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87th Congress, H, R, 13273
October 23, 1962
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Authorizing the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works
on rivers and harbors for navigation, flood control, and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in (ongress assembled,

TITLE I—RIVERS AND HARBORS

Sec. 101. That the following works of improvement of rivers and
harbors and other waterways ?or navigation, flood control, and other
purposes are hereby adopted and authorized to be prosecuted under
the direction of the Secretary of the Army and supervision of the
Chief of Engineers, in accordance with the plans and subject to the
conditions recommended by the Chief of Engineers in the respective
reports hereinafter designated : Provided, That the })rovisions of sec-
tion 1 of the River and Harbor Act approved March 2, 1945 (Public
Law Numbered 14, Seventy-ninth Congress, first session ), shall govern
with ‘respect to projects authorized in this title; and the procedures
therein set forth with respect to plans, proposals, or reports for works
of improvement for navigation or flood control and for irrigation and
purposes incidental thereto, shall apply as if herein set forth in full:

NAVIGATION

Narraguagus River, Maine: House Document Numbered 330,

Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $500,000;
arvers Harbor, Vinalhaven, Maine: Senate Document Numbered
118, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $205,000;

Searsport Harbor, Maine : House Document Numbered 500, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $700,000;

Portland Harbor, Maine : House Pocument Numbered 216, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $8,340,000;

Kennebunk River, Maine : House Document Numbered 459, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $270,000;

Portsmouth Harbor and Piscataqua River, Maine and New Hamp-
shire: House Document Numbered 482, Eighty-seventh Congress,
at an estimated cost of $7,500,000;

Gloucester Harbor, Massachusetts: House Document Numbered 341,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,100,000;

Marblehead Harbor, Massachusetts: House Document Numbered
516, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,752,000;

Chelsea Harbor, Massachusetts: House Document Numbered 350,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,843,000;

Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, Massachusetts: Senate Docu-
ment Numbered 126, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost
of $7,050,000;

Plymouth Harbor, Massachusetts: Senate Document Numbered
124, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,200,000;

Pawtuxet Cove, Rhode Island: House Document Numbered 236,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $210,000;

reat Lakes to Hudson River Waterway, New York: River and
Harbor Committee Document Numbered 20, Seventy-third Congress,
for the further partial accomplishment of the approved plan there
1s hereby authorized to be appropriated, in addition to sums previously
authorized, $1,000,000;

Little Neck Bay, New York: House Document Numbered 510,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,185,000;
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Flushing Bay and Creek, New York: House Document Numbered
551, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,695,000;

Buttermilk Channel, New York: House Document Numbered 483,
Eighty-seventh Con , at an estimated cost of $2,226,000; '

ewark Bay, Hackensack and Passaic Rivers, New Jersey (chan-
nels to Port Elizabeth): Modification of the existing navigation
project authorized by the River and Harbor Act of 1954 (Public Law
780, Eighty-third éongress), House Document Numbered 252, is
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the plans being
prepared by the Chief of Engineers, subject to the approval of such
plans by the Secretary of the Army and the President;

Raritan River, New Jersey: House Document Numbered 455,
Eighty-sixth Congress, maintenance;

ynnhaven Inlet, Bay, and connecting waters, Virginia: House
Document Numbered 580, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated
cost of $1,068,000: Provided, That nothing in this Act shall be con-
strued as authorizing reimbursement to local interests for the Long
k-Broad Bay Canal Bridge;

James River, %irginia: House Document Numbered 586, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $39,000,000: Provided, That
this authorization shall expire after a period of five years from the
date of approval of this Act unless the Governor of Virginia has
endorsed the project within that time: And provided further, That
Erior to construction, there will be submitted to the Congress a feasi-

ility report which takes account of possible adverse effects of the
project on seed oyster production;

North Carolina, ~ - Rollinson Channel and channel from Hatteras Inlet to Hatteras,
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North Carolina: House Document Numbered 457, Eighty-seventh
Congress, at an estimated cost of $652,000;

Wilmi n Harbor, North Carolina: Senate Document Numbered
114, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,370,000;

Savannah Harbor, Georgia: Senate Document Numbered 115,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $605,000;

éanaveral Harbor, Florida: Senate Document Numbered 140,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at the estimated cost. of $5,076,000;

ey West Harbor, Florida: Senate Document Numbered 106,

Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $820,000;

Tampa Harbor, Port Sutton and Ybor Channels, Florida: House
Document Numbered 529, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated
cost of $997,000;

Pensacola Harbor, Florida: House Document Numbered 528,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $424,000;

Walter F. George lock and dam, Alabama : Senate Document Num-
bered 109, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $500,000;

Holt lock and dam, Alabama: The Secretary of the Army is hereby
authorized and directed to cause an immediate study to be made under
the direction of the Chief of Engineers with a view to providing
hydroelectric power generating facilities in said dam, and his report
on such study shall be submitted to the Congress by the Secretary of
the Army within the first period of sixty calendar days of continuous
session of the Eighty-eighth Congress;

Pascagoula Harbor, Mississippi: House Document Numbered 560,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,870,000;

Mississippi River, Baton Rouge to Gulf of Mexico, Louisiana:
Senate Document Numbered 36, ]%ighty-seventh Congress, at an esti-
mated cost of $357,000;

The project, Mississippi River, Baton Rouge to the Gulf of Mexico,
barge channel through Devils Swamp, Louisiana (Baton Rouge
Harbor), authorized by the River and Harbor Act of 1946, in accord-
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ance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House
Document Numbered 321, Eightieth Congress, as amended by the
Flood Control Act of 1948, is hereby further amended to provide for
the provision as required, of suitable dikes and other retaininﬁ
structures at a Federal cost of $299,500, for the construction an
future maintenance of the project, in order to provide additional
industrial sites with water frontage which are now needed to permit
the normal development and expansion of the industrial and commer-
cial activities of the locality : Provided, That local interests contribute
the sum of $100,500 toward the cost of the work;

Bayous Terrebonne, Petit Caillou, Grand Caillou, Du Large, and
connecting channels, Louisiana, and Atchafalaya River, Morgan Cit
to Gulf of Mexico: House Document Numbered 583, Eighty-sevent.
Congress, at an estimated cost of $45,000;

Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, Louisiana and Texas: House Docu-
ment Numbered 556, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$25,540,000: Provided, That the authority to make such modifications
as in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers may be advisable, as set
forth in House Document Numbered 556, Eighty-seventh Congress,
shall be interpreted to apply to, but not limited to, the improvement of
the existing channels at proposed channel relocation sites in lieu of
such relocations;

Calecasieu River salt water barrier, Louisiana: House Document
Numbered 582, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$3,310,000: Provided, That the Corps of Engineers is directed to study
the question of cost sharing taking into account that measures for miti-
gation of damages from navigation improvements will be a Federal
responsibility and enhancement effects will be shared on the basis of a
50 per centum Federal and 50 per centum non-Federal; such cost
sharing is hereby authorized as determined to be feasible and justified
by the Chief of Engineers and Secretary of the Army within the first
period of sixty calendar days of continuous session of the Congress
after the date on which the report is submitted to it unless such report
is disapproved by the Congress;

Mississippi River at Clarksville, Missouri: House Document Num-
bered 552, Igighty—seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $103,300;

Sandy Slough, Lincoln County, Missouri: House Document Num-
bered 419, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $195,000;

Sabine-Nec%es Waterway, Texas: House Document Numbered 553,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $20,830,000;

Trinity River, Wallisville Reservoir, Texas: House Document Num-
bered 215, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $9,162,000:
Provided, That nothing in this Act shall be construed as authorizing
the acquisition of additional lands for establishment of a national
wildlife refuge at the reservoir;

Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, channel to Palacios, Texas: House
Document Numbered 504, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated
cost of $818,000;

Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, channel to Victorin, Texas: House
Document Numbered 288, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated
cost of $1,590,000;

Illinois Waterway, Illinois and Indiana: House Document Num-
bered 31, Eighty-sixth Congress, is approved and there is hereby
authorized the sum of $40,000,000 for initiation and partial accom-
plishment of the project;

Kaskaskia River, 1llinois: Senate Document Numbered 44, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $58,200,000;

Mississippi River between Missouri River and Minneapolis, Minne-
sota: House Document Numbered 513, Eighty-seventh Congress, at
an estimated cost of $1,205,000;
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Ontonagon Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbered 287,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,741,000;

Muskegon Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbered 474,
Elfg‘!;ty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $609,000;

land Harbor, Micfxigan: House Document Numbered 413,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $485,000;
ittle Bay De Noc, Gladstone Harbor and Kipling, Michigan:
House Document Numbered 480, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an
estimated cost of $350,000;

Green Bay Harbor, Wisconsin: House Document Numbered 470,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,270,000;

Kenosha Harbor, Wisconsin: House Document Numbered 496,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $673,000;

Manitowoc Harbor, Wisconsin: House Document Numbered 479,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $719,000;

Milwaukee Harbor, Wisconsin: House Document Numbered 134,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,029,000;

hicago Harbor, Tllinois: House Document Numbered 485, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,505,000;

Calumet Harbor and River, Illinois and Indiana: House Document
Numbered 581, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$11,464,000;

New Buffalo Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbsred 481,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $667,000;

(%aseville Harbor, Michigan: House Document Numbered 64,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $327.000;

aginaw River, Michigan: House Document Numbered 544,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $4,780,000;

Rouge River, Michigan: House Document Numbered 509, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $257,000;

Huron Harbor, Ohio: House Document Numbered 165, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $8,557,000;

Clevelandlharbor, Ohio: House Document Numbered 527, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $888,000;

Conneaut Harbor, Ohio: House Document Numbered 415, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,179,000;

Erie Harbor, Pennsylvania: House Document Numbered 340,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $671,000;

Buffalo Harbor, New York: House Document Numbered 451,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,797,000;

reat Sodus Bay Harbor, New York: House Document Numbered
138, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $765,000;

Oswego Harbor, New York: House Document Numbered 471,

Eighty-seventh Clongress, at an estimated cost of $1,180,000;

ana Point Harbor, California: House Document Numbered 532,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,730,000;

anta Barbara Harbor, California: House Document Numbered
518, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,000,000;

Oakland Harbor, Caﬁfornia, Fruitvale Avenue Bridge: Senate
Document Numbered 75, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost
of $1,750,000;

Oakland Harbor, California: House Document Numbered 353,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $6,775,000;

Noyo River and Harbor, California: Senate Document Numbered
121, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $13,231,000;

Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers, Oregon and Washington :
House Document Numbered 203, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an
estimated cost of $493,000;
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Columbia and Lower Willamette Rivers below Vancouver, Wash-
ington, and Portland, Oregon: House Document Numbered 452,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $20,100,000;

acoma Harbor, Port Industrial and Hylebos Waterways, Wash-
ington : Senate Document Numbered 104, Eighty-seventh Congress, at
an estimated cost of $2,460,000; _

Kingston Harbor, Washington: House Document Numbered 417,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $428,000;

winomish Channel, Washington : House Document Numbered 499,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $887,000;

Kaunakakai Harbor, Molokai, Hawaii: House Document Numbered
484, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $7,919,000;

The project for Hilo Harbor, Hawaii, authorized by Public Law
645, Eighty-sixth Congress, is hereby modified to provide for adjust-
ment of the cash contribution required of local interest in accordance
with recommendations by the Secretary of the Army and approved by
t]he President, such adjustment to be made at the earliest practicable
date,

BEACH EROSION..

State of New Hampshire : House Document Numbered 416, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $88,000;

Fire Island Inlet and shore westerly to Jones Inlet, Long Island,
New York: Modification of the existing beach erosion control project
authorized by the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (Public Law 500,
Eighty-fifth Congress), House Document Numbered 411, Eighty-
fifth Congress, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with
the plans, which will include a sand bypassing system at Fire Island
Inlet, being prepared by the Chief of Engineers, subject to the
zipproval o% such plans by the Secretary of the Army and the Presi-
dent;

Clark Point, New Bedford, Massachusetts: House Document Num-
bered 584, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $60,000;

Virginia Beach, Virginia : House-Document Numbered 382, Eighty-
seventh Congress. periodic nourishment;

Fort Macon, Atlantic Beach and vicinity, North Carolina: House
Document Numbered 555, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated
cost of $194,000;

Palm Beach County from Martin County line to Lake Worth Inlet
and from South Lake Worth Inlet to Broward (lounty line, Florida:
House Document Numbered 164, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an esti-
mated cost of $128,800;

Virginia Key and Key Biscayne, Florida: House Document Num-
bered 561, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $220,000;

San Juan and vicinity, Puerto Rico: House Document Numbered
575, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $65,400;

Lake Erie shoreline from the Michigan-Ohio State line to Marble-
head, Ohio: House Document Numbered 63, Eighty-seventh Congress,
at an estimated cost of $658,500;

Sheffield Lake community park, Sheflield Lake Village, Ohio:
House Document Numbered 414, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an esti-
mated cost of $100,300;

Ventura-Pierpont area, California: House Document Numbered
458, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $515,000.

Orange County, California, House Document Numbered 602,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,845,000.

EC. 102, That the Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized to
reimburse local interests for such work done by them on the beach
erosion projects authorized in section 101, and in other sections of this
Act, subsequent to the initiation of the cooperative studies which form
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the basis for the projects: Provided, That the work which may have
been done on these projects is approved by the Chief of Engineers as
heing in accordance with the projects herein adopted: Provided
further, That such reimbursement shall be subject to appropriations
applicai)le thereto or funds available therefor and shall not take
precedence over other pending projects of higher priority for improve-
ments. '

Skc. 103. (2) The Act approved August 13, 1946, as amended by the
Act approved July 28, 1956 (33 U.S.C. 426e-h), pertaining to shore
protection, is hereby further amended as follows:

(1) the word “one-third” in section 1(b) is deleted and the
word “one-half” is substituted therefor;

(2) the following is added after the word “located” in section
1(b) : %, except that the costs allocated to the restoration and pro-
tection of Federal property shall be borne fully by the Federal
Government, and, further, that Federal participation in the cost
of a project for restoration and protection of State, county, and
other publicly owned shore parks and conservation areas may be,
in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers, not more than 70 per
centum of the total cost exclusive of land costs, when such areas:
Include a zone which excludes permanent human habitation;
include but are not limited to recreational beaches; satisfy ade-
quate criteria for conservation and development of the natural
resources of the environment; extend landward a sufficient dis-
tance to include, where appropriate, protective dunes, bluffs, or
other natural features which serve to protect the uplands from
damage ; and provide essentially full park facilities for appropria-
ate public use, all of which shall meet with the approval of the
Chief of Engineers”;

(3) the following is added after the word “supplemented” in
section 1(e) : %, or, In the case of a small project under section 3
of this Act, unless the plan therefor has been approved by the
Chief of Engineers”; and

(4) sections 2 and 3 are amended to read as follows:

“Skc. 2. The Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized to reim-
burse local interests for work done by them, after initiation of the
survey studies which form the basis for the project, on authorized proj-
ects which individually do not exceed $1,000,000 in total cost: Pro-
vided, That the work which may have been done on the projects is
approved by the Chief of Engineers as being in accordance with the
asuthorized projects: Provided further, That such reimbursement shall
be subject to api)ropriations applicable thereto or funds available
tl}érefor and shall not take precedence over other pending projects of

gher priority for improvements. :

I
Small construc=- /4 “Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized to under-

tlion projects,
authorization,

‘take construction of small shore and beach restoration and protection
projects not specifically authorized by Congress, which otherwise
comply with section 1 of this Act, when he finds that such work is
advisable, and he is further authorized to allot from any appropria-
tions hereafter made for civil works, not to exceed $3,000,000 for any
one fiscal year for the Federal share of the costs of construction of
such projects: Provided, That not more than $400,000 shall be allotted
for this purpose for any single project and the total amount allotted
shall be sufficient to complete the Federal participation in the project
under this section including periodic nourishment as provided for
under section 1(c) of this Act: Provided further, That the provisions
of local cooperation specified in section 1 of this Act shall apply:
And provided further, That the work shall be complete in itself and
shall not commit the United States to any additional improvement to
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insure its successful operation, except for participation in periodic
beach nourishment in accordance with section l(cl)) of this Act, and
as may result from the normal procedure applying to projects author-
ized after submission of survey reports.”

(b) All provisions of existing law relating to surveys of rivers and
harbors shall apply to surveys relating to shore protection and section
2 of the River and Harbor Act approved July 3, 1930, as amended (33
U.S.C. 426), is modified to the extent inconsistent herewith.

(¢) The cost-sharing provisions of this Act shall apply in deter-
mining the amounts of Federal participation in or payments toward
the costs of authorized projects which have not been substantially
completed prior to the date of approval of this Act, and the Chief of
Engineers, through the Beach Erosion Board, is authorized and
directed to recompute the amounts of Federal contribution toward the
~-gosts of such projects accordingly.

Skc. 104. The project for aquatic plant control authorized by the
River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 297, 300) is hereby modified
to provide that research costs and planning costs prior to construction
shall be borne fully by the United States and shall not be included in
the cost to be shared by local interests.

Skc. 105. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to convey 17.94
acres of land located at old lock and dam numbered 7, Ohio River, to
the city of Midland, Pennsylvania, after November 1, 1962, for public
park and recreation purposes, without monetary consideration but
subject to reversion to the United States if not utilized for public
park and recreation purposes and further subject to such flowage
rights as may be necessary in the operation of the New Cumberland
lock and dam, Ohio River.

Skc. 106. Section 110(f) of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72
Stat. 297) is amended by changing the period to a comma and adding
the following: “and upon completion of transfer to the said State of
all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to the canal
in accordance with the agreement executed December 14, 1960, bet ween
the Chief of Engineers and the representatives of said State, the addi-
tional sum of $800,000 is hereby authorized to be appropriated to be
expended by the Corps of Engineers, or by said State, for the repair
and modification of any canal properties and appurtenances, notwith-
standing the provisions of section 110(b)-hereof.”

Skc. 107. The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed to
prepare and transmit to Congress, at the earliest practicable date, a
compilation of survey and review reports on river and harbor and
flood control improvements, similar to that prepared in accordance
with the Act of March 4, 1913, revised in accordance with the Acts of
July 3, 1930, August 30, 1935, and May 17, 1950, and printed in House
Document Numbered 214, Eighty-second Congress, first session.

Sec. 108. The Chief of Engineers is authorized to perform such
work as may be necessary to provide for the repair and restoration of
lock and dam numbered 38 on the Big Sandy River: Provided, That the
work authorized herein shall have no effect on the condition that
local interests shall operate and maintain the structure and related
properties as required by the Act of Congress approved August 6,
1956 (70 Stat. 1062): And provided further, That there is hereby
authorized to be expended from appropriations hereafter made for
civil functions administered by the Department of the Army, such
funds as may be necessary for the repair and restoration of lock and
dam numbered 3 on the Big Sandy River, not to exceed $200,000.

Skc. 109. The body of water designated as the Redondo Beach Har-
bor. California, shall be known and designated -hereafter as the
Redondo Beach King Harbor, California. Any law, regulation, map,
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document, record, or other paper of the United States in which such
body of water is referred to shall be held to refer to it as the Redondo
Beach King Harbor, California.

Sec. 110, The Secretary of the Army is hereby authorized and
directed to cause surveys to be made at the following named localities
and subject to all apphcable provisions of section 110 of the River and
Harbor Act of 1950:

Falmouth Harbor, Maine.

Channel between Point Shirley and Deer Island, Massachusetts.
Little Egg Inlet, New Jersey. '

Brigantine Inlet, New Jersey.

Corsons Inlet, New Jersey.

Kings Bay Deepwater Channel, Georgia.

Auglaize River at Wapakoneta, Ohio.

Surveys of the coastal areas of the United States and its possessions,
including the shores of the Great Lakes, in the interest of beach ero-
sion control, hurricane protection and related purposes: Provided,
That surveys of particular areas shall be authorized by appropriate
resolutions of either the Committee on Public Works of the United
States Senate or the Committee on Public Works of the House of
Representatives.

EC. 111. Title I of this Act may be cited as the “River and Harbor

Act of 1962”.
TITLE I1—FLOOD CONTROL

i } L .

Skc. 201. Section 3 of the Act approved June 22, 1936 (Public Law
Numbered 738, Seventy-fourth Congress), as amended by section 2
of the Act approved June 28, 1938 (Public Law Numbered 761,
Seventy-fifth Congress), shall apply to all works authorized in this
title except that for any channel improvement or channel rectification
;;mject, provisions (a), (b), and (e) of section 3 of said Act of
June 22, 1936, shall apply thereto, and except as otherwise provided
by law : Provided, That the authorization for any flood control project
herein adopted req'uiring local cooperation shall expire five years from
the date on which local Iinterests are notified in writing by the Depart-
ment of the Army of the requirements of local cooperation, unless
said interests shall within said time furnish assurances satisfactory
to the Secretary of the Army that the required cooperation will be
furnished.

Skec. 202. The provisions of section 1 of the Act of December 22, .
1944 (Public Law Numbered 534, Seventy-eighth Congress, second
session ), shall govern with respect to projects authorized in this Act,

" and the procedures therein set forth with respect to plans, proposals,

or reports for works of improvement for navigation or flood control
and for irrigation and purposes incidental thereto shall apply as if
herein set forth in full.

Navigation im- ~ Sec. 203. The following works of improvement for the benefit of

provement proJ-
ects.

Authorization,

navigation and the control of destructive floodwaters and other pur-
poses are hereby adopted and authorized to be prosecuted under the
direction of the Secretary of the Army and the supervision of the
Chief of Engineers in accordance witﬁ the plans in the respective
reports hereinafter designated and subject to the conditions set forth
therein: Provided, That the necessary plans, specifications, and pre-
liminary work may be prosecuted on any project authorized in this
title with funds from appropriations hereafter made for flood control
so as to be ready for rapid inauguration of a construction program:
Provided further, That the projects authorized herein shall be ini-
tiated as expeditiously and prosecuted as vigorously as may be con-
sistent with budgetary requirements: And provided further, That
penstocks and other similar facilities adapted to possible future use
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in the development of hydroelectric power shall be installed in any
dam authorized in this Act for construction by the Department of the
Army when approved by the Secretary of the Army on the recom-
mendation of the Chief of Engineers and the Federal Power Com-
mission. N N

NEW ENGLAND-ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Wareham-Marion,
Massachusetts, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with
the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document
lgsumbered 548, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$3,811,500.

The project for navigation and hurricane-flood protection at Point
Judith, Rhode Island, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Docu-
1$nent Numbered 521, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$2,414,000.

The project for navigation and hurricane-flood control protection at
Narragansett Pier, Rhode Island, is hereby authorized substantially
in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in
House Document Numbered 195, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an esti-
mated cost of $1,152,000.

LONG ISLAND SOUND AREA

The project for hurricane-flood control protection at New London,
Connecticut, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num-
bered 478, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,401,000.

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Westport, Connecticut,
is hereEy authorized substantially in accordance with the recommen-
dations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 412,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $217,000.

’%he project for hurricane-flood protection at Mystic, Connecticut, is
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 411,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,490,000.

HOUSATONIC RIVER BASIN

The project for flood protection on the Naugatuck River at Ansonia-
Derby, Connecticut, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance
with the recommendations ofy the Chief of Engineers in House Docu-
ment Numbered 437, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost
of $5,620,000.

HUDSON RIVER BASIN

The project for flood protection on Rondout Creek and Wallkill
River and their tributaries, New York and New Jersey, is hereby au-
thorized substantially in accordance with the recommendations of the
Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 113, Eighty-seventh
Congress, at an estimated cost of $5,111,000.

NEW JERSEY-ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA

The project for hurricane-flood protection and beach erosion control
on Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, New Jersey, is hereby author-
ized substantiafly in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief
of Engineers in House Document Numbered 464, Eighty-seventh
Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,097,000.
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SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN

The project for construction of the Fall Brook and Ayleworth
Creek Reservoirs, and local flood protection works on the Lackawanna
River at Scranton, Pennsylvania, is hereby authorized substantially
as recommended by the Chief of Engineers, in Senate Document Num-
bered 141, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,596,000.

The project for the Juniata River and tributaries, Pennsylvania,
is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommen-
dations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 565,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $32,150,000: Pro-
wided, That installation of the power %enerating facilities shall not be
made until the Chief of Engineers shall submit a reexamination report
to the Congress for authorization.

/ DELAWARE RIVER BASIN

The project for the comprehensive development of the Delaware
River Basin, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware, is
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Chief of Engineers, in House Document Numbered 522,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $192,400,000,

POTOMAC RIVER BASIN

The project for the North Branch of the Potomac River, Maryland
and West Virginia, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance
with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers, in House Docu-
ment Numbered 469, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost

MIDDLE ATLANTIC COASTAL AREA

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Norfolk, Virginia, is
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 354,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $1,537,000.

The project for hurricane-flood protection and beach erosion control
at Wrightsville Beach, North ("arolina, is hereby authorized substan-
tially in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engi-
neers in House Document Numbered 511, Eighty-seventh Congress,
at an estimated cost of $345,000.

The project for hurricane-flood protection and beach erosion con-
trol at 8&1‘0“11:1 Beach and vicinity, North Carolina, is hereby author-
ized substantially in accordance with the recommendations of the
Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 418, Eighty-seventh
(‘ongress, at an estimated cost of $739,000.

APALACHICOLA RIVER BASIN, GEORGIA

The project for the West PPoint Reservoir, Chattahoochee River,

Greorgia, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the
&', : ; VLY
recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document
Numbered 570, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
-\ U ’ & e t
$52,900,000. A N
CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA

The comprehensive plan for flood control and other purposes in
central and southern Florida approved in the Act of June 30, 1948,

\
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and subsequent Acts of Congress, is hereby modified to include the
following items: ‘

The project for flood protection of West Palm Beach Canal is
hereby authorized substantially as recommended by the Secretary
of the Army and the Chief of Engineers in Senate ument Num-
bered 146, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,220,000,

The project for flood protection on Boggy Creek, Florida, is hereby
authorized substantially as recommende%ggy the Chief of Engineers
in Senate Document Numbered 125, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an
estimated cost of $1,176,000.

The project for South Dade County, Florida, is hereby authorized
substantially in accordance with the recommendations of the Secre-
tary of the Army and the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document
Numbered 138, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$23,388,000. NNy
" The project for Shingle Creek, Florida, between Clear Lake and
Lake Tohopekaliga, for flood control and major drainage is hereby
authorized substantially as recommended by the Chief of Engineers in
Senate Document Numbered 139, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an
estimated cost of $3,250,000: Prom'def, That no obligation shall be
incurred for development of the Reedy Creek Swamp as a wildlife
management area unless the State or one or more other non-Federal
entities shall have entered into an agreement in advance to assume at
least 50 per centum of the cost associated with that feature of the

roject. SN N ey

The project for flood protection in the Cutler drain area, Florida, is
hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Chief of Engineers in Senate Document Numbered 123,
Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $2,063,000 : Provided,
That local interests shall receive credit in the Contributed Fund
Account of the project for moneys shown to have been spent after
March 1, 1960, for construction of units of the authorized plan for Cut-
ler Drain: Provided further, That such completed work must be
inspected and accepted by the Chief of Engineers as constituting use-
ful parts of the authorized plan: And provided further, That the
credit established shall be in accordance with cost sharing arrange-
ments for the central and southern Florida flood control project in an
amount not to exceed $124,000.

GREEN SWAMP REGION, FLORIDA

The project for the Four River Basins, Florida, namely the Hills-
borough, Oklawaha, Withlacoochee, and Peace Rivers, is hereby
authorized substantially in accordance with the recommendations of
the Chief of Engineers in House Document Numbered 5835, Eighty-
seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $57,760,000: Provided, That
the cost sharing shall be as recommended by the Secretary of the Army
in House Document Numbered 585, Eighty-seventh Congress: And
provided further, That planning and construction on the Lowery-
Mattie Conservation Area and its appurtenant works is deferred until
additional studies are made thereon, and a further report submitted
to the Congress.

PASCAGOULA RIVER BASIN

The project for flood protection on the Chunky Creek, Chickasa-
whay and Pascagoula Rivers, Mississippi, is hereby authorized sub-
stantially in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of
Engineers in House Document Numbered 549, Eighty-seventh Con-
gress, at an estimated cost of $6,740,000.

Lowery-Mattie
Conservation
Area.
Additional
studies.
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LOWER MISSISSIPPI RIVER BASIN

The project for flood control and improvement of the lower Missis-
sippi River adopted by the Act approved May 15, 1928, as amended by
snﬁ)sequent Acts, is hereby moglﬁed and expanded to include the
following item:

(a) Monetary authorizations heretofore and hereafter made avail-
able to the project or any portion thereof shall be combined into a
single sum and be available for application to any portion of the

roject.
b 'llhe project for flood control and improvement of the lower Missis-
sil())gi River, adopted by the Act of May 15, 1928, as amended, is hereby
modified and expanded to include construction of certain improve-
ments in Gin and Muddy Bayous, Yazoo River Basin, Missis-
S?Ei’ substantially in accordance with plans on file in the Office, Chief
of Engineers, subject to the approval of such plans by the Secretary
of the Army and tiw President, at an estimated cost of $150,000.

The project for hurricane-flood protection on the Mississippi River
Delta at and below New Orleans, Louisiana, is hereby authorized
substantially in accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of
Engineers in House Document. Numbered 550, Eighty-seventh Con-
gress, at an estimated cost of $7,502,000.

The project for flood protection on Red River in Natchitoches and
Red River Parishes, Louisiana, is hereby authorized substantially in
accordance with the recommendations of the Chief of Engineers in
House Document Numbered 476, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an esti-
mated cost of $1,293,000. :

The lower auxiliary channel, Yazoo River Basin, Mississippi, a unit
in the Mississippi River and tributaries project, shall hereafter be
known and designated as the Will M. Whittington Auxiliary Channel
in honor of the ttte Member of the House of Representatives from the
Third District of Mississippi, and former chairman of the House
Public Works Committee, The Secretary of the Army, acting through
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, is hereby authorized and
directed to erect appropriate markers along the auxiliary channel
designating the project “The Will M. \Vhittin(%ton Anuxiliary Chan-
nel”. Any law, regulation, document, or record of the United States
in which such project is designated or referred to under the name of
lower auxiliary channel, Yazoo River Basin, Mississippi, shall be held
and considered to refer to such project by the name of “Will M,
Whittington Auxiliary Channel”.

BUFFALO BAYOU

The project for flood protection on Vince and Little Vince Bayous,
Texas, 1s hereby ‘authorized substantially as recommended by the Chief
of Engineers in House Document Numbered 441, Eighty-seventh Con-
gress, at an estimated cost of $2,224,000.

GULF OF MEXICO

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Port Arthur and
vicinity, Texas, is hereby authorized substantially in accordance with
the recommendations ef the Chief of Engineers in House Document
Numbered 505, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of
$23,380,000.

The project for hurricane-flood protection at Freeport and vicinity,
Texas, 1s hereby authorized substantially in accordance with the rec-
ommendations of the Chief of Engineers in House Document Num-
bered 495, Eighty-seventh Congress, at an estimated cost of $3,780,000.
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