amended by 
the addition of the following: 

‘‘The Secretary of the Air Force is author¬ 
ized to procure communication services re¬ 
quired for the semiautomatic ground envi¬ 
ronment system. No contract for such 
services may be for a period of more than 10 
years from the date communication services 
are first furnished under such contract. The 
aggregate contingent liability of the Govern¬ 
ment under the termination provisions of all 
contracts authorized hereunder may not ex¬ 
ceed a total of $222 million and no termina¬ 
tion payment shall be final until audited and 
approved by the General Accounting Office 
which shall have access to such carrier rec¬ 
ords and accounts as it may deem necessary 
for the purpose. In procuring such services, 
the Secretary of the Air Force shall utilize to 
the fullest extent practicable the facilities 
and capabilities of communication common 
carriers, including rural telephone coopera¬ 
tives, within their respective service areas 
and for power supply, shall utilize to the 
fullest extent practicable, the facilities and 
capabilities of public utilities and rural elec¬ 
tric cooperatives within their respective- serv¬ 
ice areas. Negotiations with communication 
common carriers, including cooperatives, and 
representation in proceedings involving such 
carriers before Federal and State regulatory 
bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 
ings involve contracts authorized by this 
paragraph shall be in accordance with the 
provisions of section 201 of the act of June 
30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481)." 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, 
Is amended, under the heading “Continental 
United States’’ in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “Air Defense Com¬ 
mand”— 

(1) with respiect to Buckingham Weapons 
Center, Port Myers, Fla., strike out “$11,- 
577,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,- 
462,000.” 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Air¬ 
port, Duluth, Minn., strike out “$1,200,000" 
and insert in place thereof “$1,623,000.” 

(3) with respect to Grand Porks site. North 
Dakota, strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$7,709,000.” 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee 
area, Wisconsin, airbase to be known as 
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“Richard Bong Air Force Base,” strike out 
••$16,608,000” and. insert In place thereof 
••$23,859,000.” 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh 
Airport, Corapolis, Pa., strike out “$404,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$525,000.’• 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force 
Base, San Rafael, Calif., strike out “$1,501,- 
000” and Insert in place thereof “$2,229,000.” 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Munici¬ 
pal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oreg., strike out 
“$2,042,'000” and insert in place thereof 
•■$2,656,000.” 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Air¬ 
port, Knoxville, Tenn., strike out “$582,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$817,000.” 

(9) with respect to Minot site. North Da¬ 
kota, strike out “$5,339,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$6,603,000.” 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Munici¬ 
pal Airport, Niagara Falls, N. Y., strike out 
■■$1,748,000” and insert in place thereof 
••$2',575,000.” 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, 
Everett, Wash., strike out “$1,039,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,199,000.” 

Under the subheading “Air Material Com¬ 
mand”—With respect to Searsport Air Force 
Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine, strike out 
••$133,000” and insert in place thereof 
‘•$329,000.•’ 

Under the subheading “Air Ti-aining Com- 
mand^^— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force 
Base, Houston, Tex., strike out ■•■$2,816,000’^ 
and insert in place thereof ‘•$3.438.000.'• 

(2) wiih I - I'jct Lo Greenville Air Force 
Base, Greenville, Miss., strike out ‘•$349,000’^ 
and insert in place thereof ‘■$500,000.•• 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, 
Phoenix, Ariz., strike out “$1,557,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$1,923,000.•’ 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, 
Las 'V’egas, Nev., strike out “$1.153,000‘‘ and 
insert in place thereof “$1,837,000.” 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, 
Sherman, Tex., strike out “$956,000‘‘ and 
Insert in place thereof “$1,210,000.■• 

(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force 
Base, San Antonio, Tex., strike out ‘•$549,000‘’ 
and insert in place thereof “$730,000.■• 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, 
Belleville, Ill., strike out “$1,247,000‘‘ and 
insert in place thereof “$1,862,000.■• 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, 
Panama City, Fla., strike out “$478,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$534,000.■’ 

(9) with respect to 'Vance Air Force Base, 
Enid, Okla., strike out “$871,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$1,181,000.■• 

(10) -with respect to Williams Air Force 
Base, Chandler, Ariz., strike out “$1,045,000” 
insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.‘’ 

(11) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air 
Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo., strike out 
‘•$1,403,000‘‘ and insert in place thereof 
•‘$1,746,000.‘’ 

Under the subheading •‘Air University” 
with respect to Maxwell Air Force Base, Mont- 
gomrey, Ala., strike out “2,661,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.•■ 

Under the subheading “Continental Air 
Cammand‘‘—• 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, 
San Antonio, Tex., strike out “$590,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$697,000.” 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, 
Marietta, Ga., strike out “$758,000‘‘ and in¬ 
sert in place thereof “$859,000.•’ 

Under the subheading “Military Air Trans¬ 
port Service‘‘—With respect to Charleston 
Air Force Base, Charleston, S. C., strike out 
“$4,032,000‘’ and insert in place thereof 
••$5,306,000.” 

Under the subheading “Research and De¬ 
velopment Command‘‘— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force 
Base, Muroc, Calif., strike out “$12,429,000” 
and insert in place thereof '‘$13,299,000.” 

(2) with respect to Hartford Research 
Facility, Hartford, Conn., strike out “$22,- 
375,000” and insert in place thereof “$25,- 

780,000.” 
(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force 

Base, Alamogordo, N. Mex., strike out “$4,- 
965,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,- 

637,000.'' 
Under the subheading “Strategic Air Com¬ 

mand”— 
(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, 

Abilene, Tex., strike out “$4,214,000” and in¬ 
sert in place thereof “$4,656,000.” 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force 
Base, Rapid City, S. Dak., strike out “$12,- 
380,000” and insert in place thereof “$15,- 
186,000.” 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, 
Topeka, Kans., strike out “$4,753,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$5,885,000.” 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force 
Base. Great Falls, Mont., strike out “$5,435,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$6,713,000.” 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, 
Savannah, Ga., strike out “$4,115,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$4,951,000.” 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force 
Base, Orlando, Fla., strike out ‘•$4,118,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$5,599,000.” 

Under the subheading “Tactical Air Com¬ 
mand”—With respect to Larson Air Force 
Base, Moses Lake, Wash., strike out “$3,- 
574,000'' and insert in place thereof “$4,- 
724,000.” 

Varl'r tl.c- .subheading “Aircraft Control 
and V'Mi'.iic.;; S-.ii i - ' V/i'-h respect to 
•'Varuais i t; ‘$100,382,000” 
and iii ponic thereof “$120,382,000.” 

(b) PulJlish Law 161, 84th Congress, is 
amended under the heading “Outside Conti¬ 
nental United States” in section 301, as 
follows: 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under 
the subheading “Alaskan Air Command” 
strike out “$356,000” and Insert in place 
thereof “$2,247,000.” 

(c) Public Law 161, 84th Congress, as 
amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$743,- 
989,000”, “$530,563,000”, and “$1,279,902,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$801,256,000”, 
“$532,454,000”, and “$1,339,060,000", respec¬ 
tively. • 

(d) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, is 
amended, under the heading “Continental 
United States” in section 301, as follows: 
Under the subheading “Air Defense Com¬ 
mand” with respect to Klamath Falls Airport, 
Klamath Falls, Oreg., strike out “$4,133,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$5,077,000.” 

(e) Public Law 534, 83d Congress, as 
amended, is amended by striking out in 
clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$405,- 
176,000” and “$415,005,000” and Inserting in 
place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,949,- 
000”, respectively. 

TITLE IV 

General Provisions 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military 
department may proceed to establish or de¬ 
velop installations and facilities under the 
Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 
3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. 
The authority to place permanent or tem¬ 
porary Improvements on land includes au¬ 
thority for surveys, administration, overhead, 
planning and supervision incident to con¬ 
struction. That authority may be exercised 
before title to the land is approved under 
section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended, and even though the land is held 
temporarily. The authority to provide family 
housing Includes authority to acquire such 
land as the Secretary concerned determines, 
with the approval of the Secretary of De¬ 
fense, 'to be necessary in connection with 
that housing. The authority to acquire real 
estate or land includes authority to make 

surveys and to acquire land, and Interests in 
land (including temporary use), by gift, pur¬ 
chase, exchange of <3overnment-owned land, 
or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appro¬ 
priated such sums as may be necessary for 
the purposes of this act, but appropriations 
for public works projects authorized by titles 
I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, 
$86,916,000; outside the United States, $35,- 
763,000; section 102, $200,783,000; or a total 
of $323,462,000. 

(2) for title II; Inside the United States, 
$292,572,000; outside the United States, $61,- 
625,000; section 203, $84,043,000, or a total of 
$438,240,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, 
$759,123,000; outside the United States, $405,- 
061,000; section 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 
302 (b), $50,000,000, or a total of $1,377,184,- 
000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in 
title I, II, or III of this act may, in the dis¬ 
cretion of the Secretary concerned, be in¬ 
creased by 5 percent for projects inside the 
United States and by 10 percent for projects 
outside the United States. However, the 
total cost of all projects in each such title 
may not be more than the total amount au¬ 
thorized to be appropriated for projects in 
that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 
(1) the President determines that com¬ 

pliance with section 4 (c) of the Armed 
Services Procurement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 
153 (c)) for contracts made under this act 
for the establishment or development of 
military installations and facilities in for¬ 
eign countries would interfere with the carry¬ 
ing out of this act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the 
Comptroller General have agreed upon alter¬ 
native methods for adequately auditing those 
contracts; 
the President may exemnt those contracts 
from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United 
StTates under this act shall be awarded, inso¬ 
far as practicable, on a competitive basis to 
the lowest responsible bidder, if the national 
security will not be impaired and the award 
is consistent with the Armed Services Pro¬ 
curement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may acquire land, and interests 
in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost (exclu¬ 
sive of administrative costs and deficiency 
judgment awards), which the Secretary con¬ 
cerned determines to be urgently required in 
the interests of national defense. The au¬ 
thority under this section may not, however, 
be used to acquire more than one parcel of 
land unless the parcels are noncontiguous or, 
if contiguous, do not exceed $5,000 in total 
cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military 
departments may, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Defense and following notifica¬ 
tion of the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, ac¬ 
quire, construct, rehabilitate, or install per¬ 
manent or temporary public works. Including 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment to restore or replace facilities 
damaged or destroyed. 

Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of De¬ 
fense, the Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments may expend out of appropriations 
available for military construction such 
amounts as may be required for the estab¬ 
lishment and development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing (except family quarters), convert¬ 
ing, extending, or installing permanent or 
temporary public works determined to be 
urgently required. Including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for 
projects not otherwise authorized by law 
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when the cost of the project is not In excess 
of $200,000, subject to the following limi¬ 
tations: 

(1) No such project, the cost of which Is 
in excess of $50,000, shall be authorized un¬ 
less approved in advance by the Secretary 
of Defense. 

(2) No svich project, the cost of which is 
in excess of $25,000 shall be authorized unless 
approved in advance by the Secretary of the 
military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be 
made for any project authorized under this 
section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing 
structures to family quarters may not exceed 
$50,000 in any fiscal year at any single 
facility. 

(b The Secretaries of the military depart¬ 
ments may expend out of appropriations 
available for maintenance and operation 
amounts necessary to accomplish a project 
which, except for the fact that its cost does 
not exceed $25,000, would otherwise be au¬ 
thorized to be accomplished under subsec¬ 
tion (a). 

(c) The Secretary of each department shall 
report in detail semiannually to the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and the 
House of Representatives with respect to 
the exercise of the authorities granted by 
this section. 

(d) Section 26 of the act of August 2, 
1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is 
repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, 
acting through the Secretary of a military 
department, may provide family housing at 
Fort McNair, District of Columbia, for the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the 
construction or rehabilitation of one set of 
family housing and, special communication 
facilities, without regard to the second pro¬ 
viso of section 3 of the act of June 12, 1948 
(62 Stat. 375, 379), or section 3 of the act 
of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 
($100,000 for the family housing unit and 
$80,000 for special communication facilities) 
available to the military departments for 
military construction may be utilized for the 
purposes of this section without regard to 
the limitations on the cost of family hous¬ 
ing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authoriza¬ 
tions for military public works to be ac¬ 
complished by the Secretary of a military 
department in connection with the e.stab- 
llshment or development of military installa¬ 
tions and facilities, and all authorizations 
for appropriations therefor, that are con¬ 
tained in acts enacted before July 15, 1952, 
and not superseded or otherwise modified 
by a later authorization are repealed, ex¬ 
cept— 

(1) authorizations for public works and 
for appropriations therefor that are set forth 
in those acts in the titles that contain the 
general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works 
projects as to which appropriated funds 
have been obligated for construction con¬ 
tracts in whole or in part before July 1, 
1957, and authorizations for appropriations 
therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guar¬ 
anty for family housing in the amount of 
$100 million that is contained in section 302 
of Public Law 534, 82d Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works 
and the appropriation of funds that are 
contained in the National Defense Facilities 
Act of 1950, as amended (50 U, S. C. 881 et 
seq.); and 

(5) the authorization for the develop¬ 
ment of the Line of Communications, France, 
in the amount of $82 million, that is con¬ 
tained in title I, section 102 of Public Law 
534, 82d Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of sec¬ 
tion 407 of the act of September 1, 1954 (68 

Stat. 119), as amended, is further amended 
to read as follows: 

“In addition to family housing and com¬ 
munity facilities otherwise authorized to be 
constructed or acquired by the Department 
of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is au¬ 
thorized, subject to the approval of the Di¬ 
rector of the Bureau of the Budget, to con¬ 
struct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, fam¬ 
ily housing for occupancy as public quar¬ 
ters, and community facilities, in foreign 
countries through housing and community 
facilities projects which utilize foreign cur¬ 
rencies to a value not to exceed $250 mil¬ 
lion acquired pursuant to the provisions of 
the Agricultural Trade Development and As¬ 
sistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through 
other commodity transactions of the Com¬ 
modity Credit Corporation.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appro¬ 
priated to the Secretaries of the military 
departments such amounts other than for¬ 
eign currencies as are necessary for the con¬ 
struction, or acquisition, by lease or other¬ 
wise, of family housing and community fa¬ 
cilities projects in foreign countries that 
are authorized by section 407 of the act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amend¬ 
ed, but the amount so appropriated for any 
such project may not be more than 25 per¬ 
cent of the total cost of that project. 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the act of July 
15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), is amended to 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 
1957, and 1958 the Secretaries of the Army, 
Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are au¬ 
thorized to lease housing facilities at or near 
military tactical installations for assign¬ 
ment as public quarters to military per¬ 
sonnel and their dependents, if any, with¬ 
out rental charge upon a determination by 
the Secretary of Defense or his designee that 
there is a lack of adequate housing facili¬ 
ties at or near such military tactical in¬ 
stallations. Such housing facilities shall be 
leased on a family or individual unit basis 
and not more than 3,000 of such units may 
be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 
for the rental for such housing facilities may 
be made out of appropriations available for 
maintenance and operation but may not ex¬ 
ceed $150 a month for any such untt.” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net fioor limitations 
prescribed by section 3 of the act of June 
12, 1948 (5 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to 
47 units of the housing authorized to be 
constructed at the United States Air Force 
Academy by the act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 
47). The net fioor area liimtations for 
those 47 units are as follows: 5,000 square 
feet for 1 unit for the Superintendent; 3,000 
square feet for each of 2 units for deans; 
and 1,750 square feet for each of 44 units for 
department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the 
Air Force Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) is 
amended by striking out "$1 million” and 
inserting in place thereof “$1,858,000.” 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National De¬ 
fense Facilities Act of 1950. as amended (50 
U. S. C. 882), is further amended by strik¬ 
ing out clause (a) and inserting in place 
thereof the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or trans¬ 
fer, construct, expand, rehabilitate, convert, 
and equip such facilities as he shall de¬ 
termine to be necessary to effectuate the 
purposes of this act, except that expenditures 
for the leasing of property for such purposes 
may be made from appropriations otherwise 
available for the payment of rentals and 
without regard tq the monetary limitation 
otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to 
be constructed at a military installation 
under title IV of the Housing Amendments of 
1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 
authority under the act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119), the act of July 15. 

Juhj 17 
1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this act to provide 
housing at that installation may be exercised 
at other military installations of the depart¬ 
ment concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military 
departments are authorized to contract for 
the storage, handling, and distribution' of 
liquid fuels for periods not exceeding 5 years, 
with option to renew for additional periods 
not exceeding 5 years, for a total not to ex¬ 
ceed 20 years. This authority is limited to 
facilities which conform to the criteria pre¬ 
scribed by the Secretary of Defense for pro¬ 
tection, including dispersal, and also are in¬ 
cluded in a program approved by the Secre¬ 
tary of Defense for the protection of petrole¬ 
um facilities. Such contracts may provide 
that the Government at the expiration or 
termination thereof shall have the option to 
purchase the facility under contract without 
regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 of the 
Revised Statutes, as amended, and prior to 
approval of title to the underlying land by 
the Attorney General: Provided further. That 
the Secretaries of the military departments 
shall report to the Armed Services Commit¬ 
tees of the Senate and the House of Rep¬ 
resentatives with respect to the names of the 
contractors and the terms of the contracts, 
the reports to be furnished at times and in 
such form as may be agreed upon between 
the Secretaries of the military departments 
and the Committees on Armed Services. 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other 
law, the Secretary of a military department 
may lease, for terms of not more than 5 
years, off-base structures including real prop¬ 
erty relating thereto, in foreign countries, 
needed for military purposes. 

Sec. 418. In the design of family housing 
or any other repetitive type buildings in the 
continental United States authorized by this 
act, the military departments may, to the 
extent deemed practicable, use the principle 
of modular design in order that the facility 
may be built by conventional construction, 
on-site fabrication, or factory fabrication. 

Sec. 419. The first two sentences of sec¬ 
tion 404 of the Housing Amendments of 
1955 are amended to read as follows; “When¬ 
ever the Secretary of Defense or his designee 
deem it necessary for the purpose of this 
title, he may acquire by purchase, donation, 
condemnation, or other means of transfer, 
any land or (with the approval of the Fed¬ 
eral Housing Commissioner) any housing 
financed with mortgages insured under the 
provisions of title VIII of the National Hous¬ 
ing Act as in effect prior to the enactment 
of the Housing Amendments of 1955. The 
purchase price of any such housing shall not 
exceed the Federal Housing Administration 
Commissioner’s estimate of the replacement 
cost of such housing and related property 

- (not including the value of any improve¬ 
ments installed or constructed with ap¬ 
propriated funds) as of the date of final en¬ 
dorsement for mortgage insurance reduced 
by an appropriate allowance for physical de¬ 
preciation, as determined by the Secretary of 
Defense or his designee upon the advice of 
the Commissioner: Provided, That in any 
case where the Secretary or his designee ac¬ 
quires a project held by the Commissioner, 
the price paid shall not exceed the face value 
of the debentures (plus accrued interest 
thereon) which the Commissioner issued in 
acquiring such project.” 

Sec. 420. None of the authority contained 
in titles I, II, and III of this act shall be 
deemed to authorize any building construc¬ 
tion project within the continental United 
States at an average nationwide unit cost in 
excess of— 

(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage 
warehousing; 

(b) $6 per square foot for regular ware¬ 
housing; 

(c) $1,850 per man for permanent bar¬ 
racks; 
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(d) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer 
quarters, unless the Secretary of Defense de¬ 
termines that, because of special circum¬ 
stances, application to such project of the 
limitation on unti costs contained in this 
section Is impracticable. 

Sec. 421. None of the authorization con- 
; tained in section 101 of this act for the con- 
] struction of the 326-man barracks with mess 
i shall be used to provide, with respect to any 
; such barracks, for mess facilities other than 
i a single, consolidated mess. 

! The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
i and read a third time, was read the third 
i time, and passed, and a motion to re- 
; consider was laid on the table. 
; (Mr. BROWNSON asked and was 
' granted permission to extend his re¬ 

marks at this point in the Record.) 

[Mr. BROWNSON'S remarks will ap¬ 
pear hereafter in the Appendix.] 

THE LATE HONORABLE FREDE^CK 
C. SMITH \ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recogniz^ 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Betts! . 

Mr. BETTS. Mr. Speaker, it is with 
genuine and sincere sorrow that I have 
learned of the death yesterday morning 
of my immediate predecessor in Con¬ 
gress, Pi’ederick C. Smith. 

Dr. Smith represented the Eighth 
Ohio District for 6 consecutive terms 
from 1939 to 1951. Prior to that he had 
been Mayor of Marion, Ohio, for 4 years. 
By profession he was a medical doctor 
and the Frederick C. Smith Clinic at 
Marion, which bears his name, will stand 
as a memorial of his devotion to his pro¬ 
fession. 

As a Member of this House, Dr. Smith 
was respected by all who knew and 
worked with him. His particular inter¬ 
est was in the country’s monetary sys¬ 
tem, to which he devoted many years of 
laborious study. For this reason he was 
a valued member of the Banking and 
Currency Committee. 

Dr. Smith was a man of deep and in¬ 
tense convictions, and it naturally fol¬ 
lowed that he was a vigorous fighter for 
the principles in which he believed. 

His friends here in Congress, I am 
sure, join me in expressing sadness at 
his passing. 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BETTS. I yield. 
Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, the 

passing of former Congressman Fred¬ 
erick C. Smith means that death has re¬ 
moved one of the finest and one of the 
ablest men that has ever served in Con¬ 
gress. Few men have inspired greater 
respect or confidence or proved more ef¬ 
fective in their work than our late col¬ 
league, the Honorable Dr. Frederick C. 
Smith. 

“Doc” Smith, as he was affectionately 
known, was a great and good man. He 
was a very able doctor of medicine as 
well as an able and distinguished Mem¬ 
ber of this Congress. He was a man of 
outstanding ability, a legislator of cour¬ 
age. He was not only a great American 
but Dr. Smith was a people’s Congress¬ 
man. 

Mrs. McGregor joins me in extending 
' to Mrs. Smith and her two fine sons pro¬ 

found sympathy in their great loss and 
sorrow. 

Mrs. PRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BE’TTS. I yield to the gentle¬ 
woman from Ohio. 

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr. 
Speaker, I wish to join the gentleman 
from Ohio in his remarks about Dr. 
Smith and say that in addition to all 
those qualities mentioned, he did have 
a sweetness and an unselfishness of dis¬ 
position. He gave of his own medical 
knowledge to those of us who needed it 
with great wisdom and understanding. 
I have missed him since he left here and 
we hope that he has gone to ar very just 
reward. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BETTS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I wish to join 
with the gentleman from the Eighth 
Congressional District of Ohio [Mr. 
Betts] in the tribute that is being paid 
to the memory of Dr. Frederick C. Smith, 
of Marion, who represented the Eighth 
District for so many years in Congress. 
It was my pleasure and my privilege to 
know Dr. Smith throughout his life. We 
were 010196 personal friends; and, we came 
to Congress together. 

The country has lost a great American. 
He has left behind him a brilliant rec¬ 
ord, both at home and in the Nation’s 
Capital, in the field of government and 
in the field of medicine and science in 
which he participated so greatly. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BE'TTS. I yield. 
Mr. MASON. I want to pay my-tribute 

to our foi’mer colleague, Dr. Smith. He 
was a man after my own heart. He had 
fixed convictions and stood by them. 
That is the kind of colleague I admire 
even though I sometimes differ with 
such. Dr. Smith was a man after my 
own heart. He v.'as a great American. 
We will all miss him. 

Mr. BETTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
mous consent that all Members may have 
5 legislative days in which to extend their 
remarks on the life, character, and pub¬ 
lic service of Dr. Smith. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I was 

shocked yesterday when I heard of the 
passing of my good friend, D«-. Frederick 
Smith, of Ohio. I was a Member of this 
House when he was first elected and 
when he retired. Every man has some 
distinctive traits of character and Dr. 
Smith was unusual in that respect for he 
seemed to have many very pronounced 
traits of character. He had a pro¬ 
nounced inclination to do those things 
that any good doctor would like to do— 
I mean that he had a decided inclination 
to set up hospitals and places where the 
sick people should and could be taken 
care of. I understand that he established 
a very serviceable and complete hospital 
in his home city and that he, with the 
assistance of his sons, have maintained 

that hospital until now—it is a great in¬ 
stitution. 

But Dr. Smith possessed some traits 
of character that made him a very suc¬ 
cessful Congressman. He was instinc¬ 
tively honest. His reactions against dis¬ 
honesty in government were quick and 
positive. This characteristic made him 
a useful Congressman. He opposed vig¬ 
orously what seemed to him to be wrong 
and he espoused forcefully those proposi¬ 
tions that seemed fair to him and to the 
best interest of the country. 

He had another quality that made him 
a very useful man. He was very indus¬ 
trious. He took an active interest in all 
matters that came before the Congress. 
His innate honesty guided him to favor 
the good and reject the unworthy, 

I extend to the members of his family 
my most sincere sympathy. They have 
an honest right to be proud of his 
achievements. 

I shall miss him because I was a good 
friend to him. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with great sadness that I receive news of 
the passing of our former colleague, 
Frederick C. Smith, of Marion, Ohio. 

Eighteen years ago we were elected 
from neighboring districts to the 76th 
Congress. My service with him is one of 
the pleasantest of all. His great courage, 
his gentleness with all his contacts with 
children and the physically aged and in¬ 
firm, won him the affection and regard 
of all his patients who sought his great 
medical skill. 

He was a great student of finance, and 
never did waiver he in his strong and vig¬ 
orous fight against overspending and 
the dangers of inflation to the strength 
and security of his Nation. 

Strong men like Dr. Smith, well in¬ 
formed and well grounded in finance, 
with the courage of a lion in maintain¬ 
ing the Nation’s credit and financial 
structure are rare indeed. My condol¬ 
ences to his wife and fine sons go with 
those of my family to all of them. He 
was a great physician, a great Congress¬ 
man, a very great gentleman—a friend 
we could ill afford to lose. 

ONE HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OP 
BIRTH OP THEODORE ROOSE¬ 
VELT 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker’s table the bill (S. 3386) to 
amend the joint resolution entitled 
“Joint resolution to establish a commis¬ 
sion for the celebration of the one 
hundredth anniversary of the birth of 
Theodore Roosevelt,” approved July 28, 
1955, with House amendments thereto, 
insist on the amendments of the House 
and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Tennessee? [After a pause.! The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. Frazier, Tuck, and 
Hillings. 

No. 121-18 
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CONTROL OP NARCOTICS, BAR¬ 
BITURATES. AND DANGEROUS 
DRUGS 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
call up the conference report on the bill 
(H. R. 11320), to effect the control of 
narcotics, barbitiu'ates, and dangerous 
drugs in the District of Columbia, and 
for other purposes, and ask unanimous 
consent that the statement of the man¬ 
agers on the part of the House be read 
in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
(For conference report and statement, 

see proceedings of the House of July 13, 
1956.) 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. MARTIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, may I 
secure information from the majority 
leader as to the program for tomorrow? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, to¬ 
morrow being Calendar Wednesday, 
there will be a call of the committees. I 
am informed that the Committee on 
Agriculture, when reached, will call up 
the following bills for consideration: 

H. R. 11708, to amend the Agricultural 
Trade Development and Assistance Act 
of 1954, as amended, so as to increase 
the amount authorized to be appropri¬ 
ated for the purposes of title I of the 
act, and for other purposes. 

H. R. 4054, a bill to encourage the im¬ 
provement and development of market¬ 
ing facilities for handling perishable 
agricultural commodities. 

H. R. 11833, a bill to amend the Soil 
Conservation and Domestic Allotment 
Act and the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938 to provide for a Great Plains 
conservation program. 

H. R. 11682, to facilitate the control 
and eradication of certain animal dis¬ 
eases, to facilitate the carrying out of 
agricultural and related programs, to 
facilitate the agricultural attache pro¬ 
gram, to facilitate the operations of the 
Farmers’ Home Administration, the Fed¬ 
eral Crop Insurance Corporation, and 
the Forest Service, and for other pur¬ 
poses. 

H. R. 8384, to amend section 8c (2) of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended. 

If consideration of those bills should 
be completed and we proceed with call of 
committees on Calendar Wednesday and 
the Committee on Armed Services is 
reached, Which is the committee next in 
order, the following bills will be con¬ 
sidered : 

IL' R. 7992, the point of order bill. 

H. R. 5435, to amend the Federal Civil 
Defense Act to authorize procurement of 
I’adiological instruments, and so forth, 

H. R. 9679, to authorize the Secretary 
of the Army to dispose of certain parcel 
of land at Fort Belvoir. 

H. R. 8682, to provide for conveyance 
of certain lands to the State of Maine. 

H. R. 11812, to authorize and direct 
transfer of certain Federal property to 
Government of American Samoa; and 

S. 3832, to provide for the disposal of 
the Government-owned synthetic rubber 
research laboratories at Akron, Ohio. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not committing the 
chairmen of the committees to call those 
bills up ir>the order I have stated. 

Mr. MARTIN. Can the gentleman 
make a statement as to when we will 
adjourn tomorrow night? 

Mr. McCORMACK. When considera¬ 
tion of those bills can be completed. I 
understand several bills of the Commit¬ 
tee on the Armed Services are noncon- 
troversial. 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, there are 
two bills I gave the numbers of yester¬ 
day which the Committee on Armed 
Services did not report out this morn¬ 
ing. 

Mr. McCORMACK. What are they? 
Mr. VINSON. The Samoa bill and the 

bill with reference to land up in Maine. 
The committee did not act favorably on 
those two bills. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is H. R. 
8682, I might advise the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. What is the other bill? 

Mr. VINSON. The other is H. R. 
11812 with reference to property in 
Samoa. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That is 11812 
and H. R. 8682. So you can delete those 
two bills from the list. 

HOSPITALIZATION AND CARE OF 
THE MENTALLY ILL OF ALASKA 

Mr. O’BRIEN of New York submitted 
the following conference report and 
statement on the bill (H. R. 6376) to 
provide for the hospitalization and care 
of the mentally ill of Alaska, and for 
other purposes: 

CoNFiaiENCE Report (H. Reft. No. 2735) 

The committee of conference on the dis¬ 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6376) to provide for the hospitalization and 
care of the mentally ill of Alaska, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House recede from Its disagree¬ 
ment to the amendments of the Senate and 
agree to the same with a further amendment 
as follows: 

Amend the Asst sentence of section 302 (a) 
so as to read: 

“Sec. 302. (a) Within two hundred and ten 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of the Interior, with the con¬ 
currence of the Governor of Alaska, may 
either (1) assign all of his rights and duties 
under contract numbered 14-04-001-81, en¬ 
tered into on June 18, 1953, between the 
Secretary of the Interior on behalf of the 
United States, and the Sanitarium Company 
of Portland, Oregon, to the Territory of 

'July 17 
Alaska, such assignment to become effective 
on the two hundred and tenth day after the 
date of enactment of this Act, or (il) ter¬ 
minate the said contract in accordance with 
the terms thereof.’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Leo W. O’Brien, 
Ek) Edmondson, 
Edith Green, 
John R. Pillion, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

Henry M. Jackson, 
Alan Bible, 
William R. Laird III, 
Thomas H. Kuchel, 
Barry Goldwater, 

Managers on the Part of the Senate. 

Statement 

The managers on the part of the House at 
the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on amendments of the Sen¬ 
ate to the bill (H. R. 6376) to provide for 
the hospitalization and care of the mentally 
ill of Alaska, and for other purposes, submit 
the following statement in explanation of 
the effect of the action agreed upon and 
recommended in the accompanying confer¬ 
ence report. 

H. R. 6376, as reported by the House, con¬ 
tained three titles. Title I contained de¬ 
tailed hospitalization and commitment pro- 
cedmes, title II contained the land and mon¬ 
etary grants necessary to Implement the act, 
and title III contained miscellaneous pro¬ 
visions pertaining to the existing contract 
and appropriation of funds. 

H. R. 6376, in title I, as reported by the 
Senate, gives authority to the Territory of 
Alaska to enact such laws on the subject of 
mental health as it may deem appropriate. 
This action would vest in the people of 
Alaska responsibility in the field of mental 
health comparable to that of the several 
States and the other Territories of the United 
States. In conference, the Senate version 
of title I was accepted in the anticipation 
that the Legislature of the 'Territory of Alaska 
will act to modify existing commitment, hos¬ 
pitalization, and treatment procedures for 
Alaska’s mentally ill. 

Both versions of title H of H. R. 6376 are 
Identical in substance but with a minor 
change in wording. The House-passed bill 
provided that the monetary returns realized 
from the land grants would be administered 
by the Territory of Alaska as a public trust 
for the hospitalization and care of the 
mentally ill in Alaska. The Senate-reported 
bill specifies that these returns shall be ap¬ 
plied to meet the necessary expenses of the 
mental-health program in Alaska. The 
managers on the part of the House accepted 
this Senate amendment which broadens the 
use of the revenues for use of the Alaska 
mental-health program rather than for the 
hospitalization and care of the mentally ill 
In Alaska. 

Title III of H. R. 6376, as reported by the 
House, is considerably different in section 
301 (b), in wording, but not in context from 
the Senate-reported bill. The Senate lan¬ 
guage recognized the desirability of provid¬ 
ing a limited transition period between the 
effective date of the act and the time when 
the Territory must assume full responsibility 
for the Implementation of the Alaska mental- 
health program. In recognition of this pos- 
sibiUty, and to allow time for the Alaska 
Legislature to amend existing law governing 
care and treatment of Alaska Insane, the 
Senate version fixes the mandatory transfer 
date on the 210th day after enactment of 
H. R. 6376. The House managers—partic¬ 
ularly in view of agreement to delete the 
commitment provisions—have agreed to this 
Senate amendment to the House-passed bill. 
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IN THE SENATE OE THE UNITED STATES 

JuLT 17 (legislative day, July 16), 1956 

Read twice and referred to the Committee on Armed Services 

AN ACT 
To authorize certain construction at military installations, and 

for other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 TITLE I 

4 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

5 develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

6 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

7 or temporary pubhc works, including site preparation, appur- 

8 tenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 

I 
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2 

Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

storage facilities, $147,000. 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California Institute of Tech¬ 

nology ), California: Eesearch and development facility, 

$143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, 

$2,142,000. 

Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 

Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

$258,000. 

Pedstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

training facilities, family housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 

White Sands Proving Grounds, New Mexico: Utihties, 

$693,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities, 

and maintenance facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad¬ 

ministrative facility, $98,000. 

Poit Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational fa¬ 

cilities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

$1,285,000. 



3 

1 New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Main- 

2 tenance facilities, $631,000. 

3 Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facil- 

4 ities, $655,000. 

5 (Chemical Corps) 

6 Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, 

7 community facility, and operational facility, $889,000. 

8 Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utilities, 

9 $913,000. 

10 Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Kesearch and develop- 

11 ment facilities and utilities, $867,000. 

12 (Signal Corps) 

13 Port Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance 

14 facilities, storage facilities, administrative facility, and util- 

15 ities, $6,856,000. 

16 (Corps of Engineers) 

17 Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, training facility, 

18 operational facilities, maintenance facilities, research and 

19 development facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

20 (Transportation Corps) 

21 Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, maintenance 

22 facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

23 (Medical Corps) 

Walter Peed Army Medical Center, District of Colum- 24 
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bia: Eesearch and development facility and coimnunity 

facility, $4,209,000. 

FIELD FOECES FACILITIES 

(First Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts: Land 

acquisition, $302,000. 

Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. 

Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $583,000. 

Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facih- 

ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and 

community facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facili¬ 

ties, maintenance facilities, medical facihty, troop housing, 

and utilities, $5,885,000. 

South Park Military Keservation, Pennsylvania: Ad¬ 

ministrative facihty, storage facihties, and utihties, 

$190,000. 

(Third Army Area) 

Fort Penning, Georgia: Administrative facihties, main¬ 

tenance facihties, communications facihties, and commu¬ 

nity facihties, $422,000. 



5 

1 Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative facilities, 

2 operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

3 Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North 

4 Carohna: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

5 Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

6 facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

7 Fort Eucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte- 

8 nance facihties, training facilities, storage facilities, admin- 

9 istrative facilities, trailer site facilities, land asquisition, and 

10 utilities, $7,300,000. 

11 (Fourth Amy Area) 

12 Fort Bhss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facdi- 

13 ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili- 

14 ties, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

15 Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

16 facilities, and storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

17 Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facihties, $4,173,000. 

18 (Fifth Army Area) 

19 Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative 

20 facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi- 

21 tion, $3,253,000. 

22 Nort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, 

23 $140,000. 

24 Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

25 and troop housing, $1,092,000. 
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Fort Filey, Kansas: Administrative facilities, community 

facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 

Saint Louis. Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, family housing, and utilities, 

$3,022,000. 

Ford Ord, Cahfomia: Maintenance facility and commu¬ 

nity facility, $223,000. 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Commu¬ 

nity facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research 

and development facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McKair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

facilities, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance 

facilities, $1,688,000. 
25 



7 

1 Fort Richardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 

2 Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, 

3 $2,849,000. 

4 Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 

5 (Far East Command Area) 

6 Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, main- 

7 tenance facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

8 Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port fa- 

9 cilities, community facilities, improvements to buildings and 

10 utilities, $6,000,000. 

11 (Pacific Command Area) 

12 Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: Land acqui- 

13 sition, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisi- 

tion and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

acquisition, $2,668,000. 

16 (Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, 

Kavy, and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

21 (United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance fa- 

cilities, community facilities, storage facilities, training facil- 

ities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop hous¬ 

ing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 25 
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Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish 

or develop classified mihtary installations and facihties by 

acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or install¬ 

ing permanent or temporary public works, including land 

acquisition, site peparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

equipment in a total amount, $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended with respect to Fort Jay, New York, 

under the heading “Continental United States” and 

subheadings “field foeces facilities (First Army 

Area)” in section 101, by striking out “$731,000” and in¬ 

serting in place thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of 

section 502, by striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,- 

904,000” and inserting in place thereof “$225,277,000” 

and “$534,254,000”, respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

third Congress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational 

Facilities (including troop housing), $70,000” is amended 

to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facilities (in¬ 

cluding troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) of sec¬ 

tion 502 thereof is amended by striking the figure “$462,- 

600” and inserting in place thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all 

necessary studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine an 

appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord- 
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nance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by Janu¬ 

ary 31, 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appropriations 

available to the Department of the Army is authorized for 

such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 

structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including site preparation, ap¬ 

purtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following proj¬ 

ects: 

Inside the United States 

SmPYAKD FACILITIES 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Eeplacement 

of pier, and plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

$7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging 

equipment, $148,000. 

Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South Carolina: Op¬ 

erational facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, storage facilities, community facilities, 

security facilities, and utilities, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Facilities for 

remedying effects of ground sul)sidence and waterfront facil¬ 

ities, $5,984,000. 

H. B. 12270-2 
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Nav}^ underwater sound laboratory, New London, Con¬ 

necticut : Eesearcli and development facilities and land acqui¬ 

sition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facili¬ 

ties, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land 

acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: 

Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and 

s])ecifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: Land 

acquisition, $200,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 

Naval station, Long Beach, California: Waterfront facili¬ 

ties, $2,256,000. 

Naval station. New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

$226,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Ehode Island: Waterfront 

facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities and utili¬ 

ties, $11,672,000. 

Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

$2,844,000. 
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Naval station, Orange, Texas: Tlood-protection facil¬ 

ities, including land acquisition, $265,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

(Naval Air Training Stations) 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field, Texas: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, 

station and aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, $2,- 

247,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 

facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac¬ 

quisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person¬ 

nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facili¬ 

ties, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage 

facilities and aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

preparation utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facili¬ 

ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, 

$347,000. 
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Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

Jjand acquisition, $13,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga¬ 

tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: 

rersonnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, iMaine: Personnel facilities, 

airfield pavements, station maintenance facilities, community 

facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera¬ 

tional facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

utilities, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Cliincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: 

Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, 

fuel dispensing facilities, operational facilities, administrative 

facilities, personnel facilities, communications facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Air¬ 

craft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition including 
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not to exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, Cali¬ 

fornia, to partially defray the county’s cost in relocating the 

Niland-Blythe Eoad, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training 

facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

and land acquisition, except none of the authorization for 

land acquisition pertaining to the Black Bock area shall 

apply unless the Secretary of Defense shall resurvey the 

entire requirement, including the possible use of other 

Government-controlled lands in the State of Nevada and the 

possibility of joint Navy-Air Force utilization of existing 

facilities, and the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the 

Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of 

Bepresentatives that the acquisition of the Black Bock ex¬ 

tension is essential to meet the Navy s training lequirements, 

$8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Air¬ 

field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis¬ 

pensing facilities, navigational aids, airciaft and station 

maintenance facilities, utilities, and land acquisition, 

$6,000,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, $170,000. 
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1 Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and 

2 specifications for development of master jet aircraft facilities, 

3 and land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

4 Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facil- 

5 ities, operational facilities, training facilities, ordnance facili- 

6 ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

7 clearance, $8,835,000. 

8 Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Land ac- 

9 quisition, $89,000. 

10 Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main- 

11 tenance facilities, $170,000. 

12 Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: 

13 Airfield pavements ordnance and ammunition storage facili- 

14 ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, oper- 

15 ational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

16 $13,072,000. 

17 Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft mainte- 

18 nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, com- 

19 muiiity facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, open 

20 storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, and relocation 

21 of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

22 Naval air station, Quonset Point, Ehode Island: Air- 

23 craft maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, $2,753,000. 

24 Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft 
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maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 

and utilities, $6,926,000. 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Util¬ 

ities, $149,000. 

(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South 

Carolina: Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilites, train¬ 

ing facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 

facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 

utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, North Carolina: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

IMarine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, airfield pave¬ 

ments, storage facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi¬ 

cal facilities, training facilities, personnel facilities, operational 

facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: 

Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

facilities, training facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 

and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, and utilities. 

$12,556,000. 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: 
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Plans and specifications for researcli and development facili¬ 

ties, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Eesearch 

and development facilities and equipment maintenance facili¬ 

ties, $6,438,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent Kiver, Maryland: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities and research and development facili¬ 

ties, $475,000. 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: 

Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

Eesearch and development facilities, $128,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

$149,000. 

Naval supply depot, Newport, Ehode Island: Storage 

facilities, $390,000. 

Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, 

$50,000. 

Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Eeplacement 

of seawall, $199,000. 

MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 
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facilities, personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities, $1,742,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Oper¬ 

ational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 

administrative facilities, and community facilities, 

$3,436,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: 

Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training facilities, 

community facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and 

utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Caro¬ 

lina: Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage 

facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

utilities, $4,266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: 

Utilities, boat basm facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battahon, Bridgeport, Cali¬ 

fornia: Utilities, $294,000. 

Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, Cali¬ 

fornia: Community facilities and land acquisition,' 

$1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, 

Virginia: Security facilities, $91,000. 

H. B. 12270-3 
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.. Marine , Corps schools,* Quantico, Virginia: Training 

2 facilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com- 

3 munity facilities, and utilities, $2,178,000. 

4” Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Per- 

5* sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

6 OEDNANCE FACILITIES 

,7 Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington, Ord- 

8“ -nance facilities, $1,100,000. • 

9 Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: 

10 Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

11 > " Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: 

12 Besearch and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

13 facihties, airfield pavements and fuel storage and dispensing 

14 facilities, $6,028,000. 

15 Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

16 facilities, $600,000. 

17 Naval ammunition depot, Eallbrook, California: Am- 

18 niunition storage and ordnance facihties, $1,584,000. 

19 Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: 

20 Ammunition storage and ordnance facihties, $993,000. 

21 " Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, California: 

22 Ordnance facihties, $2,176,000. 

23 Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

24 storage and ordnance facihties and utilities, $3,480',000. 



19 

1 ‘ SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

2 Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

3 land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

'4 ’ Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryland: Personnel 

5 facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 

6 Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Personnel 

7 facilities, $97,000. 

8 Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: training 

9 facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

10 Eleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: 

11 Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

12 Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel 

13 facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

14 MEDICAL FACILITIES 

15 Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facihties, 

16 $12,730,000. 

17 Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

18 elevator, $57,000. 

19 COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

20 Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Com- 

21 munications facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, 

22 $2,489,000. 

23 Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acqui- 

24 sition, $2,450,000. ‘ ^ 
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1 Naval commmiication station, San Francisco, California: 

2 Communications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

3 029,000. 

4 Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: 

5 Communications facilities, $45,000. 

6 Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi- 

7 cations facilities, $83,000. 

8 OFFICE OF NAVAL EESEARCH FACILITIES 

9 Naval research laboratory. District of Columbia: Plans 

10 and specifications for research and development facihties 

11 $1,300,000. 

12 YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

13 Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utihties and 

11 land acquisition, $443,000. 

15 Naval construction battahon center. Port Hueneme, 

10 California. Replacement of wharf, and storage facilities, 

I'i $2,581,000. 

Outside the United States 

IQ 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

29 Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 

21 Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

^2 Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

23 Olongapo, flood control and drainage facilities and com- 

24 munity facilities, $9,378,000. 



1 FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

2 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

3 laundry and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

4 Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

5 $680,000. 

6 AVIATION FACILITIES 

7 Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, 

8 aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, person- 

9 nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

10 Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of 

11 Hawaii: Personnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facil- 

12 ities, $870,000. 

13 Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Per¬ 

il sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

15 Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

16 maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, communications 

11 facilities, family housing, community facibties, and utilities, 

18 $4,572,000. 

19 Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft mainte- 

20 nance facilities, airfield pavements, dredging, navigational 

21 aids, and fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

22 Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory 

23 of Hawaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave- 

24 ments, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 



1 Naval air facility, Port Lyaiitey, French Morocco: Air- 

2 craft maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

3 A aval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft 

4 maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facili- 

5 ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, 

6 and utilities, $4,470,000. 

7 Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: 

8 AiiHeld pavements breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,- 

9 811,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

11 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Replacement of fuel stor- 

12 age facilities, $5,000,000. / . . . ‘ 

13" - Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage 

14 facilities, $1,599,000. 

15 Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 

16 Covered and cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, 

17 operational facilities, maintenance facilities, waterfront fa- 

18 cilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. . . : 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

20 Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

21 Ordanance facilities, $971,000. 

22 Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, Frehcli Morocco: 

23- Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 

24 Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance fa- 

25 cilities, $241,000. 



1 COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES ^ 

2 Naval communication unit, Eutema, Okinawa: Commit- 

3 nications facilities, $75,000. " ‘ 

4 Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: 

b Communication facilities, $222,000. 

6 Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Com- 

7 munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

8 YAEDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

9 Pifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, 

10 $2,210,000. 

11 Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 

12 obtain by contract, such engineering, location, and site 

13 planning studies as may he necessary to enable him to 

14 determine the feasibility and advisability of establishing, 

15 continuing, or relocating the following facilities: Naval air 

16 station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets) , Naval maga- 

17 zine. Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed 

18 $150,000 for such studies may be made out of the appro- 

19 priation “Military Construction, Navy”. The Secretary of 

20 the Navy shall report to the Committees on Armed Serv- 

21 ices of the Senate and House of Representatives the con- 

22 elusions of these studies together with such recommenda- 

23 tions as he shall consider appropriate. 

24 Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

25 develop classified naval installations and facilities by con- 
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2 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

2 or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

3 preparation, appurtenances, utibties, equipment, and family 

4 bousing in the total amount of $84,043,000. 

5 Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eigbty-first Congress, is 

5 amended as follows: 

7 (a) In title II under the beading “Continental 

8 United States” change the amount for “Naval base, New- 

9 port, Rhode Island: Sewage facilities”, from “$1,243,000” 

10 to “$1,268,000.” 

11 (b) In title IV, section 402, clause (2) change the 

12 amount for public works authorized by title II: “Inside 

13 continental United States”, from “$135,719,800” to 

14 “$135,744,800.” 

15 Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, as 

16 amended, is amended as follows: 

17 (a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much 

18 thereof under the heading “Continental United 

19 States” and subheading “supply facilities” as reads as 

20 follows: 

21 “Hai-psweU Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

22 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; 

23 and insert in place thereof the following: 

24 “Hai-psweU Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 
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1 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acqui^- 

2 tion, $2,766,500”. * 

3 (b) In section 201, under the heading ‘‘Outside Con- 

4 TUSTENTAL UNITED States” and subheading “communica- 

5 TION facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as 

6 follows: 

7 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

8 solidated communication facihties; $2,694,500”; and insert 

j, 9 in place thereof the following: 

10 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

11 sohdated communications facilities, and land acquisition, 

12 $2,694,500”. 

13 Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress is 

14 amended as follows: 

15 (a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

16 United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

17 change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San 

18 Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California,” from “$1,132,000” 

19 to “$1,816,000”. 

20 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

21 United States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, 

22 change the amount for “Naval ammunition depot, Haw- 

23 thorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

24 (c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

H. R. 12270-4 
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public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from ‘‘$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “shipyaed facilities”, 

change the amount for “JN^aval electronics laboratory, San 

Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “fleet base facili¬ 

ties”, delete that portion which reads as follows: “Navy 

Department District of Columbia: family housing, $81,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval auxiliary air station, El Cen¬ 

tro, California” from “$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike out 

so much thereof as reads as follows: 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facihties, training facilities, communication facihties, 

operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place there¬ 

of the following: 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facihties, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 
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(d) In section 201 under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “oednance facilities”, 

delete that portion which reads as follows: “Naval proving 

ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisition $200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con¬ 

tinental United States” and subheading “Oednance 

facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facihties, and railroad facilities and barricades, 

$1,132,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Naval ammmntion depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

Testing facilities, raihoad facihties and barricades, and land 

acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

(f) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$299,690,600” to “$299,512,600”; and 

the total amount from “$564,224,300” to “$564,046,300” 

TITLE III 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

or develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, 

constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permn- 

nent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 

appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

projects: 
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1 Inside the United States 

2 AIE DEFENSE COMMAND 

3 Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: 

4 Operational and training facilities, $629,000. 

5 Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Opera- 

6 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

7 facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

8 Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Hous- 

9 ing and community facilities, $342,000. 

10 Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: 

11 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

12 ply facihties, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

13 Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 

II training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and 

15 community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Id Glasglow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera- 

17 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

18 and ground improvements, land acquisition, and family 

19 housing, $2,470,000. 

20 Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 

21 Dakota: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

22 facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 

23 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

24 $18,969,000. 

25 Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: 
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1 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

2 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

3 provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

4 Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: 

5 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

6 supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

7 acquisition, $1,087,000. 

8 Hamilton Air Force Base, San Bafael, California: 

9 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

10 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

11 $2,966,000. 

12 F. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: 

13 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

14 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

15 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

16 land acquisition, $5,051,000. 

17 Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Opera- 

18 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

19 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

20 facihties, and utihties and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

21 Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 

22 Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

23 housing and community facihties, and land acqusition, 

24 $2,156,000. 

25 Klamath Falls Mimicipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Ore- 
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gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facihties, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and train¬ 

ing facihties, and land acquisition, $440,000. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport, Minneap¬ 

olis, Minnesota: Operational and training facilities, and main¬ 

tenance facilities, $3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities, and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 
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1 ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

2 land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

3 Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

5 faculties, housing and community facihties, utilities and 

6 ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, 

7 $11,577,000. 

8 Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Opera- 

9 tonal and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

10 and community facilities, utUities and ground improvements, 

11 and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

12 Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Operational 

13 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

14 and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

15 Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train- 

16 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

17 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $13,- 

18 508,000. 

19 Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Oper- 

20 ational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, housing 

21 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

22 and land acqusition, $8,057,000. 

23 Eichard Bong Air Force Base, KansasviUe, Wisconsin: 

24 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

25 ply facihties, administrative facUities, housing and commu- 
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nity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$6,801,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, 

New York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, supply 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and groimd improvements, land acquisition, 

and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utili- 
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1 ties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2j- 

2 255,000. 

3 Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational 

4 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative 

5 facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisi- 

6 tion, $3,545,000. 

7 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

8 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 

9 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

10 improvements and land acquisition, $37,760,000. 

11 AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

12 Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing 

13 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,541,000.- 

14 Griffiss Air Eorce Base, Rome, New York: Operational 

15 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 
4 

16 opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

17 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

18 acquisition, $17,966,000. 
p ■ 

19 HiU Air Eorce Base, Odgen, Utah: Maintenance facil- 

r'‘ 
20 ities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

21 improvements, and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

22 Kelly Air Eorce Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 
’« 

23 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

24 ground improvements, $1,570,000. 

H. E. 12270-5 
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Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and commu¬ 

nity facilities, $1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: 

Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

Bobins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

utilities and ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: Sup¬ 

ply facilities, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: 

Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 

Operational and training facilities, hospital facilities, and 

housing and community facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous¬ 

ing, $89,000. 
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Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, 

development and test facilities, housing and community facil¬ 

ities, utilities and ground improvements, and land accpnsition, 

$17,138,000. 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, housing and 

community facilities, and utilities, and ground improvements, 

$444,000. 

AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel¬ 

opment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

housing and commimitY facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and land accpusition, $21,094,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili¬ 

ties, and utihties and ground improvements, $17,121,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: 

Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 
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Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acqui¬ 

sition, $63,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wy¬ 

oming: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground] improvements, $1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base,^ San Antonio, Texas: Hos¬ 

pital and medical facilities, $3,440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $225,000. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Bio, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$212,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land 

acquisition, $410,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona:’Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

acquisition, $2,902,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Opera- 
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tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land 

acquisition, $396,000. 

Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, and maintenance facihties, 

$1,848,000. 

Kelhs Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pendleton, California: Utihties 

and ground improvements, $111,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sheiman, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Eandolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

acquisition, $133,000. 

Beese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

and training facihties, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,296,000. 

Sheppard An* Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and com- 

H. B. 12270-6 
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1 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

2 land acquisition, $24,433,000. 

3 Stead Air Force Base, Eeno, Nevada: Supply facUities, 

4 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

5 provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

6 Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Opera- 

7 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

8 $716,000. 

9 Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational 

10 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

11 Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

12 and training facihties, $90,000. 

13 Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera- 

14 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

15 acquisition, $6,347,000. 

air UNm^RSITY 

17 Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Op- 

18 erational and training facilities, and housing and community 

19 facilities, $215,000. 

CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

21 Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Opera- 

22 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

23 and ground improvements, $13,395,000. 

24 Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera- 
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tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

and community facilities, $345,000. 

Mitcbel Air Force Base, Hempstead, Hew York: Utili¬ 

ties and ground improvements, $205,000. 

HEADQUAETEES COMMAND 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. 0.: Utilities 

and ground improvements, $8,000. 

MILITAEY AIE TEANSPOET COMMAND 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

Operational and training facibties, supply facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facihties, and utilities and ground 

improvements, $868,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facihties, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, Hew Jersey: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facihties, hospital 

and medical facilities, administrative facihties, and housing 

and community facihties, $2,169,000. 
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Palm Beach Air Force Base, Pahn Beach, Florida: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, housing and community fa- 

cihties, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $768,000. 

Washington National Airport, District of Columbia: 

Maintenance facihty, $275,000. 

EESEAECH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

Canel Air Force Plant Numbered 62, Hartford, Con¬ 

necticut: Besearch, development, and test facilities, and util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, Cahfornia: Besearch, 

development, and test facihties, and housing and community 

facilities, $5,488,000. 

HoUoman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, re- 

hearch, development, and test facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facihties, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: 

Housing and community facihties, and utilities and ground 

improvements, and family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, and 

research, development, and test facihties, $5,481,000. 
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Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Research, develop¬ 

ment, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re¬ 

search, development and test facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, research, development and 

test facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,- 

415,000. 

Patrick Ah' Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational 

and training facihties, research, development and test facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facihties, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

Sacramento Peali Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 

STEATEGIC AIE COMMAN-D 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

and training facihties, housing and community facihties, util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 

043,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

community facihties, and utihties and ground improvements, 

$1,003,000. 
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Barksdale Air Eorce Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis¬ 

trative facilities, housing and community facihties, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational 

and training facihties, supply facihties, housing and commu¬ 

nity facilities, and land acquisitions, $15,938,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

training facihties, and housing and community facihties, 

$922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, and utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, $479,000. 

Carsweh Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, and maintenance facihties, 

$2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, Califomia : Operational 

and training facihties, maintenance facihties, hospital and 

medical facihties, and housing and community facihties, 

$2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, 

supply facihties, housing and community facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper- 
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1 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

2 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

3 ground improvements, and land acquisition; $14,518,000. 

4 Davis-Montlian Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Op- 

5 erational and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

6 $503,000. 

7 Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

8 training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

9 housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

10 improvements, $7,665,000. 

11 Dublin Air Force Base, Georgia: Operational and train- 

12 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground im- 

13 provements, and land acquisition, $6,478,000. 

14 Ellsworth Air Force Base, Bapid City, South Dakota: 

15 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

16 housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

17 $943,000. 

18 Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Oper- 

19 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

20 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

21 ments, $4,457,000. 

22 Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational 

23 and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

21 $1,271,000. 
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1 Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and 

2 training facilities, $23,000. 

3 Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op- 

4 erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

5 ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

6 Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, Ke'w Mexico: Opera- 

7 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

8 and ground improvements, and land acquisitions, $6,- 

9 547,000. 

10 Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper- 

11 ational and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

12 housing and community facihties, utilities, and ground un- 

13 provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

11 Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Opera- 

1^ tional and training facilities, utihties and ground improve- 

10 ments, and land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

1^ Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana : 

10 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

19 facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

30 Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Opera- 

21 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

22 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

23 ments, $4,685,000. 

21 Little Bock Air Force Base, Little Bock, Arkansas: 

25 Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities. 
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1 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

2 munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. 

3 Lockbourne Air Eorce Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, bousing 

5 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

6 Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational 

7 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

8 and bousing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

9 MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational 

10 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and bousing and 

11 community facilities, $3,262,000. 

12 Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: 

13 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

14 housing and community facilities, $1,236,000. 

15 March Air Force Base, Biverside, California: Opera- 

16 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, bousing 

1"^ and community facilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

18 Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, South Dakota: Op- 

19 erational and training facibties, maintenance facilities, util- 

20 ities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

21 $6,374,000. 

22 Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

23 Idaho: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facil- 

24 ities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

25 ground improvements, $2,064,000. 
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1 Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational 

2 and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

3 munity facihties, utilities and ground improvements, land 

4 acquisition, and family housing, $5,697,000. 

5 Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housino; 

6 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

7 and land acquisition, $786,000. 

8 Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: 

9 Housing and community facilities, $1,491,000. 

10 Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 

11 shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

12 community facilities, $661,000. 

l-^* Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational 

11 and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, admin- 

1^ istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

10 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

^1 and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Boswell, New Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,791,000. 
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Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachu¬ 

setts: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facih- 

ties, supply facilities, administrative facihties, housing and 

community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,815,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main¬ 

tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$330,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: 

Operational and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, Hew Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facihties, and relocation of structure, 

$4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facihties, $2,428,000. 
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1 England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Opera- 

2 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis- 

3 trative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

4 $2,919,000. 

5 Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational 

6 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

7 ground improvements, $952,000. 

8 George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Opera- 

9 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

10 facilities, and housing and community facihties, $3,144,000. 

11 Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Opera- 

12 tional and training facihties, and land acquisition, 

13 $2,613,000. 

14 Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: 

15 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

16 facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

17 acquisition, $1,111,000. 

18 Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

19 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

20 facihties, hospital and medical facihties, and housing and 

21 community facihties, $1,665,000. 

22 Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: 

23 Operational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, and 

24 land acquisition, $1,106,000. 
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Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

administrative facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 

ties, $6,637,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and hous¬ 

ing and community facihties, $3,805,000. 

Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $67,000. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations: Besearch, development and test 

facilities, administrative facilities, and land acquisition 

$1,240,000. 

AIECEAET CONTEOL AND WAENING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi¬ 

tion, and family housing, $80,942,000. 



1 Outside the United States 

ALASKAN AIE COMMAND 2 

3 Eielson Air Eorce Base: Operational and training facil- 

4 ities, maintenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,- 

5 000. 

6 Ehnendorf Air Eorce Base: Operational and training 

7 facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 

8 and community facihties, and utihties and ground improve- 

9 ments, $5,444,000. 

10 Galena Airfield: Operational and training facihties and 

11 supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

12 King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facili- 

13 ties, $289,000. 

Id Ladd Air Eorce Base: Operational and training facih- 

15 ties, supply facihties, and utilities and ground improvements, 

16 $7,055,000. 

I'i' Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

18 $6,628,000. 

FAE EAST AIK FORCES 19 

20 Hickam Air Eorce Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Opera- 

21 tional and training facihties, $991,000. 

22 Johnston Island Air Eorce Base, Johnston Island: Op- 

28 erational and training facihties, and housing and community 

2d facihties, $724,000. 

25 Various locations: Operational and training facihties. 
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maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi¬ 

tion, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

MILITAEY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facilities, supply facihties, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$55,859,000. 

NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facihties, housing and community facihties, utihties and 

ground improvements, and family housing, $75,650,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and train¬ 

ing facihties, maintenance facihties, supply facihties, housing 

and community facihties, utihties and ground improvements, 

and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

$14,000. 

Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facihties, and maintenance facihties, $229,000. 

Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Bico: Operational and 

training facihties, maintenance facihties, and land acquisition, 

$1,213,000. 
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UNITED STATES AIE FOECE IN EUEOPE 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

prefabricated structures, $114,260,000. 

AIECEAFT CONTEOL AND WAENING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facihties, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $70,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

or develop: (a) classified military installations and facilities 

by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabihtating, or in- 

stalhng permanent or temporary public works, including land 

acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utihties and 

equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding 

with construction made necessary by changes in Air Force 

missions, new weapons developments, or improved pro¬ 

duction schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines 

that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next 

military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent 

with interests of national security, and in connection there- 
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with to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install 

permanent or temporary public works, including land 

acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, 

That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall 

notify the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 

and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching 

a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction 

of any public work undertaken under this subsection, in¬ 

cluding those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 (ch. 

41, 50 TJ. S. C. 491), is amended by the addition of the 

following: 

^‘The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure 

communication services required for the semiautomatic 

ground environment system. No contract for such services 

may be for a peiiod of more than ten years from the date 

communication services are first furnished under such con¬ 

tract. The aggregate contingent liability of the Government 

under the termination provisions of all contracts authorized 

hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no 

termination payment shall be final until audited and approved 

by the General Accounting Office which shall have access to 

such carrier records and accounts as it may deem necessary 

for the purpose. In procuring such services, the Secretaiy 
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of the Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent practicable 

the facilities and capabilities of communication common car¬ 

riers, including rural telephone cooperatives, within their 

respective service areas and for power supply, shall utilize 

to the fullest extent practicable, the facilities and capabilities 

of public utilities and rural electric cooperatives within their 

respective service areas. Negotiations with communication 

common carriers, including cooperatives, and representation 

in proceedings involving such carriers before Federal and 

State regulatory bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 

ings involve contracts authorized by this paragraph shall be 

in accordance with the provisions of section 201 of the Act 

of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481) 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

is amended, under the heading “Continental United States” 

in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “ate defense command”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 

Fort Myers, Florida, strike out “$11,577,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Du¬ 

luth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. North Dakota, 



55 

'•y/; strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place thereof 

2 “$7,709,000”. 

■ 3 (4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis- 

4 consin, airbase to be known as “Eichard Bong Air Force 

5 Base”, strike out “$16,608,000” and -insert in place 

6 thereof “$23,859,000”. 

7 (5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Aii^port, 

8 Corapolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

9 insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

10 (6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San 

11 Eafael, California, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert 

12 in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 

13 (7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air- 

14 port, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000” 

15 and insert in place thereof “$2,656,000”. 

16 (8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knox- 

17 ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

18 place thereof “$817,000”. 

19 (9) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike 

20 out “$5,339,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,603,- 

21 000”. 

22 (10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Air- 

23 port, Niagara Falls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” 

24 and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000”. 

25 (11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, Everett, 
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thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie mateeiel command”— 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie teaining command”— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 

Greenville, Mississippi, strike out “$349,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out “$1,557,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,837,000”. 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sher¬ 

man, Texas, strike out “$956,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Eandolph Air Force Base, San 

Antonio, Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$730,000”. 25 
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(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belle¬ 

ville, Illinois, strike out “$1,247,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to TyndaU Air Force Base, Pan¬ 

ama City, Florida, strike out “$478,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

Oklahoma, strike out “$871,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, 

Chandler, Arizona, strike out “$1,0'45,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

(11) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air Force 

Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming, strike out “$1,403,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$1,746,000”. 

Under the subheading “aie univeesity” With respect 

to Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike 

out “2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “continental aie command”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San 

Antonio, Texas, strike out “$590,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Mari¬ 

etta, Georgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$859,000”. 
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Under the subheading “militaey aie teanspoet seev- 

ice”—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base’ Oharles^- 

ton, South Carolina, strike out “$4,032,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,306,000”. ' ' : 

Under the subheading “eeseaech and development 

command”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 

Muroc, Cahfomia, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Besearch Facility, 

Hartford, Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to HoUoman Air Force Base, 

Alamogordo, Hew Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “steategic aie command”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air'Force Base, Abi¬ 

lene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$4,656,000”. 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, 

Rapid City, South Dakota, .strike out “$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, To¬ 

peka, Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,885,000”. /-■ > C* 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Sa¬ 

vannah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under the subheading “tactical air command”— 

With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wash¬ 

ington, strike out “$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and 

WARNING system”—With respcct to “Various locations” 

strike out “$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$120,382,000”. 

, (b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended under the heading “Outside Continental 

United States” in section 301, as follows: " '' 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub¬ 

heading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND” strike OUt 

“$356,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000”. 

(c) Public., Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as 

amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of sec- 
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tion 502 the amounts ‘‘$743,989,000”, “$530,563,000” 

and “$1,279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$801,- 

256,000”, “$532,454,000” and “$1,339,060,000”, re¬ 

spectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is 

amended, under the heading “Continental United 

States” in section 301, as follows: Under the subheading 

“aie defense command” with respect to Klamath Falls 

Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” 

and insert in place there “$5,077,000”. 

(e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as 

amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 

502 the amounts “$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” and 

inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,949,- 

000”, respectively. 

TITLE IV 

GENEEAL PEOVISIONS 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department 

may proceed to establish or develop installations and facili¬ 

ties under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 

and 3734 of the Eevised Statutes, as amended. The au¬ 

thority to place permanent or temporary improvements on 

land includes authority for surveys, administration, over¬ 

head, planning and supervision incident to construction. 

That authority may be exercised before title to the land is 
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approved under section 355 of the llevised Statutes, as 

amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. 

The authority to provide family housing includes authority 

to acquire such land as the Secretary concerned determines, 

with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, to he neces¬ 

sary in connection with that housing. The authority to 

ac(}uire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys 

and to acquire land, and interests in land (including tem¬ 

porary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government- 

owned land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such 

sums as may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but 

appropriations for public works projects authorized by titles 

I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 

916,000; outside the United States, $35,763,000; sec¬ 

tion 102, $200,783,000; or a total of $323,462,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,- 

572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec¬ 

tion 203, $84,043,000, or a total of $438,240,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $759,- 

123,000; outside the United States, $405,061,000; sec¬ 

tion 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 302 (b), $50,- 

000,000 or a total of $1,377,184,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 



62 

3 III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con- 

2 cerned, be increased by 5 per centum for projects inside the 

3 United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

4 United States. However, the total cost of all projects in each 

5 such title may not be more than the total amoimt authorized 

6 to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with 

section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 

of 1947 (41 U. S. 0. 153 (c) ) for contracts made under 

this Act for the establishment or development of military 

installations and facilities in foreign countries would in¬ 

terfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade¬ 

quately auditing those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the require- 

ments of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made the United States under 

20 this Act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a com- 

21 petitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the national 

22 security will not be impaired and the award is consistent 

23 with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 (41 

24 U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments 
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may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding $5,000 

in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and deficiency 

judgment awards), which the Secretary concerned deter¬ 

mines to be urgently required in the interests of national 

defense. The authority under tins section may not, however, 

be used to ac(iuire more than one parcel of land unless the 

parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

$5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military departments 

may, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense and fol¬ 

lowing notification of the Armed Services Committees of 

the Senate and House of Representatives, acquire, construct, 

rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 

including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

ecjuipment to restore oi‘ replace facilities damaged or de¬ 

stroyed. 

Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as may be pre¬ 

scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of 

the military departments may expend out of appropriations 

available for military construction such amomits as may 

be required for the establishment and development of mili¬ 

tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing 

(except family quarters), converting, extending, or install¬ 

ing permanent or temporary public works determined to 

be urgently required, including site preparation, appur- 
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tenances, utilities, and equipment, for projects not otherwise 

authorized by law when the cost of the project is not in 

excess of $200,000, subject to the following limitations: 

(1) ]^o such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretary of Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$25,000 shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretary of the military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any 

project authorized under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to fam¬ 

ily quarters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at 

any single facihty. 

(b) The Secretaries of the mihtary departments may 

expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 

operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 

would otherwise be authorized to be accomplished under 

subsection (a). 

(c) The Secretary of each department shall report in 

detail semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the 

Senate and the House of Kepresentatives with respect to 

the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 
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1 (d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 

2 853, 856; 34 U. S. 0. 559), is repealed. 

3 Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through 

4 the Secretary of a military department, may provide family 

5 housing at Fort McNair, District of Columbia, for the 

0 Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the construction or 

7 rehabihtation of one set of family housing and, special com- 

3 munication facihties, without regard to the second proviso 

9 of section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 

10 879), or section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 

11 459,462). 

12 (^^) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($100,000 

13 for the family housing unit and $80,000 for special com- 

14 munication facilities) available to the military departments 

15 for military construction may be utilized for the purposes of 

16 this section without regard to the limitations on the cost of 

17 family housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

18 Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

19 military public works to be accomplished by the Secretary 

20 of a military department in connection with the establish- 

21 ment or development of military installations and facilities, 

22 and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

23 contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

24 superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization 

25 are repealed, except— 
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(1) authorizations for public works and for appro¬ 

priations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as 

to which appropriated funds have been ol)ligated for 

construction contracts in whole or in part before July 1, 

1957, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 

contained in section 302 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the 

appropriation of funds that are contained in the National 

Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 

881 et seq.) ; and 

(5) the authorization for the development of the 

Line of Communications, France, in the amount of 

$82,000,000, that is contained in title I, section 102 

of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the 

Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 119), as amended, is 

further amended to read as follows: 

‘‘In addition to family housing and community facilities 

otherwise authorized to be constructed or acquired by the 

Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author- 
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ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

family housing for occupancy as public quarters, and com¬ 

munity facihties, in foreign countries through housing and 

community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 

Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 

commodity transactions of the Community Credit Corpora¬ 

tion.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the Sec¬ 

retaries of the military departments such amounts other than 

foreign currencies as are necessary for the construction, or 

acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing and com¬ 

munity facilities projects in foreign countries that are author¬ 

ized by section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 

Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so appropriated 

for any such project may not be more than 25 per centum 

of the total cost of that project. 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 

Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 

1958 the Secretaries of the Araiy, Navy, and Air Force, re¬ 

spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or near 

military tactical installations for assignment as public quar- 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

68 

ters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, with¬ 

out rental charge upon a determination by the Secretary of 

Defense or his designee that there is a lack of adequate 

housing facilities at or near such military tactical installa¬ 

tions. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or 

individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

such units may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 

for the rental for such housing facilities may be made out of 

appropriations available for maintenance and operation but 

may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by 

section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. 0. 626p) 

do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

to be constructed at the United States Air Force Academy 

by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 

five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent; 

three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; 

and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for 

each of forty-four units for department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the Air Force 

Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) is amended by striking out 

“$1,000,000” and inserting in place thereof “$1,858,000”. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facilities 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. 0. 882), is further 
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amended by striking out clause (a) and inserting in place 

thereof the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, con¬ 

struct, expand, rehabilitate, convert, and equip such 

facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to effec¬ 

tuate the purposes of this Act, except that expenditures 

for the leasing of property for such puiq)Oses may be 

made from appropriations otherwise available for the 

payment of rentals and without regard to the monetaiy 

hmitation otherwise imposed by this section;”. 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

at a military installation under title IV of the Housing 

Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

Act to provide housing at that installation may be exercised 

at other military installations of the department concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments 

are authorized to contract for the storage, handling, and dis¬ 

tribution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five years, 

with option to renew for additional periods not exceeding five 

years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. This authority 

is limited to facilities which conform to the criteria prescribed 

by the Secretary of Defense for protection, including dis¬ 

persal, and also are included in a program approved by the 
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Secretary of Defense for the protection of petroleum facilities. 

Such contracts may provide that the Government at the ex¬ 

piration or termination thereof shall have the option to pur¬ 

chase the facihty under contract vdthout regard to sections 

1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, 

and prior to approval of title to the underlying land by 

the Attorney General: Provided further, That the Secretaries 

of the military departments shall report to the Aimed Serv¬ 

ices Committees of the Senate and the House of Representa¬ 

tives with respect to the names of the contractors and the 

terms of the contracts, the reports to be furnished at times 

and in such form as may be agreed upon between the Secre¬ 

taries of the military departments and the Committees on 

Armed Services. 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other law, the Sec¬ 

retary of a military department may lease, for terms of not 

more than five years, off-base structures including real prop¬ 

erty relating thereto, in foreign countries, needed for military 

purposes. 

Sec. 418. In the design of family housing or any other 

repetitive t3^e buildings in the continental United States 

authorized by this Act, the military departments may, to the 

extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular de¬ 

sign in order that the facility may be built by conventional 

construction, on-site fabrication, or factory fabrication. 
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Sec. 419. The first two sentences of section 404 of 

the Housing Amendments of 1955 are amended to read as 

follows: ‘‘Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his designee 

deem it necessary for the pui’pose of this title, he may ac¬ 

quire by purchase, donation, condemnation, or other means 

of transfer, any land or (with the approval of the Federal 

Housing Commissioner) any housing financed with mort¬ 

gages insured under the provisions of title VIII of the 

ISTational Housing Act as in effect prior to the enactment 

of the Housing Amendments of 1955. The purchase price 

of any such housing shall not exceed the Federal Housing 

Administration Commissioner’s estimate of the replacement 

cost of such housing and related property (not including the 

value of any improvements installed or constructed with ap¬ 

propriated funds) as of the date of final endorsement for 

mortgage insurance reduced by an appropriate allowance 

for physical depreciation, as determined by the Secretary 

of Defense or his designee upon the advice of the Commis¬ 

sioner: Provided, That in any case where the Secretary 

or his designee acquires a project held by the Commissioner, 

the price paid shaU not exceed the face value of the deben¬ 

tures (plus accrued interest thereon) which the Commis¬ 

sioner issued in acquiring such project.” 

Sec. 420. None of the authority contained in titles I, 

II, and III of this Act shall be deemed to authorize any 
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building construction project within the continental United 

States at an average nationwide unit cost in excess of— 

(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage ware¬ 

housing ; 

(b) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing; 

(c) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 

(d) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters, 

unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of 

special circumstances, application to such project of the 

limitation on unit costs contained in this section is im¬ 

practicable. 

Sec. 421. None of the authorization contained in section 

101 of this Act for the construction of three-hundred-and- 

twenty-six-man barracks with mess shall be used to provide, 

with respect to any such barracks, for mess facilities other 

than a single, consolidated mess. 

Passed the House of Representatives July 17, 1956. 

Attest: RALPH R. ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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PROCEEDINGS 
i OF INTEREST TO THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

OFFICE OF BUDGET AND FINANCE For actions of July 25^ 19^6 
(For Department Staff Only) 

Accounting* «....••*•«. «.* ,2 
Advisory committees c •. o 
Appropriations.1>53, 
ASG Committee... • ,ll|. 
Atomic energy,.,.4.«55 
Bonding ,31 
Budgeting....  .2 
CCC....38 
dmmodity exchange....,.UB 
Cranberries..  ,h$ 
Customs,.,.,.*.5 
Depressed areas,,,,.12 
Education,..   #36 
Electrification..h3 
Executive pay....21 
Expenditures.....I 
Farm program. .* .UU 
Farm units..  ,l5 
Fisheries.. .18 
Flood control.,9,50,57 
Flood insurance.30 
Food banlc...13 

CONTENTS 

Foreign affairs..,,,,,,019 
Foreign aid,....0,27 
Forestry,,,. 32,146,U9 
Grain .16 
Great Plains,,7,23 
Gham.......  ,3h 
Guar seed..6,23 
Housing....10,17,28 
Imports...... • .20,39 
Irrigation,..     .59 
Labor, fajrm..,.c,,h,17 
Lands...., .35 
Legislative '-program. ,23,U5 
Loans, farm. ...,, ,17,2ii 
Marketing.....V* ,U5 
Military construption.•,10 
Minerals.. <> ,I|.5 
Mining..ItO 
Monopolie s.. •. «,56 
Personnel. ,*21,31,52,^,58 
Postal service.,'.1|1 

8i4th-2nd, No, 128 

Procurem^ent contracts.. ,12 
Property,...•....., ,37 
P.eclamation, ....,*,. .1$,1x3 
Research,..  l6 
Retirement.  ,21 
Roads..M2 

' Safety.. .8,58 
School construction....,36 
Security,..,31,58 
Seeds..,..,,,*..**.6,23,3U 
Small business.,60 
Soil conservation, .7,33,1^7 
Surplus commodities.26 
Textiles..  ,39 
Trade, foreign.,.,..26 
Transportati on.U, 22 
Trip leasing.....h 
Veterans’ benefits......11 
Mater,,33,51 
''Watersheds..25 
iJheat...    *29 

HIGHLIGHTS: Both Houses cleared for Presidential action, the follovjing bills: Farm 
pan billj Watershed billj amendments to Public Law 14.80 ba.ll. House received con- 

xerence report on mutual security appropriation bill. House passed: housing billj 
^heat agreement extension bill and flood insurance bill. Cd^erees agreed to file 
report on executive pay and retirement bill. House committee\issued reports on 
Federal timber sales policies and CCC purchase-resale transactions. I^ouse committee 
reported bills to permit national forests receipts paid to States to be used for 
other than schools and roads, and to authorize USDA to pay expenses of soil and water 
conservation advisory committee. Rep, Rogers, Fla,, introduced bill for appropria¬ 
tions on accrued ^expendi tune basis. Senate committee reported Great‘'Plains bill. 
Senate committee reported bill to reorganize Federal safety functions.., Senate 
cleared folloiilng bills for President: improve budgeting and accounting methods; 
(Continued on" page 8) 

SENATE 

1, APPROPRIATIONS. Passed vdth amendment H, R, 123?0, the second supplemental 
Sforopriation bill for 1957. PP. 13258, 13265, 13275, 1328W Conferees were 

/appointed, (For items of interest to this Department, see Digest 127,j 
/ Agreed to the conference report on H, R, 12138, the first supplemental 

y appropriation bill for 1957, (p, 13286) This bill will now be sen o e 
/ President, 



—2— 

2, BUDGETING; 'ACCOUNTING^ Agreed to the conference report on S, 3897, to iinprov^ 
governirontal budgeting and accounting methods and proced';res* (The House a^eed 
to the report on July 23*) This bill vail novr be sent to the President* / 
Pc 13078 ' 

3* EXPEtIDITURES* The Jt, Comjnittee on Reduction of ITonessential Federal ^Expenditures ' 
submitted a report, "Unexpended Balances, i-'om.estic-Civilian Agencies" (S, Rept* 
2803)* p* 13070 V 

TPiANSPORTATION* Agreed to the House anendm.ents to S* 898, to amend the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act, vjith respect to the authority of the ICCyto regulate the 
use by motor carriers rvotor vehicles not owned by them C^-called trip 
leasing bill). This bill.vjill noxir be sent to the Preside^ii* p* lllllT ' 

Agreed to the House amendm.ents to S, 3391, to provide for the regulation 
of the interstate transportation of migrant farm workers* This bill will now 
be sent to the President, pi. 13110 

CUSTOMS, Agreed to the conference report on H, R,^..-^0l;0, the customs simplifica¬ 
tion bill. This bill will now b^ sent to the President, p. 13293 

6, SEED. The Finance Committee reported, xathout^-dmendment H, R* 9396, to amend 
the Tariff Act of 1930 to place guar seed oh the free list (S, Rept, 2119) o 
p. 13069 . 

:/ 

SOIL CONSERVATION, The Agriculture and/rbrestr'''' Committee reported xathout 
amendraent H. R, 11833, to amend the S6il Conservation and Domestic Allotment 
Act and the Agricultural Adjustment/'lct of 1938 to provide for a Great Plains 
conservation program (S, Rept. 27§^). p* 13069 

8, SAFETY. The Government Operati^s Committee rc^prted vrith amendment S, 3^17, 
to provide for the reorganiza^on of the safety ^functions of the Federal Govern¬ 
ment (S. Rept, 2788). p. 1^70 

9. FLOOD CONTROL. The Publ^ Dorks Committee reported ^th amendment H. R* 12080, 
authorizing the consti^tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors/for navigation and flood control''.,(S. Rept. 278U) (p,13070l 
Agreed to consider ;tne measure todaj?’ under liraited debale rule (p. 13265)* 

10, MILITARY CONSTRUCTION* TTe Armed Services Committee reported viith amendment H. R, 
12270, to authorize certain construction at militar'r installations (S, Rept* 
2775) (authorizes the use of Public Law I18O and CCC funds for foreign housing 
construction for military), p. 13070 

11. VETERANSyBEimFITS, Sen. Neuberger inserted and commented on a n^x-^rspaper article 
diseasing the expiration of the "GI Bill of Rights", p, I3083 

T 

12. ARFAyREDEVELOPMEI'^T. Debated, under limited debate rule, S, 2663, to >^tablish 
aiy effective program to alleviate conditions of excessive unemploymeiX in certain 
fconomicallv depressed areas (pp. 13108, 13310). Agreed to amendment^y Sen, 

'Fulbrifht to increase from ".>50 million to ')100 million the amount of loX funds 
available for ru.ral areas; to eliminate the provision in the bill limiting to 
300 counties in the U. S, and l5 in any single State xhich woxild be avail^e 
for assistance under the rural development program (there would be no limitation 
as provided b' the amendment); to increase the limitation to 6 million whicli 
can be loaned in each State under the rural development porgram; and to strike 



Calendar No. 2829 
84th Congkess ) SENATE j Eeport 

2d Session | ( No. 2775 

AUTHORIZING CONSTRUCTION FOR MILITARY DEPART¬ 
MENTS 

July 25 (legislative day, July 1G), 1956.—Ordered to be printed 

Mr. Stennis, from the Committee on Armed Services, submitted tlie 
following 

REPORT 

[To accompany H. R. 12270] 

The Committee on Armed Services, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 12270) to authorize certain construction at military installa¬ 
tions, and for other purposes, having considered the same report 
favorably thereon with amendments and recommend that the bill, as 
amended, do pass. 

amendments to the bill 

Page 33, line 10, strike out “$37,760,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
“$21,510,000”. 

Page 61, lines 21 and 22, strike out “$759,123,000” and insert in 
lieu thereof “$742,873,000”. 

Page 61, line 24, strike out “$1,377,184,000” and insert in lieu 
thereof “$1,360,934,000”. 

Renumber sections 419, 420, and 421 as sections 420, 421, and 422, 
respectively, and insert a new section 419 as follows: 

Sec. 419. Notwithstandmg any other provisions of this or 
of any other Act, no contract shall be entered into by the 
United States for the construction or acquisition of family 
housing units by or for the use of military or civilian personnel 
of any of the military services unless— 

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives a written report stating the 
intent to construct or acquire such units, certifying that 
the number of units to be constructed or acquired is 
consistent with the long-range troop strength to be 

71006 
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stationed at tlie location of such units, and showing the 
location, number, and estimated cost of such housing 
units, and the existing housing at such location; and 

(2) (a) a 180-day period has elapsed since the sub¬ 
mission of such report, or (b) the Committees have 
advised the Secretary of Defense, in writing, that there 
are no further questions to be asked concerning the 
project contemplated in such contract. 

EXPLANATION OF THE AMENDMENTS 

The first amendment clianges the total under title III, section 301, 
various locations, by deleting $16,250,000 for certain Talos land-based 
operational facilities. 

The second amendment changes the totals in section 402, of title IV, 
as a result of the above-mentioned deletion in title III. 

The third amendment adopts a new section 419 which is discussed in 
another portion of this report, and readjusts the numerical sequence 
of the remaining sections following the insertion of the new section 419. 

PURPOSE OP THE BILL 

The purpose of the bill is to provide new authorization for construc¬ 
tion by the military departments, both in the United States and at 
certain overseas locations, in a total amount of $2,122,636,000. 

The new authorization granted for each military department is as 
follows: 

Army—Title I: 
Sec. 101: 

Inside United States_ $86, 916, 000 
Outside United States_ 35, 763, 000 

Sec. 102 (classified)_ 200, 783, 000 

Subtotal___ 323, 462, 000 

Navy—Title II: 
Sec. 201: 

Inside United States_ 292, 572, 000 
Outside United States_ 61, 625, 000 

Sec. 203 (classified)_ 84, 043, 000 

Subtotal_ 

Air Force—Title III: 
Sec. 301: 

Inside United States.. 
Outside United States 

Sec. 302 (classified): 
(a) - 
(b) - 

438, 240, 000 

742, 873, 000 
405, 061, 000 

163, 000, 000 
50, 000, 000 

Subtotal_ 

Grand total 

1, 360, 934, 000 

2, 122, 636, 000 

NECESSITY FOR LEGISLATION 

The necessity to consider H. R. 12270 comes as the result of the 
President’s recent veto of H. R. 9893, the military construction auth- 
oiization bill for fiscal year 1957. II. R. 12270, as passed by the 
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House, is identical to H. R. 9893 as it was passed by the House and the 
Senate and agreed to in conference, with the exception that the cl^anges 
recommended hy the President in his veto message of July Hi, 1936, 
were incorporated in this bill. The House in taking this action 
eliminated the restrictive language pertaining to Talos and deleted 
in its entirety, section 419 as it appeared in H. R. 9893, which required 
that the Secretary of Defense come into agreement witli the Armed 
SerAuces Committees of the Congress prior to entering into any con¬ 
tracts for the construction or acquisition of family housing units. 

If enacted, the present bill, as amended, will provide the necessary 
authorization for the fiscal year 1957 military construction progj-am 
and take the place of that authorization which did not become law as 
the residt of the veto. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE BILE 

Senate Report No. 2364, as well as Conference Report No. 2641, to 
N H. R. 9893 contained a full description of the items covered and, there- 
\y fore, the committee did not feel it necessary to repeat the data in this 

report. Rather this report is limited solely to a discussion of the 
difl'erences between the bill as it was referred to the committee and 
the committee amendments. 

AUTHORIZATION FOR TALOS 

As originally introduced, the bill contained authority in the amount 
of $37,760,000 for construction at various locations. Some $16 million 
of this authorization represents authority for the construction of 
certain Talos site facilities. In considering H. R. 9893, the Senate 
reduced this authority by eliminating the Talos authorization, but 
agreed in conference to reinstate the authority on the basis of the 
recommendation by the House conferees that the authorization would 
not be utilized until the Secretary of Defense had come into agreement 
with the Armed Services Committees of the Congress with respect to 
its use. Behind this action lay the concern which had previously 
been expressed over the very large expenditures involved, the relative 
merits of the Nike and Talos systems, and the proper assignment of 

' roles and missions in both the Nike and Talos programs. It was the 
^ understanding of the conferees that the respective merits of the two 

missiles would be the subject of very detailed tests and studies which 
would provide guidance to the respective committees incident to future 
determinations relating to the subject. 

In view of the events that have transpired since the passage of 
H. R. 9893, it is only logical that the Senate reaffirm its original 
intent and deny the authorization for this use until the subject has 
been clarified. 

The following remarks are quoted from Senate Report No. 2364 to 
H. R. 9893 in order that no doubt shall exist concerning the intent 
with regard to this subject: 

Nike-Talos 

Nike is an Army-designed weapon incorporated into the 
antiaircraft defense system for the protection of our Nation’s 
key industrial and civic centers. It is a supersonic missile 
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and, according to testimony, is the only weapon in our arsenal 
currently in place and operational with the capability of 
reaching the altitudes of known existing enemy aircraft. 

This bill contains $136.7 million for Nike and conventional 
antiaircraft facilities, both in the United States and at key 
overseas bases. The major portion of this approximately 
$137 million is for the support of Nike projects. Excluding 
this amount, the Army testified that it has spent approxi¬ 
mately $886 million on the Nike system to date. During the 
hearings, it was estimated that an additional five to sLx 
billion dollars might be required over the next few years to 
include the latest technical developments of new Army 
missiles designed to be integrated into the Nike system. 

Talos is a Navy-developed missile which the Department 
of the Air Force believes ideally suited to support its air- 
defense mission. Although it is just leaving the experimental 
stage and is not yet operational, it promises very high per¬ 
formance. 

In view of the similar utilization of these two weapons and 
conflicting statements concerning their relative merits, the 
committee carefully reviewed the subject. 

The committee believes that the proponents for each 
weapon system are dedicated and sincerely patriotic in¬ 
dividuals, whose sole interest is to provide the best possible 
national defense. The committee concluded that both the 
Army and the Air Force are assigned overlapping roles and 
missions in the antiaircraft and continental air defense fields. 
Wliile the Air Force views its mission as one of area defense 
and the Army views its as one of perimeter or point defense, 
it is clear tliat definite and urgent need exists for the Depart¬ 
ment of Defense to quickly and positively clarify the specific 
responsibility of each service. The committee believes that 
unless concise responsibilities are assigned, duplication of 
weapon systems costing in the multi-billion-dollar range 
might result, and that such duplication would obviously be 
too costly as well as inexcusable from a military standpoint. 

Because the moneys requested for Nike are to be spent on a 
system currently in being and because there exists no other 
system at the present time that can do the job for which Nike 
was designed, the committee recommends approval of the 
requested Nike authorizations. 

Approximately $16,250,000 was requested to establish cer¬ 
tain Talos sites. No objection is made to the continued 
research and development of Talos, but the committee does 
not recommend approval of the $16,250,000, or any other 
authority for land-based operational facilities, until the rela¬ 
tive merits of both systems have been positively tested and 
the roles and missions clarified. It is desired that a scientific 
test be made at the earliest possible moment. It is suggested 
that an impartial board be established, composed of profes¬ 
sionally qualified members who, on an unbiased basis, are 
competent to evaluate the two systems and produce a definite 
recommendation consistent with the best interests of the 
Nation. 
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It is the committee’s considered opinion that Congress should not 
he placed in the position of defining roles and missions even by infer¬ 
ence unless such is accomplished by specifically designed legislation, 
supported by concrete recommendations on the part ofi responsible 
Department of Defense officials. Understandably, during the years 
since unification much trial and error could be *^expected, but' it is 
believed that sufficient time has now elapsed to provide the necessary 
experience upon which to predicate positive decisions. 

SECTION 419 

Section 419 as originally included in both Senate and House versions 
of H. R. 9893 read as follows: 

Notwithstanding any other provision of this Act or any 
other law, no contract shall be entered into by the United 
wStates for the construction or acquisition of family housing 
units by or for the use of military or civilian personnel of 

pS any of the military services of the Department of Defense 
'■ unless the Department of Defense, in each instance, has 

come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees 
of the Senate and House of Representatives. 

As mentioned earlier, this section was deleted in the House-passed 
version of H. R. 12270. 

The committee has again inserted language in the bill to insure that 
the Armed Services Committees retain adequate supervision over the 
construction or acquisition of military family housing units. It was 
felt that the provision is necessary because of the magnitude of the 
privately financed program upon which the military departments have 
embarked and because existing law precludes surveillance of this 
program by the Armed Services Committees. The committee felt 

' then, and still believes, that it is not possible to pass sound judgment 
upon the various facets of military construction without considering 
the housing requirements in conjunction with those designed to meet 
operational needs. The committee is of the opinion that there exists 

I an urgent need for military family housing facilities and it is the com¬ 
mittee’s intent to review all requests with sympathy and understand- 

> ing. However, the committee wants this program to be established on 
) a foundation which bears a definite relation to the long-range troop 

strength. 
The new section 419 does not require that the Secretary of Defense 

come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees, but it does 
provide for the submission of timely reports by the Secretary of 
Defense which, if properly submitted, will provide Congress with a 
basis for proper legislative review as well as any further legislative 
action that may be found to be necessary. 

The President in his veto message in referring to the provisions of 
H. R. 9893 which occasioned the veto stated in part: 

I am persuaded that the true purpose of the Congress in the 
enactment of both of these provisions was to exercise a close 
and full legislative oversight of important programs of the 
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Department of Defense. This purpose can be properly 
attained by requiring timely reports from the Executive. 
Such reports would provide the Congress with the basis for 
any further legislative action it may find to be necessary. 

The report, therefore, called for in section 419 has been designed 
with the President’s recommendation in mind. 

o 
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84th congress 

2u Session 

Calendar No. 2829 

H. R. 12270 
[Report No. 2775] 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

July 17 (legislative day, July 1G), 1956 

Read twice and referred to the Committee on Armed Services 

July 25 (legislative day, July 16), 1956 

Reported by INIr. Stennis, with amendments 

[Omit the part struck through and insert the part printed in italic] 

AN ACT 
To authorize certain construction at military installations, and 

for other purposes. 

1 Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representa- 

2 tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 

3 TITLE I 

4 Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or 

5 develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con- 

6 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

7 or temporary public works, including site preparation, appur- 

8 tenances, utilities and equipment, for the following projects: 

I 



1 Inside the United States 

2 TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

3 (Ordnance Corps) 

4 Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and 

5 storage facilities, $147,000. 

6 Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California Institute of Tech- 

7 nology), California: Research and development facility, 

8 $143,000. 

9 Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, 

10 $2,142,000. 

11 Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 

12 Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, 

13 $258,000. 

14 Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, 

15 training facilities, family housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 

16 White Sands Proving Grounds, New Mexico: Utihties, 

17 $693,000. 

18 (Quartermaster Corps) 

19 Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities, 

20 and maintenance facilities, $832,000. 

21 Colundjia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Ad- 

22 ministrative facility, $98,000. 

23 Port Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational fa- 

24 cilities, maintenance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, 

25 $1,285,000. 
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New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Main¬ 

tenance facilities, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facil¬ 

ities, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, 

community facility, and opei-ational facility, $889,000. 

Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utilities, 

$913,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research and develop¬ 

ment facilities and utilities, $867,000. 

(Signal Corps) 

Port Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance 

facilities, storage facilities, administrative facility, and util¬ 

ities, $6,856,000. 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Port Belvoir, Virginia : Storage facility, training facility, 

operational facilities, maintenance facilities, research and 

development facilities, and utilities, $492,000. 

(Transportation Corps) 

Port Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, maintenance 

facility, and utilities, $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Colum- 
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l)ia: lioseanli and development facility and coinmnnity 

facility, $4,209,000. 

FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 

(First Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts: Land 

acquisition, $302,000. 

Fort ])ix. New Jersey: Training- facility, $54,000. 

Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $583,000. 

Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facili¬ 

ties, and utilities, $1,212,000. 

(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and 

community facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facili¬ 

ties, maintenance facilities, medical facility, troop housing, 

and utilities, $5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pennsylvania: Ad¬ 

ministrative facihty, storage facilities, and utilities, 

$190,000. 

(Third Army Area) 

Fort Benning, Georgia: Administrative facilities, main¬ 

tenance facilities, communications facilities, and commu¬ 

nity facilities, $422,000. 
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Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative facilities, 

operational facility, and utilities, $645,000. 

Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North 

Carolina: Administrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Troop housing, training 

facility, and community facility, $397,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, storage facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facilities, trailer site facilities, land asquisition, and 

utilities, $7,300,000. 

(Fourth Army Area) 

Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facili¬ 

ties, and utilities, $5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance 

facilities, and storage facilities, $2,457,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $4,173,000. 

(Fifth Army Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative 

facilities, troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, 

$140,000. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities 

and troop housing, $1,092,000. 
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Fort Filey, Kansas: Administrative facilities, community 

facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 

Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative 

facility, $3,346,000. 

(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, family housing, and utilities, 

$3,022,000. 

Ford Ord, Cahfomia: Maintenance facility and commu¬ 

nity facility, $223,000. 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Commu¬ 

nity facility, $197,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research 

and development facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance 

facihties, storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance 

facilities, $1,688,000. 
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Fort Eichardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 

Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, 

$2,849,000. 

Wildwood Station (Kenai) : Storage facility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, main¬ 

tenance facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port fa¬ 

cilities, community facilities, improvements to buildings and 

utilities, $6,000,000. 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Eeservation, Hawaii: Land acqui¬ 

sition, $143,000. 

Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisi¬ 

tion and utilities, $136,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land 

acquisition, $2,668,000. 

(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, 

Navy, and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance fa¬ 

cilities, community facilities, storage facilities, training facil¬ 

ities, administrative facilities, medical facilities, troop hous¬ 

ing, and utilities, $17,994,000. 
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Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Araiy may establish 

or develop classified military installations and facilities by 

acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or install¬ 

ing permanent or temporary public works, including land 

acquisition, site peparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

equipment in a total amount, $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Con¬ 

gress, is amended with respect to Port Jay, New York, 

under the heading “Continental United States” and 

subheadings “field foeces facilities (First Army 

Area)” in section 101, by striking out “$731,000” and in¬ 

serting in place thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of 

section 502, by striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,- 

904,000” and inserting in place thereof “$225,277,000” 

and “$534,254,000”, respectively. 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty- 

third Congress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational 

Facilities (includiug troop housing), $70,000” is amended 

to read “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational facilities (in¬ 

cluding troop housing), $180,000” and clause (4) of sec¬ 

tion 502 thereof is amended by striking the figure “$462,- 

600” and inserting in place thereof “$572,600”. 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all 

necessary studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine an 

appropriate site for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ord- 
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nance Depot, Texas; such studies to be completed by Janu¬ 

ary 31, 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 out of appropriations 

available to the Department of the Army is authorized for 

such studies. 

TITLE II 

Sp]C. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or 

develop military installations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 

structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

or temporary public works, including site preparation, ap- 

j)urtenances, utilities and ecpiipment, for the following proj¬ 

ects : 

Inside the United States 

SmPYAED FACILITIES 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Replacement 

of pier, and plans and specifications for drydock facilities, 

$7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging 

e(|uipment, $148,000. 

Naval minecraft base, Charleston, South Carolina: Op- 

erational facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, storage facilities, community facilities, 

security facilities, and utilities, $7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Facilities for 

remedying effects of ground subsidence and waterfront facil¬ 

ities, $5,984,000. 

Tl.R. 12270-2 
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Navy underwater sound laboratory, New London, Con¬ 

necticut: Eesearcli and development facilities and land acqui¬ 

sition, $304,000. 

Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia : Personnel facili¬ 

ties, $300,000. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land 

acquisition, $244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: 

Medical facilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and 

specifications for drydock facilities, $1,300,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: Land 

acquisition, $200,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 

Naval station, Long Beach, California: Waterfront facili¬ 

ties, $2,256,000. 

Naval station, New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, 

$226,000. 

Naval station, Newport, Bhode Island: Waterfront 

facilities, personnel facilities, community facilities and utili¬ 

ties, $11,672,000. 

Naval station, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 

$2,844,000. 
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Naval station, Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facil¬ 

ities, including land acquisition, $265,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

(Naval Air Training Stations) 

Naval auxiliar}^ landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, 

Texas: Airfield pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Chase Field, Texas: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, 

station and aircraft maintenance facilities, and utilities, $2,- 

247,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, 

personnel facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training 

facilities, fuel pipeline and storage facilities, and land ac¬ 

quisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Person¬ 

nel facilities, training facilities, aircraft maintenance facili¬ 

ties, community facilities, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage 

facilities and aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site 

preparation utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facili¬ 

ties and plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, 

$347,000. 
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Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: 

Jjand acquisition, $13,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Naviga¬ 

tional aids and land acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: 

Personnel facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Personnel facilities, 

airfield pavements, station maintenance facilities, community 

facilities, and storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, personnel facilities, storage facilities, opera¬ 

tional facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

utilities, $4,052,000. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Edenton, North Carolina: 

Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, 

fuel dispensing facilities, operational facilities, administrative 

facilities, personnel facilities, communications facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities, $13,926,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Air¬ 

craft maintenance facilities, and land acquisition including 
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1 not to exceed $660,000 to be paid to Imperial County, Cali- 

2 fornia, to partial!}^ defray the coimt^^’s cost in relocating the 

3 Niland-Blythe Road, $831,000. 

4 Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training 

5 facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, 

6 and land acquisition, except none of the authorization for 

7 land acquisition pertaining to the Black Rock area shall 

8 apply unless the Secretary of Defense shall resurvey the 

9 entire requirement, including the possible use of other 

10 Government-controlled lands in the State of Nevada and the 

11 possibility of joint Navy-Air Force utilization of existing 

12 facilities, and the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the 

13 Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of 

14 Representatives that the acquisition of the Black Rock ex- 

13 tension is essential to meet the Navy’s training requirements, 

16 $8,304,000. 

ll' Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Air- 

18 field pavements, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dis- 

19 pensing facilities, navigational aids, aircraft and station 

20 maintenance facilities, utihties, and land acquisition, 

21 $6,000,000. 

22 Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational 

23 aids, operational facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000. 

24 Naval air station, Key West, Florida: Aircraft main- 

25 tenance facilities, $170,000, 
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Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and 

specifications for development of master jet aircraft facilities, 

and land acquisition, $10,089,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facil¬ 

ities, operational facilities, training facilities, ordnance facili¬ 

ties, land acquisition, and obstruction removal for flight 

clearance, $8,835,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Land ac¬ 

quisition, $89,000. 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft main¬ 

tenance facilities, $170,000. 

Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: 

Airfield pavements ordnance and ammunition storage facili¬ 

ties, aircraft maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, oper¬ 

ational facilities, navigational aids, and land acquisition, 

$13,072,000. 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, open 

storage facilities, security facilities, utilities, and relocation 

of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Ehode Island: Air¬ 

craft maintenance facilities, and navigational aids, $2, 

NaA al auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: 

753,000. 

Aircraft 
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1 maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, 

2 and utilities, $6,926,000. 

3 N'aval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Util- 

4 ities, $149,000. 

5 (Marine Corps Air Stations) 

6 Marine Corps auxibary air station, Beaufort, South 

7 Carolina: Aircraft and station maintenance facilities, admin- 

8 istrative facilities, medical facilities, personnel facilites, train- 

9 ing facilities, operational facilities, covered and cold storage 

10 facilities, community facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, and 

11 utilities, $17,384,000. 

12 Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, North Carolina: 

13 Aircraft maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

14 Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft 

15 maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, airfield pave- 

16 ments, storage facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medi- 

l'^ cal facilities, training facilities, personnel facilities, operational 

1^ facilities, and utilities, $6,863,000. 

19 Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: 

29 Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel 

21 facilities, training facilities, community facilities, fuel storage 

22 and dispensing facilities, land acquisition, and utilities. 

23 $12,556,000. 

(Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: 25 
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1 Plans and specifications for research and development facili- 

2 ties, $693,000. 

3 Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Kesearcli 

4 and development facilities and equipment maintenance facili- 

5 ties, $6,438,000. 

6 Naval air station, Patuxent Piver, Maryland: Aircraft 

7 maintenance facilities and research and development facili- 

8 ties, $475,000. 

9 Naval air missile test center. Point Miigu, California: 

10 Waterfront facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft main- 

11 tenance facilities, and community facilities, $1,682,000. 

12 Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: 

13 Kesearcli and development facilities, $128,000. 

14 SUPPLY FACILITIES 

15 Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah: Utilities, 

16 $149,000. 

17 Naval supply depot, Newport, Khode Island: Storage 

18 facilities, $390,000. 

19 Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, 

20 $50,000'. 

21 Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Replacement 

22 of seawall, $199,000. 

MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

Maiine Coips supply center, Albany, Georgia: Storage 24 



1 facilities, personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, com- 

2 munity facilities, and utilities, $1,742,000. 

3 Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Oper- 

4 ational facilities, maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, 

5 administrative facilities, and community facilities, 

6 $3,436,000. 

7 Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, IS'ortli Carolina: 

8 Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, training facilities, 

9 community facilities, medical facilities, storage facilities, and 

10 utilities, $5,092,000. 

11 Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Caro- 

12 lina: Personnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage 

13 facilities, training facilities, community facilities, and 

14 utilities, $4,266,000. 

15 Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: 

16 Utilities, boat basin facilities, and land acquisition, 

17 $3,429,000. 

18 Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, Cali- 

19 fornia: Utilities, $294,000. 

20 Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, Cali- 

21 fornia: Community facihties and land acquisition, 

22 $1,165,000. 

23 Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, 

24 Virginia: Security facihties, $91,000. 

H. B. 12270-3 
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Marine Corps schools, Qnantico, Virginia: Training 

facilities, ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, com¬ 

munity facilities, and utilities, $2,178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Per¬ 

sonnel facilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

OEDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington, Ord¬ 

nance facilities, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina : 

Ordnance facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: 

Eesearch and development facilities, aircraft maintenance 

facilities, airfield ])avements and fuel storage and dispensing 

facilities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance 

facilities, $600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Eallbrook, California: Am¬ 

munition storage and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: 

Ammunition storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, California: 

Ordnance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition 

storage and ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 
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SEEVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and 

land acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryland: Personnel 

facilities, training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Personnel 

facilities, $97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: training 

facilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: 

Personnel facilities, $237,000. 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel 

facilities, and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval liospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, 

$12,730,000. 

Naval hosi)ital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital 

elevator, $57,000. 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenliam, Maryland: Com¬ 

munications facilities, personnel facilities, and utihties, 

$2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acqui¬ 

sition, $2,450,000. 
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1 Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: 

2 Conimunications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,- 

3 029,000. 

4 Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: 

5 Conimunications facilities, $45,000. 

6 Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communi- 

7 cations facilities, $83,000. 

8 OFFICE OF NAVAL EESEARGII FACILITIES 

9 Naval research laboratory. District of Columbia : Plans 

10 and specifications for research and development facilities 

11 $1,300,000. 

12 YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

13 Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and 

14 land acquisition, $443,000. 

15 Naval construction battalion center. Port Hueneme, 

16 California: Eeplacement of wharf, and storage facilities, 

17 $2,581,000. 

IS Outside the United States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

20 Naval ship repair facility, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands : 

21 Waterfront facilities, $1,637,000. 

22 Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at 

23 Olongapo, flood control and drainage facilities and com- 

24 munity facilities, $9,378,000. 
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1 P'LEET BASE FACILITIES 

2 Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and 

3 laundry and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

4 Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, 

5 $680,000. 

6 AVIATION FACILITIES 

7 Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, 

8 aircraft maintenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, ])erson- 

9 nel facilities, and utilities, $1,961,000. 

10 Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of 

11 Hawaii: Personnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facil- 

12 ities, $870,000. 

13 Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Per¬ 

il sonnel facilities, $1,264,000. 

15 Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft 

16 maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, communications 

17 facilities, family housing, community facilities, and utilities, 

18 $4,572,000. 

19 Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft mainte- 

20 nance facilities, airfield pavements, dredging, navigational 

21 aids, and fuel storage facilities, $1,704,000. 

22 Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory 

23 of Hawaii: Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave- 

24 ments, and operational facilities, $1,045,000. 
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Naval air facility, Port Lyautey, Prencli Morocco: Air¬ 

craft maintenance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Eoosevelt Eoads, Puerto Eico: Aircraft 

maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facili¬ 

ties, ordnance facilities, personnel facilities, medical facilities, 

and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: 

Airfield pavements breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,- 

811,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Eeplacement of fuel stor¬ 

age facilities, $5,000,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage 

facilities, $1,599,000. 

Naval supply depot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: 

Covered and cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, 

operational facilities, maintenance facilities, waterfront fa¬ 

cilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

^aval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territoiy of Hawaii: 

Ordanance facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: 

Ordnance facilities, $245,000. 

Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance fa¬ 

cilities, $241,000. 
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1 COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

2 Naval commimication unit, Futeina, Okinawa: Commn- 

3 nications facilities, $75,000. 

4 Naval coinmunication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: 

5 Communication facilities, $222,000. 

6 Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Com- 

7 munications facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

8 YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

9 Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, 

10 $2,210,000. 

11 Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to 

12 obtain by contract, such engineering, location, and site 

13 planning studies as may be necessary to enable him to 

14 determine the feasibility and advisability of establishing, 

15 continuing, or relocating the following facilities: Naval air 

16 station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets) ; Naval maga- 

17 zine, Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed 

18 $150,000 for sucli studies-may be made out of the appro- 

19 priation ‘‘Military Construction, Navy”. The Secretary of 

20 the Nav}^ shall report to the Committees on Armed Serv- 

21 ices of the Senate and House of Pepresentatives the con- 

22 elusions of these studies together with such recommenda- 

23 tions as he shall consider appropriate. 

24 Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may .establish or 

' 25 develop classified naval installations and facilities by con- 
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1 structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent 

2 or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 

3 preparation, appurtenances, utilities, equipment, and family 

4 bousing in the total amount of $84,043,000. 

5 Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eighty-first Congress, is 

6 amended as follows: 

7 (a) In title II under the beading ‘‘Continental 

8 United States” change the amount for “Naval base, New- 

9 port, Ebode Island: Sewage facilities”, from “$1,243,000” 

10 to “$1,268,000.” 

11 (b) In title IV, section 402, clause (2) change the 

12 amount for pubbc works authorized by title II: “Inside 

13 continental United States”, from “$135,719,800” to 

14 “$135,744,800.” 

15 Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, as 

16 amended, is amended as follows: 

17 (a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much 

18 thereof under the beading “Continental United 

19 States” and subheading “supply facilities” as reads as 

20 follows: 

21 “HarpsweU Neck Enel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: 

22 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; 

23 and insert in place thereof the following: 

24 “HarpsweU Neck Fuel EaciUty, Portland, Maine, area: 
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1 Aviation gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisi- 

2 tion, $2,766,500”. 

3 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con- 

4 TiNENTAL UNITED States” and subheading “communica- 

5 TION facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as 

6 follows: 

7 “Naval communication station, PhiUppine Islands: Con- 

8 solidated communication facilities; $2,694,500”; and insert 

9 in place thereof the following: 

10 “Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Con- 

11 sohdated communications facilities, and land acquisition, 

12 $2,694,500”. 

13 Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress is 

14 amended as follows: 

15 (a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

16 United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

17 change the amount for “Naval air missile test center (San 

18 Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California,” from “$1,132,000” 

19 to “$1,816,000”. 

20 (b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

21 United States” and subheading “oednance facilities”, 

22 change the amount for “Naval ammunition depot, Haw- 

23 thome, Nevada” from “$308,000” to “$538,000”. 

24 (c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

H. ll. 12270-4 
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public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

United States from “$102,042,000” to “$102,956,000”; 

and total amount from “$201,893,000” to “$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “shipyaed facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval electronics laboratory, San 

Diego, California” from “$143,000” to “$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “fleet base facili¬ 

ties”, delete that portion which reads as follows: “Navy 

Department District of Columbia : family housing, $81,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, 

change the amount for “Naval auxihary air station, El Cen¬ 

tro, California” from “$366,000” to “$450,000”; strike out 

so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facihties, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, $4,660,000”; and insert in place there¬ 

of the following: 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft mainte¬ 

nance facilities, training facilities, communication facilities, 

operational facilities, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 
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1 (d) In section 201 under the heading ‘‘Continental 

2 United States” and subheading “oednance facilities”, 

3 delete that portion which reads as follows: “Naval proving 

4 ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Land acquisition $200,000”. 

5 (e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Con- 

6 TiNENTAL UNITED States” and Subheading “Oednance 

7 facilities”, strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

8 “Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

9 Testing facihties, and railroad facilities and barricades, 

10 $1,132,000 ,’ and insert in place thereof the following: 

11 “Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 

12 Testing facihties, railroad facihties and barricades, and land 

13 acquisition, $1,132,000”. 

II (0 1^ section 502, clause (2), change the amount for 

15 public works authorized by title II for inside continental 

16 United States from “$299,690,600” to “$299,512,600”; and 

II the total amount from “$564,224,300” to “$564,046,300”. 

18 TITLE III 

1^ Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 

26 or develop military installations, and facilities by acquiring, 

21 constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing perma- 

22 nent or temporary pid^lic works, including site preparation, 

23 appurtenances, utilities and equipment, for the following 

24 projects: 
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Inside the United States 

AIE DEFENSE COMMAND 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: 

Operational and training facilities, $629,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and land acquisition, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Hous¬ 

ing and community facilities, $342,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: 

Operational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasglow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, land acquisition, and family 

housing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 

Dakota: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, 

utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$18,969,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: 
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1 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

2 housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im- 

3 provements, and land acquisition, $1,673,000. 

4 Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania: 

5 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

6 supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 

7 acquisition, $1,087,000. 

8 Hamilton Air Force Base, San Bafael, California: 

9 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

10 utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

11 $2,966,000. 

12 F. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: 

13 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

14 supply facilities, administrative facihties, housing and com- 

15 munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

16 land acquisition, $5,051,000. 

1"^ Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Opera- 

18 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

19 facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

20 facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,906,000. 

21 Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: 

22 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

23 housing and community facilities, and land acqusition, 

24 $2,156,000. 

25 Klamath Falls Mimicipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Ore- 
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gon: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

improvements, and land acquisition, $1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, and 

land acquisition, $1,514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 

istrative facihties, housing and community facihties, and 

land acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Majors Field, Greenvihe, Texas: Operational and train¬ 

ing facihties, and land acquisition, $440,000. 

Minneapohs-Saint Paul International Airport, Minneap¬ 

olis, Minnesota: Operational and training facihties, and main¬ 

tenance facihties, $3,015,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, supply 

facihties, housing and community facihties, utihties, and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmington, Delaware: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, maintenance facihties, sup¬ 

ply facilities, housing and community facihties, utihties and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Fahs Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New 

York: Operational and training facihties, maintenance facih- 
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ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utihties and 

ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, 

$11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Opera- 

tonal and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and commumty facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $2,392,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

and land acquisition, $4,127,000. 

Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $13,- 

508,000. 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Oper¬ 

ational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acqusition, $8,057,000. 

Eichard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and commu- 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

32 

nity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$6,801,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, and land acquisition, $2,494,000. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, 

New York: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and com- 

mimity facilities, and land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisition, 

and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: 
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1 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, iitili- 

2 ties and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,- 

3 255,000. 

4 Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational 

5 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative 

6 facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisi- 

7 tion, $3,545,000. 

8 Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

9 maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 

10 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

11 ground improvements and land acquisition, $^7,760,000 

12 $21,510,000. 

13 AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

14 Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing 

15 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,541,000. 
r 

16 Oriffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational 

17 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel- 

18 opment and test facilities, supply facilities, housing and com- 

19 inunity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 

20 acquisition, $17,966,000. 

21 Hill Air Force Base, Odgen, Utah: Maintenance facil 

22 ities, housing and commimity facilities, utilities and ground 

23 improvements, and land acquisition, $1,339,000. 

H. R. 12270-5 
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Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, niaintenance facilities, and utilities and 

gi'oimd improvements, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: 

Supply facilities, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: 

Administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, 

and land acquisition, $1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: 

Land acquisition, $4,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: 

Operational and training facilities, and housing and commu¬ 

nity facilities, $1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: 

Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities 

and ground improvements, $3,983,000. 

Bobins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

utilities and ground improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searspdrt Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: Sup¬ 

ply facilities, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: 

Supply facilities, $129,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: 
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Operational and training facilities, hospital facilities, and 

housing and conimunity facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family hous¬ 

ing, $89,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, 

development and test facilities, housing and community facil¬ 

ities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

$17,138,000. 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, housing and 

community facilities, and utilities, and ground improvements, 

$444,000. 

AIR pro\t:ng ground command 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, devel¬ 

opment and test facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 

housing and comimmity facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $21,094,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 

Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facili¬ 

ties, and utilities and ground improvements, $17,121,000. 

Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas: Housing and 

community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 
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1 Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama : Operational 

2 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

3 Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: 

4 Maintenance facilities, $783,000. 

5 Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acqui- 

6 sition, $63,000. 

7 Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wy- 

8 oming: Housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

9 ground improvements, $1,654,000. 

10 Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Opera- 

11 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and 

12 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 

13 James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Opera- 

14 tional and training facilities and land acquisition, $4,687,000. 

1^ Keesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land ac¬ 

id quisition, $34,000. 

I'i' Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Hos- 

15 pital and medical facilities, $3,440,000. 

19 Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and 

20 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $225,000. 

21 Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Operational 

22 and training facilities, and housing and community facihties, 

23 .$212,000. 

24 Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land 

2.5 acquisition, $410,000. 



37 

1 Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational 

2 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

3 acquisition, $2,902,000. 

4 Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Opera- 

5 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

6 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

7 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $21,650,000. 

8 McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Land 

9 acquisition, $396,000. 

10 Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational 

11 and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

12 $1,848,000. 

13 Kellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Kevada: Opera- 

14 tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

15 $3,456,000. 

16 Parks Air Force Base, Pendleton, California: Utihties 

17 and ground improvements, $111,000. 

18 Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational 

19 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

20 Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land 

21 acquisition, $133,000. 

22 Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational 

23 and training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. 

24 Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational 

11. R. 12270-6 
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and training facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $24,433,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Beno, Nevada: Supply facihties, 

housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, and land acquisition, $2,221,000. 

T3mdall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and maintenance facihties, 

$716,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational 

and training facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, $90,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land 

acquisition, $6,347,000. 

AIE UXIVEESITY 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $215,000. 
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1 CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

2 Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Opera- 

3 tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 

4 and ground improvements, $13,395,000. 

5 Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Opera- 

6 tional and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

7 $237,000. 

8 Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing 

9 and community facilities, $345,000. 

10 Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, Hew York: Utili- 

11 ties and ground improvements, $205,000. 

12 HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 

13 Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities 

14 and ground improvements, $8,000. 

15 MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT COMMAND 

16 Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 

17 Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, housing 

18 and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

19 and land acquisition, $7,335,000. 

20 Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: 

21 Operational and training facilities, and utilities and ground 

22 improvements, $868,000. 

23 Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational 

24 and training facilities, supply facilities, administrative facili- 
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ties, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightsto^vn, New Jersey: 

Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital 

and medical facilities, administrative facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,169,000. 

Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, housing and community fa¬ 

cilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $768,000. 

Washington National Airport, District of Columbia: 

Maintenance facility, $275,000. 

EESEAECH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

Canel Air Force Plant Numbered 62, Hartford, Con¬ 

necticut: Research, development, and test facilities, and util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Research, 

development, and test facilities, and housing and community 

facilities, $5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re- 

hearch, development, and test facilities, and housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, $7,877,000. 
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1 Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada : 

2 Housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

3 improvements, and family housing, $961,000. 

4 Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: 

5 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

6 research, development, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

7 Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Research, develop- 

8 ment, and test facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

9 Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: 

10 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, re- 

11 search, development and test facilities, housing and com- 

12 munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and 

13 land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

14 National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Op- 

15 erational and training facilities, research, development and 

16 test facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,- 

17 415,000. 

18 Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational 

19 and training facilities, research, development and test facili- 

20 ties, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 

21 improvements, and land acquisition, $15,169,000. 

22 Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New 

23 Mexico: Family housing, $153,000. 
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STEATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

2 Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational 

3 and training facilities, housing and community facilities, util- 

4 ities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,- 

5 043,000. 

6 Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and 

7 community facilities, and utihties and ground improvements, 

8 $1,003,000. 

9 
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Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Oper¬ 

ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis¬ 

trative facilities, housing and community facihties, utihties 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $2,117,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational 

and training facihties, supply facihties, housing and commu¬ 

nity facihties, and land acquisitions, $15,938,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and 

training facihties, and housing and community facihties, 

$922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucky: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, and utilities and ground im¬ 

provements, $479,000. 

CarsweU Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Opera¬ 

tional and training facihties, and maintenance facihties, 

$2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational 
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1 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and 

2 medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

3 $2,179,000. 

4 Olinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: 

5 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

6 supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

7 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

8 Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Oper- 

9 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

10 facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

11 ground improvements, and land acquisition, $14,518,000. 

12 Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Op- 

13 erational and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

14 $503,000. 

15 Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and 

16 training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facihties, 

17 housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 

18 improvements, $7,665,000. 

19 Dublin Aii‘ Force Base, Georgia: Operational and train- 

20 ing facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground im- 

21 provements, and land acquisition, $6,478,000. 

22 Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota : 

23 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facihties, 

24 housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

25 $943,000. 
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1 Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Oper- 

2 ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

3 and community facihties, and utilities and ground improve- 

4 ments, $4,457,000. 

5 Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational 

6 and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

7 $1,271,000. 

8 Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and 

9 training facihties, $23,000. 

10 Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Op- 

11 erational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup- 

12 ply facihties, and land acquisition, $2,483,000. 

13 Hobbs Air Force Base, Hobbs, Ke^v Mexico: Opera- 

14 tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, utihties 

15 and ground improvements, and land acquisitions, $6,- 

16 547,000. 

17 Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Oper- 

18 ational and training facihties, hospital and medical facihties, 

19 housing and community facihties, utihties, and ground im- 

20 provements, and land acquisition, $1,694,000. 

21 Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Opera- 

22 tional and training facihties, utihties and ground improve- 

23 ments, and land acquisition, $1,131,000. 

24 Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: 
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1 Operational and training facilities, housing and* community 

2 facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

3 Lincoln Air Eorce Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Opera- 

4 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

5 and community facilities, and utilities and ground improve- 

6 ments, $4,685,000. 

7 Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: 

8 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 

9 supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com- 

10 munity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,528,000. 

11 Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Opera- 

12 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

13 and community facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

14 Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational 

15 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

16 and housing and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

17 MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational 

18 and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and 

19 community facilities, $3,262,000. 

20 Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: 

21 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

22 housing and community facilities, $1,236,000. 

23 March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Opera- 



I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

46 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, South Dakota: Op¬ 

erational and training facihties, maintenance facilities, util¬ 

ities and ground improvements, and laud acquisition, 

$6,374,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 

Idaho: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facil¬ 

ities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, IS'ebraska: Operational 

and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land 

acquisition, and family housing, $5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Housing 

and commimity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $786,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, Hew York: 

Housing and community facilities, $1,491,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, Hew Hamp¬ 

shire: Operational and training facilities, and housing and 

community facilities, $661,000. 

Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational 

and training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, admin- 
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istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 

and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $923,000. 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational 

and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 

land acquisition, $781,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Boswell, New Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, supply facilities, and housing 

and community facilities, $2,791,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachu¬ 

setts: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili¬ 

ties, supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and 

community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 

land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: 

Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, sup¬ 

ply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 

ground improvements, and land acquisition, $3,815,000. 

TACTICAL AIE COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Main¬ 

tenance facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, 

$330,000. 
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Blytheville Air Porce Base, Blytlieville, Arkansas: 

Operational and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 

$933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, Hew Mexico: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and relocation of structure, 

$4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: 

Operational and training facilities, $2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana : Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, adminis¬ 

trative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 

$2,919,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational 

and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and 

ground improvements, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, Cahfornia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply 

facilities, and housing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, and land acquisition, 

$2,613,000. 
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1 Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: 

2 Operational and training facilities, housing and community 

3 facilities, utihties and ground improvements, and land 

4 acquisition, $1,111,000. 

5 Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South 

6 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, mamtenance 

7 facihties, hospital and medical facilities, and housing and 

8 community facihties, $1,665,000. 

9 Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: 

10 Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and 

11 land acquisition, $1,106,000. 

12 Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Opera- 

13 tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utihties 

14 and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,583,000. 

15 Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North 

16 Carolina: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 

17 facihties, supply facihties, hospital and medical facihties, 

18 administrative facihties, and housing and community facili- 

19 ties, $6,637,000. 

20 Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Opera- 

21 tional and training facihties, maintenance facihties, and hous- 

22 ing and community facihties, $3,805,000. 

23 Wendover Air Force Base, Wendover, Utah: Opera- 

24 tional and training facilities, $67,000. 
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SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations: Eesearch, development and test 

facilities, administrative facilities, and land acquisition, 

$1,240,000. 

AIECEAFT CONTEOL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, administrative facilities, housing and community 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi¬ 

tion, and family housing, $80,942,000. 

Outside the United States 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facil¬ 

ities, maintenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,- 

000. 

Ehnendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training 

facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and community facilities, and utihties and ground improve¬ 

ments, $5,444,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training facilities and 

supply facilities, $1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facili¬ 

ties, $289,000. 

Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facili- 
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ties, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 

$7,055,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

$6,628,000. 

FAE EAST AIE FORCES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Opera¬ 

tional and training facilities, $991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: Op¬ 

erational and training facilities, and housing and community 

facihties, $724,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land acquisi¬ 

tion, and family housing, $25,969,000. 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facihties, supply facihties, housing and com¬ 

munity facilities, and utihties and ground improvements, 

$55,859,000. 

NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical 

facihties, housing and community facihties, utilities and 

ground improvements, and family housing, $75,650,000. 
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STEATEGIO AIE COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and train¬ 

ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 

and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and family housing, $23,980,000. 

Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, 

$14,000. 

Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and 

training facihties, and maintenance facilities, $229,000. 

Barney Air Force Base, Puerto Bico: Operational and 

training facihties, maintenance facihties, and land acquisition, 

$1,213,000. 

UNITED STATES AIE FOECE IN EUEOPE 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facihties, supply facihties, hospital and medical 

facihties, administrative facihties, housing and community 

facihties, utilities and ground improvements, and erection of 

prefabricated structures, $114,260,000. 

AIECEAFT CONTEOL AND WAENING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facihties, 

maintenance facihties, supply facihties, hospital and medical 

facihties, administrative facihties, housing and community 

facihties, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 

tion, $70,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish 
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1 or develop: (a) classified military installations and facilities 

2 by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or in- 

3 stalling permanent or temporary public works, including land 

4 acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and 

5 equipment, in the total amount of $163,000,000. 

6 (b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding 

7 with construction made necessary l)y changes in Air Force 

8 missions, new weapons developments, or improved ])ro- 

9 duction schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines 

10 that deferral of sucli construction for inclusion in the next 

11 military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent 

12 with interests of national security, and in connection there- 

13 with to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install 

14 permanent or temporary public works, including land 

15 acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 

10 equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000: Provided, 

I'i' That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall 

18 notify the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate 

19 and House of Eepresentatives immediately upon reaching 

20 a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction 

21 of any public work undertaken under this subsection, in- 

22 eluding those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

23 Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 (ch. 

24 41, 50 U. S. 0. 491), is amended b}^ the addition of the 

25 following: 
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‘‘The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure 

communication services required for the semiautomatic 

ground environment system. No contract for such services 

may be for a period of more than ten years from the date 

communication services are first furnished under such con¬ 

tract. The aggregate contingent liability of the Government 

uiidei- (he termination provisions of all contracts authorized 

hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no 

termination pa^^ment shall be final until audited and approved 

b\' the General Accounting Office which shall have access to 

such carrier records and accounts as it may deem necessary 

for the purpose. In procuring such services, the Secretary 

of the Air Force shall utilize to the fullest extent jiracticable 

the facilities and capabilities of communication common car¬ 

riers, including rural telephone cooperatives, within their 

respective service areas and for power supply, shall utilize 

to the fullest extent ])racticable, the facilities and capabilities 

of public utilities and rural electric cooperatives within their 

respective service areas. Negotiations with communication 

common carriers, including cooperatives, and representation 

in proceedings involving such carriers before Federal and 

State regulatory bodies where such negotiations or proceed¬ 

ings involve contracts authorized by this paragraph shall be 

in accordance with the provisions of section 201 of the Act 

of June 30, 1949, as amended (40 TJ. S. 0. iV. sec. 481).” 
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Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, 

is ainendecl, under the heading ‘'Continental United States” 

in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “aie defense command”— 

(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, 

Fort Myers, Florida, strike out “$11,577,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$15,462,000”. 

(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Du¬ 

luth, Minnesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. North Dakota, 

strike out “$5,822,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$7,709,000”. 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wis¬ 

consin, airbase to be known as “Eichard Bong Air Force 

Base”, strike out “$16,608,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, 

Corapolis, Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$525,000”. 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San 

Eafael, California, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$2,229,000”. 
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(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out ‘‘$2,042,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,656,000”. 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knox¬ 

ville, Tennessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$817,000”. 

(9) with respect to Minot site, North Dakota, strike 

out “$5,339,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,603,- 

000”. 

(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Air¬ 

port, Niagara Falls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$2,575,000”. 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, Everett, 

Washington, strike out “$1,039,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,199,000”. 

Under the subheading “air materiel command”— 

With respect to Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, 

Maine, strike out “$133,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$329,000”. 

Under the subheading “air training command”— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, 

Houston, Texas, strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, 
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Greenville, Mississippi, strike out ‘‘$349,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Eorce Base, Phoenix, 

Arizona, strike out “$1,557,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las 

Vegas, Nevada, strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,837,000”. 

(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sher¬ 

man, lexas, strike out “$956,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force Base, San 

Antonio, Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$730,000”. 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belle¬ 

ville, Illinois, strike out “$1,247,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, Pan¬ 

ama City, Florida, strike out “$478,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$534,000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, 

Oklahoma, strike out “$871,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) with respect to Williams Air Force Base, 
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in place thereof “$1,215,000”. 

(11) with respect to Francis E. Warren Air Force 

Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming, strike out “$1,403,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$1,746,000”. 

Under the subheading “air university” With respect 

to Maxwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike 

out “2,661,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,031,000.” 

Under the subheading “continental air comMxYNd”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San 

Antonio, Texas, strike out “$590,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Mari¬ 

etta, Georgia, strike out “$758,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$859,000”. 

Under the subheading “military air transport serv¬ 

ice”—With respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charles¬ 

ton, South Carolina, strike out “$4,032,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “research and development 

21 command”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, 

Muroc, Califomia, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Besearch Facility, 25 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

59 

Hartford, Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, 

Alamogordo, New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and 

insert in place thereof “$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command”— 

(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, Abi¬ 

lene, Texas, strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in place 

thereof “$4,656,000”. 

(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, 

Kapid City, South Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” 

and insert in place thereof “$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, To¬ 

peka, Kansas, strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$5,885,000”. 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, 

Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and in¬ 

sert in place thereof “$6,713,000”. 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Sa¬ 

vannah, Georgia, strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in 

place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, 

Orlando, Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert 

in place thereof “$5,599,000”. 

Under tlie subheading “tactical air coimmand”— 
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With respect to Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Wasli- 

ington, strike out ‘‘$3,574,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “airceaft control and 

WARNING system”—With respect to “Various locations” 

strike out “$100,382,000” and insert in place thereof 

“$120,382,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is 

amended under the heading “Outside ContinentaJj 

United States” in section 301, as follows: 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the sub¬ 

heading “ALASKAN AIR COMMAND” strike OUt 

“$356,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,247,000”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as 

amended, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of sec¬ 

tion 502 the amounts “$743,989,000”, “$530,563,000” 

and “$1,279,902,000” and inserting in place thereof “$801,- 

256,000”, “$532,454,000” and “$1,339,060,000”, re¬ 

spectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is 

amended, under the heading “Continental United 

States” in section 301, as follows: Under the subheading 

“air defense command” with respect to Klamath Falls 

Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” 

and insert in place there “$5,077,000”. 
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(<') Public Law 534, Piglity-fhird (Jongress, as 

aiueiuled, is amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 

502 the amounts ‘‘$405,176,000” and “$415,005,000” and 

inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and “$415,949,- 

000”, respectively. 

TITLE IV 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department 

]riay proceed to establish or develop installations and facili¬ 

ties under this Act without regard to sections 1136, 3648, 

and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. The au¬ 

thority to place permanent or temporary improvements on 

land includes authorit}^ for surve3^s, administration, over¬ 

load, planning aiid supervision incident to construction. 

That authority may he exercised before title to the land is 

approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as 

amended, and even though the land is held temporarily. 

The authority to provide family housing includes authority 

to ac(piire such land as the Secretary concerned determines, 

with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, to be neces¬ 

sary in connection with that housing. The authority to 

acquire real estate or land includes authority to make surveys 

and to acquire land, and interests in land (including tem¬ 

porary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government- 

owned land, or otherwise. 
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Sec. 402. There are authorized to he appropriated such 

sums as may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but 

appropriations for public works projects authorized by titles 

I, II, and III shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,- 

916,000; outside the United States, $35,763,000; sec¬ 

tion 102, $200,783,000; or a total of $323,462,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,- 

572,000; outside the United States, $61,625,000; sec¬ 

tion 203, $84,043,000, or a total of $438,240,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $7-^9— 

-1-23,900 $742,873,000 ] outside the United States, $405,- 

061,000; section 302 (a), $163,000,000; section 302 

(1)), $50,000,000 or a total of $1,377,1847000 

$1,360,934,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or 

III of this Act may, in the discretion of the Secretary con¬ 

cerned, be increased by 5 per centum for projects inside the 

United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside the 

United States. However, the total cost of all projects in each 

such title may not be more than the total amount authorized 

to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with 

section 4 (c) of the Armed Services Procurement Act 
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of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 (c) ) for contracts made under 

this Act for the estabhshment or development of military 

installations and facihties in foreign countries vrould in¬ 

terfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller 

General have agreed upon alternative methods for ade¬ 

quately auditing those contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the require¬ 

ments of that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under 

this Act shall be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a com¬ 

petitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the national 

security will not be impaired and the award is consistent 

with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 (41 

U. S. C. 153 et seq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments 

may acquire land, and interests in land, not exceeding $5,000 

in cost (exclusive of administrative costs and deficiency 

judgment awards), which the Secretary concerned deter¬ 

mines to be urgently required in the interests of national 

defense. The authority under this section may not, however, 

be used to acquire more than one parcel of land unless the 

parcels are noncontiguous or, if contiguous, do not exceed 

$5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the militaiy departments 
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may, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense and fol¬ 

lowing notification of the Armed Services Committees of 

the Senate and House of Kepresentatives, acquire, construct, 

rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, 

including site ])rei)aration, appurtenances, utilities, and 

e(iuipnieiit to restore or replace facilities damaged or de¬ 

stroyed. 

Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as may he pre¬ 

scribed by the Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of 

the militaiy departments may expend out of appropriations 

available for military construction such amounts as may 

be required for the establishment and development of mili¬ 

tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing 

(except family quarters), converting, extending, or install¬ 

ing permanent or temporary public works determined to 

be urgently required, including site preparation, appur¬ 

tenances, utilities, and equipment, for projects not otherwise 

authorized by law when the cost of the project is not in 

excess of $200,000, subject to the following limitations: 

(1) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$50,000, shall be authorized unless approved in advance l)y 

the Secretary of Defense. 
%/ 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of 

$25,000 shall be authorized unless approved in advance by 

the Secretary of the military department concerned. 
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(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any 

project authorized under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to fam¬ 

ily quarters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at 

any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the mihtaiy departments may 

expend out of appropriations available for maintenance and 

operation amounts necessary to accomplish a project which, 

except for the fact that its cost does not exceed $25,000, 

would otherwise be authorized to be accomplished under 

subsection (a). 

(c) The Secretary of each department shall report in 

detail semiannually to the Armed Services Committees of the 

Senate and the House of Representatives with respect to 

the exercise of the authorities granted by this section. 

(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 

853, 856; 34 U. S. C. 559), is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting througli 

the Secretary of a military department, may provide family 

housing at Fort McNair, District of Columbia, for the 

Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff by the constmction or 

rehabilitation of one set of family housing and, special (*oni- 

munication facilities, without regard to the second proviso 

of section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 
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379), or section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 

459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($100,000 

for the family housing unit and $80,000 for special com¬ 

munication facilities) available to the military departments 

for military construction may be utilized for the purposes of 

this section without regard to the limitations on the cost of 

family housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for 

military pubhc works to be accomplished by the Secretary 

of a military department in connection with the establish¬ 

ment or development of military installations and facilities, 

and all authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are 

contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and not 

superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization 

are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appro¬ 

priations therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the 

titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as 

to which appro[)riated funds have been obligated foi' 

construction contracts in whole or in part before July 1, 

1957, and authorizations for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for 

family housing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is 
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second Congress; 

(4) the authoiizations for public works and the 

appropriation of funds that are contained in the National 

Defense Facilities Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 

881 et seq.) ; and 

(5) the authorization for the development of the 

Line of Communications, France, in the amount of 

$82,000,000, that is contained in title I, section 102 

of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress. 

Sec. 411. (a) The first paragraph of section 407 of the 

Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 119), as amended, is 

further amended to read as follows : 

In addition to family housing and community facilities 

otherwise authorized to be constructed or acquired by the 

Department of Defense, the Secretary of Defense is author¬ 

ized, subject to the approval of the Director of the Bureau 

of the Budget, to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, 

family housing for occupancy as public quarters, and com¬ 

munity facihties, in foreign countries through housing and 

community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 

to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to 

the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and 

Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 
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commodity transactions of the Community Credit Corpora¬ 

tion.” 

(b) There are authorized to he appropriated to the Sec¬ 

retaries of the military de])artments such amounts other than 

foreign currencies as are necessary for the construction, or 

acquisition by lease or otherwise, of family housing and com¬ 

munity facilities projects in foreign countries that are author¬ 

ized ])y section 407 of the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 

Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so appropriated 

for any such project may not he more than 25 per centum 

of the total cost of that project. 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 

Stat. 324, 352) is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956, 1957, and 

1958 tlie Secretaries of the Army, Tvhivy, and Air Force, re¬ 

spectively, are authorized to lease housing facilities at or near 

military tactical installations for assignment as ])ublic quar¬ 

ters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, with¬ 

out rental charge upon a determination by the Secretary of 

Defense or his designee that there is a lack of adequate 

housing facilities at or near such military tactical installa¬ 

tions. Such housing facilities shall he leased on a family or 

individual unit basis and not more than three thousand of 

such units may be so leased at any one time. Expenditures 

for the rental for such housing facilities may he made out of 
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approi)riati()iis available for iiiaiiiteiiaiiee and operation l)nt 

may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by 

section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. 0. 626p) 

do not apply to forty-seven units of the housing authorized 

to be constructed at the United States Air Force Academy 

by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The net floor 

area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 

five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent; 

three thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; 

and one thousand seven hundred and fifty square feet for 

each of forty-four units for department heads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the Air Force 

Academy Act (68 Stat. 49) is amended hy striking out 

“$1,000,000” and inserting in place thereof “$1,858,000”. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facilities 

Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 882), is further 

amended by striking out clause (a) and inserting in place 

thereof the following: 

“ (a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, con¬ 

struct, expand, rehabilitate, convert, and equip such 

facilities as he shall determine to be necessary to effec¬ 

tuate the purposes of this Act, except that expenditures 

for the leasing of property for such purposes may be 

made from appropriations otherwise available for the 
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payment of rentals and without regard to the monetary 

limitation otherwise imposed by this section;’'. 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed 

at a military installation under title IV of the Housing 

Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding 

authority under the Act of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 

1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and this 

Act to provide housing at that installation may be exercised 

at other military installations of the department concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the military departments 

are authorized to contract for the storage, handling, and dis¬ 

tribution of liquid fuels for periods not exceeding five years, 

with option to renew for additional periods not exceeding five 

years, for a total not to exceed twenty years. This authority 

is limited to facilities which conform to the criteria prescribed 

by the Secretary of Defense for protection, including dis¬ 

persal, and also are included in a program approved by the 

Secretary of Defense for the protection of petroleum facilities. 

Such contracts may provide that the Government at the ex¬ 

piration or termination thereof shall have the option to pur¬ 

chase the facility under contract without regard to sections 

1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, 

and prior to approval of title to the underlying land by 

the Attorney General: Provided further, That the Secretaries 

of the military departments shah report to the Armed Serv- 
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ices Oommittees of the Senate and the House of Representa¬ 

tives with respect to the names of the contractors and the 

terms of the contracts, the reports to be furnished at times 

and in such form as may be agreed upon between the Secre¬ 

taries of the military departments and the Committees on 

Armed Services. 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other law, the Sec¬ 

retary of a military department may lease, for terms of not 

more than five years, off-base structures including real prop¬ 

erty relating thereto, in foreign countries, needed for military 

purposes. 

Sec. 418. In the design of family housing or any other 

repetitive type buildings in the continental United States 

authorized by this Act, the military departments may, to the 

extent deemed practicable, use the principle of modular de¬ 

sign in order that the facility may be built by conventional 

construction, on-site fabrication, or factory fabrication. 

Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this 

or of any other Act, no contract shall he entered into by the 

United States for the construction or acquisition of family 

housing units by or for the use of niilitary or civilian person¬ 

nel of any of the military services unless— 

(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to the 

Armed Services Committees of the Senate and of the 

House of Representatives a written report stating the 
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intent to construct or cicquire such units, certifying that 

the number of units to he constructed or acquired is 

consistent nrith the louy range troop strength to he sta¬ 

tioned. at the location of such units, and showing the 

location, numher, and estimated cost of stich housing 

units, and the existing housing at such location; and 

(2) (a) a one hundred and eightg-dag period has 

elapsed since the submission of such report, or (h) the 

committees have advised the Secretary of Defense, in 

writing, that there are no further questions to he ashed 

concerning the project contemplated in such contract. 

8ec. 44-0 420. The first two sentences of section 404 of 

the Housing Amendments of 1955 are amended to read as 

follows: ‘‘Whenever the Secretary of Defense or his designee 

deem it necessary for the purpose of this title, he may ac¬ 

quire by purchase, donation, condemnation, or other means 

of transfer, any land or (with the approval of the Federal 

Housing Commissioner) any housing financed with mort¬ 

gages insured under the provisions of title VIII of the 

National Housing Act as in effect prior to the enactment 

of the Housing Amendments of 1955. The purchase price 

of any such housing shall not exceed the Federal Housing 

Administration Commissioner’s estimate of the replacement 

cost of such housing and related propert}^ (not including the 

value of any improvements installed or constructed with ap- 
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propriated funds) as of the date of final endorsement for 

mortgage insurance reduced by an appropriate allowance 

for physical depreciation, as determined by the Secretary 

of Defense or his designee upon the advice of the Commis¬ 

sioner: Provided, That in any case where the Secretary 

or his designee acquires a project held by the Commissioner, 

the price paid shall not exceed the face value of the deben¬ 

tures (plus accrued interest thereon) which the Commis¬ 

sioner issued in acquiring such project.” 

Sec. 4^0 421. Xone of the authoritv contained in titles I, 

TI, and III of this Act shall he deemed to authorize any 

building construction project within the continental TTnited 

States at an average nationwide unit cost in excess of— 

(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage ware¬ 

housing; 

(b) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing; 

(c) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 

(d) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters, 

unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of 

special circumstances, application to such project of the 

limitation on unit costs contained in this section is im¬ 

practicable. 

Sec. 424 422. Xone of the authorization contained in 

section 101 of this Act for the construction of three-lumdred- 

and-twenty-six-man barracks with mess shall he used to 
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1 provide, with respect to any such barracks, for mess facilities 

2 other than a single, consolidated mess. 

Passed the House of Representatives July 17, 1956. 

Attest: RALPH R. ROBERTS, 

Clerk. 
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20, 

inserted his statement concerning his proposed bill 
Xl1 establish a research program for the purpose of developing in-re 
<\eased industrial uses of agricultural productsc p, 13^02 

TRAM^RTATIONo Sen, Kefauver inserted and commented on an ICC report relative 
to ina^eased freight rates ^ p, 131^26 

™*^13Sl'^^™“ others spoke of the need for new energy sources, 
'v 

\ 

VETERANS* BpiEFITS, Sen, Hill inserted an article and consented on the expir¬ 
ation of the G3; Bill of Rights, p. 13I1U3 ^ 

RECLAI^'TATION. Passed as reported S. 3i;68, to authorize the Secreta^r of the 
Interior to am.end certain contracts for furnishing x^ater to the city of Rapid 
01 uy^ o, Uak, p. 13450 ——— 

3 
21, PATENTS. Sen. Thye insejqted his statement urging passage of H. R. 2128, to 

provide for the extensioh, of patents, p. 13£5o 

22, FOREIGN AFFApS. Sen. Mansflpld concluded his series of remarks on U. S. 
foreign policy, p. 13375 

George inserted a summary of the treaties, bills and resolutions 
acted upon favorably by the Foreign Relations Committee, p. 13I1O9 

23, legislative PROGRM. Sen. Magnus on',^ounced that the conference report on the 
_i_herm^£ bill (S, 3275) would be caped up for consideration today, p. 13ii6l 

HOUSE \ 

2ii, FOREIGN pp Agreed to the conference repeat on H. R, 12130, the mutual security 
appropriatpn bill for 1957. Action on the\ amendments in disagreem.ent consisted 

{opowing: Amended the Senate amendm^t by providing that not less than 
;>lb.5 milpon of the '.i50 million grant to Spap be used for agricultural com- 

modpies unstead of not less than one-half, asWovided in the Senate amend- 

^ p^^l3U8a^^ receded and concurred in the other txro,,amendments in disagreement. 

25. 
\ 

CROP INSUR/dICE, Passed as reported H. R. 5275, to authorize FCIC reinsurance 
on aruA crop or plantation insurance provided in Puerto Sico by a duly authoris¬ 
ed agency of the Commomealth of Puerto Rico, p, 13i|87 \ 

26. APPpP.JATp^JS, Conferees were appointed, the conference report was rv-ceived, 

p 12350, the second supplemental appro^i^iation bill for 
19b r. Kept. 2941). (See attached table regarding ITSDA ite^s. The bill 
also inpludes '150,000 for the Commission on Increased Industrial Use of 
Agricptural Products, pp, 13ii98, 13587, D893 p 

27. SOepi SECURITY. Received and agreed to the conference report on H.'^R. 7225, 
W amend and revise title II of the Social Security Act. The conference 
jreport includes the folloUng provisions: 

"...a farmer will report two-thirds of his gross income where it is 
.,>1,800 or less as his net incom.e, ’here his gross income is over .’1,800, 
he may report either his actual net income, or if his net incom*e is less 



-It- 

6^ A 

than, *1^200 he ra’'- report 1,200 as his net income,, ,•.permit members of 
fai'in partnei-ships to use the optional method of reporting. 

"The conference agreement substantially folloxijs the House-passed bill 
by providing that rentals will be credited as self-employment income x^here 
the owner or tenant of the land participates materially vdth the individual 
xjorking the land in the production or the management of the production of 
an agricultural or horticultural commodity. Share farmers x-xould be covered 
as self-employed persons, 

". • .farmxjorkers xjho, first, are paid ".>1$0 or more in a Calendar year 
by one employer; or, second, perform agricultural labor for an employer on 
20 or more days during the calendar year for cash xjages computed on a time 
basis xiToi’ld be covered, 

”,,,accepted the Senate provision xihich x:on.ld exclude from coverage 
agricultural x^nrkers from arr/- foreign country who are’admitted to the United 
States on a temporary basis, 

". o .proxrides for an exclusion from coverage of persons producing or 
harvesting gum resin products as provided in the/Senate bill," (H, Rept, 
2936), p. 13^30 

28, ADVISORY COMMITTEE. Passed xn.t'hout amendment-'^S, 33llb, to authorize the Sec¬ 
retary of Agriculture to pay the expenses pt an Adxrisory Committee on Soil 
and ^'ater Conservation, This bili is now'readv for the President, po’13^50 

/ 
29, MRKETBIGc Passed wdthout amendment'-H./'R. 838h, to amend the Agricultural 

Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, so ^ to include cranberries for carmine 
or freezing processing, p. 13991 / ^ 

■i'i 

30. MILITARY CONSTRUCTION; SURPLUS COMODITIES. Agreed to the Senate amendments 
to H, R, 12270, to authorize certain construction at militamr installations. j 
The bill authorizes the Secretary of Dsfense to use for family housing in i ! 
foreign countries, foreign currencies not to exceed ..-290 million acquired ■ | 
pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance^ ' 
Act of 19^h, or through other comm.odity transactions of the CCC, The Senate I 
had passed this bill earlier in the day. This bill is now readv for the ' ' 
President, pp, 133ij-6, D893 ■ , 

31. FISWi.RIES. Agreed y5 the conference report on S. 327^ to establish a sound 
and comprehensivyhational policy xiith regard to fisheMes resources, p, D893 

32. PERSONlvJEL. Bo-^Houses received and agreed to the conferee report on H R. ' 
7619, the ex^tive p^ and retirement bill. The conferee\agreed to the 
salary iten^stated in Diges'^12ii (as passed by the Senate) Aexcept that they 
deleted tj^ provision allocating 7 directors of CSS commoditj^ffices at GS-I6 ' 
However, ,/thev inserted a general provision for additional GS-16\s so that the *' 

Civil S/rvice Commission x^ili be enabled to allocate the CSS positions at that 
grade 4f it determines that such grade is equitable, (H, Rept, &9). This 
bill/is now ready for the President, pp, I3U06, 13919 * \ * 

/ Passed without amendm.ent H, R, Il9l9, to proxade for* the payment of 
t3:^avel and transportation cost for persons selected foi* appointment tkrprts-in 
.positions in the U, S, and Alaska, pp. 13186, 139S9 ^ovcertain 

33. FORESTRY. Rep. Hoffman received permission to file additional views 
hearings before the Interior and Insxilar Affairs Committee and the 
Operations Committee, p, 13l77 

\ 
\ 
\ 

\ on timber 
Govommehs^' 

■( 
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watts; Penny Cliffs will cost $200 million 
for 292,000 kilowatts. Compare Hells 
Canyon for $308 million with more water 
storage and 680 million kilowatts at site 
with more downstream. 

This is the price of a false partnership 
over for shortsighted exploitation, 
where the people’s resources are handed 

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, I 
reject the notion, and I think the Amer¬ 
ican people reject the notion, that the 
vast territory along the Clearwater 
River belongs to the people of Idaho. 
Most of this realm is in national forests. 
It belongs to the people of the United 
States, just as Crater Lake National Park, 
in my State of Oregon, belongs to the 
people of the United States. Congi-ess 
had before it the Echo Park authoriza¬ 
tion. Echo Park is wholly within Utah 
and Colorado, but the people of all the 
United States rose up in wrath to protect 
it, and it was not authorized. 

I am familiar with the vast Clearwater 
wilderness. I have ridden through it, I 
have walked through it, and I ha.ve 
camped in it. I think it is one of the 
most marvelous regions in our Nation. 
I believe the people will regret the au¬ 
thorization of'Bruces Eddy Dam and 
Penny Cliffs Dam. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
time of the Senator from Oregon has 
expired. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota subse¬ 
quently said: Mr. President, I have re¬ 
ceived a number of communications from 
conservation organizations in my State 
and elsewhere in support of the amend¬ 
ment offered by the jimior Senator from 
Oregon, opposing the authorization of 
the Bruces Eddy Dam in Idaho. I ask 
unanimous consent that these telegrams, 
expressing the opinions of my constitu¬ 
ents, be printed in the Record at the 
point just before the vote on the Neu- 
berger amendment. 

There being no objection, the commu¬ 
nications were ordered to be printed in 
the Record, as follows: 

Minneapolis, Minn., July 25, 1956. 
Senator Hubert Humphrey, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Minnesota Conservation Federation urges 

support of Neuberger amendment whlcli 
would delete authorization of Bruces Eddy 
Dam In Idaho from rivers and harbors omni¬ 
bus bill, H. R. 12080. 

Agnes L. Nelson, 

Secretary, Minnesota Conservation 
Federation. 

San Francisco, Calif., July 25, 1956. 
Hon. Hubert Humphrey, 

Senate Offlce Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Sierra Club urges amendment to H. R. 
12080 eliminating Bruces Eddy Dam from 
North Pork Clearwater River, Idaho. Wild¬ 
life and recreational values Clearwater of 
national as well as local significance, studies 
these values still in progress. 

A. Starker Leopold, 

Vice President, Sierra Club. 

Washington, D. C., July 24, 1956. 
The Honorable Hubert H. Humphrey, 

Senate Offlce Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

We urge deletion of Bruces Eddy Dam, 
Idaho, from rivers and harbors omnibus bill, 
h: R. 12080. This dam would flood out criti- /6al big game ranges and block migrations of 
sea-run fish. Conservationists of Northwest 

and throughout Nation oppose authoriza¬ 
tion of this project. We respectfully re¬ 
quest your support of the amendment that 
would delete this high dam from the bill. 

Charles H. Callison, Conservalton Direc¬ 
tor, National Wildlife Federation; C. R. 
Gutermuth, Vice President, Wildlife 
Management Institute; Mike Hudoba, 
Conservation Director, Outdoor Writ¬ 
ers Association of America; Joe Pen¬ 
fold, National Conservation Director, 
Izaak Walton League of America; 
Howard Zahnlser, Executive Secretary, 
Wilderness Society; David R. Brower, 
Executive Director, Sierra Club; Ken¬ 
neth D. Morrison, Public Relations, 
National Audubon Society; Stanley E. 
Little, Executive Director, National 
Campers & Hikers Association, Inc.; E. 
A. Seaman, Executive Secretary, Sport 
Pishing Institute; Fred Packard, Exec¬ 
utive Secretary, National Parks Asso¬ 
ciation; Jack O’Connor, Chairman, 
Committee for the Preservation of the 
Clearwater, Idaho, Wildlife Federation; 
H. T. Jones, Secretary, Idaho Wildlife 
Federation; Rollln Bowles, President, 
Oregon Division, Izaak Walton League 
of America; Bruce Yeager, President, 
Oregon Wildlife Federation. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask for 
the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amend¬ 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Neuberger] for himself and other 
Senators. __^JPutting the question]. The 
“nays” appear to have it—— 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask for 
a division. 

On a division, the amendment was re¬ 
jected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
is open to further amendment. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I have 
some correcting amendments on which I 
should like to have action taken at this 
time. 

On page 25, line 16,1 move to strike out 
“$1,585,000” and insert in lieu thereof 
“$1,073,000.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend¬ 
ment of the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. Chavez]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, inas¬ 

much as the Senate is working against 
time, and there are many typographical 
errors in the printed bill, I ask permis¬ 
sion that all the typographical errors be 
corrected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the 
Senator from New Mexico will send the 
corrections to the desk, the corrections 
will be made en bloc. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Very well. 
I ask also that after the bill has been 

passed, it be printed with the Senate 
amendments numbered. 

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

Mr. McCarthy. Mr. President, I 
offer an amendment, which I ask to have 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Legislative Clerk. On page 5, 
line 16, after the word “of”, it is proposed 
to strike out “$1,761,000” and insert 
“$2,936,000.” 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I will 
accept the amendment and take it to 
conference. 

Mr. McCarthy. I thank the Sen¬ 
ator from New Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr, McCarthy! 
is agreed to. 

All time has been yielded back. 
The question is on the engrossment of 

the amendments and the third reading 
of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill (H. R. 12080) was read the 
third time and passed. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate insist on its amendments, 
request a conference with the House of 
Representatives thereon, and that the 
Chair appoint the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer (Mr. Frear in the chair) 
appointed Mr. Chavez, Mr. Kerr, Mr. 
Gore, Mr. Martin of Pennsylvania, and 
Mr. Hruska conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Pennsylvania subse¬ 
quently said; Mr. President, I ask unani¬ 
mous consent that I may resign as a 
conferee on the omnibus flood control 
bill, H. R. 12080, and that the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. Case] be named 
in my place. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, that is 
agreeable. 

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

STATUTORY AWARD FOR CERTAIN 
INJURIES TO MILITARY PERSON¬ 
NEL 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 2831, H. R. 2845, in accord¬ 
ance with the unanimous-consent agree¬ 
ment entered into yesterday that amend¬ 
ments to the bill g'ill not be in order. 

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

The Legislative Clerk. A bill (H. R. 
2845) to amend the veterans regulations 
to jM’Ovide additional compensation for 
veterans having the service-incurred dis¬ 
ability of loss or loss of use of both but¬ 
tocks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous-consent re¬ 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed at this point in the Record an 
explanation of the bill as reported by the 
Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the state¬ 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

The purpose of this bill is to authorize a 
special monthly allowance (statutory award) 
of $47 for the loss or loss of the use of both 
buttocks. 



13346 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE July 26 

Recognition of certain specific disabilities 
in the form of special statutory awards is 
well established in veterans’ laws. One of 
such awards applies presently to the loss or 
loss of use of a creative organ, a foot, a hand, 
or blindness in one eye. This $47 monthly 
rate is in addition to any other compensa¬ 
tion to which the veteran may be entitled. 
In view of the severity of the type of disa¬ 
bility contemplated by this bill and the 
unusualness of its occurrence, the commit¬ 
tee feels fully warranted in providing this 
special rate and believes that it should be 
enacted into law. 

There are not statistics available' on which 
to show the number of veterans who might 
qualify for the additional compensation 
sought to be provided by this bill. It is 
believed to be comparatively small, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no amendment to be proposed, the 
question is on the third reading and 
passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

PRIVATE FINANCING OF MERCHANT 
VESSELS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 2677, H. R. 11554, with the 
understanding that amendments to the 
bill will not be in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title for the informa¬ 
tion of the Senate. 

The Legislative Clerk. A bill (H. R. 
11554) to amend certain provisions of 
title XI of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936, as amended, to facilitate private 
financing of merchant vessels in the in¬ 
terest of national defense, and for other 
purposes. 

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

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to cohsider the bill, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce with 
an amendment which was agreed to on 
July 23, 1956. 

The PRESIDING > OFFICER. Th^ 
Chair is informed that there is pending 
an amendment offered by the s^ior 
Senator from Delaware. / 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Dd^es the 
Senator from Delaware desire to call up 
his amendment? * 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No. The committee 
has amended the bill. I have no amend¬ 
ment. 

The PRESIDING- OFFICER. Does 
the Chair understand that the Senator 
from Delaware has withdrawn his 
amendment? 

Mr. 'WILLIAMS. I do not have an 
amendment to offer. What is the num¬ 
ber of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. H. R. 
11554, Calendar No. 2677. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I have no 
amendment to that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment of the 
amendment and the third reading of the 
bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be en¬ 
grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time and 
passed. 

REGULATION AND LICENSING OP 
PAWNBROKERS IN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 2608, H. R. 11002, to regu¬ 
late and license pawnbrokers in the Dis¬ 
trict of Qolumbia; and that no amend¬ 
ment be in order except committee 
amendments, if there be any. 

• The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
bill will be stated by title for the informa¬ 
tion of the Senate. 

The Legislative Clerk. A bill (H. R. 
11002) to regulate and license pawnbrok¬ 
ers in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous-consent re¬ 
quest of the Senator from Texas? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third'time, and passed. 

CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 2829, H. R. 12270; and that 
no amendments, other than committee 
amendments, be in order. 

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

The Legislative Clerk. A bill (H. R. 
12270) to authorize certain construction 
at military installations, and for other 
purposes. 

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

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I did not 
hear the request. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The request 
is that the Senate proceed to the consid¬ 
eration of the military construction bill; 
and that no amendments except com¬ 
mittee amendments be in order. 

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

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Armed Services with amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I ask unanimpus consent that the 
committee amendments be agreed to en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the committee amendments are agreed 
to en bloc. 

The committee amendments agreed to 
en bloc are as follows: 

On page 33, line 11, after the word "acqul- 
Bition,” to strike out “$37,760,000” and in¬ 
sert “$21,510,000”, on page 62, line 11, after 
the word “States”, to strike out “$759,123,- 

; 000” and insert “$742,873,000”; in line 14, 
after the word “of”, to strike out “$1,377,- 
184,000” and insert “$1,360,934,000”; on page 
71, after line 17, to Insert: 

“Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
visions of this or of any other act, no con¬ 
tract shall be entered into by the United 
States for the construction on acquisition 
of family housing units by or for the use of 

: military or civilian personnel of any of the 
military services unless— 

. “(1) the Secretary of Defense has sub¬ 
mitted to the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and of the House of Represen¬ 
tatives a written report stating the Intent 
to construct or acquire such units, certifying 
that the number of units to be constructed 
or acquired is consistent with the long range 
troop strength to be stationed at the location 
of such units, and showing the location, 
number, and estimated cost of such housing 
units, and the existing housing at such 
location; and 

“(2) (a) a 180-day period has elapsed since 
the submission of such report, or (b) the 
committees have advised the Secretary of 
Defense, in writing, that there are no further 
questions to be asked concerning the project 
contemplated in such contract.” 

On page 72, at the beginning of line 12, 
' to change the. section number from “419” to 
■ “420”; on page 73, at the beginning of line 

10, to change the section number from “420” 
• to “421”; and at the beginning of line 23, 
I to change the section number from “421” 
' to “422.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment of the 
amendments and the third reading of the 
bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read‘the third time and 
passed. 

Mr. GOLD'WATER. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that a statement 
I have prepared pertaining to military 
construction and the military personnel 
program in general be printed immedi¬ 
ately after the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With¬ 
out' objection, it is so ordered. 

The statement is as follows : 
Statement by Senator Goldwater 

The military construction program is a ' 
must item for national defense and I hope 
that it will be passed quickly. At the same 
time that we consider this, I think it is 
necessary to review our over-all legislative 
program with respect to the Armed Forces. 
The closing days of a session tend to get a 
little hectic and It is healthy to consider 
where we started from, where we have gone, 
and where we go from here. 

The President established the priority in 
Armed Forces legislation in April. When for¬ 
warding to the House the letter by the Sec¬ 
retary of Defense on the personnel situation 
in the Armed Forces, the President said: 
“Only when we have created a career mili¬ 
tary service which can compete with the 
attractive opportunities available in civilian 
pursuits will we be able to stop the wasteful 
losses from our Armed Forces and attract in¬ 
dividuals to those services. We cannot move 
too soon in our efforts to increase the num¬ 
ber and quality of volunteers for long-term 
career military service in both enlisted and 
officer ranks.” 

This is the number one objective of the 
administration as regards the Armed Forces. 
The testimony we have heard from various 
witnesses in the hearings has reinforced this 
view. One, we need to get competent people 
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and provide them with an attractive career 
that will keep them. Two, we need bases and 
additional facilities. Three, we need the 
equipment to modernize and improve the 
forces we have and are building. 

This Congress has met most of the ad¬ 
ministration requests for legislation to im¬ 
prove careers in the Armed Forces. We have 
extended and Improved servicemen’s survi¬ 
vor benefits: we have enlarged the provisions 
for dependent medical care; we have author¬ 
ized the augmentation of the Regular officer 
strength; we have provided greater incen¬ 
tives for medical and dental officers in the 
services. We have given all services the 
right to retire officers in their highest tem¬ 
porary grade. There is still a chance that 
we will give relief to personnel who now 
have to forfeit their entire rental allowance 
when living in sulistandard public housing. 

All these things have been done to make 
a career in the Armed Forces more attrac¬ 
tive and more stable. Most of them come 
under the heading of fringe benefits and in 
most areas they serve to put us back into 
the running with civilian Industry. Since 
the war, industry has put on a great spurt in 
the matter of fringe benefits and this year’s 
legislative achievements will enable the 
Armed Forces to come closer to balancing 
what industry has to offer. 

But fringe benefits are not the whole an¬ 
swer. There Is also the question of pay 
scale. We want to raise the enlistment rate 
of the Armed Forces as a whole. The rate 
for fiscal year 1955, when 15.7 percent of all 
first-term enlistees were willing to reenlist, 
is not good enough. But the problem is still 
more critical in the technical specialties. We 
expect civilian industry to be more interested 
in and to offer more money to the man who 
has the most know-how to sell. And of 
course industry is doing this. And as a re¬ 
sult, electronic technicians are only reenlist- 
Ing at the rate of 6.9 percent as against the 
overall 15.7 percent. Only 8.1 percent of the 
armament technicians are signing on again. 

These men have more to sell. They ought 
to ha,ve. We have spent as much as $75,000 
training each of these specialists to maintain 
and operate the equipment produced by our 
advanced technology as opposed to an aver¬ 
age of $15,000 for the average training. The 
specialist has spent 2 or 2>/i years of his 
4-year tour in school and the time he has 
spent on the Job has been mostly on-the-job 
training. As one of General LeMay’s brief¬ 
ing team expressed it, the first-tour special¬ 
ist has probably broken more equipment 
than he has fixed. 

Then about the time the Armed Forces 
are ready to begin getting a return on their 
Investment in this man, his tour of duty 
Is up. He is offered twice the same salary 
and roughly the same fringe benefits to work 
for private industry. Maybe he likes the 
service and has the normal quota of patri¬ 
otism but he has a family to support. So 
he gets out and takes the job with industry. 

We don’t hesitate to spend five times the 
average amount on his training because we 
know that he has to know how to do his job. 
But we have not seen fit to pay him a penny 
more salary than his less-specialized broth¬ 
ers. This is what we will have to do if we 
want to keep him and translate his expensive 
training into what it was Intended to pro¬ 
duce—combat-ready and stable Armed 
Forces. 

I am pleased to note that the Defense De¬ 
partment has already taken note of this 
problem and now has a committee, headed 
by the very able Mr. Ralph J. Cordlner, presi¬ 
dent of General Electric, to study this prob¬ 
lem and to submit its findings to the Secre¬ 
tary of Defense. I feel that the Senate 
should show its continued Interest in the 
problem and indicate that it is expecting 
proposals for legislation to be submitted to 
the next session. As long as every year sees 
every fifth man getting out of the service. 

we cannot hope to have true combat readi¬ 
ness, true stability in our forces, true econ¬ 
omy of operation. As long as this situation 
continues, we cannot hope to have true na¬ 
tional defense. 

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, there is 
one little matter, in the form of a com¬ 
mittee amendment, which was not in¬ 
cluded in the regular committee amend¬ 
ments, and which is at the desk and 
should be included in the military con¬ 
struction bill. It relates solely to mat¬ 
ters which may be in the housing bill 
which may become law. For that rea¬ 
son, I ask unanimous consent to recon¬ 
sider the vote by which the military con¬ 
struction bill was passed, for the purpose 
of offering the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pas- 
TORE in the chair). Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The bill is open to amendment. 
Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, I offer 

an amendment on page 71, line 19, to 
strike out the words “or of any other 
act”, and insert in lieu thereof, “act or 
any other provision of law except a pro¬ 
vision of law hereafter enacted expressly 
in limitation hereof.” 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on the engrossment of the 
amendments and the third reading of 
the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question now is. Shall the bill pass? 
[Putting the question.] 

The bill (H. R. 12270) was passed. 
Mr. RUSSELL subsequently said: Mr. 

President, I desire to make a very brief 
statement with reference to Calendar 
No. 2829, H. R. 12270, a bill just passed 
by unanimous consent. In view of some 
newspaper articles which have been pub¬ 
lished with reference to the bill. I think 
I should make a brief statement. 

It will be recalled that the President 
of the United States vetoed the original 
bill which was passed by the Congress 
because it required the Department of 
Defense to eome into agreement with 
some of the committees of the Congress 
before some of the projects could pro¬ 
ceed. One of the newspaper articles 
stated that this bill was in defiance of 
the President’s message. I am afraid 
that whoever wrote that article did not 
read the provision very carefully, be¬ 
cause the provision was drawn to con¬ 
form to the language used in the Presi¬ 
dent’s message. I have no hesitancy, and 
I never have had, in opposing any Chief 
Executive when my views have differed 
from his. If that can be called defi¬ 
ance, I have defied every President with 
whom I have served during my tenure in 
the Congress. 

This bill was drawn in recognition of 
the fact that the President had veto 
power and could exercise it. 

The President said in his message: 
I am persuaded that the true purpose of 

the Congress in the enactment of both of 
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these provisions was to exercise a close and 
full legislative oversight of important pro¬ 
grams of the Department of Defense. This 
purpose can be properly attained by requir¬ 
ing timely reports from the Executive. Such 
reports would provide the Congress with the 
basis for any further legislative action it 
may find to be necessary. 

The provision of the bill which was in¬ 
serted in lieu of that to which the Presi¬ 
dent objected, which required commit¬ 
tees to agree with the executive depart¬ 
ment, is as follows: 

Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other pro¬ 
visions of this or of any other act, no con¬ 
tract shall be entered into by the United 
States for the construction or acquisition of 
family housing units by or for the use of 
military or civilian personnel of any of the 
military services unless—• 

(1) the Secretary of Defense has sub¬ 
mitted to the Armed Services Committees of 
the Senate and of the House of Representa¬ 
tives a written report stating the intent to 
construct or acquire such units, certifying 
that the number of units to be constructed 
or acquired is consistent with the long range 
troop strength to be stationed at the loca¬ 
tion of such units, and showing the loca¬ 
tion, number and estimated cost of such 
housing units, and the existing housing at 
such location: and 

(2) (a) a 180-day period has elapsed since 
the submission of such report, or (b) the 
committees have advised the Secretary of De¬ 
fense, in writing, that there are no further 
questions to be asked concerning the project 
contemplated in such contract. 

The language of the bill does not give 
the committees power to veto any of 
these projects, but it does require that 
full information be furnished and that 
the committee be given a reasonable 
period of time to consider the informa¬ 
tion and determine legislative needs. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, will the Senator from Georgia 
yield? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am glad to yield to 
the distinguished Senator from South 
Dakota, who is a member of the sub¬ 
committee that originally wrote the bill 
which was vetoed. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
President, first of all I should like to say 
that there was no intent on the part of 
the subcommittee or the committee, in 
the original language, of defying the 
President or invading the proper powers 
of the Executive. I have always felt that 
the whole is greater than any of its parts, 
and that if Congress had the authority 
to grant authorization it could also place 
a limit on the authorization. 

The language which is incorporated 
in the bill, as the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia has pointed out, is not in¬ 
tended in any sense as an invasion of 
the Executive power or as an attempt 
to snub or to rebuff the President. 
Rather, the language is in keeping with 
the spirit of the President’s suggestions 
in his veto message. As the Senator 
from Georgia has pointed out, it does 
not give the Committee on Armed Serv¬ 
ices any veto power. 

I might say in that connection that 
in the Reorganization Act there is ex¬ 
plicit provision whereby when reorgan¬ 
ization plans are submitted to the Con¬ 
gress, a resolution of approval or of dis¬ 
approval has a privileged status, and it 
is within the power of the Congress to 
suspend the operation of any reorgan-, 
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ization plan until the resolution has 
been acted upon. 

In the language here involved there 
is no such provision made. The com¬ 
mittee by afllrmative action can shorten 
the period of 180 days. If the 180 days 
should elapse without any action what¬ 
soever, then the housing proposals or 
projects would be authorized on the 
initiative of the executive department. 

I appreciate the fact that the distin¬ 
guished chairman of the Armed Services 
Committee has seen fit to make his state¬ 
ment, because I think the Record should 
be clear that the committee—and I am 
sure I speak for the minority members 
of the committee in this particular mat¬ 
ter as well as joining the distinguished 
chairman in speaking for the full com¬ 
mittee and for the majority members— 
had no intent to snub the President or 
anything of that sort, but, rather, de¬ 
sired to attempt to place language in 
the bill which would provide for letting 
the Congress know what the Defense 
Department proposed with respect to the 
authority for the acquisition or develop¬ 
ment of housing units. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I 
thank the Senator from South Dakota. 
I could, of course, elaborate on what 
the Senator has said by stating that 
similar language appeared in bills which 
have been signed by the Chief Execu¬ 
tive. In one of those bills the language 
was much stronger, because the bill 
provided that the Public Works Com¬ 
mittees of both Houses of Congress 
should take affirmative action by reso¬ 
lution before the executive branch could 
proceed. I could speak my views as to 
the right and power of Congress to deal 
with the question of providing limita¬ 
tions, but we are confronted with a con¬ 
dition and not a theory. 

For that reason the amendment was 
drawn to conform to the views expressed 
by the President in his message and in 
the effort to secure legislation in this 
important matter. 
KEW AND IMPROVED OFFENSIVE AND DEFENSIVE 

WEAPONS-SECtmiTY METHODS IN STATE OF 

flux—SLOW DOWN LAND PURCHASES-WITH¬ 

DRAWALS 

I am glad to yield to the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr. MALONE. I ask the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on Armed 
Services if it is not true that the Armed 
Forces are imdergoing a complete review 
in the light of improved weapons, both 
for defense and offense, and that, accord¬ 
ing to the Secretary of State, the Secre¬ 
tary of Defense, and others who have 
made public statements recently, there is 
very likely to be a reduction in the num¬ 
ber of foot soldiers as such—surface ships 
and a greater consolidation of Air 
Forces—with a consequent lessening de¬ 
mand for housing in certain areas? 

NATIONAL DEFENSE-STATE OF FLUX 

Mr. RUSSELL. If we are to believe 
some of the rumors which are going 
around, there will be not only a reduction 
in the number of foot soldiers in the 
Aimy, but also a reduction of forces in 
the Navy, the Marine Corps, and the Air 
Force. Of course, it would be the height 
of waste and the height of folly for the 
Government to build a large amount of 

housing for soldiers who will not be in 
uniform or in units of the Armed Forces 
next year as will be the case if the pro¬ 
posed program or plan is carried 
through. 

Mr. MALONE. It has been the opinion 
of the senior Senator from Nevada, 
gained from the top military strategists, 
that national defense is in a continuous 
state of flux, because of the new and 
potential weapons, higher speed planes, 
and guided missiles which are coming 
into the picture. 

Plans are constantly being revised, as 
has been the case from the beginning of 
time, probably speeded up now on ac¬ 
count of the atom bomb and potential 
new source of energy. Therefore, fewer 
foot soldiers, fewer surface ships as such, 
can be utilized, and a further consoli¬ 
dation of the air forces will be necessary. 

The remaining foot soldiers will be 
trained commando-type troops who can 
be set down and moved quickly any¬ 
where in groups of 1,000, 10,000, or 50,000 
men and picked up when the job is done. 

MORE COOPERATION NEEDED 

If that be true, then is it not necessary 
when even the Committee on Armed 
Services is not certain of exactly what 
will be needed, that there should be more 
cooperation between the armed services 
and the Senate Committee on Armed 
Services? 

Mr. RUSSELL. The Committee on 
Armed Services certainly has sought to 
cooperate with the executive branch of 
the Government, but we get some very 
conflicting reports at times. It seems 
that the left hand in the Department 
of Defense a times does not know what 
the right hand is doing. 

One Under Secretary, in charge of 
manpower personnel, testified that there 
was no program planned to reduce per¬ 
sonnel for a period of several years. But 
we know that Admiral Radford, Secre¬ 
tary of Defense Wilson, and Secretary of 
State Dulles have expressed other views. 

We are merely trying to keep in touch 
wuth a very fluid situation and are un¬ 
dertaking to discharge our responsibil¬ 
ities to the American people as their 
representatives in Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I shall ask for the regular order. 
As was announced previously, there is 
to be a luncheon at 12 o’clock. We hope 
it will not be necessary to have any votes 
between 12 and 12:30. If we continue 
to talk until 12 o’clock, it will mean that 
a dozen Senators may have to miss the 
luncheon. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, a sit¬ 
uation exists throughout the country in 
which Government bureaus, with spe¬ 
cial reference to the armed services, are 
withdrawing large areas of land with¬ 
out coordinating such withdrawals with 
the Armed Services Committee or the 
administration or the legislatures of the 
States affected when as a matter of fact 
the reorganization now underway may 
vitally change their needs ’and activ¬ 
ities. 

So it is not necessary, as is stated in 
the House report on H. R. 12185, which 
was just passed by the House to direct 
the armed services to observe the laws 
of the States where located and to re¬ 
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quire congressional approve! for more 
than 5,000-acre withdrawals of public 
lands. 

The Members of Congress—I can speak 
for the senior Senator from Nevada— 
want the armed services to have every¬ 
thing they need but he also wants them 
to fully utilize all of the lands they have 
already withdrawn and to obey the laws 
of the States with special refernce to 
the appropriation of water, mining, fish 
and game, grazing, taking into full ac¬ 
count the economic structure of that 
State. 

I want to commend the chairman, 
Mr. RtrssELL, of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee and his colleagues 
for a job well done. 

Mr. RUSSELL. There is a very great 
need for close coordination of the pro¬ 
gram. 

Mr. MALONE. I thank the Senator 
from Georgia. 

Mr. STENNIS subsequently said: Mr. 
President, the Senate this morning 
passed H. R. 12270, which is the military 
construction bill. I believe those of us 
who handled the bill ought to make some 
brief remarks at least with reference to 
two sections of the bill, which have al¬ 
ready been covered by the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Russell], the chairman of 
the Committee on Armed Services, and 
by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
Case], who is a member, with me, of the 
subcommittee which handled the first 
military construction bill this year—the 
bill that was vetoed. 

I refer to the two points in the bill that 
were covered in the President’s veto of 
the original measure. The second mili¬ 
tary construction bill eliminated entirely 
one of the features to which the Pi-esi- 
dent had objected, namely, with refer¬ 
ence to the Talos installations, by de¬ 
ferring those installations so far as pro¬ 
curement is concerned, but not disturb¬ 
ing the present program of experimenta¬ 
tion and other items that go into the 
development program. 

The other item I wish particularly to 
mention is with reference to military 
family housing projects. The President 
objected to a feature of the bill which 
required committees of Congress to give 
their approval to those projects. We 
left that feature out of the second bill, 
and merely provided that before con¬ 
struction can begin on those projects, 
they will have to be reported to the 
Armed Services Committee of the House 
and the Armed Services Committee of 
the Senate. That procedure is in line 
with the President’s mention of the sub¬ 
ject matter in his veto message, when he 
said that there was no objection to the 
executive branch of the Government re¬ 
porting to the congressional committees. 

Therefore we handled the matter 
largely on the basis mentioned in the 
veto message. 

I wish. particularly to point out, for 
congressional history, that this provision 
carries with it the implied authority for 
those committees to act during a con¬ 
gressional recess or adjournment. In 
other words, the Senate committee and 
the House committee could act when 
Congress was not in session. The bill 
contemplates that the committees would 
have the power to receive those notices 
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and to waive the time element involved 
should they see fit, should some ques¬ 
tion be raised about this later; but, cer¬ 
tainly, this is clear. 

Yesterday, in the rush of things, a 
press report on the action of the Com¬ 
mittee on Armed Services of the Senate 
stated that we had attempted to ignore 
the points the President had made in 
his veto message. That is entirely er¬ 
roneous. We recognized the President’s 
points and we adopted the reasoning 
given in the veto message. The bill 
which was passed this morning carries 
out the points that are mentioned in the 
veto message. 

Therefore I am glad to make this 
statement at this time. 

TAX ON ADMISSIONS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. l^esi- 
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 2835, H. R. 9875. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be stated by title, for the informa¬ 
tion of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk. A bill (H. R. 9875) 
to amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 to provide that the tax on admis¬ 
sions shall apply only if the amount paid 
for the admission exceeds $1. 

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

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Finance with an amendment, on page 1, 
line 6, after the word “thereof”, to strike 
out “$1” and insert “90 cents.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 

dent, the bill was reported by the Fi¬ 
nance Committee. It provides for taxes 
to be imposed on general admission for 
which the charge is 90 cents or less, or in 
case of season or subscription tickets,- if 
the amount which would be charged for 
a single admission is 90 cents or less. 
The measure was passed overwhelmingly 
by the House. The bill was reported by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Byrd] 
from the Finance Committee. 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to 
the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Mr. President, it is 
a matter of great satisfaction to m.e that 
we shall have the opportunity to vote 
upon—and I am sure approve—the 
measure, which would eliminate the war¬ 
time excise taxes on all admissions less 
than 90 cents. 

The House passed a similar bill only 
last Saturday, exempting admissions up 
to $1. On yesterday, had not the parlia¬ 
mentary situation prevented it, I had 
planned to bespeak the prompt and 
•friendly consideration of this measure by 
the distinguished senior Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. Byrd] and his colleagues 
on the Senate Committee on Finance. 

1 realize that this was hardly neces¬ 
sary. The able Senator from Virginia 

and his committee acted with speed and 
sureness to make certain that this ur¬ 
gently required relief would be extended 
to thousands of small-business men in 

.this country. 
' More than 5 years of consideration of 
■ the problems of independent motion pic¬ 
ture theater owners of this country com¬ 
pel me to urge upon my colleagues the 
utter necessity of some relief for these 
hard-pressed small-business men. Both 
as chairman of a subcommittee of the 
Small Business Committeee 3 years ago, 
and more recently as a member, I have 
sat through many days of hearings in 
which motion-picture theater owners 
have painted a dreary picture of their 

; operations. 
I would be less than frank if I were to 

suggest that tax relief is the magic for¬ 
mula which will put the industry on its 
feet. Tax modification can be no more 
than a relief measure, but I must empha¬ 
size that it is a mighty important relief 
measure. We have in this Congress pro¬ 
vided millions, yes, billions, of economic 
aid to people all over the world. Com- 
moiisense tells me that we owe an equal 
responsibility to thousands of American 
citizens. 

It just does not make sense to continue 
to impose upon an industry a wartime 
tax designed not so much as revenue 
as to restrict expenditures in wartime 
for leisure hour entertainment. Now 
10 years later, the tax, even though re¬ 
duced from its former level, is still im¬ 
posed.- I would not feel so keenly about 
this if the industry taxed were a pros¬ 
perous one, well able to afford the tax. 
But the contrary is the fact—almost 
Unique in our booming economy, the mo¬ 
tion-picture industry, and especially the 
exhibitors are worse off today than they 
were a decade ago, despite sharp popu¬ 
lation gains and a far greater customer 
potential. Its principal competitor, 
television, is not only tax free so tar as 
operations are concerned, but^enjoy§ its 
unparalleled prosperity as the result-,of 
channels made available free of charge 
to all licensees. 

The tax relief measure passed by the ^ 
other House and now about to come be¬ 
fore us does not eliminate entirely the 
excise tax on admissions. But by mak¬ 
ing it nonapplicable to all admissions 
of 90 cents or less, it takes an important 
step in helping thousands of small thea¬ 
ter owners in the smaller towns whose 
admission charges are less than 90 cents. 

I want to take this opportunity to 
again sincerely thank the able Senator 
from Virginia, and all of the members 
of the Finance Committee. I am sure 
that all of us will welcome the chance 
to cast our votes for this urgently neces¬ 
sary relief bill. 

WARTIME EXCISE TAXES SHOULD BE REPEALED 

BILLS ACCEPTED PIECEMEAL 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Texas yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to 
the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, the 
senior Senator from Nevada has con¬ 
tinuously had bills before this Congress 
to repeal all wartime excise taxes, con¬ 
vinced that war emergency taxes are 

unfair in peacetime; and that when the 
emergency is over, the taxes should be 
immediately repealed, then if the Gov¬ 
ernment has to have the money which 
it does not, if we would quit trying to 
support the world with our taxpayers’ 
money, equalize the taxes from all 
sources. 

In any case such taxes should be re¬ 
pealed. Congress has accepted this idea 
a part at a time since I introduced the 
original bill for a fiat repeal of all of 
them. 

I should like to ask the Senator from 
Texas if the House did not pass a bill 
that would have made admissions for 
which there was a charge up to $1 tax 
exempt? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Sena¬ 
tor is correct. 

Mr. MALONE. In the Finance Com¬ 
mittee it was suggested that to make 
it an acceptable bill we should fix the 
exemption at 90 cents, and that it would 
be then an acceptable bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Sen¬ 
ator is correct. 

WARTIME EXCISE TAXES SHOULD BE REPEALED 

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will further yield, the Congress 
and the administration are always re¬ 
luctant to relinquish any taxes once 
levied—they always find a place for the 
money. 

Untaxed competition has gone a long 
way to destroy the moving-picture busi¬ 
ness. Many folks depend upon these 
houses for entertainment and they are 
entitled to consideration. 

In addition wartime excise taxes are 
so obviously unfair and so patently 
should be repealed, that this bill should 
pass. 

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I should 
like to associate myself with the re¬ 
marks which the able Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Schoeppel] has made on the 
bill. He has very clearly stated the 
reasons why the tax should be elimi¬ 
nated. I am very sorry the Senate 
Finance Committee has reduced the fig- 
'pre from $1 to 90 cents. I feel sure small 
theater operators all over the country, 
arid I know it is true of those in the 
great State of Connecticut, will be af¬ 
forded some very welcome relief because 
of the i^enate’s action today, if the bill 
becomes' law. I shall be very happy to 
see the Senate take favorable action on 
the bill. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Texas. I yield to 
the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, I 
wish to join my colleagues in commend¬ 
ing the Senate Finance Committee. I 
hope the Senate will pass the pending 
bill. The wartime tax which was put on 
theaters was all right before television 
and some other modern means of enter¬ 
tainment were widely developed. Sta¬ 
tistics reveal that 40 percent of the small 
theaters have gone out of business. Not 
only has that resulted in less employ¬ 
ment, but the value of the property of 
men who own small theaters has deteri¬ 
orated greatly. 
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X .am confident that we shall be doing 
justi^ when we pass the bill and it be¬ 
comes a law. I think the Senate Finance 
Committee, by its unanimous vote to re¬ 
move the tax, has made a great contri¬ 
bution to the national economy. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Pi-esident, I join the 
other Senators who have mged the im¬ 
mediate passage of this bill. In the in¬ 
terest of justice, and in order to expe¬ 
dite a revival of the businesses of the 
average theater operators in the United 
States, the bill should be passed. We feel 
it is just. We feel it is necessary for the 
survival of the small theater operators, 
and that the enactment of the bill will 
result in a great contribution to the 
economy of the country. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to the 
Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I should like to ad¬ 
dress a question to the Finance Com¬ 
mittee members, and ask why the reduc¬ 
tion from the $1 figure as contained in 
the House bill was made to the 90-cent 
figure, which now appears in the bill 
as reported by the committee. 

Mr. KERR. The Senate Finance 
Committee wanted to pass the bill as it 
came from the House. We were advised 
that there was a better than even chance 
of its being vetoed if the provision pro¬ 
viding for a tax reduction for admissions 
up to $1 were retained in the bill. We 
were advised that there would be a much 
better chance to have the bill enacted if 
it provided for the elimination of taxes 
on admissions below $1. For both rea¬ 
sons the committee adopted the amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I accede to the judg¬ 
ment, because I realize it is a friendly 
judgment, of the members of the Finance 
Committee, but I greatly regret the fact 
that they found it necessai-y to reduce 
the figure approved by the House in or¬ 
der to get relief for a part of the seriously 
affected motion picture industry. 

I am very sure that the committee 
would have approved the House bill as it 
came from the House, except for the sit¬ 
uation the distinguished Senator from 
Oklahoma has disclosed. I am very 
sorry that the attitude of those in high 
places, financially, in the Government 
has thus operated to withhold relief from 
a very important part of the motion- 
picture industry which still will not ob¬ 
tain the relief provided by the bill . 

I thank the Senator for yielding to me. 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the 

Senator from Texas yield 1 minute to 
me? 

Mr. JOHNSON Of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, in 1947, 

I urged that the Senate repeal this excise 
tax and many other excise taxes. That 
speech of mine and the recommenda¬ 
tions I made at that time were based 
upon the report of the Committee for 
Economic Development. The commit¬ 
tee is headed by a great American named 
Paul Hoffman. I wish to state, as I 
said the other day in the Foreign Rela¬ 
tions Committee, that I think the 1947 
report of the Committee for Economic 
Development is still the soundest tax 
report which has been made to the Sen¬ 
ate of the United States since I have 

been a Member of this body. That 
group of businessmen—and there was 
not a Goverrunent official among them; 
they included some outstanding tax 
economists, but they were in private 
practice or in private industry—recom¬ 
mended as early as 1947 the elimina¬ 
tion of many of the excise taxes, and the 
drastic reduction of many others. They 
pointed out that, after all, excise taxes 
were imposed, in the first place, not pri¬ 
marily for revenue-raising purposes, but, 
rather, to curtail production during the 
war, when we wanted all the sinews of 
our economy to be devoted to the suc¬ 
cessful prosecution of the war. 

I am glad that now, at long last, we 
have gone this far in accordance with 
the report of the Comittee for Economic 
Development. I think this tax should 
be eliminated entirely, but I agree that 
we have to take one step at a time. 

However, we still have a long way to 
go in doing justice to Americans who 
have unfair excise taxes imposed upon 
them, because, Mr. President, by and 
large these taxes are not imposed on 
the basis of the ability to pay, but they 
are imposed on the basis of ease of 
collection. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Texas yield 1 minute 
to me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield 1 
minute to the Senator from Arkansas. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from Arkansas is recognized for 
1 minute. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I 
wish to associate myself with the state¬ 
ments made regarding the reduction of 
the tax on theaters. I also regret that- 
we could not include in the bill the $1 
figure; but in any case I am glad the 
committee reported this bill. I sincerely 
hope the Senate will pass the bill be¬ 
cause I know of no industry which needs 
relief more urgently than do the small 
theaters of the country. I congratulate 
the chairman of the Finance Comittee 
on this proposed legislation. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President- 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 

dent, I yield to the distinguished senior 
Senator from Virginia, the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. BYRD. Mr. President, I wish to 
say that I strongly favor the bill, and I 
called a special meeting the Senate Fi¬ 
nance Committee to act on the bill. The 
bill was reported unanimously. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con¬ 
sent to have printed at this point in the 
Record a statement in explanation of the 
bill. 

There being no objection, the state¬ 
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

Statement by Senator Byrd 

The bill H. R. 9875, as reported by your 
committee, amends section 4231 (1) of the 
1954 Code to provide that no tax is to be 
Imposed on a general admission for which 
the charge is 90 cents or less (or in the case 
of season or subscription tickets if the 
amount which would be charged for a single 
admission is 90 cents or less). 

Under present law general admissions are 
free of tax if the charge is 50 cents or less. 
As in the case of this present 50-cent ex¬ 
emption, the 90 cents exemption applies 
only to admissions up to the level of the 
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exemption, and does not affect admissions 
for which the charge exceeds the level of 
the exemption. Thus, under the bill as 
amended by your committee, the tax on 
an admission price of $1.50 (before tax) 
would be 15 cents, that is. It would be based 
upon the entire $1.50 and not merely the 
portion of the charge in excess of 90 cents. 

Since the 90 cents exemption applies only 
to paragraph (1) of section 4231, this ex¬ 
emption will not be available in the case 
of admissions to horse or dog racing at a 
racetrack, to charges for the permanent 
use or lease of boxes or seats, to sales out¬ 
side of the box ofiBce in excess of the es¬ 
tablished price, to sales by proprietors in 
excess of the regular price, or to amounts 
paid with respect to cabarets. The taxes 
Imposed in these cases will remain the same 
as under existing law. 

Information made available this year in¬ 
dicates that motion-picture industry condi¬ 
tions are now worse than in 1953 when Con¬ 
gress voted to repeal the tax on admissions 
to motion picture theaters. It has been 
stated that more than half of all the thea¬ 
ters presently are faced with economic prob¬ 
lems, since 5,500 are operating in the red 
while another 5,400 are operating at or near 
the break-even point. 

As in 1953, television Is believed to be the 
primary cause for the difficulty faced by the 
motion-picture and other similar indus¬ 
tries. While the exemption of 90 cents or 
less for admissions to motion-picture the¬ 
aters and other places of amusement will 
not remove the competitive problem pre¬ 
sented by the advent of television, it is be¬ 
lieved that it will better enable these in¬ 
dustries to adjust their long-range plans to 
the new competitive situation. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi¬ 
dent, I yield back the remainder of the 
time under my control, if it is understood 
that the other side will do likewise. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
yield back the remainder of the time 
under my control. _ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. All time 
has been yielded back. 

The question is on the engrossment of 
the amendment, and the third reading 
of the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be en¬ 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill (H. R. 9875) was read the 
third time and passed. 

Tlie title was amended so as to read; 
“An act to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 to provide that the tax on 
admissions shall apply only if the 
amount paid for the admission exceeds 
90 CGiits ** 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
Pastore in the chair). The present oc¬ 
cupant of the chair desires to have the 
Record indicate that he voted in favor 
of the‘hill which has just been passed. 

Mr. BUTLER subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I urge the approval of the 
measure to eliminate the wartime ex¬ 
cise taxes on all admissions of less than 
90 cents. 

My colleague, the distinguished Sena¬ 
tor from Virginia [Mr. Byrd], and the 
other members of the Committee on Fi¬ 
nance have done excellent work on this 
problem. We would be most remiss if 
we failed to endorse their recommenda¬ 
tion to give this urgently needed and 
long, overdue relief to small business all 
over the country. 

This wartime tax has long since ceased 
to serve whatever legitimate purpose, if 
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the consideration of the bill, had been adopted earlier 
by a rollcall vote of 185 yeas to 178 nays. 

Pages 13562-13587 

certain lands In Benbrook Reservoir project, Texas, 
to former owners of such lands. 

Supplemental Appropriations: Adopted the confer¬ 
ence report on H. R. 12350, second supplemental appro¬ 
priation bill for fiscal year 1957, and sent the bill to the 
Senate. Pages 13537-13588 

Program for Friday: Adjourned at 8:51 p. m. until 
Friday, July 27, at 10 a. m., when the House will con¬ 
sider numerous miscellaneous bills. 

\ Military Construction: H. R. 12270, to authorize cer- 
' tain construction at military installations, was cleared 

Flood Control: Disagreed to Senate amendments to 
H. R. 12080, omnibus river and harbor flood control bill; 
requested a conference with the Senate; and appointed 
as conferees Representative's Fallon, Davis of Tennessee, 
Blatnik, Jones of Alabama, pondero, McGregor, and 
Mack of Washington. 

Flood Insurance: Insisted on House amendment to 
S. 3732, to provide insurance against*,flood damage; re¬ 
quested a conference with the Senate;’'and appointed as 
conferees Representatives Spence, BroWji of Georgia, 
Patman, Rains, Wolcott, Gamble, and Tulle. 

Committee Meetings 

FEDERAL POWER PROGRAM 

Committee on Government Operations: Subcommittee 
on Public W^orks and Resources held hearings on the 
organized endeavor of certain private electric utilities 
to influence the Secretary of the Interior in regard to the 
Federal power program. Witnesses heard on Wednes¬ 
day, July 25, were Roy F. Penman, Ebasco Services, Inc.; 
and Alex Radin, American Public Power Association. 
Testifying today was Fred G. Aandahl, Assistant Secre¬ 
tary, Department of the Interior. 

FEDERAL PERSONNEL (WOCS) 

Committee on the Judiciary: Antitrust Subcommittee 
No. 5 held hearing regarding persons serving in Federal 
positions without compensation. Richard B. Scudder 

T-. , . T j ""' ”T'i 11/- ^ of the Newark News was heard. 
Fishing Industry: Adopted the conference report ofl 

for the President by House agreement to Senate amend¬ 
ments thereto. 

S. 3275, to establish a sound ami comprehensive na-\ J^l„f Committee Meetingi 
tional policy with regard to flsheries resources, and sent 
the bill to the Senate. Ww MATERIALS 

Vessel Sale: Adopted H. J. Res. 685, to authorize the 

Secretary of Commerce to sell certain war-built vessels. 

D. C. Legislation: The following bills pertaining to 
the District of Columbia were cleared for Presidential 

^ action by House agreement to Senate amendments 
thereto: 

Inaugural policing: H. J. Res. 667, providing for 
[) maintenance of public order and protection of life and 

property in connection with Presidential inaugural 
ceremonies; 

Private bill: FI. R. 11489, a private bill; and 

D. C. securities: H. R. 11090, concerning gifts of 

securities to minors in D. C. 

\ 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy: Subcommittee on 
Raw Materials held an executive meeting to discuss 
uranium, ore procurement and milling programs. Par¬ 
ticipating in this session was Jesse C. Johnson, Director, 
Division of Raw Materials, AEC. 

FISHERIES RESOURCES 

Conferees, in executive session, agreed to file a confer¬ 
ence report on the differences between the Senate- and 
House-passed versions of S. 3275, to establish a sound 
and comprehensive national policy with regard to flsh¬ 
eries resources. 

Waterways: Passed H. R. 7596, to provide for the dis¬ 

posal of federally owned property at obsolescent canal¬ 

ized waterways. 

Atomic Energy: Passed and cleared for the President 

S. 4203, to amend the Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (so- 

cdlled omnibus AEC bill)-. 

Benbrook Reservoir, Texas: Adopted a committee 

amendment and passed H. R. 12006, reconveyance of 

SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 

Conferees, in executive session, agreed to file a confer- 
ence report on the differences between the Senate- and 
House-passed versions of H. R. 12350, second supple¬ 
mental appropriations for fiscal 1957. 

SOCIAL SECURITY 

Conferees, in executive session, agreed to file a confer¬ 
ence report on the differences between the Senate- and 
House-passed versions of H. R. 7225* Social Security 
Amendments of 1956. 
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BILLS SIGNED BY THE PRESIDENT 

New Laws 

(For last listing of public laws, see Digest, p. D885) 

S, J. Res. 182, to extend the time for the submission of 
the final report of the Commission on Government 
Security. Signed July 25, 1956 (P. L. 786). 

S. 2092, transferring to jurisdiction of Army the 
bridge across the Missouri River between Fort Leaven¬ 
worth Military Reservation in Kansas and Platte County, 
Mo., and authorizing its removal. Signed July 25,1956 
(P. L. 787). 

S. 2424, to name lock and dam No. 17 on the Black 
Warrior River, Ala., the Jolm Hollis Bankhead lock and 
dam. Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 788). 

S. 3344, authorizing conveyance to Territory of Alaska 
of certain lands in Sitka known as Baronof Castle ske. 
Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 789). 

S. 3032, granting the consent and approval of Con¬ 
gress to the Middle Atlantic Interstate Forest Fire Pro¬ 
tection Compact. Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 790). 

S. 2895, relating to payment of cost and expense of 
constructing railway-highway grade-elimination struc¬ 
tures in D. C. Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 791). 

S. 3498, extending authority of American Battle 
Monuments Commission to all areas of U. S. Armed 
Forces operations since 1917. Signed July 25, 1956 
(P.L. 792). 

S. 3180, appointment of U. S. commissioners for Cum¬ 
berland Gap'National Historical Park. Signed July 25, 
1956 <P.L. 793). 

July 26, 1956 

S. 3397, relating to extension of time in which pay¬ 
ments are to be made to members of the Shoshone and 
Arapahoe Tribes of the Wind River Reservation, Wyo. 
Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 794). 

H. R. 10670, to extend coverage of D. C. Unemploy¬ 
ment Act to employees of District municipal govern¬ 
ment employed in D. C. Signed July 25, 1956 (P. L. 

795)- 
H. R. 5265, to exempt certain additional foreign 

travel from the tax on the transportation of persons. 
Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 796). 

H. R. 2603, to increase the area within which officers 
and members of the Metropolitan Police force and the ' 
Fire Department of the D. C. may reside. Signed July 
25, 1956 (P. L. 797). 

H. R. 9593, to simplify accounting and to facilitate the 
payment of obligations. Signed July 25, 1956 (P. L. 
798). 

H. R. 5853, to amend the act of 1907 relative to regu¬ 
lating the practice of veterinary medicine in the D. C. 
Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 799). ^ 

H. R. 11766, providing for the establishment of the 
Horse Shoe Bend National Military Park in Alabama. 
Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 800). 

H. R. 10368, to amend the Civil Service Act to require 
inclusion of certain information in executive communi¬ 
cations to Congress proposing creation or expansion of 
functions. Signed July 25,1956 (P. L. 801). 

H. R. 11077, to amend the Atomic Energy Commu¬ 
nity Act of 1955. Signed July 25, 1956 (P. L. 802). 
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Public Law 968 - 84th Congress 

Chapter 939 - 2d Session 
H. R. 12270 

AN ACT 
All 70 Stat. 991. 

To authorize certain construction at military Installations, and for other 
purposes. 

Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled^ 

TITLE I 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop mili¬ 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, 
for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 

(Ordnance Corps) 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Training and storage facili¬ 
ties, $147,000. _ 

Jet Propulsion Laboratory (California Institute of Technology), 
California: Research and development facility, $143,000. 

Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado: Maintenance facility, $2,142,000. 
Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York: Utilities, $88,000. 
Umatilla Ordnance Depot, Oregon: Storage facilities, $258,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, training facili¬ 

ties, family housing and utilities, $6,159,000. 
White Sands Proving Grounds, New Mexico: Utilities, $693,000. 

(Quartermaster Corps) 

Atlanta General Depot, Georgia: Operational facilities, and main¬ 
tenance facilities, $832,000. 

Columbia Quartermaster Center, South Carolina: Administrative 
facility, $98,000. 
^ Fort Worth General Depot, Texas: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $1,285,000. 

New Cumberland General Depot, Pennsylvania: Maintenance facili¬ 
ties, $631,000. 

Sharpe General Depot, California: Maintenance facilities, $655,000. 

(Chemical Corps) 

Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, community fa¬ 
cility, and operational facility, $889,000. 

Camp Detrick, Maryland: Storage facilities and utilities, $913,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research and development facili¬ 

ties and utilities, $867,000. 

(Signal Corps) 

Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Troop housing, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, administrative facility, and utilities, $6,856,000. 

Military instal¬ 
lations. 
ConstiMotion of 
public works. 

Army. 

82018 0 -56 (939) 



Pub. Law 968 
All 70 Sta-t. 992. 

-2- 

(Corps of Engineers) 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia: Storage facility, training facility, opera¬ 
tional facilities, maintenance facilities, research and development facil- | 
ities, and utilities, $492,000. ! 

(Transportation Corps) ' 

Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational facility, maintenance facility, , 
and utilities, $1,231,000. 

(Medical Corps) 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia: Research 
and development facility and community facility, $4,209,000. 

FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 

(First Army Area) 

Fort Devens (Camp Wellfleet), Massachusetts: Land acquisitiomiB 
$302,000. _ .... 

Fort Dix, New Jersey: Training facility, $54,000. | 
Oswego, New York: Training facilities and land acquisition, 

$583,000. 
Fort Totten, New York: Troop housing, storage facilities, and ; 

utilities, $1,212,000. 
(Second Army Area) 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Maintenance facilities, and community 
facilities, $1,698,000. 

Fort George G. Meade, Maryland: Operational facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, medical facility, troop housing, and utilities, i 
$5,885,000. 

South Park Military Reservation, Pennsylvania: Administrative ' 
facility, storage facilities, and utilities, $190,000. 

(Third Army Area) j 

Fort Benning, Georgia: Administrative facilities, maintenance 
facilities, communications facilities, and community facilities, 
$422,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Administrative facilities, operational-j 
facility, and utilities, $645,000. K 

Charlotte Armed Forces Induction Station, North Carolina: Ad-'^ 
ministrative facility, $302,000. 

Fort McClelland, Alabama: Troop housing, training facility, and | 
community facility, $397,000. j 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational facilitieSj maintenance facili- i 
ties, training facilities, storage facilities, administrative facilities, ' 
trailer site facilities, land acquisition, and utilities, $7,300,000. 

(Fourth Army Area) ' 

Fort Bliss, Texas: Training facilities, maintenance facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, ‘ 
$5,301,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Community facilities, maintenance facilities, 
and storage facilities, $2,457,000. ■ 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $4,173,000. 
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(Fifth Army Area) 

Fort Carson, Colorado: Storage facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, training facilities, and land acquisition, $3,253,000. 

Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, $140,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Communications facilities and troop 

housing, $1,092,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas: Administrative facilities, community facilities, 

troop housing, and utilities, $1,519,000. 
Saint Louis Support Center, Missouri: Administrative facility, 

$3,346,000. 
(Sixth Army Area) 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Community facilities, training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, family housing, and utilities, $3,022,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Maintenance facility and community facility, 
$223,000. 

United States Disciplinary Barracks, California: Community 
facility, $197,000. 
J Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Troop housing, research and develop- 
liient facility, and storage facility, $1,520,000. 

(Military District of Washington) 

Fort McNair, D. C.: Academic facilities, $4,111,000. 

(Armed Forces Special Weapons Project) 

Various installations: Utilities, $478,000. 

(Tactical Site Support Facilities) 

Various locations: Administrative facilities, maintenance facilities, 
storage facilities, and land acquisition, $8,506,000. 

Outside the United States 

(Alaskan Area) 

Ladd Air Force Base: Troop housing and maintenance facilities, 
$1,688,000. )Fort Richardson: Storage facilities, $2,333,000. 

Whittier: Storage facilities and training facilities, $2,849,000. 
Wildwood Station (Kenai): Storage facility, $352,000. 

(Far East Command Area) 

Okinawa: Storage facilities, operational facilities, maintenance fa¬ 
cilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $540,000. 

Korea: Maintenance facilities, storage facilities, port facilities, 
community facilities, improvements to buildings and utilities, 
$6,000,000. 

(Pacific Command Area) 

Alimanu Military Reservation, Hawaii: Land acquisition, $143,000. 
Helemano, Hawaii: Community facility, land acquisition and 

utilities, $136,000. 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Family housing and land acquisition, 

$2,668,000. 
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! 
(Caribbean Command Area) 

Panama Canal Zone: Sewage disposal system for Army, Navy, 
and Air Force facilities, $1,060,000. 

(United States Army, Europe) 

Classified in¬ 
stallations 
and facilities. 

69 Stat. 326, 
350. 

68 Stat. 560, 

564. 

San Jaointo 
Ordnance De¬ 
pot, Tex. 

Relocation. 

Various locations: Operational facilities, maintenance facilities, 
community facilities, storage facilities, training facilities, administra¬ 
tive facifities, medical facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$17,994,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop 
classified military installations and facilities by acquiring, construct¬ 
ing, convertingj rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appur¬ 
tenances, utilities and equipment, in a total amount $200,783,000. 

Sec. 103. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended 
with respect to Fort Jay, New York, under the heading “Continental 

United States” and subheadings “field forces facilities (First 
Army Area)” in section 101, by striking out “$731,000” and insertinga 
in place thereof “$1,081,000”, and in clause (1) of section 502, by® 
striking out “$224,927,000” and “$533,904,000” and inserting in place | 
thereof “$225,277,000” and “$534,254,000”, respectively. j 

(b) So much of section 401 of Public Law 534, Eighty-third Con- | 
gress, as reads “Adak Station, Alaska: Operational Facilities (in- j 
eluding troop housing), $70,000” is amended to read “Adak Station, I 
Alaska: Operational facilities (including troop housing), $180,000” | 
and clause (4) of section 502 thereof is amended by striking the figure | 
“$462,600” and inserting in place thereof “$572,600”. I 

Sec. 104. The Secretary of the Army shall make all necessary I 
studies, by contract or otherwise, to determine an appropriate site 1 
for the relocation of the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Texas; such " 
studies to be completed by January 31, 1957. Expenditure of $25,000 ' 
out of appropriations available to the Department of the Army is 
authorized for such studies. 

TITLE II 

Navy. Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop mill 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, 
rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equipment, fo 
the following projects: y 

Inside the United States 

SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval shipyard, Boston, Massachusetts: Replacement of pier, and | 
plans and specifications for drydock facilities, $7,332,000. 

Naval shipyard. Charleston, South Carolina: Dredging equipment, 
$148,000. 

Naval minecraft base. Charleston, South Carolina: Operational fa¬ 
cilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, maintenance facilities, - 
storage facilities, community facilities, security facilities, and utilities, 
$7,902,000. 

Naval shipyard. Long Beach, California: Facilities for remedying 
effects of ground subsidence and waterfront facilities, $5,984j000. 

Navy underwater sound laboratory, New I.(Ondon, Connecticut: Re- ,i 
search and development facilities and land acquisition, $304,000. I 
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Harbor defense base, Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, 
$300,OCO. 

Naval shipyard, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land acquisition, 
$244,000. 

Navy mine defense laboratory, Panama City, Florida: Medical fa¬ 
cilities, $84,000. 

Naval shipyard, San Francisco, California: Plans and specifications 
for dry dock facilities, $1,300,000. 

Naval industrial reserve shipyard, Tampa, Florida: Land acquisi¬ 
tion, $200,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station. 
Naval station, 

256,000. 
Naval station. 
Naval station, 

sonnel facilities, 
I Naval station, 
* Naval station, 
land acquisition. 

Key West, Florida: Utilities, $927,000. 
Long Beach, California: Waterfront facilities, $2,- 

New Orleans, Louisiana: Utilities, $226,000. 
Newport, Khode Island: Waterfront facilities, per- 
community facilities and utilities, $11,672,000. 
Norfolk, Virginia: Personnel facilities, $2,844,000. 
Orange, Texas: Flood-protection facilities, including 
$265,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

(Naval Air Training Stations) 

Naval auxiliary landing field, Alice-Orange Grove, Texas: Airfield 
pavements, $2,242,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Chase Field, Texas: Personnel facilities, 
operational facilities, community facilities, station and aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, and utilities, $2,247,000. 

Naval air station, Glynco, Georgia: Airfield pavements, personnel 
facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, training facilities, fuel pipe¬ 
line and storage facilities, and land acquisition, $4,003,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Kingsville, Texas: Personnel facilities, 
training facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, community facili¬ 
ties, and utilities, $2,610,000. 

Naval air station, Memphis, Tennessee: Fuel storage facilities and 
aircraft maintenance facilities, $511,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Meridian, Mississippi: Site prepara¬ 
tion, utilities, plans and specifications for jet aircraft training facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $8,231,000. 

Naval air station, Pensacola, Florida: Community facilities and 
plans and specifications for waterfront facilities, $347,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Whiting Field, Florida: Land acquisi¬ 
tion, $13,000. 

(Fleet Support Air Stations) 

Naval air station, Alameda, California: Aircraft maintenance facil¬ 
ities, $2,675,000. 

Naval air station, Atlantic City, New Jersey: Navigational aids 
and land acquisition, $421,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station. Brown Field, California: Personnel 
facilities and utilities, $778,000. 

Naval air station, Brunswick, Maine: Personnel facilities, airfield 
pavements, station maintenance facilities, community facilities, and 
storage facilities, $3,738,000. 

Naval air station, Cecil Field, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facili¬ 
ties, personnel facilities, storage facilities, operational facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $4,052,000. 



-6- Pub. Law 968 
All 70 Stat. 996. 

Naval air station, Chincoteague, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance | 
facilities, $170,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Eden ton. North Carolina: Aircraft and | 
station maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, fuel dispensing | 
facilities, operational facilities, administrative facilities, personnel 
facilities, communications facilities, community facilities, and utilities, t 
$13,926,000. _ . . . ' 

Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California: Aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, and land acquisition including not to exceed $660,000 
to be paid to Imperial County, California, to partially defray the 
county’s cost in relocating the Niland-Blythe Road, $831,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Fallon, Nevada: Training facilities, 
aircraft maintenance facilities, community facilities, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, except none of the authorization for land acquisition pertaining 
to the Black Rock area shall apply unless the Secretary of Defense i 
shall resurvey the entire requirement, including the possible use of 
other Government-controlled lands in the State of Nevada and the ^ 
possibility of joint Navy-Air Force utilization of existing facilities, i 
and the Secretary of Defense shall certify to the Armed Servicef^j 
Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives that the>-*|i 
acquisition of the Black Rock extension is essential to meet the Navy’s 
training requirements, $8,304,000. 

Naval air facility, Harvey Point, North Carolina: Airfield pave- | 
ments, waterfront facilities, fuel storage and dispensing facilities, 1 
navigational aids, aircraft and station maintenance facilities, utilities, I 
and land acquisition, $6,000,000. 

Naval air station, Jacksonville, Florida: Navigational aids, opera¬ 
tional facilities, and land acquisition, $2,380,000, 

Naval air station. Key West, Florida: Aircraft maintenance facili¬ 
ties, $170,000. 1 

Naval air station, Lemoore, California: Plans and specifications 
for development of master jet aircraft facilities, and land acquisition, i 
$10,089,000. 

Naval air station, Miramar, California: Personnel facilities, opera¬ 
tional facilities, training facilities, ordnance facilities, land acquisi- i 
tion, and obstruction removal for flight clearance, $8,835,000. 

Naval air station, Moffett Field, California: Land acquisition, 
$89,000. ' 

Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facili¬ 
ties, $170,000. ’ 

Naval air station. North Island, San Diego, California: Airfiehlfjt 
pavements, ordnance and ammunition storage facilities, aircraft main-Wf 
tenance facilities, waterfront facilities, operational facilities, naviga¬ 
tional aids, and land acquisition, $13,072,000. ! 

Naval air station, Oceana, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facili- . 
ties, personnel facilities, operational facilities, community facilities, i 
training facilities, ordnance facilities, open storage facilities, security 
facilities, utilities, and relocation of Coast Guard facilities, $5,286,000. ' 

Naval air station, Quonset Point, Rhode Island: Aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and navigational aids, $2,753,000. 

Naval auxiliary air station, Sanford, Florida: Aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, and utilities. 
$6,926,000. ’ ; 

Naval air station, Whidbey Island, Washington: Utilities, $149,000. 
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(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

1 Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Air¬ 
craft and station maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, 

I medical facilities, personnel facilities, training facilities, operational 
facilities, covered and cold storage facilities, community facilities, 
fuel dispensing facilities, and utilities, $17,384,000. 

Marine Corps air station. Cherry Point, North Carolina: Aircraft 
i maintenance facilities, $170,000. 

Marine Corps air station, El Toro, California: Aircraft mainte- 
1 nance facilities, administrative facilities, airfield pavements, storage 
; facilities, ammunition storage facilities, medical facilities, training 
I facilities, personnel facilities, operational facilities, and utilities, 
I $6,863,000. 

Marine Corps auxiliary air station, Mojave, California: Aircraft 
maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, personnel facilities, train¬ 
ing facilities, community facilities, fuel storage and dispensing facili¬ 
ties, land acquisition, and utilities, $12,556,000. 

^ (Special Purpose Air Stations) 

Naval air development center, Johnsville, Pennsylvania: Plans and 
specifications for research and development facilities, $693,000. 

Naval air station, Lakehurst, New Jersey: Research and develop¬ 
ment facilities and equipment maintenance facilities, $6,438,000. 

Naval air station, Patuxent River, Maryland: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities and research and development facilities, $475,000. 

Naval air missile test center. Point Mugu, California: Waterfront 
facilities, fuel dispensing facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, and 
community facilities, $1,682,000. 

Naval air turbine test station, Trenton, New Jersey: Research and 
development facilities, $128,000. 

SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval supply depot, Clearfield, Utah : Utilities, $149,000. 
Naval supply depot, Newport, Rhode Island: Storage facilities, 

$390,000. 
Naval supply center, Oakland, California: Utilities, $50,000. 
Naval supply depot, Seattle, Washington: Replacement of seawall, 

.$199,000. 
I MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 

Marine Corps supply center, Albany^ Georgia; Storage facilities, 
personnel facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $1,742,000. 

Marine Corps supply center, Barstow, California: Operational facil¬ 
ities, maintenance facilities, personnel facilities, administrative facili¬ 
ties, and community facilities, $3,436,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Lejeune, North Carolina: Personnel fa¬ 
cilities, administrative facilities, training facilities, community facili¬ 
ties, medical facilities, storage facilities, and utilities, $5,092,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities, administrative facilities, storage facilities, training 
facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $4,266,000. 

Marine Corps base. Camp Pendleton, California: Utilities, boat 
basin facilities, and land acquisition, $3,429,000. 

Marine Corps cold weather battalion, Bridgeport, California: 
Utilities, $294,000. 
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Marine Corps training center, Twentynine Palms, California: Com¬ 
munity facilities and land acquisition, $1,165,000. 

Marine Corps supply forwarding annex, Portsmouth, Virginia: 
Security facilities, $91,000. 

Marine Corps schools, Quantico, Virginia: Training facilities, am¬ 
munition storage and ordnance facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $^178,000. 

Marine Corps recruit depot, San Diego, California: Personnel fa¬ 
cilities and community facilities, $1,679,000. 

•1 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Bangor, Washington: Ordnance facili¬ 
ties, $1,100,000. 

Naval ammunition depot. Charleston, South Carolina: Ordnance 
facilities, $404,000. 

Naval ordnance test station, China Lake, California: Kesearch and 
development facilities, aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pave¬ 
ments and fuel storage and dispensing facilities, $6,028,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Earle, New Jersey: Ordnance facilities,! 
$600,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook, California: Ammunition stor¬ 
age and ordnance facilities, $1,584,000. 

Naval ammunition depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: Ammunition 
storage and ordnance facilities, $993,000. 

Naval ammunition and net depot. Seal Beach, California: Ord¬ 
nance facilities, $2,176,000. 

Naval mine depot, Yorktown, Virginia: Ammunition storage and 
ordnance facilities and utilities, $3,480,000. 

SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Earthwork and land 
acquisition, $7,469,000. 

Naval training center, Bainbridge, Maryland: Personnel facilities, 
training facilities, and utilities, $6,569,000. 

Naval receiving station, Brooklyn, New York: Personnel facilities, 
$97,000. 

Naval amphibious base, Coronado, California: Training facilities, 
personnel facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Fleet air defense training center. Dam Neck, Virginia: Personnel 
facilities, $237,000. ^ 

Naval training center. Great Lakes, Illinois: Personnel facilities,' 
and training facilities, $8,413,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 

Naval hospital. Great Lakes, Illinois: Medical facilities, $12,730,000. 
Naval hospital, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Hospital elevator, 

$57,000. 
COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES 

Naval radio station, Cheltenham, Maryland: Communications fa¬ 
cilities, personnel facilities, and utilities, $2,489,000. 

Naval radio station, Maine: Utilities and land acquisition, 
$2,450,000. 

Naval communication station, San Francisco, California: Commu¬ 
nications facilities and personnel facilities, $2,029,000. 
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Naval communication station, Seattle, Washington: Communica¬ 
tions facilities, $45,000. 

Naval radio station. Winter Harbor, Maine: Communications 
facilities, $83,000. 

OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 

Naval research laboratory. District of Columbia: Plans and speci¬ 
fications for research and development facilities, $1,300,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Public works center, Norfolk, Virginia: Utilities and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $443,000. 

Naval construction battalion center, Port Hueneme, California: Ke- 
placement of wharf, and storage facilities, $2,581,000. 

Outside the United States 

I SHIPYARD FACILITIES 

Naval ship repair facilities, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Water¬ 
front facilities, $1,637,000. 

Naval base, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Utilities at Olongapo, 
flood control and drainage facilities and community facilities, 
$9,378,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska: Operational facilities, and laundry 
and dry cleaning facilities, $2,351,000. 

Naval station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $680,000. 

AVIATION FACILITIES 

Naval air station, Atsugi, Japan: Airfield pavements, aircraft main¬ 
tenance facilities, fuel storage facilities, personnel facilities, and utili¬ 
ties, $1,961,000. 

Naval air station. Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Per¬ 
sonnel facilities and aircraft maintenance facilities, $870,000. 

Naval air station, Cubi Point, Philippine Islands: Personnel facili¬ 
ties, $1,264,000. 

Naval air station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, personnel facilities, communications facilities, family hous¬ 
ing, community facilities, and utilities, $4,572,000. 

Naval air station, Iwakuni, Japan: Aircraft maintenance facilities, 
airfield pavements, dredging, navigational aids, and fuel storage facil¬ 
ities, $1,704,000. 

Marine Corps air station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: 
Aircraft maintenance facilities, airfield pavements, and operational 
facilities, $1,045,000. 

Naval air facility. Port Lyautey, French Morocco: Aircraft mainte¬ 
nance facilities, and family housing, $1,401,000. 

Naval station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Aircraft maintenance 
facilities, airfield pavements, fuel storage facilities, ordnance facili¬ 
ties, personnel facilities, medical facilities, and utilities, $4,470,000. 

Naval air station, Sangley Point, Philippine Islands: Airfield pave¬ 
ments, breakwater, and personnel facilities, $3,811,000. 

8ZOI8 0-56 -Z 
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SUPPLY FACILITIES 

Naval station, Adak, Alaska : Replacement of fuel storage facilities, 
$5,000,000. 

Naval station, Argentia, Newfoundland: Fuel storage facilities, t 
$1,599,000. [■ 

Naval supply clepot, Subic Bay, Philippine Islands: Covered and j 
cold storage facilities, administrative facilities, operational facilities, i 
maintenance facilities, waterfront facilities, and utilities, $11,598,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 

Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Ordnance 
facilities, $971,000. 

Naval ordnance facility, Port Lyautey, French Morocco; Ordnance > 
facilities, $245,000. i 

Naval ordnance facility, Yokosuka, Japan: Ordnance facilities, i 
$241,000. ’ !j 

COMMUNICATIONS FACILITIES j[ 

Naval communication unit, Futema, Okinawa: Communications CD 
facilities, $75,000. 

Naval communication station, Guam, Mariana Islands: Communi¬ 
cation facilities, $222,000. 

Naval communication facility, Philippine Islands: Communica- ' 
tions facilities, and land acquisition, $4,320,000. 

YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 

Relocation of 
faoilities. 

Report to Com¬ 
mittee on 
Armed Forces. 

Navy instal¬ 
lations and 
faoilities. 

64 Stat. 240. 

64 Stat. 244. 

65 Stat. 347. 

Fifteenth naval district. Canal Zone: Utilities, $2,210,000. 
Sec. 202. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to obtain by con- f 

tract, such engineering, location, and site planning studies as may be , 
necessary to enable him to determine the feasibility and advisability of | 
establishing, continuing, or relocating the following facilities: Naval ' 
air station, Norfolk, Virginia (bombing targets) ; Naval magazine, ' 
Port Chicago, California. Expenditures not to exceed $150,000 for i 
such studies may be made out of the appropriation “Military Construe- ' 
tion, Navy”. The Secretary of the Navy shall report to the Com- ' 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives I 
the conclusions of these studies together with such recommendations as ‘ 
he shall consider appropriate. J 

Sec. 203. ^le Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classi- ^ 
tied naval installations and facilities by constructing, converting, CD 
lehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, 
including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 1 
equipment, and family housing in the total amount of $84,043,000. 

Sec. 204. Public Law 564, Eighty-first Congress is amended as i 
follows: 1 

(a) In title II under the heading “Continental United States” '! 
change the amount for “Naval base, Newport, Rhode Island: Sewao-e ; 
facilities”, from “$1,243,000” to “$1,268,000.” ! 

(b) In title IV section 402, clause (2) change the amount for public ' 
works authorized by title II: “Inside continental United States”, 
from “$135,719,800” to “$135,744,800.” 1 

Sec. 205. Public Law 155, Eighty-second Congress, as amended, is 
amended as follows: 

(a) In section 201, as amended, strike out so much thereof under ' 
the heading “Continental United States” and subheading “supply ' 
facilities” as reads as follows: 
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“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: Aviation 
gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage; $2,766,500”; and insert in place 
thereof the following: 

“Harpswell Neck Fuel Facility, Portland, Maine, area: Aviation 
gasoline and jet fuel bulk storage and land acquisition, $2,766,500”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Continental stat. 349. 
United Stati;s” and subheading “communication facilities”, strike 
out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated 
communication facilities; $2,694,500”; and insert in place thereof the 
following: 

“Naval communication station, Philippine Islands: Consolidated 
communications facilities, and land acquisition, $2,694,500”. 

Sec. 206. Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, is amended as 
follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” stat, 540. 
and subheading “aviation facilities , change the amount for “Naval 
air missile test center (San Nicolas Island), Point Mugu, California,” 
from “$1,132,000” to “$1,816,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” stat. 541. 
and subheading “ordnance facilities”, change the amount for “Naval 
ammunition depot, Hawthorne, Nevada” from “$308,000” to 
“$538,000”. 

(c) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for public works stat. 561. 
authorized by title II for inside continental United States from “$102,- 
042,000” to “$102,956,000”; and total amount from “$201,893,000” to 
“$202,807,000”. 

Sec. 207. Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended as 
follows: 

(a) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United States” 69 stat. 330. 
and subheading “shipyard facilities”, change the amount for “Naval 
electronics laboratory, San Diego, California” from “$143,000” to 
“$162,000”. 

(b) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United 69 stat. 330. 

States” and subheading “fleet base facilities”, delete that portion 
which reads as follows: “Navy Department District of Columbia: 
family housing, $81,000”. 

(c) In section 201, under the heading “Continental United 69 stat. 33i. 
States” and subheading “aviation facilities”, change the amount for 
“Naval auxiliary air station, El Centro, California” from “$366,000” 
to “$450,000”; strike out so much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facil- stat. 331. 
ities, training facilities, communication facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, $4,660,000”; and insert in place thereof the following: 

“Naval air station, Norfolk, Virginia: Aircraft maintenance facili¬ 
ties, training facilities, communication facilities, operational facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $4,660,000”. 

(d) In section 201 under the heading “Continental United 69 stat. 333. 
States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, delete that portion 
which reads as follows: “Naval proving ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: 
Land acquisition, $200,000”. 

(e) In section 201, under the heading “Outside Continental 69 stat. 336. 
United States” and subheading “ordnance facilities”, strike out so 
much thereof as reads as follows: 

“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Testing fa¬ 
cilities, and railroad facilities and barricades, $1,132,000”; and insert 
in place thereof the following: 
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“Naval ammunition depot, Oahu, Te/ritory of Hawaii: Testing 
facilities, railroad facilities and barricades, and land acquisition, 
$1,132,000”. 

69 Stat. 350. (f) In section 502, clause (2), change the amount for public works 
authorized by title II for inside continental United States from 
“$299,690,600” to “$299,512,600”; and the total amount from 
“$564,224,300” to “$564,046,300”. 

TITLE III 

Air Force. Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, con¬ 
verting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public 
works, including site preparation, appurtenances, utilities and equip¬ 
ment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States 

AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 

Buckingham Air Force Base, Fort Myers, Florida: Operational 
and training facilities, $629,000. 

Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $863,000. 

Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs, Colorado: Housing and 
community facilities, $342,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
acquisition, $4,211,000. 

Geiger Field, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
and family housing, $2,827,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow’, Montana: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, land acquisition, and family housing, $2,470,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $18,969,000. 

Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$1,673,000. 

Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, Pennsylvania : Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, and land acquisition, $1,087,000. 

Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, California: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $2,966,000. 

K. I. Saw’yer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $5,051,000. 

Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,156,000. 

Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and 
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community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $1,130,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition. 
$1,514,000. 

McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Tennessee: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, $2,054,000. 

Majors Field, Greenville, Texas: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, and land acquisition, $440,000. 

Manistee Air Force Base, Manistee, Michigan: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and 
ground imj^rovements, $2,906,000. 

Minneapolis-Saint Paul International Airport, Minneapolis, Minne¬ 
sota : Operational and training facilities, and maintenance facilities, 
$3,015,000. 

0 
Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $21,215,000. 

Newcastle County Airport, Wilmin^on, Delaware: Operational 
mid training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $6,184,000. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara Falls, New York: Oper¬ 
ational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, $3,030,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and cornmunity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, land 
acquisition, and family housing, $11,577,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$2,392,000. 

Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washington: Operational and 
, training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and land 
I acquisition, $4,127,000. 
L Greater Portland, Oregon, area: Operational and training facilities, 
A maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities and ground improve- 
Y ments, and land acquisition, $13,508,000. 
I Presque Isle Air Force Base, Presque Isle, Maine: Operational and 
! training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
I facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
! $8,057,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasville, Wisconsin: Opera- 
' tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 

administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and utili- 
, ties and ground improvements, $6,801,000. 

Self ridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 

1' land acquisition, $2,494,000. 
Sioux Citj^ Municipal Airport, Sioux City, Iowa: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
I facilities, and land acquisition, $2,288,000. 

Stewart Air Force Base, Newburgh, New York: Operational and 
1 training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
I facilities, and land acquisition, $1,802,000. 
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Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westliampton Beach, New York: 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisitiouj $5,441,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, and 
land acquisition, $4,876,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, housing and community facilities^ utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, $3,278,000. 

Youngstown Municipal Airport, Youngstown, Ohio: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $2,255,000. 

Yuma County Airport, Yuma, Arizona: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, housing and 
community facilities, and land acquisition, $3,545,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com-| 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $21,510,000. 

AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 

Brookley Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, and land acquisition, $1,541,000. 

Griffiss Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test facili¬ 
ties, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $17,966,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Maintenance facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $1,339,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground imorove- 
ments, $1,570,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: Supply facili¬ 
ties, $52,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,424,000. 

Mukilteo Fuel Storage Station, Mukilteo, Washington: Land acqui-i 
sition, $4,000. * 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Operational 
and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
$1,572,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $3,983,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training 
facilities, housing and community facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $5,478,000. 

Searsport Fuel Storage Station, Searsport, Maine: Supply facili¬ 
ties, $473,000. 

Tacoma Fuel Storage Station, Tacoma, Washington: Supply fa¬ 
cilities, $129,000. 
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Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma; Operational 
and training facilities, hospital facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $5,990,000. 

Wilkins Air Force Station, Shelby, Ohio: Family housing, $89,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and 
test facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities, and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $17,138,000. 

I Various locations: Administrative facilities, housing and commu- 
I nity facilities, and utilities, and ground improvements, $444,000. 

It 
AIR PROVING GROUND COMMAND 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational and ti-ain- 
i ing facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test 

facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$21,094,000. 

I AIR training command 

Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities 
and ground improvements, $17,121,000. 

, Bryan Air Force Base, Bryan, Texas; Housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,288,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Operational and training 
facilities, and land acquisition, $18,000. 

Edward Gary Air Force Base, San Marcos, Texas: Maintenance 
facilities, $783,000. 

Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas: Land acquisition, 
$63,000. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyoming: Hous- Iing and community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$1,654,000. 

Goodfellow Air Force Base, San Angelo, Texas: Operational and 
I training facilities, supply facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 

and land acquisition, $8,804,000. 
James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Operational and 

training facilities, and land acquisition, $4,687,000. DKeesler Air Force Base, Biloxi, Mississippi: Land acquisition, 
$34,000. 

Lackland Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas; Hospital and med¬ 
ical facilities, $3,440,000. 

Laredo Air Force Base, Laredo, Texas: Utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $225,000. iLaughlin Air Force Base, Del Kio, Texas: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, and housing and community facilities, $212,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Land acquisition, 
f $410,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Operational and training 
V facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $2,902,000. 
; Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California; Operational and 

training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
I and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
I acquisition, $21,650,000. 

Mct^onnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas; Land acquisition, 
i $396,000. 
■ Moody Air Force Base, Valdosta, Georgia: Operational and train- 

il ing facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,848,000. 
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Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, and land acquisition, $3,456,000. 

Parks Air Force Base, Pleasanton, California: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $111,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and land acquisition, $2,260,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Land acquisition, 
$133,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and land acquisition, $4,164,000. ! 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and land acquisition, $3,296,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital j 
and medical facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and | 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $24,433,000. j 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Supply facilities, housing ; 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land I 
acquisition, $2,221,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama Cityj Florida: Operational and^ 
training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $716,000. | 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training | 
facilities, and land acquisition, $977,000. 1 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training f 
facilities, $90,000. il 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Operational and train- j 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $6,347,000. j 

AIR UNIVERSITY 1 

Ma,xwell Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama: Operational and 
training facilities, and housing and community facilities, $215,000. 

CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $13,395,000. 

Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, and maintenance facilities, $237,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Housing and commu¬ 
nity facilities, $345,000. 

Mitchel Air Force Base, Hempstead, New York: Utilities and 
ground improvements, $205,000. 

HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 

Bolling Air Force Base, Washington, D. C.: Utilities and ground 
improvements, $8,000. 

military air transport command 1 

Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational [ 
and training facilities, supply facilities, housing and community 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisition, 
$7,335,000. I 

Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina: Opera- j 
tional and training facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$868,000. j 

I. 
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Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delavrare: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $3,195,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Operational 
and training facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facili¬ 
ties, administrative facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
$2,169,000. 

Palm Beach Air Force Base, Palm Beach, Florida; Operatmnal and 
training facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,545,000. 

Vint Hill Farm Station, Warrenton, Virginia: Operational and 
training facilities, $768,000. 

Washington National Airport, District of Columbia: Maintenance 
facility, $275,000. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 

Canel Air Force Plant #62, Hartford, Connecticut: Research, 
development, and test facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $22,445,000. 

Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Research, develop¬ 
ment, and test facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
$5,488,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, 
and test facilities, and housing and community facilities, $7,877,000. 

Indian Springs Air Force Base, Indian Springs, Nevada: Housing 
and community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, and 
family housing, $961,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and research, develop¬ 
ment, and test facilities, $5,481,000. 

Laredo Test Site, Laredo, Texas: Research, development, and test 
facilities, and land acquisition, $1,219,000. 

Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development 
and test facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities, and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $6,939,000. 

National Reactor Test Station, Idaho Falls, Idaho: Operational 
and training facilities, research, development and test facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $11,415,000. _ 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, research, development and test facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acquisi¬ 
tion, $15,169,000. , -r. , -VT Tir • 

Sacramento Peak Observatory, Sacramento Peak, New Mexico: 
Family housing, $153,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $1,043,000. 

Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,003,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
housing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, 
and land acquisition, $2,117,000. 

82018 0 -56 -3 
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Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training 
tacilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and land 
acquisitions, $15,938,000. 
j. Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facilities, $922,000. 

Campbell Air Force Base, Hopkinsville, Kentucl^: Operational and 
trmning facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $479,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, and maintenance facilities, $2,438,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational and train- 
mg facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital and medical facilities, 
and housing and community facilities, $2,179,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hous- 
ing and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $7,004,000. 

Columbus Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land 
acquisition, $14,518,000. 

Dayis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Operational and 
training facilities, and land acquisition, $503,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $7,665,000. 

Dublin Air Force Base, Georgia: Operational and training facili¬ 
ties, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $6,478,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and land acquisition, $943,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $4,457,000. 

Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and training 
facilities, and housing and community facilities, $1,271,000. 

Gray Air Force Base, Killeen, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, $23,000. ^ 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and 
land acquisition, $2,483,000. ’ I'l J , u 

. Hobbs, New Mexico: Operational and train- 
f^-cilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 

ments, and land acquisitions, $6,.547,000. 
Homestead A.ir Force Base, Homestead, Florida: Operational and 

training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and com- 
munity facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, and land acaui- 
sition, $1,694,000. ^ 

. ^Savannah, Georgia: Operational and train- 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, 

fpl, iol,u00. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Opera- 
tiqnal and training facilities, housing and community facilities, and 
utilities and ground improvements, $1,552,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community 
taciJities, and utilities and ground improvements, $4,685,000 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, admin- 

I 

4 

4 

\ 
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istrative facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $1,528,000. .11 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio; Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and coimnunity 
facilities, and land acquisition, $4,952,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and housing 
and community facilities, $2,522,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
$3 262 000 

kalmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $1,236,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community fa¬ 
cilities, and land acquisition, $5,156,000. 

Mitchell Air Force Base, Mitchell, South Dakota: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground im¬ 
provements, and land acquisition, $6,374,000. 

lilountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $2,064,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, 
$5,697,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida; Housing and com¬ 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and land acqui¬ 
sition, $786,000. . 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Housing and 
community facilities, $1,491,000. 

Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire; Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
$661,000. 

Smoky Hill Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational and 
training facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative 
facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and ground 
improvements, and land acquisition, $3,882,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground 
improvements, $923,000. _ . 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and tram- 
ing facilities, housing and community facilities, and land acquisition, 

$781,000. . ^ -11 
Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational and 

training facilities, supply facilities, and housing and community facili¬ 
ties, $2,791,000. _ 

M^estover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Opera¬ 
tional and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
administrative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities 
and ground improvements, and land acquisition, $9,315,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knobnoster, Missouri: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing 
and community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and 
land acquisition, $3,815,000. 
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TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Ardmore Air Force Base, Ardmore, Oklahoma: Maintenance fa¬ 
cilities, siiiiply facilities, and land acquisition, $330,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and 
training facilities, and maintenance facilities, $933,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and removal of hazard, $2,169,000. 

Clovis Air Force Base, Clovis, New Me.xico: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, housing and community facilities, 
and relocation of structure, $4,505,000. 

Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: Operational 
and training facilities, $2,428,000. 

England Air Force Base, Alexandria, Louisiana: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, and 
housing and community facilities, $2,919,000. 

Foster Air Force Base, Victoria, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, $952,000. 

George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and hous¬ 
ing and community facilities, $3,144,000. 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Operational and 
training facilities, and land acquisition, $2,613,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational and 
training facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $1,111,000. 

Myrtle Beach Municipal Airport, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, and housing and community facilities, 
$1,665,000. 

Pope Air Force Base, Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, 
$1,106,000. 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improve¬ 
ments, and land acquisition. $1,583,000. 

Seymour Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply ^ 
facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facilities,^ 
and housing and community facilities, $6,637,000. ™ 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, and housing and community 
facilities, $3,805,000. ^ 

Wendqver Air Force Base, Wendbver, Utah: Operational and train¬ 
ing facilities, $67,000. 

SPECIAL FACILITIES 

Various locations: Research, development and test facilities, admin¬ 
istrative facilities, and land acquisition, $1,240,000. 

AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, mainte¬ 
nance facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, ad- 
ministratpe facilities, housing, and community facilities, utilities and 

$80 942 acquisition, and family housing. 
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I Outside the United States 

I ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 

Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, main¬ 
tenance facilities, and family housing, $14,984,000. 

Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facil¬ 
ities, and utilities and ground improvements, $5,444,000. 

Galena Airfield: Operational and training facilities and supply 
facilities $1,772,000. 

King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facilities, $289,000. 
Ladd Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, supply 

I facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $7,055,000. 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $6,628,000. 

FAR east air forces 

^ Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational and train- 
l^ng facilities, $991,000. 

Johnston Island Air Force Base, Johnston Island: Operational and 
training facilities, and housing and community facilities, $724,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, land acquisition, and family housing, $25,- 
969,000. 

military air transport service 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, housing and community facilities, and utili¬ 
ties and ground improvements, $55,859,000. 

NORTHEAST AIR COMMAND 
I 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, housing and 
community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and family 
housing, $75,650,000. 

STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and training facili- 
\ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, housing and community 
/facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and family housing, 

$23,980,000. 
Harmon Air Force Base, Guam: Land acquisition, $14,000. _ 

' Northwest Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and training fa- 
I cilities, and maintenance facilities, $229,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and training fa¬ 
cilities, maintenance facilities, and land acquisition, $1,213,000. 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE IN EUROPE 

! Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
1 facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, adminis¬ 

trative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and erection of prefabricated structures, 

i $114,260,000. 
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AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 

Classified in¬ 
stallations 
and facilities. 

Notification to 
Congressional 
committees. 

63 Stat, 17. 

63 Stat. 383. 

69 Stat. 337, 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, adminis¬ 
trative facilities, housing and community facilities, utilities and 
ground improvements, and land acquisition, $70,000,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop: 
(a) classified military installations and facilities by acquiring, con¬ 
structing, converting, rehabilitating, or installing permanent or tem¬ 
porary public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, ap¬ 
purtenances, utilities and equipment, in the total amount of 
$163,000,000. 

(b) Air Force installations and facilities by proceeding with 
construction made necessary by changes in Air Force missions, new 
weapons developments, or improved production schedules, if the Sec¬ 
retary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for 
inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act would be 
inconsistent with interests of national security, and in connection 
therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install perma- ^ 
nent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site prep-® 
aration, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount ^ 
of $50,000,000: Provided^ That the Secretary of the Air Force, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final de¬ 
cision to implement, of the cost of construction of any public work 
undertaken under this subsection, including those real estate actions 
pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 303. Section 1 of the Act of March 30, 1949 (ch. 41, 50 U. S. C. 
491), is amended by the addition of the following: 

“The Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to procure commu¬ 
nication services required for the semiautomatic ground environment 
system. No contract for such services may be for a period of more 
than ten years from the date communication services are first fur¬ 
nished under such contract. The aggregate contingent liability of the 
Government under the termination provisions of all contracts author¬ 
ized hereunder may not exceed a total of $222,000,000 and no termi¬ 
nation payment shall be final until audited and approved by the 
General Accounting Office which shall have access to such carrier 
records and accounts as it may deem necessary for the purpose. In 
procuring such services, the Secretary of the Air Force shall utilize 
to the fullest extent practicable the facilities and capabilities of com- M 
munication common carriers, including rural telephone cooperatives, V 
within their respective service areas and for power supply, shall utilize ^ 
to the fullest extent practicable, the facilities and capabilities of public 
utilities and rural electric cooperatives within their respective service j 
areas. Negotiations with communication common carriers, including 
cooperatives, and representation in proceedings involving such car- 
riel’s before Federal and State regulatory bodies where such negotia¬ 
tions or proceedings involve contracts authorized by this paragraph I 
shall be in accordance with the provisions of section 201 of the Act of ' 
June 30, 1949, as amended (40 U. S. C. A. sec. 481).” j 

Sec. 304. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended, j 

under the heading “Continental United States” in section 301, as I 
follows: 

Under the subheading “air defense command”— ! 
(1) with respect to Buckingham Weapons Center, Fort Myers, ! 

^orida, strike out ^^$11,577,000” and insert in place thereof j 
$15,462,000”. 
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(2) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Min¬ 
nesota, strike out “$1,200,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,623,000”. 

(3) with respect to Grand Forks site. North Dakota, strike out 
“$5,822,000” and insert in place thereof “$7,709,000”. 

(4) with respect to Greater Milwaukee area, Wisconsin, airbase 
to be knowm as “Richard Bong Air Force Base”, strike out 
“$16,608,000” and insert in place thereof “$23,859,000”. 

(5) with respect to Greater Pittsburgh Airport, Coraopolis, 
Pennsylvania, strike out “$404,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$525,000”. 

(6) with respect to Hamilton Air Force Base, San Rafael, Cali¬ 
fornia, strike out “$1,501,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,229,000”. 

(7) with respect to Klamath Falls Municipal Airport, Klamath 
Falls, Oregon, strike out “$2,042,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$2,656,000”. 

(8) with respect to McGhee-Tyson Airport, Knoxville, Ten- )nessee, strike out “$582,000” and insert in place thereof “$817,000”. 
(9) with respect to Minot site. North Dakota, strike out 

“$5,339,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,603,000”. 
(10) with respect to Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, Niagara 

Falls, New York, strike out “$1,748,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,575,000”. 

(11) with respect to Paine Air Force Base, Everett, Washing¬ 
ton, strike out “$1,039,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,199,000”. 

[ Under the subheading “air materiel command”—With respect to 
I Searsport Air Force Tank Farm, Searsport, Maine, strike out 
I “$133,000” and insert in place thereof “$329,000”. 
I Under the subheading ‘‘air training command”— 

(1) with respect to Ellington Air Force Base, Houston, Texas, 
strike out “$2,816,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,438,000”. 

(2) with respect to Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mis¬ 
sissippi, strike out “$349,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$500,000”. 

(3) with respect to Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona, 
strike out “$1,557,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,923,000”. 

(4) with respect to Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada, 
strike out “$1,153,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,837,000”. D(5) with respect to Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas, 
strike out “$956,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,210,000”. 

(6) with respect to Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, 
Texas, strike out “$549,000” and insert in place thereof “$730,000”. 

(7) with respect to Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois, 
strike out “$1,247,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,862,000”. 

(8) with respect to Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, 
Florida, strike out “$478,000” and insert in place thereof “$534,- 
000”. 

(9) with respect to Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma, 
strike out “$871,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,181,000”. 

(10) With respect to Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Ari¬ 
zona, strike out “$1,045,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,215,000”. 

(11) AVith respect to Francis E. AVarren Air Force Base, Chey¬ 
enne, Wyoming, strike out “$1,403,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,746,000”. 

Under the subheading “air university”—AVith respect to Maxwell 
Air Force Base, Montgomery, Alabama, strike out “$2,661,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$3,031,000”. 

69 Stat. 337. 

69 Stat. 337. 

69 Stat. 337. 
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Under the subheading “continental air command”— 

(1) with respect to Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, 
strike out “$590,000” and insert in place thereof “$697,000”. 

(2) with respect to Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia, 
strike out “$758,000” and insert in place thereof “$859,000”. 

Under the subheading “military air transport service”—^With 
respect to Charleston Air Force Base, Charleston, South Carolina, 
strike out “$4,032,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,306,000”. 

Under the subheading “research and development command”— 

(1) with respect to Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, Califor¬ 
nia, strike out “$12,429,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$13,299,000”. 

(2) with respect to Hartford Research Facility, Hartford, 
Connecticut, strike out “$22,375,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$25,780,000”. 

(3) with respect to Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, 
New Mexico, strike out “$4,965,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$5,637,000”. 

Under the subheading “strategic air command”— ^ 
(1) with respect to Abilene Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas,® 

strike out “$4,214,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,656,000”. 
(2) with respect to Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, 

South Dakota, strike out “$12,380,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$15,186,000”. 

(3) with respect to Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas, 
strike out “$4,753,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,885,000”. 

(4) with respect to Great Falls Air Force Base, Great Falls, 
Montana, strike out “$5,435,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$6,713,000”. '■ 

(5) with respect to Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia, 
strike out “$4,115,000” and insert in place thereof “$4,951,000”. 

(6) with respect to Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, 
Florida, strike out “$4,118,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$5,599,000”. 

Under die subheading “tactical air command”—With respect to 
Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington, strike out “$3,574,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$4,724,000”. 

Under the subheading “aircraft control and warning system”_ 

With respect to “Various locations” strike out “$100,382,000” and 
insert in place thereof “$120,382,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, is amended under the^ 
heading “Outside Continental United States” in section 301, as® 
follows: ^ 

(1) With respect to Kenai Airfield under the subheading 
“ALASKAN AIR COMMAND” Strike out “$356,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$2,247,000”. ^ 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is 
amended by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts 
“$743,989,000”, “$530,563,000” and “$1,279,902,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$801,256,000”, “$532,454,000” and “$1,339,060,000”, 
respectively. 

(d) Public Law 534, l^ighty-third Congress, is amended, under the j 
heading “Continental United States” in section 301, as follows: | 
Under the subheading “air defense command” with respect to Klam¬ 
ath Falls Airport, Klamath Falls, Oregon, strike out “$4,133,000” I 
and insert in place thereof “$5,077,000”. | 

(e) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended j 
by striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$405,176,000” ' 
and “$415,005,000” and inserting in place thereof “$406,120,000” and 1 
“$415,949,000”, respectively. 

i 
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TITLE IV 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Sec. 401. The Secretary of each military department may proceed to 
establish or develop installations and facilities under this Act without 
regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended. The authority to place permanent or temporary improve¬ 
ments on land includes authority for surveys, administration, over¬ 
head, planning and supervision incident to construction. That au¬ 
thority may be exercised before title to the land is approved under 
section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended, and even though the 
land is held temporarily. The authority to provide family housing 
includes authority to acquire such land as the Secretary concerned de¬ 
termines, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, to be neces¬ 
sary in connection with that housing. The authority to acquire real 
estate or land includes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, 
and interests in land (including temporary use), by gift, purchase, 
exchange of Government-owmed land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 402. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as 
may be necessary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations for 
public works projects authorized by titles I, II, and III shall not 
exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $86,916,000; outside 
the United States, $35,763,000; section 102, $200,783,000; or a 
total of $323,462,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $292,572,000; outside 
the United States, $61,625,000; section 203, $84,043,000, or a total 
of $438,240,000; and 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $742,873,000; outside 
the United States, $405,061,000; section 302 (a), $163,000,000; 
section 302 (b), $50,000,000 or a total of $1,360,934,000. 

Sec. 403. Any of the amounts named in title I, II, or III of this Act 
may, in the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 
per centum for projects inside the United States and by 10 per centum 
for projects outside the United States. However, the total cost of all 
projects in each such title may not be more than the total amount 
authorized to be appropriated for projects in that title. 

Sec. 404. Wlienever— 
(1) the President determines that compliance with section 4 (c) 

of the Armed Services Procurement Act of 1947 (41 U. S. C. 153 
(c)) for contracts made under this Act for the establishment or 
development of military installations and facilities in foreign 
countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have 
agreed upon alternative methods for adequately auditing those 
contracts; 

the President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of 
that section. 

Sec. 405. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall 
be awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest 
responsible bidder, if the national security will not be impaired and 
the award is consistent with the Armed Services Procurement Act of 
1947 (4lU.S.C.153etseq.). 

Sec. 406. The Secretaries of the military departments may acquire 
land, and interests in land, not exceeding $5,000 in cost (exclusive of 
administrative costs and deficiency judgment awards), which the Sec¬ 
retary concerned determines to be urgently required in the interests 
of national defense. The authority under this section may not, how- 
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ever, be used to acquire more than one parcel of land unless the parcels 
are noncontifruous or, if contiguous, do not exceed $5,000 in total cost. 

Sec. 407. The Secretaries of the military departments may, with 
the approval of the Secretary of Defense and following notification 
of the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of Eepre- 
sentatives, acquire, construct, rehabilitate, or install permanent or 
temporary public works, including site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment, to restore or replace facilities damaged or 
destroyed. 

Sec. 408. (a) Under such regulations as may be prescribed by the 
Secretary of Defense, the Secretaries of the military departments may 

I expend out of appropriations available for military construction such 
amounts as may be required for the establishment and development of 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, consti’ucting (except 
family quarters), converting, extending, or installing permanent or 
temporary public works determined to be urgently required, including 
site prei^aration, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for projects 
not otherwise authorized by law when the cost of the project is not ^ 
in excess of $200,000, subject to the following limitations: m 

(1) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of $50,000, shall * 
be authorized unless approved in advance by the Secretary of Defense. 

(2) No such project, the cost of which is in excess of $25,000 shall 
be authorized unless approved in advance by the Secretary of the 
military department concerned. 

(3) Not more than one allotment may be made for any project 
authorized under this section. 

(4) The cost of conversion of existing structures to family quar¬ 
ters may not exceed $50,000 in any fiscal year at any single facility. 

(b) The Secretaries of the military departments may expend out 
of appropriations available for maintenance and operation amounts 
necessary to accomplish a project which, except for the fact that its 
cost does not exceed $25,000, would otherwise be authorized to be 
accomplished under subsection (a). 

(c) The Secretary of each department shall report in detail semi¬ 
annually to the Armed Services Committees of the Senate and the 
House of Kepresentatives with respect to the exercise of the authori¬ 
ties granted by this section. 

(d) Section 26 of the Act of August 2, 1946 (60 Stat. 853, 856; 
34 U. S. C. 559), is repealed. 

Sec. 409. (a) The Secretary of Defense, acting through the Secre- ^ 
tary of a military department, may provide family housing at Fort® 
McNair, District of Columbia, for the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs ^ 
of Staff by the construction or rehabilitation of one set of family 
housing, and special communication facilities, without regard to the 
second proviso of section 3 of the Act of June 12, 1948 (62 Stat. 375, 
379), or section 3 of the Act of June 16, 1948 (62 Stat. 459, 462). 

(b) Appropriations not to exceed $180,000 ($100,000 for the family 
housing unit and $80,000 for special communication facilities) avail¬ 
able to the military departments for military construction may be 
utilized for the purposes of this section without regard to the limita¬ 
tions on the cost of family housing otherwise prescribed by law. 

Sec. 410. As of July 1, 1957, all authorizations for military public 
works to be accomplished by the Secretary of a military dejoartment 
in connection with the establishment or development of military in¬ 
stallations and facilities, and all authorizations for appropriations | 
therefor, that are contained in Acts enacted before July 15, 1952, and I 
not superseded or otherwise modified by a later authorization are ■ 
repealed, except— 
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(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations 
therefor that are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain 
the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to Avhich 
appropriated funds have been obligated for construction con¬ 
tracts in whole or in part before July 1, 1957, and authorizations 
for appropriations therefor; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family hous¬ 
ing in the amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 
of Public Law 534, Eighty-second Congress; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation 
of funds that are contained in the National Defense Facilities 
Act of 1950, as amended (50 U. S. C. 881 et seq.) ; and 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Com¬ 
munications, France, in the amount of $82,000,000, that is con¬ 
tained in title I, section 102 of Public Law 534, Eighty-second 
Congress. - 

Sec. 411. (a) The hrst paragraph of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, is further amended to 
read as follows: 

“In addition to family housing and community facilities otherwise 
authorized to be constructed or acquired by the Department of Defense, 
the Secretary of Defense is authorized, subject to the approval of 
the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, to construct, or acquire 
by lease or otherwise, family housing for occupancy as public quar¬ 
ters, and community facilities, in foreign countries through housing 
and community facilities projects which utilize foreign currencies 
to a value not to exceed $250,000,000 acquired pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Trade Development and Assistance Act 
of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other commodity transactions of the 
Commodity Credit Corporation.” 

(b) There are authorized to be appropriated to the Secretaries of 
the military departments such amounts other than foreign currencies 
as are necessary for the construction, or acquisition by lease or other¬ 
wise, of family housing and community facilities projects in foreign 
countries that are authorized by section 407 of the Act of September 
1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), as amended, but the amount so appropriated 
for any such project may not be more than 25 per centum of the total 
cost or that project. —- 

Sec. 412. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352) 
is amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During the fiscal years 1956,1957, and 1958 the Secretaries 
of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to 
lease housing facilities at or near military tactical installations for 
assignment as public quarters to military personnel and their depend¬ 
ents, if any, without rental charge upon a determination by the Sec¬ 
retary of Defense or his designee that there is a lack of adequate 
housing facilities at or near such military tactical installations. Such 
housing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual unit basis 
knd not more than three thousand of such units may be so leased at any 
one time. Expenditures for the rental for such housing facilities may 
be made out of ajDpropriations available for maintenance and opera¬ 
tion but may not exceed $150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 413. (a) The net floor limitations prescribed by section 3 of the 
Act of June 12, 1948 (5 U. S. C. 626p) do not apply to forty-seven 
units of the housing authorized to be constructed at the United States 
Air Force Academy by the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47). The 
net floor area limitations for those forty-seven units are as follows: 
five thousand square feet for one unit for the Superintendent; three 
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thousand square feet for each of two units for deans; and one thousand 
seven liundred and fifty square feet for each of forty-four units for de¬ 
partment lieads. 

(b) The last sentence of section 9 of the A’.r Force Academy Act 
(68 Stat. 49) is amended by striking out “$1,000,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$1,858,000”. 

Sec. 414. Section 3 of the National Defense Facilities Act of 1950, 
as amended (50 U. S. C. 882), is further amended by striking out clause 
(a) and inserting in place thereof the following: 

“(a) acquire by purchase, lease, or transfer, construct, expand, 
rehabilitate, convert, and equip such facilities as he shall deter¬ 
mine to be necessary to effectuate the purposes of this Act, except 
that expenditures for the leasing of property for such purposes 
may be made from appropriations otherwise available for the 
payment of rentals and without regard to the monetary limitation 
otherwise imposed by this section 

Sec. 415. To the extent that housing is to be constructed at a military 
installation under title IV of the Housing Amendments of 1955 (69 - 
Stat. 635, 646), any outstanding authority under the Act of September® 
1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and^ 
this Act to provide housing at that installation may be exercised at 
other military installations of the department concerned. 

Sec. 416. The Secretaries of the hiilitary departments are author¬ 
ized to contract for the storage, handling, and distribution of liquid 
fuels for periods not exceeding five years, with option to renew for 
additional periods not exceeding five years, for a total not to exceed 
tw’enty years. This authority is limited to facilities which conform 
to the criteria prescribed by the Secretary of Defense for protection, 
including dispersal, and also are included in a program approved by 
the Secretary of Defense for the protection of petroleum facilities. 
Such contracts may provide that the Government at the expiration or 
termination thereof shall have the option to purchase the facility under 
contract without regard to sections 1136, 3648, and 3734 of the Revised 
Statutes, as amended, and prior to approval of title to the underly¬ 
ing land by the Attorney General: Provided further^ That the Secre¬ 
taries of the military departments shall report to the Armed Services 
Committees of the Senate and the House of Representatives with 
respect to the names of the contractors and the terms of the contracts, 
the reports to be furnished at times and in such form as may be agreed 
upon between the Secretaries of the military departments and the^ 
Committees on Armed Services. 

Sec. 417. That, notwithstanding any other law, the Secretary of a ^ 
military department may lease, for terms of not more than five years, 
off-base structures including real property relating thereto, in foreign 
countries, needed for militarv purposes. 

Sec. 418. In the design of family housing or any other repetitive 
type buildings in the continental United States authorized by this 
Act, the military departments may, to the extent deemed practicable, 
use the principle of modular design in order that the facility may be 
built by conventional construction, on-site fabrication, or factory 
fabrication. 

Sec. 419. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this x\.ct or of 
any other provision of law except a provision of law hereafter enacted 
expressly in limitation hereof, no contract shall be entered into by the 
United States for the construction or acq^uisition of family housing 
units by or for the use of military or civilian personnel of any of the 
military services unless— 
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(1) the Secretary of Defense has submitted to the Armed to Con- 
Services Committees of the Senate and of the House of Repp- 
sentatives a written report stating the intent to construct or acquire ® ' 
such units, certifying that the number of units to be constructed 
or acquired is consistent with the long range troop strength to be 
stationed at the location of such units, and showing the location, 
number, and estimated cost of such housing units, and the existing 
housing at such location; and 

(2) (a) a one hundred and eighty-day period has elapsed 
since the submission of such reportj or (b) the committees have 
advised the Secretary of Defense, in writing, that there are no 
further questions to be asked concerning the project contemplated 
in such contract. 

Sec. 420. The first two sentences of section 404 of the Housing 69 stat. 652. 
Amendments of 1955 are amended to read as follows: “Whenever the 42 use 1594a. 

Secretaiw of Defense or his designee deems it necessary for the pur¬ 
pose of tnis title, he may acquire by purchase, donation, condemnation, 
or other means of transfer, any land or (with the approval of the 
Federal Housing Commissioner) any housing financed with mort¬ 
gages insured under the provisions of title VIII of the National Hous¬ 
ing Act as in effect prior to the enactment of the Housing Amendments 
of 1955. The purchase price of any such housing shall not exceed the Ante, p. 273. 
Federal Housing Administration Commissioner’s estimate of the 
replacement cost of such housing and related property (not including 
the value of any improvements installed or constructed with appro¬ 
priated funds) as of the date of final endorsement for mortgage 
insurance reduced by an appropriate allowance for physical deprecia¬ 
tion, as determined oy the Secretary of Defense or his designee upon 
the advice of the Commissioner: Provided^ That in any case where the 
Secretary or his designee acquires a project held by the Commissioner, 
the price paid shall not exceed the face value of the debentures (plus 
accrued interest thereon) which the Commissioner issued in acquiring 
such project.” 

Sec. 421. None of the authority contained in titles I, II, and III limitation 
of this Act shall be deemed to authorize any building construction 
project within the continental United States at an average nationwide ^ 
unit cost in excess of— 

(a) $22 per square foot for cold-storage warehousing; 
(b) $6 per square foot for regular warehousing; 
(c) $1,850 per man for permanent barracks; 

I (d) $6,500 per man for bachelor officer quarters, 
unless the Secretary of Defense determines that, because of special 
circumstances, application to such project of the limitation on unit 
costs contained in this section is impracticable. 

Sec. 422. None of the authorization contained in section 101 of this Army. 
Act for the construction of three-hundred-and-twenty-six-man bar- feoilities 

racks with mess shall be used to provide, with respect to any such 
barracks, for mess facilities other than a single, consolidated mess. 

Approved August 3, 1956. 
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