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The Susquehanna River Basin Commission was created as an independent agency by a federal-interstate 
compact* among the states of Maryland, New York, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the federal 
government.  In creating the Commission, the Congress and state legislatures formally recognized the 
water resources of the Susquehanna River Basin as a regional asset vested with local, state, and national 
interests for which all the parties share responsibility.  As the single federal-interstate water resources 
agency with basinwide authority, the Commission’s goal is to coordinate the planning, conservation, 
management, utilization, development and control of basin water resources among the public and private 
sectors. 
 
*Statutory Citations:  Federal - Pub. L. 91-575, 84 Stat. 1509 (December 1970); Maryland - Natural Resources Sec. 8-301 
(Michie 1974); New York - ECL Sec. 21-1301 (McKinney 1973); and Pennsylvania - 32 P.S.  820.1 (Supp. 1976). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This report is available on our website (www.srbc.net) by selecting Public Information/Technical Reports.  For a CD 
Rom or for a hard copy, contact the Susquehanna River Basin Commission, 1721 N. Front Street, Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17102-2391, (717) 238-0423, FAX (717) 238-2436, E-mail:  srbc@srbc.net.  
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