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SRR EE ' House of Representatives,
o ‘ Joint Subcommlttees on Fisheries and Wildlife
w0 Congservation and the Environment, and the
AT Subcommittee on Oceanography of the
w cOmmlttee on Merchant Marine and. Flsheries,
P . _ ' Washxngton, D. C'°

““?he Subcommittees met at 10:10, a.m., in Room 1334

f;’Ldn§WBrth House Office Building, the Honorable John M. Murphy, |

I
i
i
it

i

‘presiding.

C | " ‘Pregent: Representatives Murphy, Studds, Hubbard, Bonker,|

&
I

i “B'Amours, Patterson, Oberstar, Mosher, Forsythe and Emery.
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hws-2 p ‘ - ' _ . ]
! Staff present: Ned P, Everett¢ Counsel; Wayng Smith, 2
2 | Minority Counsel; George Mannina, Minority Couhséi: and Carl ?f
. 3| ‘Perian, Professional Staff Member. : :
. “ v : | L ‘
LI | B ‘Mr. Murphy. The Subcommitiees will come tp or&é&@
6 I In the absence of a quorum we are going to procéeé on the | :f
ToU ccnsidération of H. R. 5710 and H. R. 6282, td‘exﬁend*the é
& ' "appropriations authorization of the Marine Ptoteétidﬁ, Research
v éi'andeanctuaries Act of 1972, and I will ask the counsel to g_ -{
i@ I briefly run through the authorization. | f
31 | ' Mr. Everett. Mr. Chairman, since a number of you were notg' ?
42 Iy here for the hearing, there is a summazy in each one of your | B
g 19 folders dated April 28, 1973, which kind of gives a little S
g i background on the legislation zand the departmental reports, |
5 {f and the position of the varicus agencies of the legisYation. ;Ef
18 o So if you want to, we will take five mind£é§)"&ﬁﬁ-We can | - ¥?
Y]  ' ¥iin through it dbriefly, and give us a refresheﬁ, and ﬁnform |
40 ‘the nay mewbers of it.
) “The Marine"?rotecticn, Research, and Sandﬁuaxiesgﬁct of
e 1972 (BP.1. 92~532), batter kaowa as the 5anan.pumpingLAct,“
5 | gg;f_xis & product of Jjoint action by the Subcommittee oh,fi@herieﬁ
o P i ‘ >
(QH 2% %' and Wildlife Conservation and the Fnvironment and the Subcom~
2% i “mittee on Oceanography duriag the 92nd Congress. | |
C 74 The Act :1«5 composed of three Titles-lac_es‘an !
- 25 I outxight ban on the dumping of high-level radioactive wastes

|
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o
aﬁ} | ’ Lo
hww ‘3 j‘ and all biological, chemical and radiological warfare agents |
2 g " into our ocean waters. Also, it prohibits the dumping into
. 3 gj '“'%tﬁiaéé'_waters of all waste méterial, except as iﬁay'bel_é;;:ﬁhofiz'eﬁ
o 4 | by permit issued by the Administrator of the Envitronmental |
- - - L
‘5 i " Protection Agency or the Secretary of the Ai'my, as the case may
¢ ji  be. |
o v;be Administrator is charded with the .reqﬁlreh\eﬁtf of
g ‘recqulating the dumping of all waste material, except for '
s i dredgm’ i_ﬁatez*ials_, which is regulated by the Army Cof'é);s of
W _Ehgineérs;“ | |
b | .. "In generai. the Administrator' controls all oceanbdumped a
iz oy wav.te material by the issuance of perm ts, des;l.gnatlng areas I ;
ﬂ '_whev'e seean dumping is prohlbh_ed, and es‘tabll shing criteria ;
: w: "~ to b@ met when considering and reviewing applications Ffor | "' ;;_\
‘ o ocean dumping of waste material. : H )
s ,«; The Army Coréé, of. Engiﬁeers is chai‘ged wi'th “the” ifss;ﬁance of
; % "of permits for occian dumping of dredged materials based on
4y JE critaris established by the Administrator. | ‘
a0 ;} The Coast ‘Guaﬁ:d is charged with the responsibility of
’%j ' "’mppi‘: Ping and survnilld we of the transportatlon ox dumplng
é OoFf dd;_ waste materials. - | o | ]
Q :f V" : u'thorized to be appropriated to carry its pur- - wwa
» A %; ‘poses $2 .6 mill ion for sc 1 year 1373 and $5.5 million for
& ié each of figcal yeaxrs 1974 'and 1975. , ' |
by fg . “ of the Act requires the Secfetar\] of Commerce

=
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| 4

i

i to carry out comprehensive and continuing programs of research ﬂ
2 on both the short raage and long range effects of the dumping

— / - - %

) M' : f

'‘'of waste material into our oceans, brackish waters, and the

’ 4 ¥ waters of the Great—¥ake o ' o N
b p— R : . b
I Title II aﬂthorized ta be appropriated to carry out its WPN3. ¢

B . o . o o
€ " purposes up to $6 million per year for fiscal years 1974, 1975 | e
7 and 1976. (It is to be noted that the appropriation authoriza- :
& J"tion under this title does not expire until June 30, 1976, ; '
H o, , . : - : : N Y ’ . ) -
“ ' whereas the appropriations on Titles I and TII expire June,
. o N 1
ng o -
e ]4 1875 .
i ;
1 -
L - . 3 i . < |
ﬁn?w: TII _AFf the Bct authorizes the Secretary of Commerce
12 to designate certein areas in our ocean waters, brackish waters,
U - ' : - -
‘:} - 9B apd Great Lakes as marine sanctvaries which are deemed neces-
4 4 sary for the preservation or restoration of such areas for their R
i34 conservation, recueationsl, acoclogical, or esthetic values. | mJLEl :
" - \_\ — o
% Title ILI¥'antheorizes to be appropriated $10 million per _huha?}§§
v - \ - - "
77 . yesxr for fiscal ysewxs 1973, 1974, and 1975,
1 :
R E . New, E. B. 5710, since we had not received an Bxecutive
@ 4 Conmunication from the idministration at the time it was intro-
fuced on April 8, 1975, and would extend Titles I and III of
21 1 the Act for cne additional year; that is until June 30, 1976, at

22 1 whichk time all three titles nf the Act would expire at the same

Ny
ER

time.

L The funds authorized to be appropriated under Title I

i . . . Cqqa
1" based on thiz legislation would be $1.5 million, and under
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th-S P i Title IIi $10 million.

@ o 2 T H. R. 6282 {(Which was- 1ntroduced on April 22, 1975, ¢
3| as a result of an Executive Communication from the Env1ronmental'
‘ Lo & ""Protectlon Agency) would extend Title I of the Act for a per:.od SRR

s i of” two years, that is until June 30, 1977. The funds author-

;§ 1zed toi bm ‘appropriated under Title I would be '$1,260,000 for i ;#m

<

7 “ullscal year 1976, and S1i. 4 mllllon for flsoal “year 1977, (It - &

.._.....,‘
e e

ig” to ‘be noted that the Adminis traulon bill would not authorize'

3 || “any fundlng lor Title III, which expires June 30, 1975

g@ " However, it should be noted that the oecretary of Commerce,
1n his report on the 1eg1g1atxon, recommended fnndlng Tltle

III for twe additional years.) You can see the*éomméht later

.,_/I... R

It is the first time I have seen this happen, but the

Executive Communication came from EPA, and vet it must not

N .

13 i have been cleared through Commercep because Commerce cpmes ocut j
e f'with @ sgparate report, and comes up with the funding on a two :
g I year funding.

ﬁepartmental reports: Commerce =-- in‘commenting'bn H. R,

5710, it uupports an extension. of Tltle I, but defers to recom-|

! mendations of the regulatory agencies administering Tltle I

(-E = I as to ‘the period for extension and the funding requlrements.
s é,_..:. Also, it recommends that there be authorized £o be

. Eﬁ.;"appropriated to carry out Title III of the Act $1,250,000

\_’ -r\ . . -

# || for the period June 30, 1975 to October 30, 1976, which,
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j ~ | °
hwe=6 § % incidentally, picks up this transition period which we will E
© & fj hear more about later, and $10 million for fiscal year 1977. :
'3 % Although H. R. 571¢ does not address Title II ofA;ﬁe.Aét; § 5
. & ;Lfﬂ " gince it does noAt" expire until June 30, 1376, Comri}éfdé S“av@POI"“—*“’i
Ag s ﬁéﬁ»éxténsion of the Act through June 30, 1977, at aiiéVEI of 3
§- funding which ig still under review at this time in cénneétion'é ,;m
7§ with preparation of the fiscal year 1977 budget.
& % . ' Based on subzequent information, baéed'from queSfions
? I subnitted by the sﬁaff to NOAA, it revealed the folldiérfinq |
W i ‘information: | .‘
i | ; .
w No funds have ever been appropriated under Title III. |
ﬁé 15 _About $200.000 fromlbther scurces have been expended Since % é?;

' inception of the Act. A total of about two man-years per

i S|
E .
’ i ' fiseal year bas been involved. |
S The President’s budget reguest for fiscal yeaxr 1976 ‘ L
ik ' ' B o
i aund the transition pericd does not contain any request for '

7 4 funds under Title III. NOAA's budget reguest to the Secretary

Wl has nct been submitted by the Secretary to OMB.
HQ . The present support for authorizations for figcal vear
L : 1976 and 1977 deces not necessarily imply support for acéual l
7 3%%% 'apprppriation cf the total amouhts Ehat are bheing supported
 H fﬂ{;' in ﬁ%@ authorization bill.
Q“‘ 28 j S Fx 1872, ﬁOAA'requested $§ millicn foxr Titles IiiahdeII;

“6 I secretary of Commerce did not approve the request.

W Tn 1976, NORA vequested $5 millicn under Title II from
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“jzation that was in existence. The Secretary”apéfoVéd $2
“hillion. OMB dlsapproved the entire request.
'.EPA. As a result: of an Executlve Communlcatlon, EPA

Suppofts an extension of Pitle I, pursuant to H. R. 6232,m

year 1976, and $1,400,000 for fiscal year 1977,

'SubSequent informatioh submitted by EPA in response to

///if ' I'might cemment at this time that testlmony at the hear-

i one year or two years.

’ questlons reveals ‘the: following:

EPA approprlations have been as follow5° ‘$290;000 for
© fiscal year 1973, $1, 296,000 :oe flscal year 1974 and
61,320,000 for ftscal year'1975o |

Based on tho order of ?00 000 per cruioe and four cruiseg

per vear, it would place an average dlspoeal site Murvey at

$800, 000 annually, - Lavger areae wauld cost 25° percent more .
<7

1

'ihggeiadica,ed tnat fhere are’ abouc 11 sites that are under
consideration for"su"rvey= o baseline surveys have been
””cbmpleted at thls time, and it takeo about four: cruiges for

‘'a bas allne survey per site, BO you are talklng about 44 cruises

C This will give you some idea of the magditvde of tundlnq

' that would he needed to complete the baseliﬁe-survey at the

sites.

the Secretary, which would be the full funding from the author-

for a period of two years, as follows: $1,260,000 fbr fiscal |

g SR T T T

-'fbased on those 11 site surveys. They should do all 6f5them iny{




REPAODCTED A

8 , .

hws=8 § Of 9.00C people emploved. EPA hags programmed only 26
e 2 qL positions for ccean dumping.
_ i

s In fiscal year 1975, EP2 raimbursed NOAA for ocean dumping
. s tprogram as.,.tsta!‘c@ “P to $186,000; f‘hG Navy, $40,000: N&GA, \ .
" $5,000 and the Coast Guard has done a considerable ancunt with

$ ' EPA; but hze not made any charge.

Rfippien

. The Eeparfmcrt of Army and Trangportation ‘through the

2 | Coast Guord neither rapcrteﬁ.cn the legislation.sinca they

9 I recejve funding to car¥y out their functions under the Act from
%@“k authorizrtions previded under other Asts.

£% 0 Tor swampls, ir fiscal Year 197€. the Zrmy Corps of

2 W.Enginears recaived funde iv carzyving out Title I of the Act

" from other acts se feliowe: cpzration znd maimtensnce general | -

33 i appropriation, $500,000; dredend metsrial rasearch program, ' 1_

5 :iwhiah'is heing carried ouwt in Isuisisna, $£ Alﬁb&m&,iif.-r :
i Mr. Muxrphy. Miesiesipoi. :E
iy b Mr. Bveretlt, Missizeipri, ves. $0.4 millica; écr&txens

19 % and maintenance appropria tions fer gpecific chiannel and harbor

i proiects, $500,000,

b
Ji .
0y 50 the Corxns of Engineers iz not requasting any fuading
w1 i whatooever undsx the Onean Dumping Aot since it is 80 closaly :

28

5 i

related to other Acts which it administers and is goiny forxrward

r\\ .
.
=

50 they utilize th: monsy from thase othax Asts ko samwey out

4 U its funotisn under tha Dosan Damping Ach.

Taen the Coast Guard for fiscal yeaxr 1976 receives $293,000
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~ for ocean dumping surveillance activity from its “operating

~ expenses.”
.  3 ' That, Mr. Chairman, gives the gemneral rundo'wn.._ on the o
&  'situati6n_and where we stand at this time. I think ih‘is a ‘ Q]
§  :$ig decision for the Committee to make, or the Subcommittee, i
B .”whether to go for a one year extension or a twe year exten- ;+w

7 gj“sion, &8s proposed by the Administration, and then how much

!*(funding you would like to give, should you decide to go for

8
L ———
3 I’ either one or two years.
T | My . Murphv. IAwould like to ask counsel this: I have |
11 ‘hére a response frcm.the Coast Guard from our regquest Tor ' i'
12 ?1"inf0:mation dated April 22nd, and ﬁhey replied on tﬁg;RBrd of :;
<:>: p 18 ‘f.Aprilg”and they anﬁounwe $293,000 of their operatiﬁégexpeﬁSes ‘ |
. , _ T \
14 1lwfdx ocean dumping surveillance activity, and also an extensive
1% T reply on April 23rd from cur request from thé'ﬁeﬁéttment of
15 i the Ammy, Corps of Engineers, concerning the‘samé:subéecta .
7 mmwa.have Wé iﬁceived any response from EPA tO our i
;s I correspondence to them on this subject? |
1% :~ Hr. Bverett. Wz sent out some correspondence Ffiﬁqy
6 ?:,@fﬁeﬁﬁoﬂﬂ about four o’cloek, based on testimopy th§t was given
| 21 %A_énﬂtﬁﬁe Corps_of Engineers brought their regpoﬁse in;thiﬁ
(wﬂ, ' a3 E -m6rgingn But I have not seen anything from EPA o::NOAA.
52 € %fjimé§ine that they were‘ruhning short of time herei™ |
q 94 %- Mr. ﬁurphy, How many communications did we sent to EPA?
) 25 é* Mz, Evereft; Well, we sent one earlier, and then I sent
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. o - L
hws=10° " " §ne at.éhe direction of:Congressman Legget’on'Fridéyiafter~'
° 2 a | on, in response to the ﬁestimon‘y at the heariﬁé""""&iﬁ' "'.'F.'r»:lti_.dé.y.'
“ '3 '”Mr. Murphy;“'HOW'about telephoné? ' ‘

‘ 4 ! _' Mr -Ev';eret'ﬁ’.’v Telephone calls, there h.é;\;é be.en ; number '
5 :'6f cé11s; I think Wayne gmith made a number of calls, and é
wfﬁ . probablj Carl, in regard to getting this informatlon._. i@
7 :T‘f“ - Mro Murphv. I would entertain the motion that the Com- i ;1

a i ”mlttee cnnsmdar H. R. 5710, wh:ch is the Commlttee bill, in

3 lleu of H. R. 6282, which was the Admlnlstration bill°

T T e e
Cred S e

9 "““Mr. Forsythe. I would sovmox_‘r,_e°
ﬂﬁ""w o ﬂr. Murphyo' This is for ﬁhewpu%poée of consideration.
2 ”Mr; Mosher. Second;‘ . - I ?}:
(:)1 ' 53'?1*ﬁ*%‘**mg. Morphy. Those in- favaﬁ signify ﬁy aayang ayéo X
) *“?fi (Chorus of "ayes.") bR
gg ,f:m_;” mr, Murphy._'Thése‘Qppcsad, no. .
g@"i_“._ ' {No response.) | "
'gj : - Mr. Mﬁxphy, We Qill consider H. Rg 5?10° '. ﬂ B i ??
am 'f‘_ Mr. Formythe. Mr. Chairmanffgflo éoes,provide f&r just a N

i | one ‘year extension of Title ¥ and 11X, and I think thak is a

_very good reason for using that as a vehlcle.' I erm1y be—

.v aé ?; 11ﬂve that we shoald extend for a one year period, m°St
(1: i %: “partlcularly et this time.
T - SR "herp is, ¥ guess I will use the wnrd, "confusion," as
B
L P just what the faeling is on this ocean dumping as far as
il

T ﬂﬁ__EPA is concerned, and there is diyflculty in flnd&ng:out how
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|
!
11
hws-ll L dedicated they are in relation to ocean dumping needs.
- 2 | "Mr. Murphy. I think the record shows that 1ast Congress
4 o '3§ifthe’8tbcommittee, under its Chairman at that timé;?haa five ’
e 4 “"hearings concerning ocean dumping, and still this "'yfe:a'".r, with : o
s I our requests for specific information, we still have not been 5
e | able to ascertain the intention.of EPA to fulfill'the Ocean
7 :'Dum?ihé Act, and as a consequance I am ineclined té:agree with * | |
g I you gentlemen that a one year authorization cerfainly‘ﬁould
¢ {' serve notice for the intent of the Committee, and we already’
i I have programm=d here in field hearingé to try and determine’
i '“justlthe extént and nature of the appropriate needs to fulfill
2 I the "intent of éha Ocean Dumping Act.
&:} ' §§ e Mz, Moshe;n'”no_sense there is a vexrv strong inhibition by y
w4 | oMB ama mPA? | | | -
i i Mr. Hurphy. I ﬁhink the gentleman is corzect. ] ;
5 Mg, Mosher. M"fbe-we ocught to talk £o OMB, ; ?i
5. Mr. Murphy. Well, in our earlier hea:ings we found & i n
0 ;i reluctance of the ﬁépartment zo include an appropviation figure.
2% 'in-éQQﬁ its report. . ¢l
g5 # = OFf course, they are in favor of the intent of the Ocean %
23 % Dumping Act, but_in each instancé where we look for a dollax
CF_ 25 ?  figure to implement the program we could £ind none. We found
o 29 i great language support. | '
(M s 7 We are kind df leaning forwards in foxhole in this situ-
2% étioﬁ in lieu of a bona fide attack to carry dut'the'intgnt of
i

.......
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hws-12° 3 || the Act.

B

¥TUTIUF algo have a question about the $1,260,000 that the

33‘?1éﬂh1ﬁistration'requested.

. 6§ “Mr. Forsythe. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would move that theé |

i one million and a half, that that be stricken. and.

g f 'kébiéée it for the fiscal year 1976. That would give us a

7 Sﬁfpacrage for $2'hillion for 1976, and a one year authdrization.
. . ST

1 recognlze thet maj non really be as sighifi¢a @ as I

‘'Mr. Perian. Two.

& ?i
$ éﬂffyself would like to see it, but I think lt at least makeq %f
‘g@‘i.‘the“pblnt that“we axpect mora ¢vom lmplemcntatxmn af +his Act, 'T
41 %[and to tbls no.mta | ?
g géﬁ.;” .M Murphy. I think the gentleman is right.
'ig ?f:   We are, of cours 58 in the first year of the M dqét Com~ K
' 4 ?’;mlftee. I.think that next vear we;will see an‘aﬁﬁik“iy N i&
1% rent approdch by the Budget CommbLtme and, th@?ﬁﬁﬁfew O :
3% thﬁnk.that a one year limitation is well founded at ﬁhis'tiﬁ@oé ?;
) L R —)
7 ‘I would also like o see in the report, if counSel would §~ .
i o §9¢epafe euch language, that would indicate to the agéhncies the
0@ | .gtéqﬁq'feelimgg of this Subcommittee and Full Committee on
6 %:“the_rémarks previcusly made by both the Chair and the gentle- %
P h e T ﬁ
49 ' man fme Ohio and New Jerseyg that we certainly aré not at g
| m@l:?“mll plca,ed thh the ruspvnza particularly by EPA, in imple- §
<“h é; I;VmEnéiﬁg thé Act. | | E.
%4 ; "It certainly -~ what is it? Pour years ndW?ﬁ“'” : ;
C A

I
. s
ey
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' talning to Title IIX.

13

M. Murphy. Two vears to formulate their progzams that

‘come before us, and as a consequence, the cne Vesr legislation |

“is what we are recommanding.

Mr. Mosher., Mr. Chaivmen, I would like t¢ associate ny~

self with the gentleman from New Jersey, and second his amend-

ment to raise the $2 mill&cmn

I recognize that if our'cwlleague from Ohiog Mx;'Ashley, o

" were here, he would raise the suesticn of the Budget Committee.

But, nevertheless, I think we bhava tc do something here

' £o indicate the emphasis we need on this in moving shead.

My. Murphy. Is theve fuvther discussion on the amondment? !

‘Mr. Studds. Mr. Chairnan.
" Mr. Murphy. The gentleman from Massachusetis.
‘Mr. Studds., If T may ask one guestion of counsel.

‘I apologize for not being able ©o atvend the heavrings.

Would you like me to withhold? I have = question pog-

My. Hurphy. Let us dispose of this amandment, and then
wWe will go'tolthatn |
Bny other discussion on thie amsadment?
- {No response.) '
" Mx. Murphv. :ThOQe in favor signify by "aye."”
{Chorus of "aves."}
Hr. Murphy. Oppsed?

(Wo response.)

s p s pmt s i
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I
l
hwg=14" - . Mr. Muxphy. The ayes have it. The amendment is agreed | !

LI " The gentleman from Massachusetts. R ‘ _ .

‘ e """ Mr. Studds. I gather from skimming the testimony very

'éfhas been done‘under Title-III,

Y I B

& :.1;514; ﬁr, Everett. Mo monsy has been approprlated whaﬁéoevér.
o 7 i:fWhat 11tf1e has been dOMb has haen borrowed money from other - ;;m

8 ‘f'_ﬁﬁnds!.other programs.
2 f‘ 'f' 'ﬁhe ﬁonito& sancurary is the first one designaféﬂ off the:{

19 fi”@@&%ﬁ.of North Caiolina, and that would be $60,000.

~Mr. Studds. Do you kaow how broad an area that.is? :
."gx.'ﬁverett, ﬁa, I do not. But it is not very ‘broad. i
":ﬁz, Stud&éo Witch respéﬁt to the degignation @ﬁ tha ' é@
EA :-; énctuary under Title INI, deem that pxnh it agf dumping of 5
15, :ifaﬁy kind in that ar@a? | ! : \ E:
T4 {ff  3~  M$, Everatt. fesé
gf‘ ﬁf'f"i'jMK; Studds. Is that all it does? ' : '
o ' ~ | .
‘1@ .f . ' Mz, Everetﬁh"i would say I do not have the langvage - S
’35 55:-§¢£oré me. It would give it more protection fhan just dumping.
70 | ":Itfﬁoﬁ;d have the authority te control all activiﬁiés"in the
) g :f””'”““Mr. Studds. TFor example, would it have ampl catxon& for
.<4i 23 F“{'the pessi blllty for offshore dr illing?
gg:{~F"“;”* Mk. Everettc I am sure once you designate #ﬁ’aféa as
\ gg %Q: a aangtuary,_just about all activities cgase,‘éﬁéépﬁ“%hose
|
S ?g; E
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compatible with the sanctuary.

e, Studds. Supposing we had a sanctuary, say, ten miles, |

" ‘extending ten miles from shore, would it prohkibit drilling 50

o °

| | 4 iﬁhiiééﬁfrom shore? " ’ W '. ;j
§ """ "Mr. Everett. I do not know. We did not get into that at ‘
o | cho nearing. B
7 Ei;t' “f do have a copy of the monitor designation somewhere in B

2 it my files.

" Mr. Studds. Mr. Chaiyman, T do not want to hold up this

0
=

W i procedure here. It seems to me that it is a quegtion of some

15 I intérest.

1 . :
1 - - Mr, BEverett. Mavbe vou cen hrowse throvgh that. o
LE O Mr. Studds. I do not wanlio take your time. I beliasve .

14 |i*  Title IIT was part of my pradecessox. I am not sure.

5 171 8o little action has occurred. Let me withdraw the

¥ ' ‘question for the moment. I do not want to delay the proceedinge
' : !

it " here.

55 4  '. But I would like to determine if we coulég to know what g

92 il this would mean, and the fact if we do designate = marina ‘

A t sanctuary, assuming that it wonld prohibit driliing acti%itieg

2% 5 " within the sanctuary, would it also have an impact of any kinﬁ%
<;; e € " or pipelines running beneath the ocean bed acwoss the sancto- %

221 ary.

We do not need that now.

T e e e

Mr. Everett. Ckay. Subgection {f) of Title III says:

pe
%1
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WP
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v Do e

76#12&tion issuéd'pursﬁant to anylother aUthoriﬁy*éhali be

' v&ii&ﬁﬁniess'the Sec retary shall certtfy that the permxtted
f :activ1ty is bon51stenp with thc purposes of thlS tltle, and
”caﬁ be carried out within the regulatluﬁ promulgated'under

" this section."

SN A
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"After & marine sanctuary has been designated undeyr this

“éébtidn, the Secretary, after consulgation with'6£ﬁéf inter-" |

:””eated FederaT agencies, shall 1ssue necessary and reasonable

“hatéd marine sénctuary, and no permit, license, or other auth~ |

regulatlons to control any activity permitted thhln the de31g-”

“Mr. Studds. Surely the Secretarv would have digcretion é

" to consider thdﬁ; ?
‘Mr. Everett. Rigﬁta ?

Mr. Studds. Thank vou. Ei
Phank vou, Mr. Chaixﬁann g

mx° Mhrphye Is’therg any furtheyr discussion oun the g
 i§gié1a£ion? %
(No résponSé;)_ §

'“Mr. Murphy. The Chalr would entertain a motion that the‘%'
Subcommzttee report H.IR. 5710 asjamended, and to amthoiiwe ;
the' statL to make technical corrections, and that we zeport %
thls leglslatlon at a meeting of the two Subcommittaes at its é
'next session, §
"Mr. Mosher. So moved. §

Mr. Evereit. Mr. Chairmsn, I might point out that Sectiaé

ﬁ
|
.

£ s T s
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hws-17 [ 2 of the bill authorizes $19 million to be.appropriated for
TTitis III, which is a carry forward of the existing authoriza-

" tion in which no monies have been appropriated at this time. | L

— =

Also, we have to face up to the transition period in the

budget process frem Juse 30, 1976 to October 30, 1976.

6 i © I called the Legislative Counsel this morning, and he : -

7 | said most of the committees are taking care of this transis ion

8 ?“'péridd'by‘separate authorization, and so it might be that you

$ " want to include this in yonz motion.

L ;flt' I guess roughly we couid just flgure sne-fourth of the
i f”'aﬁtual amount authorized to be also auﬁhmrizad for the transi- |
2 ' "tion period, if that iz svitable. %x i
- __ ~ sg " Mr. Mosher. I will include thal in wy motion. ; :
g
4 I Mr. Murphy. You have heard the mobion. ' g'
45 Mr. Everett. One other thing, too. Bxouse me | g
. . i :
1z Title II we are not concerned with in this bill, buak wWa i j
47 Mioht' as well take care of the Srawsicio period there, since |

Title I, I¥ and XTI 211 expire October 30, 1976, and we

J..u'() 1 L
5 conld utilize that one~fourth of the authorized level of fund~
29 ing there, which iz $6 millicn, for the rransiiion veviod,

necaBeary tochnie-

Q ar Mr. Murphy. Aund the staff

j
B3 cal corrections. 13
( : 24 0 ~ You have heard the MOLLon .
% Those in favor signify by saying aye.

. e s
—e s
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hws-18 g (Chorus of "ayes.") ' ' }

G- 3 s " Mr. Murphy. Opposed, no. L _ I‘
l@ “7 T (No response.) ' R a i; 
’ g Mr Murphy. The ayes have it. - |
.7 'fiet the récord reflect it was unanimously agreed to by the

"~ Subcommittees.

Is there further businass?
" (No response.)

“Mr. Mosher. I move we adicurn.

w If ‘Mr. Murphy; The Subcommittee will gtand adjcurned cmb:,::c’x‘:; ]

e I to the call of. the Chaiz, |

- (Wheréupon}" at lL 340 2.m., the
O' Cam sibject to the call of the Cheldr.) ‘ :‘




