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House of Representatives

The House met at 9 a.m. and was
called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore [Mr. JONES].

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO
TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker:

WASHINGTON, DC,
July 30, 1996.

I hereby designate the Honorable WALTER
B. JONES, Jr., to act as Speaker pro tempore
on this day.

NEWT GINGRICH,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

MORNING BUSINESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of May 12,
1995, the Chair will now recognize
Members from lists submitted by the
majority and minority leaders for
morning hour debates. The Chair will
alternate recognition between the par-
ties, with each party limited to 25 min-
utes, and each Member except the ma-
jority and minority leader limited to 5
minutes, but in no event shall debate
continue beyond 9:50 a.m.

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the House
stands in recess until 10 a.m.

Accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 1
minute a.m.), the House stood in recess
until 10 a.m.
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AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker pro
tempore [Mr. JONES] at 10 a.m.

PRAYER

The Reverend Sylvester Shannon,
Siloam Presbyterian Church, Brook-
lyn, NY, offered the following prayer:

I met God in the morning when my day
was at its best

All day long God’s presence lingered
bringing glory to my breast

If you meet God In the morning God
will go with you through the day

And his presence, just like sunshine,
will shed light upon your way,

Let us pray:

Lord of our inner life, where choices
are made, help us to guard the citadel
which Thou has put in our souls. Keep
us from making foolish choices which
lead us to less than our best. Remind
us that we are leaders in a Nation
which counts on us for right thinking
and right actions.

O gracious Redeemer, mighty and
holy God, guide us, teach us, lead us,
we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair has examined the Journal of the
last day’s proceedings and announced
to the House his approval thereof.

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. TRAFICANT]
come forward and lead the House in the
Pledge of Allegiance.

Mr. TRAFICANT led the Pledge of
Allegiance as follows:

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the
United States of America, and to the
Republic for which it stands, one nation
under God, indivisible, with liberty and jus-
tice for all.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain ten 1-minutes from
each side.

WELCOME TO THE REVEREND
SYLVESTER SHANNON

(Mr. TOWNS asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. TOWNS. Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to recognize the esteemed Rev-
erend Doctor Sylvester Lorenzo Shan-
non, our guest Chaplain, the pastor of
the Siloam Presbyterian Church,
Brooklyn, NY. He is a graduate of the
Florida A&M University, where he re-
ceived both a B.A. and a B.S. degree.

Reverend Shannon earned a master’s
degree in divinity from Duke Univer-
sity, a master’s degree in counseling
psychology from the University of Col-
orado, a doctor of philosophy degree in
human relations and speech commu-
nications from the University of Kan-
sas.

Dr. Shannon is married to Doris
Brooks Shannon, and has three grown
children and three grandchildren. His
friends refer to him as a man of action.
They say that he is a tremendous coali-
tion builder. But it should be noted for
my colleagues here in the House of
Representatives that Dr. Shannon
made a decision a long time ago not to
give the Devil a ride. He knew if he
gave the Devil a ride, the Devil would
want to drive.

Mr. Speaker, we are delighted today
to have as our guest minister Dr. Syl-
vester Lorenzo Shannon, pastor of the
Siloam Presbyterian Church, Brook-
lyn, NY. Welcome.
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THE WORKING FAMILIES
FLEXIBILITY ACT

(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, as
the percentage of employees who must
balance work and family or personal
interests grows rapidly, employers face
obstacles in Federal law which prohibit
them from providing flexible schedul-
ing arrangements to their employees.
The Working Families Flexibility Act
gives employers the ability to offer
their employees the option of receiving
paid compensatory time off in lieu of
overtime wages.

Since 1985, the public sector has had
the ability under the Fair Labor Stand-
ards Act to use so-called comp time in
lieu of overtime pay. H.R. 2391 extends
this option to the private sector, with
some adjustments, taking into account
the inherent differences between the
public and private sectors.

Comp time could only be provided at
the request of an employee. An em-
ployee could, under an agreement with
the employer, voluntarily choose to
have time-and-one-half comp time over
cash wages. If that same employee
later decides that cash wages would be
preferable to time off, then the em-
ployee could simply request to be com-
pensated in wages. Nothing in the bill
precludes employees from changing
their minds. An employee could also
request, at any time, to be paid cash
wages for any accrued comp time.

It is time that the private sector is
given the same flexibility which the
public sector had had for some time.
Support the Working Families Flexi-
bility Act—to provide employees with
options and greater control in bal-
ancing work and family responsibil-
ities.

GIVE FLORIDA TOMATO FARMERS
SOME JUSTICE

(Mr. TRAFICANT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. TRAFICANT. Mr. Speaker, Flor-
ida tomato farmers used to supply 50
percent of all our tomatoes. They lost
$1 billion last year. The reason: Mexico
is literally throwing tomatoes at Uncle
Sam. Mexican tomatoes are so low
they could roll under a closed door
with a top hat on.

Check this out. A 25-pound box of
Mexican tomatoes sells for $2, while it
costs Florida tomato farmers $6 just to
grow them. If that is not enough to
stew your homegrown, check this out.
The International Trade Commission
ruled that Mexico’s illegal dumping of
tomatoes is not injuring Florida to-
mato farmers. Unbelievable. Who is on
this Commission, the Three Amigos?

Let us tell it like it is. After NAFTA,
GATT, and WTO, we have gone from a
Nation that cannot spell potato to a
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Nation that cannot sell tomatoes.
Beam me up, Mr. Speaker, and give
these Florida tomato farmers some jus-
tice.

URGING THE PRESIDENT TO SIGN
THE WELFARE REFORM BILL

(Mr. HOKE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Speaker, in his 1935
State of the Union Address, Franklin
Roosevelt called welfare a narcotic, a
subtle destroyer of the human spirit.
John Kennedy in 1962 said, ‘““No lasting
solution to the problem of poverty can
be bought with a welfare check.”’

In 1965, Washington launched a war
on poverty with the very best of inten-
tions, but some three decades and $5.5
trillion later we have a welfare system
that has arguably done more harm
than it has done good, because a basic
law of nature has been ignored. When a
person is given handout after handout
without asking anything in return, he
or she is condemned to a dependency
and the loss of dignity and self-worth.

So Congress passed a plan to reform
welfare that is based on the simple
premise that welfare recipients should
work for their benefits, just like you
work to support your family and pay
your taxes. Our reforms make sense.
Welfare should not be a way of life.
Work should replace welfare for the
able-bodied. States should have the
power and flexibility to implement
their own reforms. Noncitizens and fel-
ons should not receive welfare benefits.

Mr. President, we ask that you sign
the bill.

SPEAKER GINGRICH SHOULD
BRING TO THE FLOOR BILLS RE-
LATING TO DIABETES

(Ms. FURSE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. FURSE. Mr. Speaker, last week
there was a historic meeting here in
Washington. All the organizations who
are working to end diabetes came to
Washington for a call for action. The
reason for this event was to celebrate
that there are now 234 cosponsors of
H.R. 1073 and 1074, but they also came
here to call on the Speaker to bring
those bills to the floor so we can vote
on them.

These bills are bipartisan. They were
introduced by myself and the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr.
NETHERCUTT]. As parents of children
with diabetes, we know that if we can
improve coverage for diabetes edu-
cation and supplies, people can better
manage this disease, which affects over
16 million Americans. We know that
that will be a saving in the long run.

As a result of this knowledge, we
formed the Diabetes Caucus last year
and we have introduced these bills.
However, it is the Speaker who is able
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to bring bills to the floor. So today we
ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
GINGRICH] to bring these bills. He has
previously stated his support for this
issue. Bring them to the floor for a
vote. Let us make a difference now for
those 16 million Americans.

DEMOCRATS ARE DETERMINED TO
PROTECT MEDICARE

(Mr. PALLONE asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, today is
the 31st anniversary of President John-
son’s signature of the Medicare bill. |
want to affirm that Democrats remain
committed to improving Medicare in a
commonsense fashion. It took Demo-
crats 13 years to overcome Repub-
licans’ opposition to Medicare and
enact the program.

In 1965, Mr. Speaker, 93 percent of the
House Republicans, including then-
Representative Bob Dole, voted for a
substitute that would have killed Medi-
care as we know it. Unfortunately, the
Republican leadership in this House of
Representatives is continuing that ef-
fort essentially to change Medicare in
a fashion so it will not be the Medicare
that we know.

Unlike our Republican counterparts,
we as Democrats are not sorry that
hundreds of thousands of seniors rely
on Medicare. Instead, we are pleased
that it has doubled the number of sen-
iors who now receive health care. Medi-
care is a proven success worth protect-
ing. Democrats are determined to do
that.

MEDICARE

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend her re-
marks.)

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, today is
the 31st anniversary of Medicare. Let’s
stop to think about what a difference
Medicare has made in the lives of our
seniors. Before Medicare, only 46 per-
cent of American seniors had health in-
surance. Today 99 percent are covered.
In 1966, the poverty rate for seniors was
almost 30 percent. Today, fewer than 10
percent of our Nation’s elderly live in
poverty.

Can this possibly be the same Medi-
care Program that Bob Dole bragged
about ‘‘fighting the fight * * * voting
against Medicare in 1965 * * * because
we knew it wouldn’t work?”’ And the
same program that Speaker GINGRICH
expects to “‘wither on the vine?”” And is
it the same Medicare that the chair of
the Health Subcommittee, BiLL THOM-
As called ‘“‘the old-fashioned, socialist
1960’s top-heavy bureaucratic system.”’

Medicare works. The seniors in my
district know it and seniors across the
country know it. And these same sen-
iors are deeply set against cutting
Medicare to pay for tax breaks for the
wealthy. We made a pledge to seniors
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31 years ago—Medicare must be pro-
tected and continue to provide quality
health care that seniors can rely on.

PERMISSION FOR SUNDRY COM-
MITTEES AND THEIR SUB-
COMMITTEES TO SIT TODAY
DURING 5-MINUTE RULE

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that the following
committees and their subcommittees
be permitted to sit today while the
House is meeting in the Committee of
the Whole House under the 5-minute
rule: the Committee on Banking and
Financial Services; the Committee on
Economic and Educational Opportuni-
ties; the Committee on Government
Reform and Oversight; the Committee
on International Relations; the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary; the Commit-
tee on National Security; the Commit-
tee on Resources; the Committee on
Science; and the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure.

It is my understanding that the mi-
nority has been consulted and that
there is no objection to these requests.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON
H.R. 3603, AGRICULTURE, RURAL
DEVELOPMENT, FOOD AND DRUG
ADMINISTRATION, AND RELATED
AGENCIES APPROPRIATIONS
ACT, 1997

Mr. SKEEN. Mr. Speaker, | ask unan-
imous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 3603) making
appropriations for Agriculture, Rural
Development, Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, and Related Agencies pro-
grams for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 1997, and for other purposes,
with Senate amendments thereto, dis-
agree to the Senate amendments, and
agree to the conference asked by the
Senate.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Mexico? The Chair
hears none and without objection, ap-
points the following conferees: Messrs.
SKEEN, MYERSs of Indiana, WALSH, DIcK-
EY, KINGSTON, RIGGS, NETHERCUTT, LIv-
INGSTON, DURBIN, Ms. KAPTUR, and
Messrs. THORNTON, FAzio of California,
and OBEY.

There was no objection.
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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JONES). Pursuant to the provisions of
clause 5 of rule I, the Chair announces
that he will postpone further proceed-
ings today on each motion to suspend
the rules on which a recorded vote or
the yeas and nays are ordered or on
which the vote is objected to under
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clause 4 of rule XV. Such rollcall votes,
if postponed, will be taken after debate
has concluded on all motions to sus-
pend the rules, but not before 2 p.m.
today.

ENERGY POLICY AND
CONSERVATION ACT AMENDMENTS

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. Speaker, |1 move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3868) to extend certain programs
under the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act through September 30, 1996.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3868

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. ENERGY POLICY AND CONSERVATION
ACT AMENDMENTS.

The Energy Policy and Conservation Act is
amended—

(1) by amending section 166 (42 U.S.C. 6246)
to read as follows:

““AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

‘“SEC. 166. There are authorized to be ap-
propriated for fiscal year 1996 such sums as
may be necessary to implement this part.”’;

(2) in section 181 (42 U.S.C. 6251) by striking
“June 30, 1996’ both places it appears and in-
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 30, 1996’*;

(3) by adding at the end of section 256(h) (42
U.S.C. 6276(h)) ‘““There are authorized to be
appropriated for fiscal year 1996 such sums as
may be necessary to carry out this part.”’;
and

(4) in section 281 (42 U.S.C. 6258) by striking
“June 30, 1996°" both places it appears and in-
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘September 30, 1996".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Colorado [Mr. SCHAEFER] and the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. PALLONE]
each will control 20 minutes.

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

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 3868.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Colorado?

There was no objection.

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. SCHAEFER asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. Speaker, this
bill reauthorizes certain provisions
contained in the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act. Specifically, this
bill assures that if there is an energy
emergency during the August recess,
the President’s authority to drawdown
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve and
the ability of U.S. oil companies to
participate in the International Energy
Agreement without violating antitrust
laws is preserved.

It is important that the United
States maintain a strong Strategic Pe-
troleum Reserve to protect American
citizens from shutoffs in imported oil.
Similarly, the President’s authority to
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order a drawdown of that stored oil in
an emergency must also be maintained.
This bill assures the President’s
drawdown authority is kept intact
until the end of the fiscal year.

This bill does not address the issue of
maintaining adequate levels of oil in
the Reserve. Over the past 18 months, |
have been greatly troubled by the
trend of selling oil from the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve to meet budgetary
goals.

The Reserve is our first line of de-
fense in an energy emergency. This en-
ergy security insurance policy for
which we have paid over $200 billion
should not be squandered carelessly to
meet short-term budgetary objectives.

I have directed staff to work on a
long-term EPCA extension which
would make it more difficult for the
Reserve to be raided by people willing
to sacrifice long-term energy security
for short-term budget goals. In the
meantime, this short-term extension of
certain EPCA authorities protects
Americans in the event of an energy
emergency and gives us time to pass a
long-term extension before the 104th
Congress adjourns.

I believe these provisions of EPCA
are too important for us to leave for
August recess without reauthorizing
them. While an energy emergency
which would require the Reserve to be
drawn down during August is unlikely,
it is not impossible. Consider the im-
plications of the recent terrorist at-
tack in Saudi Arabia on our energy se-
curity. | believe this Nation must have
the ability to use all its tools to deal
with an energy emergency so | urge my
colleagues to support this bill.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to support
this temporary reauthorization of the
most important provisions of Energy
Policy and Conservation Act, through
September 30 of this year. While 1
would prefer a simple extension of
EPCA—one that covered its State En-
ergy Conservation programs and other
authorities—I support this legislation
because it ensures the United States
and industry are able to fulfill their
major emergency-related responsibil-
ities. These include planning for inter-
national oil crises and management of
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve.

I thank Chairman ScHAEFER for
bringing this extension to the House
floor, and | look forward to working
with him in September to resolve the
remaining issues.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. SCHAEFER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | certainly am willing
to work with my good friend, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr.
PALLONE], to extend this a bit further.
We will have to sit down and decide on
how we are going to do this. But we are
giving the President the authority dur-
ing the August recess in order to adapt
to any emergency that might exist.
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Mr. Speaker, | have no further re-
quests for time, and | yield back the
balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr.
SCHAEFER] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3868.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES
ASSISTANCE AND BILL OF
RIGHTS ACT AMENDMENTS OF
1996

Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3867) to amend the Developmen-
tal Disabilities Assistance and Bill of
Rights Act to extend the Act, and for
other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3867

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““Developmen-
tal Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights
Act Amendments of 1996°".

SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF ALLOTMENTS FOR
STATES.

Section 130 of the Developmental Disabil-
ities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6030) is amended by striking ‘“‘the fis-
cal years 1995 and 1996 and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999”.

SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
LATING TO PROTECTION AND ADVO-
CACY OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS.
Section 143 of the Developmental Disabil-
ities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6043) is amended by striking ‘“‘the fis-
cal years 1995 and 1996 and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999”.

SEC. 4. REAUTHORIZATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
LATING TO UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED
PROGRAMS.

Section 156(a) of the Developmental Dis-
abilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6066(a)) is amended by striking ‘“‘the
fiscal years 1995 and 1996’ and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999”".

SEC. 5. REAUTHORIZATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
LATING TO PROJECTS OF NATIONAL
SIGNIFICANCE.

Section 163(a) of the Developmental Dis-
abilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6083(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 and 1996’’ and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New York [Mr. FrisaA] and the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. WAXMAN]
each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New York [Mr. FRriIsSA].

Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

(Mr. FRISA asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, it is my
pleasure to bring to the floor this legis-
lation which is entitled the Devel-
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opmental Disabilities Assistance and
Bill of Rights Reauthorization Act and
to urge its adoption.

This is, | think, an excellent example
of how the Federal Government can
best help to coordinate resources with
the States as well as localities and
other private sector programs to effec-
tuate improvements in the lives of
those who have suffered disabilities
which do not enable them to live as full
a life as possible. This program is now
being reauthorized through 1999.

I think it is important to point out
that the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
BLILEY], the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Commerce, along with the gen-
tleman from Michigan [Mr. DINGELL],
his counterpart on the other side, as
well as the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. BILIRAKIS], the subcommittee
chairman, and the gentleman from
California [Mr. WAaxXmMAN], | think put
forward an excellent bipartisan effort
to ensure that this bill would come to
the floor with unanimous approval of
the Committee on Commerce.

Mr. Speaker, briefly this legislation
will reauthorize 4 particular programs:
The basic State council grant program;
the protection and advocacy systems
program; university-affiliated pro-
grams, which coordinates with some 59
universities throughout these United
States to coordinate available pro-
grams and training programs as well
for individuals; and, finally, projects of
national significance.

Mr. Speaker, | would urge adoption
of this measure.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. WAXMAN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased that the
House is considering today the reau-
thorization of important programs
under the Developmental Disabilities
Assistance and Bill of Rights Act.

These programs address the special
concerns and needs of over 3 million
Americans affected by developmental
disabilities. Conditions such as cere-
bral palsy, mental retardation, epi-
lepsy, and autism manifest themselves
early in life, result in varying degrees
of disability, and affect both individ-
uals and families for many years. Serv-
ing these people effectively requires co-
operation between the Federal Govern-
ment and States, local communities,
and the private sector. The goal is to
ensure that affected individuals and
their families have access to appro-
priate services; that programs promote
productivity, independence, and appro-
priate integration into the community;
and that affected people and families
have an opportunity to participate in
program development and implementa-
tion.

H.R. 3867 extends the authorization of
four effective programs that provide
for research, training and education,
and a variety of social and support
services.

First, the bill provides for continued
assistance to States to support activi-
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ties of developmental disabilities coun-
cils. These activities include the design
and promotion of comprehensive,
statewide systems that are consumer-
and family-oriented, to help devel-
opmentally disabled people achieve
their maximum productive potential.
To qualify for these funds, a State
must have established a council which
is comprised of at least 50 percent rep-
resentation from people with devel-
opmental disabilities and their families
or guardians. The State also must have
a comprehensive plan that includes de-
velopment and operation of programs
of training, outreach, prevention, edu-
cation, and collaboration with a vari-
ety of service agencies at the State and
local levels.

H.R. 3867 also reauthorizes State pro-
tection and advocacy programs that
are designed and maintained by States
to protect the legal and human rights
of people with developmental disabil-
ities. Protection and advocacy systems
operate based on individual State
needs, are independent of any service
agency, and perform an essential role
in ensuring protection and quality care
for vulnerable citizens.

Finally, this bill, H.R. 3867, reauthor-
izes university-affiliated research, edu-
cation, training, and information dis-
semination activities; and special re-
search projects of national signifi-
cance. These programs are designed to
develop and apply creative approaches
to service delivery and care that are
workable and sensitive to special
needs; to disseminate information
about successful activities; and to pro-
vide technical assistance. The goal of
all of this research is to enhance the
ability of individuals with developmen-
tal disabilities to live and work in
their communities in the most effec-
tive ways.

All of the activities under the Devel-
opmental Disabilities Act are designed
to recognize differing needs within
States and communities, and to cap-
italize on successful ideas and actions
that originate at the State or local
level. This is a system that is working
for people, and H.R. 3867 recognizes
that success by reauthorizing the pro-
grams without change. These programs
deserve our continuing support.

H.R. 3867 is supported by a broad
spectrum of individuals and organiza-
tions whose expertise and work is dedi-
cated to providing the best care and
services for individuals with devel-
opmental disabilities.

An identical bill was passed by the
Senate, July 12, by unanimous consent,
and | urge my colleagues to support
this bill so that it can be signed into
law as expeditiously as possible.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | would like to thank
the gentleman from California for his
support of this legislation and helping
to craft it originally, and certainly this
reauthorization, and would just add
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that there were many organizations, as
has been noted, that have worked on
the Task Force on Developmental Dis-
abilities. | would just like to share
some of them because it is such a wide-
ranging group:

The American Association on Mental
Retardation; the American Association
of University Affiliated Programs; the
American Network of Community Op-
tions and Resources; the American Oc-
cupational Therapy Association; the
American Rehabilitation Association;
the Autism National Committee; the
Epilepsy Foundation of America; the
International Brain Injury Society; the
Joseph P. Kennedy Foundation; Justice
For All; the Learning Disabilities Asso-
ciation; the National Association of
Developmental Disabilities Councils;
the National Association of Protective
and Advocacy Systems; the National
Easter Seals Society; the National Par-
ent Network on Disabilities; the Na-
tional Therapeutic Recreation Society;
the ARC; the Association for People
With Severe Disabilities; the United
Cerebral Palsy Associations; and the
list goes on and on and on.

Once again, in conclusion, Mr. Speak-
er, I would advocate the passage of this
measure which will help enhance the
lives of those who are afflicted with
these disabilities, in such a way as to
make the very best use of precious
small Federal resources in coordina-
tion with our State, local governments,
educational institutions, health care
organizations, as well as private sector
organizations.

Mrs. SMITH of Washington. Mr. Speaker, |
join my colleagues today in lending my sup-
port for H.R. 3867, legislation that reauthorizes
the Developmental Disabilities and Bill of
Rights Act. As a longtime advocate of individ-
uals with developmental disabilities and their
families, it gives me great pleasure to see the
House take up a bill that provides necessary
services and programs for individuals seeking
aid and the skills necessary to their well being.
During my years in the Washington State leg-
islature, | worked with the many families who
desired to provide for their children’s real and
often very unique needs. As chairwoman of
the Children and Family Services Committee,
| witnessed first hand how the developmental
disability councils defined the priorities of the
developmentally disabled and consequently
coordinated their funding requests. The univer-
sity affiliated programs in the State of Wash-
ington also provided invaluable information to
professionals and families alike. Having seen
these different programs at work in Washing-
ton State, | applaud Congress’ commitment to
these invaluable services. | urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this important
legislation.

Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further requests for time, and | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
FRisa] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3867.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.
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A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, | ask unani-
mous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 3867.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.
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Mr. FRISA. Mr. Speaker, | ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on
Commerce be discharged from further
consideration of the Senate bill (S.
1757) to amend the Developmental Dis-
abilities Assistance and Bill of Rights
Act to extend the Act, and for other
purposes, and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
JONES). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New
York?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the Senate bill, as fol-
lows:

S. 1757

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Developmen-
tal Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights
Act Amendments of 1996"".

SEC. 2. REAUTHORIZATION OF ALLOTMENTS FOR
STATES.

Section 130 of the Developmental Disabil-
ities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6030) is amended by striking ‘‘the fis-
cal years 1995 and 1996’ and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999,

SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
LATING TO PROTECTION AND ADVO-
CACY OF INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS.

Section 143 of the Developmental Disabil-
ities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6043) is amended by striking ‘‘the fis-
cal years 1995 and 1996’ and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999".

SEC. 4. REAUTHORIZATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
LATING TO UNIVERSITY AFFILIATED
PROGRAMS.

Section 156(a) of the Developmental Dis-
abilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6066(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 and 1996’’ and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999”".

SEC. 5. REAUTHORIZATION OF AUTHORITIES RE-
LATING TO PROJECTS OF NATIONAL
SIGNIFICANCE.

Section 163(a) of the Developmental Dis-
abilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act (42
U.S.C. 6083(a)) is amended by striking ‘“‘the
fiscal years 1995 and 1996”’ and inserting ‘‘the
fiscal years 1995 through 1999”".

The Senate bill was ordered to be
read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS AND
MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS
TO TRADE LAWS

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
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(H.R. 3815) to make technical correc-
tions and miscellaneous amendments
to trade laws, as amended.
The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 3815

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. PAYMENT OF DUTIES AND FEES.

(a) INTEREST ACCRUAL.—Section 505(c) of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1505(c)) is amended
in the second sentence by inserting after ‘‘du-
ties, fees, and interest’” the following: ““or, in a
case in which a claim is made under section
520(d), from the date on which such claim is
made,”’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) shall apply to claims made
pursuant to section 520(d) of the Tariff Act of
1930 on or after April 25, 1995.

SEC. 2. OTHER TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING
AMENDMENTS.

(a) EXAMINATION OF BOOKS AND WITNESSES.—
Section 509(a)(2) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1509(a)(2)) is amended by striking
“(©)(1)(A)” and inserting ““(d)(1)(A)”".

(b) REQUIREMENT FOR CERTIFICATE FOR IM-
PORTATION OF ALCOHOLIC LIQUORS IN SMALL
VESSELS.—Section 7 of the Act of August 5, 1935
(19 U.S.C. 1707; 49 Stat. 520), is repealed.

(c) PENALTIES FOR CERTAIN VIOLATIONS.—Sec-
tion 592 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1592)
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking “‘lawful
duty’ and inserting ‘‘lawful duty, tax, or fee’’;
and

(2) in subsections (b)(1)(A)(vi), (©)(2)(A)(ii),
©E)AID), @A), and (c)(4)(B) by strik-
ing “‘lawful duties” each place it appears and
inserting ‘‘lawful duties, taxes, and fees’”.

(d) DEPRIVATION OF LAWFUL DUTIES, TAXES,
OR FEES.—Section 592(d) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1592(d)) is amended by striking
“‘or fees be restored’” and inserting ‘‘and fees be
restored”’.

(e) RECONCILIATION TREATED AS ENTRY FOR
RECORDKEEPING.—

(1) Section 401(s) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1401(s)) is amended by inserting ‘‘record-
keeping,” after ‘“‘reliquidation,”.

(2) Section 508(c)(1) of such Act (19 U.S.C.
1508(c)(1)) is amended by inserting ‘*, filing of a
reconciliation,”” after ‘“‘entry”’.

(f) EXTENSION OF LIQUIDATION.—Section
504(d) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1504(d)) is amended by inserting ‘‘, unless lig-
uidation is extended under subsection (b),”” after
“‘shall liquidate the entry”’.

(g) EXEMPTION FROM DUTY FOR PERSONAL
AND HOUSEHOLD GOODS ACCOMPANYING RE-
TURNING RESIDENTS.—Section 321(a)(2)(B) of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1321(a)(2)(B)) is
amended by inserting ‘‘, 9804.00.65,”" after
‘9804.00.30".

(h) DEBT COLLECTION.—Section 631(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1631(a)) is amend-
ed—

(1) by inserting after ‘““law,”” the following:
“including section 3302 of title 31, United States
Code, and subchapters I and Il of chapter 37 of
such title,”’; and

(2) by inserting ““and the expenses associated
with recovering such indebtedness,”” after ‘‘Gov-
ernment,”’.

(i) EXAMINATION OF BOOKS AND WITNESSES.—
Section 509(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1509(b)) is amended in paragraphs (3)
and (4) by striking ‘“‘appropriate regional com-
missioner’” and inserting ‘‘officer designated
pursuant to regulations’.

(j) REVIEW OF PROTESTS.—Section 515(d) of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1515(d)) is
amended by striking ‘‘district director’” and in-
serting ‘‘port director’’.

(k) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section apply as of December 8, 1993.
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SEC. 3. CLARIFICATION REGARDING THE APPLI-
CATION OF CUSTOMS USER FEES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (D) of section
13031(b)(8) of the Consolidated Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C.
58c(b)(8)(D)) is amended—

(1) in clause (iv)—

(A) by striking ‘‘subparagraph 9802.00.80 of
such Schedules” and inserting ‘‘heading
9802.00.80 of such Schedule’’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘and’” at the end of clause

iv);
( ()2) by striking the period at the end of clause
(v) and inserting “‘; and’’; and

(3) by inserting after clause (v) the following
new clause:

““(vi) in the case of merchandise entered from
a foreign trade zone (other than merchandise to
which clause (v) applies), be applied only to the
value of the privileged or nonprivileged foreign
status merchandise under section 3 of the Act of
June 18, 1934 (commonly known as the Foreign
Trade Zones Act, 19 U.S.C. 81c).”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) apply to—

(1) any entry made from a foreign trade zone
on or after the 15th day after the date of the en-
actment of this Act; and

(2) any entry made from a foreign trade zone
after November 30, 1986, and before such 15th
day if liquidation of the entry was not final be-
fore such 15th day.

(c) APPLICATION OF FEES TO CERTAIN AGRI-
CULTURAL PRODUCTS.—The amendment made by
section 111(b)(2)(D)(iv) of the Customs and
Trade Act of 1990 shall apply to—

(1) any entry made from a foreign trade zone
on or after the 15th day after the date of the en-
actment of this Act; and

(2) any entry made from a foreign trade zone
after November 30, 1986, and before such 15th
day if the liquidation of the entry was not final
before such 15th day.

SEC. 4. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT TO THE CUS-
TOMS AND TRADE ACT OF 1990.

Subsection (b) of section 484H of the Customs
and Trade Act of 1990 (19 U.S.C. 1553 note) is
amended by striking ‘‘, or withdrawn from
warehouse for consumption,’ and inserting “‘for
transportation in bond”’.

SEC. 5. CLARIFICATION OF FEES FOR CERTAIN
CUSTOMS SERVICES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13031(b)(9)(A) of the
Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(b)(9)(A)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘centralized hub facility or”” in
clause (i); and

“9902.98.05 Any of the following articles not intended for sale or distribution to the public: personal effects of
aliens who are participants in, officials of, or accredited members of delegations to, the 1998 Goodwill
Games, and of persons who are immediate family members of or servants to any of the foregoing per-
sons; equipment and materials imported in connection with the foregoing event by or on behalf of the
foregoing persons or the organizing committee of such event; articles to be used in exhibitions depicting
the culture of a country participating in such event; and, if consistent with the foregoing, such other
articles as the Secretary of the Treasury may allow
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(2) in clause (ii)—

(A) by striking “‘facility—"" and inserting ‘‘fa-
cility or centralized hub facility—"’,

(B) by striking “‘customs inspectional’’ in sub-
clause (1), and

(C) by striking ‘‘at the facility’” in subclause
(1) and inserting ‘“for the facility”’.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 13031(b)(9)(B)(i) of
the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconcili-
ation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(b)(9)(B)(i)) is
amended—

(1) by striking **, as in effect on July 30, 1990,
and

(2) by adding at the end thereof the following
new sentence: ‘“Nothing in this paragraph shall
be construed as prohibiting the Secretary of the
Treasury from processing merchandise that is
informally entered or released at any central-
ized hub facility or express consignment carrier
facility during the normal operating hours of
the Customs Service, subject to reimbursement
and payment under subparagraph (A).”.

(c) CITATION.—Section 13031(b)(9)(B)(ii) of the
Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation
Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(b)(9)(B)(ii)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘“‘section 236 of the Tariff and
Trade Act of 1984’ and inserting ‘‘section 236 of
the Trade and Tariff Act of 1984”.

SEC. 6. SPECIAL RULE FOR EXTENDING TIME FOR
FILING DRAWBACK CLAIMS.

Section 313(r) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1313(r)) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“(3)(A)(i) Subject to clause (ii), the Customs
Service may, notwithstanding the limitation set
forth in paragraph (1), extend the time for filing
a drawback claim for a period not to exceed 18
months, if—

“(1) the claimant establishes to the satisfac-
tion of the Customs Service that the claimant
was unable to file the drawback claim because
of an event declared by the President to be a
major disaster on or after January 1, 1994; and

“(11) the claimant files a request for such ex-
tension with the Customs Service within one
year from the last day of the 3-year period re-
ferred to in paragraph (1).

““(ii) In the case of a major disaster occurring
on or after January 1, 1994, and before the date
of the enactment of this paragraph—

“(1) the Customs Service may extend the time
for filing the drawback claim for a period not to
exceed 1 year; and

“(I11) the request under clause (i)(11) must be
filed not later than 1 year from the date of the
enactment of this paragraph.
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“(B) If an extension is granted with respect to
a request filed under this paragraph, the periods
of time for retaining records set forth in sub-
section (t) of this section and section 508(c)(3)
shall be extended for an additional 18 months
or, in a case to which subparagraph (A)(ii) ap-
plies, for a period not to exceed 1 year from the
date the claim is filed.

““(C) For purposes of this paragraph, the term
‘major disaster’ has the meaning given that term
in section 102(2) of the Robert T. Stafford Disas-
ter Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42
U.S.C. 5122(2)).”.

SEC. 7. TREATMENT OF CERTAIN ENTRIES.

(a) LIQUIDATION OR RELIQUIDATION OF EN-
TRIES.—Notwithstanding sections 514 and 520 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514 and 1520),
and any other provision of law, the United
States Customs Service shall liquidate or relig-
uidate those entry numbers made at New York,
New York, which are listed in subsection (c), in
accordance with the final results of the adminis-
trative review, covering the period from May 1,
1984, through March 31, 1985, undertaken by the
International Trade Administration of the De-
partment of Commerce for such entries (case
number A-580-008).

(b) PAYMENT OF AMOUNTS OWED.—ANy
amounts owed by the United States pursuant to
the liquidation or reliquidation of an entry
under subsection (a) shall be paid by the Cus-
toms Service within 90 days after such liquida-
tion or reliquidation.

(c) ENTRY LIST.—The entries referred to in
subsection (a) are the following:

Entry Number Date of Entry

84-4426808 ... August 29, 1984
84-4427823 ... September 4, 1984
84-4077985 ... July 25, 1984
84-4080859 ... August 3, 1984
84-4080817 ... August 3, 1984
84-4077723 ... August 1, 1984
84-4075194 ... July 10, 1984
84-4076481 ... July 17, 1984

84-4080930 ... August 9, 1984.

SEC. 8. TEMPORARY DUTY SUSPENSION FOR PER-
SONAL EFFECTS OF PARTICIPANTS
IN  CERTAIN WORLD ATHLETIC
EVENTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter 11 of chapter 99
of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States is amended by inserting in numerical se-
guence the following new heading:

No change Free  On or before
2/1/99”.

(b) TAXES AND FEES NOT TO APPLY.—The articles described in heading 9902.98.05 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States (as added
by subsection (a)) shall be free of taxes and fees which may be otherwise applicable.
(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made by this section applies to articles entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, on or after
the 15th day after the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 9. MISCELLANEOUS TECHNICAL CORRECTION.

Section 313(s)(2)(B) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1313(s)(2)(B)) is amended by striking ‘‘successor’” the first place it appears and inserting

‘“‘predecessor’’.
SEC. 10. URUGUAY ROUND AGREEMENTS ACT.

Section 405(b) of the Uruguay Round Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 3602(b)) is amended—
(1) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘“1(a)’’ and inserting ‘‘1(b)’’; and
(2) in paragraph (2) by striking ““1(b)”’ and inserting ‘“1(a)’’.

SEC. 11. FEES FOR CERTAIN CUSTOMS SERVICES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13031(a)(5) of the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(a)(5)) is amended—
(1) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘“‘a place’” after ‘‘aircraft from’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘“‘subsection (b)(1)(A)"” and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)(1)(A)(i)”.

(b) LIMITATION ON FEES.—Section 13031(b)(1) of the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(b)(1)) is amended to

read as follows:

“(b) LIMITATIONS ON FEES.—(1)(A) No fee may be charged under subsection (a) of this section for customs services provided in connection with—
(i) the arrival of any passenger whose journey—

“(1) originated in—
““(aa) Canada,
“‘(bb) Mexico,

“‘(cc) a territory or possession of the United States, or
“‘(dd) any adjacent island (within the meaning of section 101(b)(5) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1101(b)(5))), or
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“(I1) originated in the United States and was limited to—

‘‘(aa) Canada,

“‘(bb) Mexico,

“‘(cc) territories and possessions of the United States, and

“‘(dd) such adjacent islands;

““(ii) the arrival of any railroad car the journey of which originates and terminates in the same country, but only if no passengers board or dis-
embark from the train and no cargo is loaded or unloaded from such car while the car is within any country other than the country in which such
car originates and terminates;

(iii) the arrival of any ferry; or

““(iv) the arrival of any passenger on board a commercial vessel traveling only between ports which are within the customs territory of the United
States.

““(B) The exemption provided for in subparagraph (A) shall not apply in the case of the arrival of any passenger on board a commercial vessel
whose journey originates and terminates at the same place in the United States if there are no intervening stops.

““(C) The exemption provided for in subparagraph (A)(i) shall not apply to fiscal years 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997.”".

(c) FEE AsSESSED ONLY ONCE.—Section 13031(b)(4) of the Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19 U.S.C. 58c(b)(4)) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and (B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively;

(2) by striking ‘“No fee’” and inserting “‘(A) No fee’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new subparagraph:

““(B) In the case of a commercial vessel making a single voyage involving 2 or more United States ports with respect to which the passengers would
otherwise be charged a fee pursuant to subsection (a)(5), such fee shall be charged only 1 time for each passenger.”.

(d) EFFecTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by this section shall take effect as if included in the amendments made by section 521 of the North
American Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act.

SEC. 12. TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO CERTAIN CHEMICAL DESCRIPTION.

(a) AMENDMENT TO SUBHEADING 2933.90.02.—The article description for subheading 2933.90.02 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States
is amended by striking ‘‘(Quizalofop ethyl)’.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—

(1) GENERAL RULE.—The amendment made by this section applies to articles entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, on or after
the 15th day after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(2) RETROACTIVE PROVISION.—Notwithstanding section 514 of the Tariff Act of 1930 or any other provision of law, upon proper request (which in-
cludes sufficient information to identify and locate the entry) filed with the Customs Service on or before the date that is 180 days after the date
of the enactment of this Act, any entry, or withdrawal from warehouse for consumption, of an article that occurred—

(A) after December 31, 1994, and before the date that is 15 days after the date of the enactment of this Act, and

(B) with respect to which there would have been no duty or a lesser duty if the amendment made by subsection (a) applied to such entry or with-
drawal,

shall be liquidated or reliquidated as though such amendment applied to such entry or withdrawal.
SEC. 13. MARKING OF IMPORTED ARTICLES AND CONTAINERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 304 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1304) is amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), (h), and (i) as subsections (h), (i), (j), and (k), respectively, and

(2) by inserting after subsection (e) the following new subsections:

““(f) MARKING OF CERTAIN COFFEE AND TEA PRODUCTS.—The marking requirements of subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to articles described
in subheadings 0901.21, 0901.22, 0902.10, 0902.20, 0902.30, 0902.40, 2101.10, and 2101.20 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States, as in
effect on January 1, 1995.

““(g) MARKING OF SPICES.—The marking requirements of subsections (a) and (b) shall not apply to articles provided for under subheadings 0904.11,
0904.12, 0904.20, 0905.00, 0906.10, 0906.20, 0907.00, 0908.10, 0908.20, 0908.30, 0909.10, 0909.20, 0909.30, 0909.40, 0909.50, 0910.10, 0910.20, 0910.30, 0910.40,
0910.50, 0910.91, 0910.99, 1106.20, 1207.40, 1207.50, 1207.91, 1404.90, and 3302.10, and items classifiable in categories 0712.90.60, 0712.90.8080, 1209.91.2000,
1211.90.2000, 1211.90.8040, 1211.90.8050, 1211.90.8090, 2006.00.3000, 2918.13.2000, 3203.00.8000, 3301.90.1010, 3301.90.1020, and 3301.90.1050 of the Harmonized
Tariff Schedule of the United States, as in effect on January 1, 1995.”".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by this section apply to goods entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption, on or after
the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 14. RELIQUIDATING ENTRY OF WARP KNITTING MACHINES.

Notwithstanding section 514 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any other provision of law, upon proper request filed with the Customs
Service before the 180th day after the date of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary of the Treasury shall—

(1) liquidate or reliquidate as duty free Entry No. 100-3022436-3, made on July 12, 1989, at the port of Charleston, South Carolina; and

(2) refund any duties and interest paid with respect to such entry.

SEC. 15. INJURY DETERMINATIONS FOR CERTAIN COUNTERVAILING DUTY ORDERS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 753 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675b) is amended—

(1) by inserting “‘or section 701(c)’’ after ‘‘section 303"’ each place it appears in the section heading and text; and

(2) in subsections (a)(2) and (c) by striking ‘‘under section 303(a)(2)"’;

SEC. 16. TREATMENT OF DIFFERENCE BETWEEN COLLECTIONS OF ESTIMATED ANTIDUMPING DUTY AND FINAL ASSESSED DUTY UNDER ANTIDUMPING
DUTY ORDER.

Section 737(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1673f(a)) is amended—

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘deposit collected’” and inserting ‘‘deposit, or the amount of any bond or other security, re-
quired’’;

(2) in paragraph (1) by striking ‘‘the cash deposit collected’” and inserting ‘‘that the cash deposit, bond, or other security’’; and

(3) in paragraph (2) by striking ‘‘refunded, to the extent the cash deposit’” and inserting ‘‘refunded or released, to the extent that the cash deposit,
bond, or other security’”.

SEC. 17. PERSONAL ALLOWANCE EXEMPTION FROM DUTIES.

Section 555(b)(6) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1555(b)(6)) is amended by inserting after ‘‘customs territory’’ the following: ‘, except that mer-
chandise purchased by United States residents is eligible for exemption from duty under subheadings 9804.00.65, 9804.00.70, and 9804.00.72 of the Har-
monized Tariff Schedule of the United States upon the United States resident’s return to the customs territory of the United States, if the person
meets the eligibility requirements for the exemption claimed. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, such merchandise shall be considered to
be articles acquired abroad as an incident of the journey from which the person is returning, for purposes of determining eligibility for any such
exemption”’.

SEC. 18. TARIFF TREATMENT OF CERTAIN SILVER AND GOLD BARS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter 11 of chapter 71 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States is amended—

(1) by striking subheading 7106.92.00 and inserting in numerical sequence the following new subheadings and superior text thereto, with such text
having the same degree of indentation as subheading 7106.91:

*7106.92 Semimanufactured:.

7106.92.10 Rectangular or near-rectangular shapes, each having a purity of 99.5 percent or higher and not otherwise marked or
decorated than with weight, purity or other identifying information ...

7106.92.50 Other

Free
Free (A*, CA, E, IL, J, 65%""
MX)

(2) by striking subheading 7108.13.50 and inserting in numerical sequence the following new subheadings and superior text thereto, with such text
having the same degree of indentation as subheading 7108.13.10:

“7108.13.55 Other: Rectangular or near-rectangular shapes, each having a purity of 99.5 percent or higher and not otherwise
marked or decorated than with weight, purity or other identifying information ....................cc Free Free
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6.6% Free (CA, E, IL, J, MX) 65%"

(3) by striking subheadings 7115.90.10 through 7115.90.50 and inserting in numerical sequence the following new subheadings and superior text, with
the article description for subheading 7115.90.15 having the same degree of indentation as the article description of subheading 7116.10.10:

“7115.90.15 Gold, not clad with precious metal, in rectangular or near-rectangular shapes, each having a purity of 99.5 percent or
higher and not otherwise marked or decorated than with weight, purity or other identifying information .................. ree Free
7115.90.25 Silver, not clad with precious metal, in rectangular or near-rectangular shapes, each having a purity of 99.5 percent
or higher and not otherwise marked or decorated than with weight, purity or other identifying information ............... Free Free
7115.90.30 Of gold, including metal clad WIth goId ..........coooiiiiiiii et eeaa e 6.2% Free (A*, CA, E, IL, J, 110%
MX)
7115.90.40 Of silver, including metal clad WIth SHIVET ... e e 4.8% Free (A*, CA, E, IL, J, 65%
MX)
T @ L o =T PP PPPPPPPN 6.4% 65%"".

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—General note
4(d) of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States is amended—

(1) by striking ““7106.92.00 Chile’” and insert-
ing ““7106.92.50 Chile’’; and

(2) by striking ‘7115.90.10 Argentina’’ and
“7115.90.20 Argentina’” and inserting ‘“7115.90.30
Argentina’ and “7115.90.40 Argentina’’, respec-
tively.

(c) STAGED RATE REDUCTIONS.—AnNy staged
rate reduction that was proclaimed by the Presi-
dent before the date of the enactment of this Act
to take effect on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act—

(1) of a rate of duty set forth in subheading
7106.92.00 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of
the United States shall apply to the correspond-
ing rate of duty in subheading 7106.92.50 of such
Schedule (as added by subsection (a)(1));

(2) of a rate of duty set forth in subheading
7108.13.50 shall apply to the corresponding rate
of duty in subheading 7108.13.70 of such Sched-
ule (as added by subsection (a)(2));

(3) of a rate of duty set forth in subheading
7115.90.10 shall apply to the corresponding rate
of duty in subheading 7115.90.30 of such Sched-
ule (as added by subsection (a)(3));

(4) of a rate of duty set forth in subheading
7115.90.20 shall apply to the corresponding rate
of duty in subheading 7115.90.40 of such Sched-
ule (as added by subsection (a)(3)); and

(5) of a rate of duty set forth in subheading
7115.90.50 shall apply to the corresponding rate
of duty in subheading 7115.90.60 of such Sched-
ule (as added by subsection (a)(3)).

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made
by this section shall apply with respect to goods
that are entered, or withdrawn from warehouse
for consumption, on or after the date that is 15
days after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 19. CERTAIN LEAD FUEL TEST ASSEMBLIES.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 514
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1514) or any
other provision of law, the Secretary of the
Treasury shall—

(1) liquidate or reliquidate as free of duty the
entries listed in subsection (b), and

(2) refund any duties paid with respect to
such entry,
if the importer files a request therefor with the
Customs Service within 60 days after the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(b) ENTRIES.—The entries referred to in sub-
section (a) are as follows:

Entry Number Date of Entry

110-0675952-3 ..
110-1525996-0 ..

March 9, 1990
September 19, 1990
110-3667810-7 .. ... November 7, 1990
110-1526938-1 .......... December 21, 1990

SEC. 20. CERTAIN UNLIQUIDATED VESSEL REPAIR
ENTRIES.
(@) TEMPORARY EXEMPTION EXTENDED.—Sec-
tion 484E of the Customs and Trade Act of 1990
(19 U.S.C. 1466 note) is amended—

(1) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking ““and’” at the end of paragraph
@(B);

(B) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-
graph (4); and

(C) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph;

“(3) any entry listed in subsection (c) that
was made during the period beginning on Janu-
ary 1, 1993, and ending on December 31, 1994, to
the extent such entry involves the purchase of
equipment, the use of materials, or the expense
of repairs in a foreign country for 66 LASH
(Lighter Aboard Ship) barges documented under
the laws of the United States if—

““(A) such entry was not liquidated on Janu-
ary 1, 1995; and

““(B) such entry, had it been made on or after
January 1, 1995, would otherwise be eligible for
the exemption provided in section 466(h)(1) of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1466(h)(1)),
and’’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(c) ENTRIES.—The entries referred to in sub-
section (b)(3) are the following:

‘(1) NUMBERED ENTRIES.—

Entry Number Date of Entry
C14-0025455-8
C14-0025456-6 ..
C14-0025457-4 ..
C14-0025473-1 ..
C14-0025478-0 ..
C14-0025479-8 ..
C14-0025480-6 ..
C14-0025481-4 ..
C14-0025511-8 ..
C14-0025533-2
C14-0025545-6
C14-0025546-4
C14-0025547-2 ..
C14-0025558-9 ..
C14-0025560-5 ..
C14-0025574-6 ..
C14-0025575-3 ..
C14-0025603-3 ..
C14-0025604-1 ..
C14-0025605-8 ..
C14-0025623-1 ..
C14-0025624-9 ..
C14-0025625-6 ..
C14-0025635-5 ..
C14-0025636-3 ..
C14-0025637-1 ..
C14-0025653-8 ..
C14-0025654-6 ..
C14-0025655-3 ..
C14-0025657-9 ..
C14-0025679-3 ..
C14-0025680-1 ..
C14-0025688—4 ..
C14-0025689-2
C14-0025690-0
C14-0025691-8
C14-0025692-6 ..
C14-0026803-8 ..
C14-0026804-6 ..
C14-0026805-3
C14-0026807-9
C14-0026808-7 ..
C14-0026809-5 ..
C14-0026810-3 ..
C14-0026811-1 ..
C14-0026826-9 ..
C14-0026827-7 ..
C14-0026828-5 ..
C14-0026829-3 ..
C14-0026830-1

August 18, 1993
August 18, 1993
August 18, 1993
August 27, 1993
September 13, 1993
September 13, 1993
September 13, 1993
September 13, 1993
April 16, 1993
April 30, 1993
May 21, 1993
May 21, 1993
May 21, 1993
June 15, 1993
June 15, 1993
July 21, 1993

July 21, 1993

July 23, 1993

July 23, 1993

July 23, 1993
October 25, 1993
October 25, 1993
October 25, 1993
November 8, 1993
November 8, 1993
November 8, 1993
November 30, 1993
November 30, 1993
November 30, 1993
November 30, 1993
January 3, 1994
January 3, 1994
February 14, 1994
February 14, 1994
February 14, 1994
February 14, 1994
February 14, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
January 24, 1994
March 10, 1994
March 10, 1994
March 10, 1994
March 10, 1994
March 10, 1994

“9902.30.16 Methyl 2-[4-(2,4- dichlorophenoxy)phenoxy] propionate (dichlorofop-methyl) in bulk form or
in forms or packages for retail sale containing no other pesticide products (CAS No. 51338-27-

3) (provided for in subheading 2918.90.20 or 3808.30.15)

No change

Free (A, CA, E, IL, J,
MX)

Entry Number Date of Entry
C14-0026831-9 ...
C14-0026832-7 ...
C14-0026833-5 ...
C14-0026841-8 ...
C14-0026843-4

March 10, 1994
March 10, 1994
March 10, 1994
March 31, 1994
March 31, 1994

C14-0026852-5 May 5, 1994
C14-0026853-3 May 5, 1994
C14-0026854-1 ... May 5, 1994
C14-0026867-3 ... May 18, 1994
C14-0026869-9 ... May 18, 1994
C14-0026874-9 ... June 8, 1994
C14-0026875-6 ... June 8, 1994

C14-0026898-8 ...
C14-0026899-6 ...
C14-0040625-7 ...

August 2, 1994
August 2, 1994
October 5, 1994

““(2) ADDITIONAL ENTRY.—The entry of a 66th
LASH barge (No. CG E69), for which no entry
number is available, if, within 60 days after the
date of the enactment of this subsection, a prop-
er entry is filed with the Customs Service.”’.

SEC. 21. IMPORTS OF CIVIL AIRCRAFT.

General Note 6 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States is amended to
read as follows:

““6. Articles Eligible for Duty-Free Treatment
Pursuant to the Agreement on Trade in Civil
Aircraft.

“‘(a) Whenever a product is entered under a pro-
vision for which the rate of duty ‘Free (C)’ ap-
pears in the ‘Special’ subcolumn, the importer—
““(i) shall maintain such supporting documenta-
tion as the Secretary of the Treasury may re-
quire; and

““(ii) shall be deemed to certify that the imported
article is a civil aircraft, or has been imported
for use in civil aircraft and will be so used.

The importer may amend the entry or file a
written statement to claim a free rate of duty
under this note at any time before the liquida-
tion of the entry becomes final, except that, not-
withstanding section 505(c) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1505(c)), any refund resulting
from any such claim shall be without interest.
““(b) For purposes of the tariff schedule, the
term ‘civil aircraft’” means—
‘(i) any aircraft—
““(A) that is manufactured or operated pursuant
to any certificate issued by the Administrator of
the FAA under section 44704 of title 49, United
States Code, or pursuant to the approval of the
airworthiness authority in the country of expor-
tation, if such approval is recognized by the
FAA as an acceptable substitute for such an
FAA certificate, or
““(B) for which an application for such a certifi-
cate has been submitted to, and accepted by, the
Administrator of the FAA, and
“(ii) any aircraft not described in clause (i),
other than aircraft purchased for use by the De-
partment of Defense or the United States Coast
Guard.”.
SEC. 22. TEMPORARY SUSPENSION OF DUTY ON
DICHLOROFOP-METHYL.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter 11 of chapter 99
of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States is amended by inserting in numerical se-
guence the following new heading:

On or before
12/31/98™".

No change
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(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made by subsection (a) applies with respect to goods entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption,
on or after the 15th day after the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 23. DUTY ON DISPLAY FIREWORKS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 36 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States is amended by striking subheading 3604.10.00 and inserting
the following new subheadings, with the article description for subheading 3604.10 having the same degree of indentation as the article description

for subheading 3604.90.00:

‘3604.10 Fireworks:.
3604.10.10 Display or special fireworks (Class 1.3G) .

3604.10.90 Other (including Class 1.4G)

2.4% Free (A*, CA, E, IL,J, 12.5%
MX)
5.3% Free (A*, CA, E, IL,J,  12.5%".

MX)

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—General note 4(d) of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States is amended by striking ‘*3604.00.00 India’’
and inserting ‘*3604.10.10 India’” and ‘*3604.10.90 India’’.

(c) EFFeCTIVE DATE.—The amendment made by subsection (a) applies with respect to goods entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption,
on or after the 15th day after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 24. ELIMINATION OF DUTIES ON 3,3-DIAMINOBENZIDINE (TETRAAMINO BIPHENYL).

(@) IN GENERAL.—Subheading 2921.59.17 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States is amended by striking ‘“‘and m-Xylenediamine”
and inserting ‘‘m-Xylenediamine; and 3,3'-Diaminobenzidine (tetraamino biphenyl)’".

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made by subsection (a) applies with respect to goods entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for consumption,
on or after the 15th day after the date of the enactment of this Act.
SEC. 25. TEMPORARY REDUCTION IN DUTY ON THIDIAZURON.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter Il of chapter 99 of the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States is amended by inserting in numerical sequence

the following new heading:

*'9902.30.17 N-phenyl-n’-(1,2,3-thiadiazol-5’yl urea (thidiazuron) in bulk or in forms or packages for re-

tail sale (CAS No. 51707-55- -2) (provided for in subheading 2934.90.15 or 3808.30.15)

(b) EFFeECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) applies with respect to goods
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for con-
sumption, on or after the 15th day after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 26. ELIMINATION OF DUTY ON 2-AMINO-3-
CHLOROBENZOIC ACID, METHYL
ESTER.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subheading 2922.49.05 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United
States is amended by inserting after ‘‘acid”’ the
following: “*; 2-Amino-3-chlorobenzoic acid,
methyl ester’”.

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment made
by subsection (a) applies with respect to goods
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse for con-
sumption, on or after the 15th day after the date
of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 27. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS RELATING TO
PUBLIC LAW 103-465.

(@) TITLE |.—

(1) Section 516A(a)(2)(A)(i)(1) of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1516a(a)(2)(A)(i)(1)) is amend-
ed by adding a comma after ‘‘subparagraph
B)".

(2) Section 132 of the Uruguay Round Agree-
ments Act (19 U.S.C. 3552) is amended by strik-
ing “‘title’” and inserting ‘‘section’”.

(b) TITLE I1.—

(1)(A) The item relating to section 221 in the
table of contents of the Uruguay Round Agree-
ments Act is amended to read as follows:

“‘Sec. 221. Special rules for review of determina-
tions.””.

(B) The section heading for section 221 of that
Act is amended to read as follows:

“SEC. 221. SPECIAL RULES FOR REVIEW OF DE-
TERMINATIONS.”.

(2) Section 270(a)(2)(B) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act is amended by striking
“771(A)(c)” and inserting “771A(c)”.

(3) Section 702(c)(5) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1671a(c)(5)) is amended by striking
“(b)(1)(A)” and inserting ““(b)(1)"’.

(4) Section 732(c)(5) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1673a(c)(5)) is amended by striking
“(b)(1)(A)”’ and inserting ““(b)(1)”’.

(5) Section 212(b)(1)(C)(i)(1) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act is amended by striking
“‘the petition’” and inserting ‘‘a petition”’.

(6) Section 214(b)(2)(A)(i)(11) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act is amended by striking
“the merchandise”” and inserting ‘“‘merchan-
dise”.

(7) Section 771(16)(B)(i) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1677(16)(B)(i)) is amended by
striking ‘‘merchandise which is the subject of
the investigation” and inserting ‘‘subject mer-
chandise’’.

4.0%

(8) Section 732(e)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1673a(e)(1)) is amended by striking
“the the’” and inserting “‘the’’.

(9) Section 233(a)(6)(C) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act is amended by inserting ‘‘each
place it appears’ after ‘* ‘commence’”’.

(10) Section 261(d)(1)(A)(ii) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act is amended by inserting
after “‘is amended”’ the following: “‘by striking
‘as follows:” and inserting a comma and”’.

(11) Section 261(d)(1)(B)(ii)(1) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act is amended by inserting
“of”” after “‘section 303 or”’.

(12) Section 337(b)(3) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1337(b)(3)) is amended in the first sen-
tence by striking ‘‘such section and”.

(13) Section 281(h)(4) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act is amended by striking ““(A),”.

(14) Section 771(30) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1677(30)) is amended by striking
‘‘agreement’” and inserting ‘“Agreement’’.

(15) Section 705(c)(1)(B)(i)(11) of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1671d(c)(1)(B)(i)(11)) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘‘section’” after “‘if”’".

(16) Section 282(d) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 3572(d)) is amended
by aligning the text of the last sentence with the
text of the first sentence.

(c) TITLE H1.—

(1) Section 314(e) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act is amended in the matter pro-
posed to be inserted as section 306(b)(1) of the
Trade Act of 1974, by striking the closed
quotation marks and second period at the end.

(2) Section 321(a)(1)(C)(i) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act is amended to read as
follows:

““(i) in the first sentence by striking ‘such Act’
and inserting ‘such subtitle’; and”’.

(3) Section 592A(a)(3) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1592A(a)(3)) is amended by striking
“list under paragraph (2)’ and inserting “‘list
under paragraph (1)”.

(4) Section 301(c)(4) of the Trade Act of 1974
(19 U.S.C. 2411(c)(4)) is amended by striking

“paragraph (1)(C)(iii)”” and inserting ‘‘para-
graph (1)(D)(iii)™.

(5) Section 202(d)(4)(A)(i) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2252(d)(4)(A)(i)) is amended by
striking ‘‘section 202(b)”’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
section (b)”.

(6) Section 304(a)(3)(A) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2414(a)(3)(A)) is amended by in-
serting “‘Rights’ after ‘‘Intellectual Property’’.

(7) Section 331 of the Uruguay Round Agree-
ments Act (19 U.S.C. 3591) is amended by strik-
ing ““, as defined in section 2(9) of the Uruguay
Round Implementation Act,”’

(8) Section 204 of the Agricultural Act of 1956
(7 U.S.C. 1854) is amended in the second sen-

No change

No change On or before 12/31/98"".

tence by striking ‘‘Implementation’ and insert-
ing ““Agreements’’.

(9) Section 334(b)(1)(B)(ii) of the Uruguay
Round Agreements Act (19 U.S.C.
3592(b)(1)(B)(ii)) is amended by striking ‘‘posses-
sion,”” and inserting ‘‘possession;’’.

(10) Section 305(d)(2) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2515(d)(2)) is amended—

(A) by striking “‘or’’ after the semicolon at the
end of subparagraph (B); and

(B) in subparagraph (C) by striking the period
at the end and inserting a semicolon.

(11) Section 304 of the Trade Agreements Act
of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2514) is amended—

(A) in subsection (a) by striking the comma
after “XXIV(7)”’; and

(B) in subsection (c)—

(i) by striking the comma after “XXIV(7)"’;
and

(ii) by striking the comma after “*XI1X(5)”.

(12) Section 308(4)(D) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2518(4)(D)) is amended by
striking “‘the the’” and inserting “‘the””.

(13) Section 305(g) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2515(g)) is amended—

(A) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by striking ‘“‘of such subsection’ and in-
serting ‘‘of subsection (d)(2)’’; and

(ii) by inserting ‘“‘of subsection (d)(2)” after
“‘(as the case may be)’’; and

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) by striking ““the the’” and inserting ‘“‘the’’;
and

(ii) by inserting ‘“‘of subsection (d)(2)”
“‘(as the case may be)”".

(14) Section 402(4) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2532(4)) is amended by in-
serting a comma after ‘‘system, if any”’.

(15) Section 414(b)(1) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2544(b)(1)) is amended by
striking ‘‘procedures,,” each place it appears
and inserting ‘‘procedures,’’.

(16) Section 451(6)(A) of the Trade Agreements
Act of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2571(6)(A)) is amended by
striking ‘‘Members.”” and inserting ‘‘Members;
and’’.

(d) TITLE IV.—

(1) Section 492(c) of the Trade Agreements Act
of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2578a(c)) is amended by strik-
ing “‘phystosanitary’’ and inserting
“‘phytosanitary’’.

(2) Section 412(b) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act is amended by striking ‘1853
and inserting ‘972",

(e) TITLE V.—

(1) Section 154(c)(2) of title 35, United States
Code, is amended in the matter preceding sub-
paragraph (A) by striking ‘‘Acts’’ and inserting
‘‘acts’’.

(2) Section 104A(h)(3) of title 17, United States
Code, is amended by striking “‘section 104A(g)”’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (g)”’.

after
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(f) TITLE VI.—

(1) Section 141(c)(1)(D) of the Trade Act of
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2171(c)(1)(D)) is amended by
striking the second comma after ““World Trade
Organization”’.

(2) Section 601(b)(1)(B) of the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (19 U.S.C. 2465 note) is amended
by striking ‘“‘such date of enactment’” and in-
serting ‘‘the date of the enactment of this Act”.
SEC. 28. TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS RELATING TO

PUBLIC LAW 103-182.

(@) TITLE I1.—

(1) Section 13031(b)(10)(A) of the Consolidated
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1985 (19
U.S.C. 58c(b)(10)(A)) is amended—

(A) by striking ‘‘Agreement)’”” and inserting
““Agreement Implementation Act of 1988)"’; and

(B) by striking ‘“‘section 403"’ and inserting
“‘article 403”".

(2) Section 202 of the North American Free
Trade Agreement Implementation Act (19 U.S.C.
3332) is amended—

(A) in subsection (m)(4)(C) by striking “‘(0)”’
and inserting ““(p)’’; and

(B) in subsection (p)(18) by striking ‘‘federal
government’” and inserting ‘‘Federal Govern-
ment’’.

(b) TITLE 111.—

(1) Section 351(b)(2) of the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act is
amended by striking ‘‘Agreement Act” and in-
serting ‘‘Agreements Act’’.

(2) Section 411(c) of the Trade Agreements Act
of 1979 (19 U.S.C. 2541(c)) is amended by striking
“‘Special Representatives’ and inserting ‘“‘Trade
Representative’’.

(3) Section 316 of the North American Free
Trade Agreement Implementation Act (19 U.S.C.

3381) is amended by striking ‘‘subsection
202(d)(1)(C)(i)”” and inserting ‘‘subsection
(D))",

(4) Section 309(c) of the North American Free
Trade Agreement Implementation Act (19 U.S.C.
3358(c)) is amended in paragraphs (1) and (2) by
striking ‘“‘column 1—General”” and inserting
““‘column 1 general’’.

(c) TITLE IV.—

(1) Section 402(d)(3) of the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act (19
U.S.C. 3432(d)(3)) is amended in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A) by striking “‘(c)(4)”’
and inserting ‘‘subsection (c)(4)”".

(2) Section 407(e)(2) of the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act (19
U.S.C. 3437(e)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘peti-
tion,” and inserting ‘‘petition;”’.

(3) Section 516A(g)(12)(D) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1516a(g)(12)(D)) is amended—

(A) by striking ““(D)(i)”” and inserting ““(D)”’;
and

(B) by striking “‘If the Trade Representative’’
and inserting ““(i) If the Trade Representative’.

(4) Section 415(b)(2) of the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act (19
U.S.C. 3451(b)(2)) is amended by striking ‘‘under
516A(a)’” and inserting ‘‘under section 516A(a)’".

(d) TITLE V.—Section 219 of the Caribbean
Basin Economic Recovery Act (19 U.S.C. 2707) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (b)(1) by striking ‘‘Hemi-
sphere,”” and inserting ‘‘Hemisphere;”’; and

(2) in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (h)
by striking ““‘Center,”” and inserting ‘‘Center;”".

(e) TITLE VI.—

(1) Section 3126 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (19 U.S.C. 293) is amended by
striking ‘““or both’’ and inserting ‘‘or both,”’.

(2) Section 3127 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States (19 U.S.C. 294) is amended by
striking ‘‘conveyed a United States’’ and insert-
ing “‘conveyed in a United States™.

(3) Section 436(a)(2) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1436(a)(2)) is amended—

(A) by striking “*431(e)”’ and inserting ‘‘431’";
and

(B) by striking ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon at the
end.

(4) Section 313 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1313) is amended—
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(A) in subsection (j)(2) by realigning the text
following subparagraph (C)(ii)(I11) beginning
with ‘“‘then upon the exportation’” and ending
with ““duty, tax, or fee.” two ems to the left so
that the text has the same degree of indentation
as paragraph (3) of section 313(j) of such Act;
and

(B) in subsection (t) by striking ‘‘chapter’”
and inserting “‘Act’’.

(5) Section 441 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1441) is amended—

(A) in each of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) by
striking the semicolon at the end and inserting
a period; and

(B) in paragraph (5) by striking *“; and’ and
inserting a period.

(6) Section 484(a)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1484(a)(1)) is amended by striking
‘653, and 336(j)”’ and inserting ‘‘and 553”.

(7) Section 514(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1514(a)) is amended by striking “‘section
520 (relating to refunds and errors), and section
521 (relating to reliquidations on account of
fraud)”” and inserting ‘‘and section 520 (relating
to refunds and errors)”’.

(8) Section 491(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1491(a)) is amended in the first sen-
tence—

(A) by striking ““in in”” and inserting ‘in’’;
and

(B) by striking ‘“‘appropriate customs officer’”’
and inserting ‘‘Customs Service’.

(9) Section 490(c)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1490(c)(1)) is amended by striking
“paragraphs (1) through (4) of subsection (a)”’
and inserting ‘‘subparagraphs (A) through (D)
of subsection (a)(1)”’.

(10) Sections 1207(b)(2) and 1210(b)(1) of the
Omnibus Trade and Competitiveness Act of 1988
(19 U.S.C. 3007(b)(2) and 3010(b)(1)) are each
amended by striking ‘‘484(e)’’ and ‘‘1484(e)”’ and
inserting ‘‘484(f)’” and *1484(f)”’, respectively.

(11) Section 641(d)(2)(B) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1641(d)(2)(B)) is amended in the
second to the last sentence by striking ‘‘his”
and inserting ‘“‘the’.

(12) Section 621(4)(A) of the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act is
amended by striking “‘disclosure in 30 days’’ and
inserting ‘‘disclosure within 30 days™.

(13) Section 592(d) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1592(d)) is amended in the subsection
heading by striking ““TAXES’ and inserting
“TAXES,”.

(14) Section 625(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19
U.S.C. 1625(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘chap-
ter’”” and inserting ““Act’’.

(15) Section 413(a)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1413(a)(1)) is amended by striking
“this Act” and inserting ‘‘the North American
Free Trade Agreement Implementation Act’.
SEC. 29. OTHER TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.

Section 516A(g)(4)(A) of the Tariff Act of 1930
(19 U.S.C. 1516a(g)(4)(A)) is amended by striking
“Implementation Agreement Act of 1988 and
inserting ‘‘Agreement Implementation Act of
1988’".

SEC. 30. MORATORIUM ON MARKINGS OF METAL
FORGINGS AND HAND TOOLS; CON-
SULTATION AND LAYOVER REQUIRE-
MENTS IN GENERAL.

(a) MORATORIUM ON EXISTING AGENCY AcC-
TIONS.—

(1) MoORATORIUM.—AnNYy regulations, rulings,
guidelines, or other administrative decisions of
the Secretary of the Treasury or of the United
States Customs Service relating to rules of origin
or country of origin marking requirements in ef-
fect on July 17, 1996, with respect to hand tools
or metal forgings for hand tools may not be
changed, modified, or revoked for a period of 1
year beginning on the date of the enactment of
this Act. The regulations, rulings, guidelines,
and other administrative decisions referred to in
the preceding sentence shall, for the 1-year pe-
riod beginning on the date of the enactment of
this Act, govern the rules of origin and country
of origin marking requirements with respect to
hand tools and metal forgings for hand tools.
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(2) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘“‘metal forgings for hand
tools’” means metal forgings that—

(A) are imported for processing into finished
hand tools in the United States; and

(B) have not been improved in condition be-
yond rough burring, trimming, grinding, turn-
ing, hammering, chiseling, or filing.

(b) CONSULTATION WITH CONGRESS.—

(1) HAND TOOLS AND METAL FORGINGS.—ANy
regulations, rulings, guidelines, or other admin-
istrative decisions referred to in subsection (a)
may be changed, modified, or revoked, consist-
ent with United States law, after the end of the
1-year period described in that subsection, but
only if the requirements of paragraph (3) are
met.

(2) CHANGES IN RULE OF ORIGIN OR COUNTRY
OF ORIGIN MARKING REQUIREMENTS.—ANY regu-
lations, rulings, guidelines, or other administra-
tive decisions of the Secretary of the Treasury or
of the United States Customs Service constitut-
ing a significant policy change in rules of origin
or country of origin marking requirements in ef-
fect on July 17, 1996, may be issued only if the
requirements of paragraph (3) are met.

(3) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS.—The require-
ments referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2) are
that—

(A) in addition to any other requirement of
law or public notice procedure, the Secretary of
the Treasury has consulted with interested and
potentially affected persons regarding the pro-
posed action referred to in paragraph (1) or (2),
as the case may be;

(B) the Secretary of the Treasury has submit-
ted a report to the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House of Representatives and the
Committee on Finance of the Senate that sets
forth the action proposed, the extent to which
such action constitutes a significant policy
change from that underlying the regulations,
rulings, guidelines, or administrative decisions
in effect, and the reasons for such change;

(C) a period of 60 days, beginning with the
first day on which the Secretary of the Treasury
has met the requirements of subparagraphs (A)
and (B) with respect to the proposed action has
expired; and

(D) the Secretary of the Treasury has con-
sulted with the committees referred to in sub-
paragraph (B) regarding the proposed action
during the period referred to in subparagraph
(©).
(4) CALCULATION OF 60-DAY PERIOD.—The 60-
day period referred to in paragraph (3)(C) shall
be computed by excluding—

(A) the days on which either House of Con-
gress is not in session because of an adjourn-
ment of more than 3 days to a day certain or an
adjournment of the Congress sine die; and

(B) any Saturday and Sunday, not excluded
under subparagraph (A), when either House is
not in session.

(5) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘‘significant policy change”’
means an action or determination for which the
Secretary of the Treasury is required to follow
the procedures of section 625(c) or section 516 of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1625, 1516).

(c) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS AND OBLIGA-
TIONS.—Nothing in this section shall affect sec-
tion 132 or 334 of the Uruguay Round Agree-
ments Act (19 U.S.C. 3552, 3592), or require ac-
tions inconsistent with United States obligations
under the WTO Agreements (as defined in sec-
tion 2 of the Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(19 U.S.C. 3501), the North American Free Trade
Agreement, or the Agreement on the Establish-
ment of a Free Trade Area between the Govern-
ment of the United States of America and the
Government of Israel.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from II-
linois [Mr. CRANE] and the gentleman
from Florida [Mr. GiBBONS] each will
control 20 minutes.



July 30, 1996

The Chair recognizes the gentleman

from Illinois [Mr. CRANE].
GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker | ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks on
H.R. 3815.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, | yield my-
self such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of H.R. 3815, a bill to make technical
corrections and miscellaneous amend-
ments to trade laws.

H.R. 3815 is a package of miscellane-
ous trade provisions and other tech-
nical and clerical corrections that were
introduced originally as separate bills.
The provisions in H.R. 3815 fall into
four broad categories of miscellaneous
trade proposals. The Committee on
Ways and Means and the House already
have approved the first group of pro-
posals, which were included in last
year’s Balanced Budget Act, which was
vetoed.

The second group of miscellaneous
trade proposals was favorably reported
by the Ways and Means Subcommittee
on Trade on May 9 and by the full com-
mittee on July 26.

The third group includes two addi-
tional individual provisions, both of
which received public comment. These
two provisions also were favorably re-
ported by the full committee on July
26.

The final group of provisions is a col-
lection of purely technical and clerical
corrections submitted by the Office of
Law Revision. These items also were
favorably reported by the subcommit-
tee on May 9 and by the full committee
on July 26.

During its consideration of the bill,
the Ways and Means Committee ap-
proved an amendment to H.R. 3815, in-
volving a 1-year moratorium on
changes in regulations or administra-
tive rulings relating to the importation
of metal forgings for hand tools. The
amendment also includes a 60-day con-
sultation and layover provision for any
significant policy changes with regard
to rules of origin or country of origin
marking requirements for all products.

The amendment and additional
changes incorporated here today, rep-
resent a bipartisan compromise on this
matter.

An additional amendment which
clarifies that the moratorium applies
only to hand tools and metal forgings
covered by preexisting rulings rather
than new products was included as part
of H.R. 3815 subsequent to the filing of
the committee report. | support this
final compromise and applaud my col-
leagues on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, especially Mrs. JOHNSON, Mrs.
KENNELLY, and Mr. NEAL, for working
closely with me on this issue.

Let me add that collecting these
highly technical miscellaneous bills
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into a single legislative package is an
enormous task undertaken in each
Congress. H.R. 3815 groups roughly half
the total number of miscellaneous
trade bills introduced during the 104th
Congress.

An effort has been made to include
only those bills which are non-
controversial and revenue neutral. On
average, it takes a continuous effort
over two or three Congresses to pass
such a bill, even those which make
purely technical and clerical correc-
tions.

Given these difficulties, it is my hope
that we might be able to develop a set
of transparent ground rules for han-
dling miscellaneous trade proposals in
the future. In my view, any bill which
has the approval of the Congress and
the administration, is unopposed by
business and industry, and is revenue
neutral, should move forward under ex-
pedited procedures. Business and indus-
try often rely on the ability of Con-
gress to update the trade laws to con-
form with commercial reality. | think
we should be responsive to the needs of
the trade community by developing
some transparent, expedited proce-
dures.

I look forward to working with my
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to
establish such rules and procedures.

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘“‘yes’”’
on H.R. 3815.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. GIBBONS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

| rise in support of H.R. 3815, as amended.

H.R. 3815 consists of a large number of
miscellaneous trade provisions and technical
corrections to various trade laws. These
changes were proposed by Members, the ad-
ministration, the private sector, or the law revi-
sion counsel. They facilitate customs adminis-
tration, suspend duties on specific products, or
correct errors in tariff treatment or in the tech-
nical drafting of various trade statutes.

The committee amendment to section 30 of
the bill as reported clarifies that preexisting
rulings or other administrative decisions of the
Treasury Department or Customs Service re-
garding rules of origin or country of origin
marking requirements for handtools or metal
forgings for handtools govern during a 1-year
moratorium period with respect to tools or
forgings covered by the decisions and defined
in the bill.

The amendment also defines the scope of
significant policy changes in rule of origin and
marking requirements that would be subject to
new congressional consultation and layover
procedures. These modifications to the bill as
reported are agreed among the interested par-
ties involved.

The provisions of H.R. 3815 were subject to
public comment and are non-controversial. |
urge passage of H.R. 3815.

Mr. CRANE. Mr. Speaker, |
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr.
CRANE] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3815, as
amended.

yield
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The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

REGULATING FISHING IN CERTAIN
WATERS OF ALASKA

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 1786) to regulate fishing in cer-
tain waters of Alaska, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 1786

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. DESCENDANTS' LAND USE.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Local residents who are
descendants of Katmai residents who lived in
the Naknek Lake and River Drainage shall
be permitted, subject to reasonable regula-
tions established by the Secretary of the In-
terior, to continue their traditional fishery
for red fish within Katmai National Park
(the national park and national preserve re-
designated, established, and expanded under
section 202(2) of the Alaska National Interest
Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 410hh-1)).

(b) RED FIsH DEFINED.—For the purposes of
subsection (a), the term ‘“‘red fish” means
spawned-out sockeye salmon that has no sig-
nificant commercial value.

SEC. 2. EFFECT ON TITLE AND JURISDICTION OF
TIDAL AND SUBMERGED LANDS.

(a) TiTLE.—No provision of this Act shall
be construed to invalidate or validate or in
any other way affect any claim by the State
of Alaska to title to any or all submerged
lands, nor shall any actions taken pursuant
to or in accordance with this Act operate
under any provision or principle of the law
to bar the State of Alaska from asserting at
any time its claim of title to any or all of
the submerged lands.

(b) JurispicTioN.—Nothing in this Act nor
in any actions taken pursuant to this Act
shall be construed as expanding or diminish-
ing Federal or State jurisdiction, respon-
sibility, interests, or rights in management,
regulation, or control over waters of the
State of Alaska or submerged lands under
any provision of Federal or State law.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California [Mr. CALVERT] and the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. JOHN-
SoN] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California [Mr. CALVERT].

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. CALVERT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, H.R.
1786 is the result of cooperative efforts
of the Alaska Federation of Natives,
the Bristol Bay Native Association, the
Department of the Interior, and Re-
sources Committee staff.

This bill is necessary to allow ap-
proximately 40 local residents of the
Alaska Peninsula to harvest tradi-
tional red fish within the boundaries of
Katmai National Park. Red fish Iis
spawned out sockeye salmon which has
traditional significance for the resi-
dents of this region. The harvest of red
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fish takes place from August to Octo-
ber each year. When Katmai National
Park was designated in the 1930’s, the
local residents were prohibited from
the taking of fish by traditional means.
This bill would allow the local resi-
dents to again harvest this culturally
significant red fish by traditional
means.

I want to thank Bristol Bay Native
Association, Department of the Inte-
rior, the Alaska Federation of Natives
and staff for their work on this bill.

I urge my colleagues to support this
noncontroversial bill.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.R. 1786.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, |
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

The majority has had an opportunity
to examine this legislation and has no
objection to the bill.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from California [Mr.
CALVERT] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1786, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

re-

laid on

NATIONAL GEOLOGIC MAPPING
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1996

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3198) to reauthorize and amend
the National Geologic Mapping Act of
1992, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3198

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘National
Geologic Mapping Reauthorization Act of
1996’

SEC. 2. FINDINGS.

Congress finds that—

(1) in enacting the National Geologic Map-
ping Act of 1992 (43 U.S.C. 3la et seq.), Con-
gress found, among other things, that—

(A) during the 2 decades preceding enact-
ment of that Act, the production of geologic
maps had been drastically curtailed;

(B) geologic maps are the primary data
base for virtually all applied and basic earth-
science investigations;

(C) Federal agencies, State and local gov-
ernments, private industry, and the general
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public depend on the information provided
by geologic maps to determine the extent of
potential environmental damage before em-
barking on projects that could lead to pre-
ventable, costly environmental problems or
litigation;

(D) the lack of proper geologic maps has
led to the poor design of such structures as
dams and waste-disposal facilities;

(E) geologic maps have proven indispen-
sable in the search for needed fossil fuel and
mineral resources; and

(F) a comprehensive nationwide program
of geologic mapping is required in order to
systematically build the Nation’s geologic-
map data base at a pace that responds to in-
creasing demand;

(2) the geologic mapping program called
for by that Act has not been fully imple-
mented; and

(3) it is time for this important program to
be fully implemented.

SEC. 3. REAUTHORIZATION AND AMENDMENT.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 3 of the National
Geologic Mapping Act of 1992 (43 U.S.C. 31b)
is amended—

(1) by striking ‘““As used in this Act:” and
inserting “‘In this Act:”’;

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (2), (3), (4),
and (5) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), and (6), re-
spectively;

(3) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-
lowing:

““(2) ASSOCIATION.—The term ‘Association’
means the Association of American State
Geologists.””; and

(4) in each paragraph that does not have a
heading, by inserting a heading, in the same
style as the heading in paragraph (2), as
added by paragraph (3), the text of which is
comprised of the term defined in the para-
graph.

(b) GEOLOGIC MAPPING PROGRAM.—Section
4 of the National Geologic Mapping Act of
1992 (43 U.S.C. 31c) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
the following:

‘“(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There is established a
national cooperative geologic mapping pro-
gram between the United States Geological
Survey and the State geological surveys,
acting through the Association.

‘“(2) DESIGN, DEVELOPMENT, AND ADMINIS-
TRATION.—The cooperative geologic mapping
program shall be—

““(A) designed and administered to achieve
the objectives set forth in subsection (c);

*“(B) developed in consultation with the ad-
visory committee; and

““(C) administered through the Survey.”’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) in the subsection heading by striking
“USGS” and inserting ‘“THE SURVEY"’;

(B) in paragraph (1)—

(i) by single-indenting the paragraphs, dou-
ble-indenting the subparagraphs, and triple
indenting the clauses;

(ii) by inserting ‘““LEAD AGENCY.—’ before
“The Survey’’;

(iii) in subparagraph (A)—

() by striking ‘“Committee on Natural Re-
sources” and inserting ‘“Committee on Re-
sources’’; and

(I1) by striking ‘“‘date of enactment of this
Act” and inserting ‘‘date of enactment of the
National Geologic Mapping Reauthorization
Act of 1996"’;

(iv) in subparagraph (B)—

(1) by striking ‘“‘State geological surveys”
and inserting ‘‘Association’’; and

(I1) by striking ‘‘date of enactment of this
Act’” and inserting ‘‘date of enactment of the
National Geologic Mapping Reauthorization
Act of 1996”’; and

(v) in subparagraph (C)—

() by striking ‘‘date of enactment of this
Act” and inserting ‘“‘date of enactment of the
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National Geologic Mapping Reauthorization
Act of 1996°";

(1) by striking ‘““Committee on Natural Re-
sources” and inserting ‘“Committee on Re-
sources’’;

(111) in clauses (i) and (ii) by inserting ‘“‘and
the Association’ after ‘“the Survey’’;

(IV) by adding ‘“‘and” at the end of clause
(ii); and

(V) by striking *‘; and” at the end of clause
(iii) and all that follows through the end of
the subparagraph and inserting a period; and

(C) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by inserting ‘“RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE
SECRETARY.—"’ before ““In addition to’’; and

(ii) in subparagraph (A) by striking ‘“‘State
geological surveys’” and inserting ‘‘Associa-
tion”’;

(3) in subsection (c)—

(A) in paragraph (2) by striking “‘interpre-
tive” and inserting ‘“‘interpretative’’; and

(B) in paragraph (4) by striking ‘“‘awareness
for’” and inserting ‘‘awareness of’’; and

(4) in subsection (d)—

(A) in paragraph (1) by inserting ‘“FEDERAL
COMPONENT.—"" before ““A Federal’’;

(B) in paragraph (2)—

(i) by inserting ‘““SUPPORT COMPONENT.—"’
before ‘““A geologic’; and

(if) by striking subparagraph (D) and in-
serting the following:

‘(D) geochronologic and isotopic investiga-
tions that—

‘(i) provide radiometric age dates for geo-
logic-map units; and

“(it) fingerprint the geothermometry,
geobarometry, and alteration history of geo-
logic-map units,
which investigations shall be contributed to
a national geochronologic data base;’’;

(C) in paragraph (3) by inserting ‘“‘STATE
COMPONENT.—"" before ‘A State’’; and

(D) by striking paragraph (4) and inserting
the following:

‘“(4) EDUCATION COMPONENT.—A geologic
mapping education component—

““(A) the objectives of which shall be—

““(i) to develop the academic programs that
teach earth-science students the fundamen-
tal principles of geologic mapping and field
analysis; and

““(ii) to provide for broad education in geo-
logic mapping and field analysis through
support of field studies;

“(B) investigations under which shall be
integrated with the other mapping compo-
nents of the geologic mapping program and
shall respond to priorities identified for
those components; and

“(C) Federal funding for which shall be
matched by non-Federal sources on a 1-to-1
basis.”.

(c) ADVISORY COMMITTEE.—Section 5 of the
National Geologic Mapping Act of 1992 (43
U.S.C. 31d) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a) and inserting
the following:

‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—There shall be estab-
lished a 10-member geologic mapping advi-
sory committee to advise the Director on
planning and implementation of the geologic
mapping program.

““(2) MEMBERS EX OFFICIO0.—Federal agency
members shall include the Administrator of
the Environmental Protection Agency or a
designee, the Secretary of Energy or a des-
ignee, the Secretary of Agriculture or a des-
ignee, and the Assistant to the President for
Science and Technology or a designee.

““(3) APPOINTED MEMBERS.—Not later than
90 days after the date of enactment of the
National Geologic Mapping Reauthorization
Act of 1996, in consultation with the Associa-
tion, the Secretary shall appoint to the advi-
sory committee 2 representatives from the
Survey (including the Chief Geologist, as
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Chairman), 2 representatives from the State
geological surveys, 1 representative from
academia, and 1 representative from the pri-
vate sector.”’; and

(2) in subsection (b)(3) by striking ‘“‘and
State”’ and inserting ‘‘, State, and univer-
sity”.

(d) GEOLOGIC MAPPING PROGRAM IMPLEMEN-
TATION PLAN.—Section 6 of the National Geo-
logic Mapping Act of 1992 (43 U.S.C. 3le) is
amended—

(1) in paragraph (1) by inserting ‘‘coopera-
tive” after ‘“‘national’’;

(2) by striking paragraph (3)(C) and insert-
ing the following:

““(C) for the State geologic mapping com-
ponent, a priority-setting mechanism that
responds to—

“(i) specific intrastate needs for geologic-
map information; and

“(ii) interstate needs shared by adjacent
entities that have common requirements;
and’’;

(3) by striking paragraphs (4) and (5) and
inserting the following:

“(4) a mechanism for adopting scientific
and technical mapping standards for prepar-
ing and publishing general-purpose and spe-
cial-purpose geologic maps to—

““(A) ensure uniformity of cartographic and
scientific conventions; and

““(B) provide a basis for judgment as to the
comparability and quality of map products;
and’’; and

(4) by redesignating paragraph (6) as para-
graph (5).

(e) NATIONAL GEOLOGIC-MAP DATA BASE.—
Section 7 of the National Geologic Mapping
Act of 1992 (43 U.S.C. 31f) is amended by
striking subsection (b) and inserting the fol-
lowing:

“‘(b) STANDARDIZATION.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Geologic maps contrib-
uted to the national archives shall have for-
mat, symbols, and technical attributes that
adhere to standards so that archival infor-
mation can be accessed, exchanged, and com-
pared efficiently and accurately, as required
by Executive Order 12906 (59 Fed. Reg. 17,671
(1994)), which established the National Spa-
tial Data Infrastructure.

““(2) DEVELOPMENT OF STANDARDS.—Entities
that contribute geologic maps to the na-
tional archives shall develop the standards
described in paragraph (1) in cooperation
with the Federal Geographic Data Commit-
tee, which is charged with standards develop-
ment and other data coordination activities
as described in Office of Management and
Budget revised Circular A-16."".

(f) ANNUAL REPORT.—Section 8 of the Na-
tional Geologic Mapping Act of 1992 (43
U.S.C. 319g) is amended in the first sentence—

(1) by striking ‘“Committee on Natural Re-
sources” and inserting ‘“Committee on Re-
sources’’; and

(2) by striking ‘““program, and describing
and evaluating progress’ and inserting ‘‘pro-
gram and describing and evaluating the
progress’’.

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 9 of the National Geologic Mapping
Act of 1992 (43 U.S.C. 31h) is amended to read
as follows:

“SEC. 9. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—There are authorized to
be appropriated to carry out the national co-
operative geologic mapping program under
this Act—

‘(1) $24,000,000 for fiscal year 1997;

““(2) $26,000,000 for fiscal year 1998;

““(3) $28,000,000 for fiscal year 1999; and

““(4) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2000.

“(b) ALLOCATION OF APPROPRIATED
FUNDS.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Of the amount of funds
that are appropriated under subsection (a)
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for any fiscal year up to the amount that is
equal to the amount appropriated to carry
out the national cooperative geologic map-
ping program for fiscal year 1996—

““(A) not less than 20 percent shall be allo-
cated to State mapping activities; and

““(B) not less than 2 percent shall be allo-
cated to educational mapping activities.

““(2) INCREASED APPROPRIATIONS.—Of the
amount of funds that are appropriated under
subsection (a) for any fiscal year up to the
amount that exceeds the amount appro-
priated to carry out the national cooperative
geologic mapping program for fiscal year
1996—

““(A) for fiscal year 1997—

‘(i) 76 percent shall be allocated for Fed-
eral mapping and support mapping activi-
ties;

‘(i) 22 percent shall be allocated for State
mapping activities; and

“(iii) 2 percent shall be allocated for edu-
cational mapping activities;

*“(B) for fiscal year 1998—

““(i) 75 percent shall be allocated for Fed-
eral mapping and support mapping activi-
ties;

““(ii) 23 percent shall be allocated for State
mapping activities; and

““(iii) 2 percent shall be allocated for edu-
cational mapping activities;

““(C) for fiscal year 1999—

‘(i) 74 percent shall be allocated for Fed-
eral mapping and support mapping activi-
ties;

‘(i) 24 percent shall be allocated for State
mapping activities; and

“(iii) 2 percent shall be allocated for edu-
cational mapping activities; and

‘(D) for fiscal year 2000—

(i) 73 percent shall be allocated for Fed-
eral mapping and support mapping activi-
ties;

(i) 25 percent shall be allocated for State
mapping activities; and

““(iii) 2 percent shall be allocated for edu-
cational mapping activities.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
California [Mr. CALVERT] and the gen-
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. JOHN-
sSoN] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from California [Mr. CALVERT].

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. CALVERT asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of H.R. 3198, a bill to re-
authorize and amend the National Geo-
logic Mapping Act of 1992 which estab-
lished a cooperative program between
the U.S. Geological Survey, the various
State geological surveys, and aca-
demia. After 4 years, it is time to reau-
thorize this program for another 4
years and to modify its terms slightly
based upon the experience the coopera-
tors have gained.

First, let me say that our colleague
from West Virginia, NICK RAHALL,
joined by a large bipartisan group of
Members, was the lead sponsor of the
bill which became law in 1992 first au-
thorizing the cooperative geologic
mapping program. That action was
taken, Mr. Speaker, in the wake of a
study by the National Academy of
Sciences which expressed alarm at the
decline of detailed geologic mapping ef-
forts nationwide over the last decade.
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The National Geologic Mapping Act
then, as now, was a codification of “‘co-
operative federalism” in that it ex-
pressly authorized the practice of the
USGS using a small but significant
portion of its geologic mapping budget
to fund mapping projects of priority to
the State geologic surveys on a 50/50
matching share basis. Furthermore, a
component of the program was de-
signed to set aside a smaller portion of
the budget for universities to compete
for funds to support student training in
geologic mapping skills and field stud-
ies.

Mr. Speaker, the basic scientific en-
deavor of mapping the bedrock geology
and surficial deposits of this country is
the foundation upon which society’s
needs for identification and abatement
of geologic hazards such as seismic
zones, volcanic activity, and land-
slides. Such mapping is also key to de-
lineation and protection of sources of
safe drinking water, sound land-use
planning, and initial mineral resources
assessments as well.

Since its passage of the 1992 Act,
staffing at the USGS, particularly for
this type of work, has declined dra-
matically. A significant reduction-in-
force in the Geologic Division begun by
the fiscal year 1995 budget and contin-
ued last year has made it all the more
necessary to full involve the State sur-
veys in the priorization of national
geologic mapping needs and coopera-
tive use of their staffs to get the job
done.

H.R. 3198 reauthorizes this coopera-
tive program for 4 more years and es-
tablishes thresholds for the sharing of
funds between the Federal, State, and
academic components. In general, the
administration has agreed to dedicate
not less than 20 percent of the budget
line for geologic mapping to the coop-
erative State map component, and not
less than 2 percent to the educational
component.

Mr. Speaker, by way of reference, the
fiscal year 1996 appropriation for this
subactivity of the USGS was approxi-
mately $22 million, meaning that $4
million is in the grant pool for match-
ing with State moneys on geologic
mapping projects upon approval by a
peer review panel. The administra-
tion’s fiscal year 1997 budget requested
level funding for this program and the
full House voted in agreement earlier
this month on H.R. 3662, the Interior
and Related Agencies appropriations
bill.

H.R. 3198 will reauthorize this valu-
able program for 4 more years and rat-
ify some very minor changes nego-
tiated between the three participant
groups—Feds, States, and academia.
Specifically, these are definitional
name changes, a slight modification of
the congressional findings, and a par-
ing down of the size of the Advisory
Committee to the USGS Director. The
current act has an unwieldly 16 mem-
ber board. This reauthorization calls
for downsized 10-member advisory
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board, made up of Federal representa-
tives as well as State geologists and
university members.

Mr. Speaker, let me finish by thank-
ing the ranking member of the Energy
and Mineral Resources Subcommittee,
Mr. ABERCROMBIE of Hawaii, for his co-
operation on this reauthorization. H.R.
3198 has the full support of the admin-
istration and | urge its passage.

O 1045

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ha-
waii [Mr. ABERCROMBIE], the ranking
member of the Subcommittee on En-
ergy and Mineral Resources of the
Committee on Resources has been de-
tained; however, I am advised that he
is in full support of this legislation.
The minority is in support of the legis-
lation. The Clinton administration has
expressed its support, and so we have
no objection to this legislation. We
support its passage.

Mr. Speaker, | will submit a state-
ment from the gentleman from Hawaii
[Mr. ABERCROMBIE] for the RECORD.

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to rise in support of H.R. 3198, a bill
that would reauthorize the 1992 Geologic
Mapping Act through fiscal year 2000, and
amend the act to designate that 20 percent of
the total amount appropriated be allocated to
the State component of the program. | would
note that both the Clinton administration and
the State Geologists support this bill.

Congress enacted the National Geologic
Mapping Act of 1992—Public Law 102-285
and 43 U.S.C. sections 3la—h—in order to ex-
pedite the production of a geologic map data
base for the Nation, which can be applied to
land-use management, assessment, and utili-
zation, conservation of natural resources,
groundwater management, and environmental
protection. The act designated the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey as the Federal agency respon-
sible for planning, coordinating, and managing
the National Cooperative Geologic Mapping
Program. This program is carried out by a
consortium of geologic mapping partners in-
cluding State geological Surveys, universities,
other Federal agencies, and the USGS.

Geologic maps are the primary data base
for nearly all applied and basic earth science
investigations. Federal agencies, State and
local governments, private industry, and the
general public depend on the information pro-
vided by geologic maps. The current geologic
map data base is inadequate to meet these
needs and development of a comprehensive
nationwide program of geologic mapping is re-
quired at a pace that responds to increasing
demand for mapping in high-priority areas.
The States and the USGS each conduct a
yearly, needs-based survey to determine pro-
gram priorities.

Improved geologic map information has
been shown, using benefit-cost analyses, to
be of significant value in many decisionmaking
processes, including:

Exploring for and developing mineral, en-
ergy, and water resources;

Screening and characterizing sites for toxic
and nuclear waste disposal;
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Land use evaluation and planning for envi-
ronmental protection;

Earthquake hazards reduction;

Predicting volcanic hazards;

Designing and constructing infrastructure re-
quirements such as utility lifelines, transpor-
tation corridors, and surface-water impound-
ments;

Reducing losses from landslides and other
ground failures;

Mitigating effects of coastal and stream ero-
sion; and

Siting of critical facilities.

| urge my colleagues to support enactment
of this bill.

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota.

Mr. Speaker, | yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
EWING). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Califor-
nia [Mr. CALVERT] that the House sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill, H.R.
3198.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill
was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 3198, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California?

There was no objection.

CRAWFORD NATIONAL FISH
HATCHERY CONVEYANCE ACT

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3287) to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey the Crawford
National Fish Hatchery to the city of
Crawford, NE, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3287

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Crawford
National Fish Hatchery Conveyance Act’’.
SEC. 2. CONVEYANCE OF CRAWFORD NATIONAL

FISH HATCHERY TO THE CITY OF
CRAWFORD, NEBRASKA.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIREMENT.—Within 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of the Interior shall con-
vey to the city of Crawford, Nebraska, with-
out reimbursement, all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States in and to the
property described in subsection (b), for use
by the city for a city park and other public
recreational purposes.

(b) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—The property re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is the property
known as the Crawford National Fish Hatch-
ery, located in the city of Crawford, Ne-
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braska, consisting of 5.95 acres (more or
less), and all improvements and related per-
sonal property under the control of the Sec-
retary that is located on that property, in-
cluding buildings, structures, equipment,
and all easements, leases, and water rights
relating to that property.

(c) USE AND REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If
any of the property conveyed to the city of
Crawford, Nebraska, under this section is
used by the city for any purpose other than
the uses authorized under subsection (a), all
right, title, and interest in and to all prop-
erty conveyed under this section shall revert
to the United States. The city of Crawford,
Nebraska, shall ensure that all property that
reverts to the United States under this sub-
section is in substantially the same or better
condition as at the time of conveyance to
the city.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON] and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
STubDS] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON].

(Mr. SAXTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the oppor-
tunity to discuss H.R. 3287, the
Crawford National Fish Hatchery Con-
veyance Act. This bill was introduced
by Congressman BiLL BARRETT on April
23, 1996. Under the terms of this bill,
the Secretary of the Interior shall con-
vey to the city of Crawford, within 180
days of enactment and without reim-
bursement, all right, title, and interest
to the Crawford hatchery facility to
the city of Crawford. This facility will
be used as a city park and for other
public recreation purposes. The pro-
posal also contains a reversionary
clause that stipulates that the prop-
erty will be returned to the Federal
Government if it is used for something
other than recreational purposes.

It is important to note that the
hatchery is located in the middle of an
existing city park. While the city has
spent a considerable amount of money
restoring those parklands under their
jurisdiction, the hatchery buildings
and ponds are in a highly deteriorated
state. There is little likelihood that
this facility will ever again be used by
either the State of Nebraska or the
Federal Government as a hatchery.

I urge all Members to support this
noncontroversial bill.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, the tension is palpable
here. This is an extraordinary moment.
We have already given more time to
this than | think it really deserves. It
is utterly noncontroversial. This is the
standard procedure by which, for many
years, we have approved the transfer of
these hatcheries.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, |
strongly support H.R. 3287, the Crawford Na-
tional Fish Hatchery Conveyance Act, intro-
duced by our colleague from Nebraska, BILL
BARRETT.
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This measure is somewhat different from
other fish hatchery transfer bills in that it will
convey about 6 acres of Federal lands not to
the State, but to the city of Crawford, NE.

For nearly 62 years, this hatchery was used
by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the
Nebraska State Game and Park Commission
to produce millions of bluegill, channel catfish,
largemouth bass, various species of trout, and
their eggs.

Unfortunately, in 1991, the Crawford Na-
tional Fish Hatchery was severely damaged
from flooding of the White River. The facilities
were closed, no repairs were made, the build-
ings have not been maintained, and there is
no likelihood that either the Federal or the
State Government will reopen this hatchery in
the future.

Furthermore, the hatchery is located in the
middle of the city park. While the local com-
munity has spent a substantial amount of
money to rebuild its park facilities, these ef-
forts have been undermined by this unwanted,
rapidly deteriorating, and increasingly dan-
gerous fish hatchery.

H.R. 3287 will convey the hatchery property
to the city of Crawford, which has made a
commitment to restore and use certain build-
ings for various recreational activities. In addi-
tion, the bill contains the standard reversionary
clause that requires the city of Crawford to re-
turn this property to the Federal Government,
if it is used for anything other than the author-
ized purposes.

| urge an “aye” vote on this legislation and
compliment BiLL BARRETT for his outstanding
leadership in this matter.

Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, |
rise today in support of H.R. 3287, a bill to
transfer the old Crawford National Fish Hatch-
ery to the city of Crawford. I'd also like to ex-
tend my thanks to Chairman SAXTON for his
assistance with this bill, and the Lake Minatare
legislation.

Crawford is a small town with approximately
1,300 residents in northwest Nebraska. It's a
friendly town with large city park on its west-
ern city limit. However, within the boundaries
of the city park is an abandoned fish hatchery.

In the 1920's Crawford granted the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service the rights to build a
fish hatchery in the city park. It was success-
fully operated by the Service from 1929 to
1983. It was mainly used to breed trout. Dur-
ing the early 1980’s, Federal financial support
for the hatchery diminished, and the State
Game and Parks Commission took over the
operation and maintenance of the facility.

In 1991, the Game and Parks Commission
completed construction of a new facility and
prepared to close the Crawford site. Later that
year, Crawford sustained heavy damage
caused by a 100-year flood. The hatchery was
severely damaged, and essentially destroyed.
Currently, neither the Service nor the State
operate the facility, and the ruined buildings
continue to fall apart, creating an eyesore in
the city park.

Due to the lack of interest in repairing the
hatchery, the Fish and Wildlife Service is pre-
paring to declare the property as excess to its
needs and turn it over to the General Services
Administration for disposition, with the rec-
ommendation that the property be returned to
the city. Unfortunately, the disposition process
is often slow, and, in the case of Crawford, the
outcome may not be what the city desires.

In the regard, | introduced a bill, H.R. 3287,
a transfer the property back to the city. The
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city intends to restore some of the damaged
buildings and use them for public meeting
rooms. These improvements will greatly en-
hance the city park.

This action has the support of the city, the
State Game and Parks Commission, and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. | urge my col-
leagues to support this bill.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | have no
more requests for time, and | vyield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
SAXTON] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3287, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

| yield

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material
on H.R. 3287, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

WALHALLA NATIONAL FISH
HATCHERY CONVEYANCE ACT

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3546) to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey the Walhalla Na-
tional Fish Hatchery to the State of
South Carolina, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3546

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“Walhalla
National Fish Hatchery Conveyance Act’’.
SEC. 2. CONVEYANCE OF WALHALLA NATIONAL

FISH HATCHERY TO THE STATE OF
SOUTH CAROLINA.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIREMENT.—Within 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of the Interior shall con-
vey to the State of South Carolina without
reimbursement all right, title, and interest
of the United States in and to the property
described in subsection (b), for use by the
South Carolina Department of Natural Re-
sources as part of the State of South Caro-
lina fish culture program.

(b) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—The property re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is the property
known as the Walhalla National Fish Hatch-
ery, located on Indian Camp Creek and the
East Fork of Chattooga River off of State
Secondary Highway 325 in northern Oconee
County, South Carolina, consisting of 76.2
acres (more or less), all improvements and
related personal property under the control
of the Secretary that is located on that prop-
erty, including buildings, structures, and
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equipment, and all easements, leases, and
water rights relating to that property.

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If any of the
property conveyed to the State of South
Carolina under this section is used for any
purpose other than the use authorized under
subsection (a), all right, title, and interest in
and to all property conveyed under this sec-
tion shall revert to the United States. The
State of South Carolina shall ensure that all
property reverting to the United States
under this subsection is in substantially the
same or better condition as at the time of
transfer to the State.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON] and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
STubpDS] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON].

(Mr. SAXTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the oppor-
tunity to take action on H.R. 3546, the
Walhalla National Fish Hatchery Con-
veyance Act.

H.R. 3546 was introduced by Congress-
man LINDSEY GRAHAM on May 29, 1996.
Under the terms of this bill, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall convey to
the South Carolina Department of Nat-
ural Resources, within 180 days of en-
actment and without reimbursement,
all right, title, and interest to the
Walhalla Hatchery facility for use as a
State hatchery. Furthermore, the pro-
posal contains a reversionary clause
that stipulates that the property will
be returned to the Federal Government
if it is used for something other than
fishery resources management.

This facility is extremely important
to the State of South Carolina because
it is the only public source for brown
trout; there is no reasonable alter-
native for stocking the State’s waters;
and without these fish, there is no via-
ble sport fishing for trout. While pri-
vately produced trout are available,
this option was explored and rejected
because of lack of supply control, cost
fluctuations, and the potential intro-
duction of diseases.

I urge all Members to support this
noncontroversial bill.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | congratulate the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON],
the distinguished subcommittee chair-
man, for his legislative stature. It is
growing by the minute.

This is identical in its substances to
the preceding bill.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, | rise
in strong support of H.R. 3546, the Walhalla
National Fish Hatchery Conveyance Act, intro-
duced by our colleague from South Carolina,
LINDSEY GRAHAM.

This noncontroversial bill is nearly identical
to measures the House of Representatives
has approved to transfer certain Federal fish
hatcheries to non-Federal control.
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This hatchery, which consists of about 78
acres, is currently being operated by the
South Carolina Department of Natural Re-
sources under a long-term agreement with the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

This hatchery was 1 of 11 identified by the
Clinton administration for transfer to the States
in fiscal year 1996 because it is no longer an
essential component of the Fish and Wildlife
Service’s nationwide stocking program.

Based on testimony the subcommittee re-
ceived, however, it is clear that Walhalla is ex-
tremely important to the State of South Caro-
lina because it is the only public source for
brown trout, there is no reasonable alternative
for stocking the State’s waters, and, without
these fish, there is no viable sport fishing for
trout. There are 45,800 trout anglers in the
State of South Carolina and this activity pro-
duces an annual economic impact of over $12
million.

This bill contains language that stipulates
the property will be returned to the Federal
Government if it is used for something other
than the authorized purposes.

| urge an “aye” vote on this legislation and
compliment LINDSEY GRAHAM for his outstand-
ing leadership in this matter.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further requests for time, and | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
SAXTON] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3546, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was
the table.

I yield

laid on

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
have 5 legislative days within which to
revise and extend their remarks and to
include extraneous material on H.R.
3546, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

MARION NATIONAL FISH
HATCHERY CONVEYANCE ACT

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3557) to direct the Secretary of
the Interior to convey the Marion Na-
tional Fish Hatchery to the State of
Alabama, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3557

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘““Marion Na-

tional Fish Hatchery Act”.
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SEC. 2. CONVEYANCE OF MARION NATIONAL FISH
HATCHERY AND CLAUDE HARRIS

NATIONAL  AQUACULTURAL RE-
SEARCH CENTER TO THE STATE OF
ALABAMA.

(a) CONVEYANCE REQUIREMENT.—Within 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Secretary of the Interior shall con-
vey to the State of Alabama without reim-
bursement all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to the property de-
scribed in subsection (b) for use by the Game
and Fish Division of the Alabama Depart-
ment of Conservation and Natural Resources
as part of the State of Alabama fish culture
program.

(b) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—The property re-
ferred to in subsection (a) consists of—

(1) that portion of the Marion National
Fish Hatchery leased to the Alabama Game
and Fish Division, located on State Highway
175 seven miles northeast of Marion, Ala-
bama, as described in Amendment No. 2 to
the Cooperative Agreement dated June 6,
1974, between the United States Fish and
Wildlife Service and the State of Alabama,
Department of Conservation and Natural Re-
sources, Game and Fish Division, comprised
of approximately 300 acres (more or less),
and the Claude Harris National Aquacultural
Research Center, located on State Highway
175 seven miles northeast of Marion, Ala-
bama, as described in a United States Fish
and Wildlife Service document entitled “EX-
HIBIT A” and dated March 19, 1996, com-
prised of approximately 298 acres (more or
less);

(2)) all improvements and related personal
property under the control of the Secretary
that is located on that property, including
buildings, structures, equipment, and all
easements and leases relating to that prop-
erty; and

(3) all water rights relating to that prop-
erty.

(c) REVERSIONARY INTEREST.—If any of the
property conveyed to the State of Alabama
under this section is used for any purpose
other than the use authorized under sub-
section (a), all right, title, and interest in
and to all property conveyed under this sec-
tion shall revert to the United States. The
State of Alabama shall ensure that all prop-
erty reverting to the United States under
this subsection is in substantially the same
or better condition as at the time of transfer
to the State.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON] and the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
STUDDS] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON].

(Mr. SAXTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the oppor-
tunity to discuss this bill, H.R. 3557,
the Marion National Fish Hatchery
Conveyance Act. H.R. 3557 was intro-
duced by Congressman EARL HILLIARD
on May 30, 1996.

This bill is similar to measures that
transferred the Corning, Fairport, and
New London Fish Hatcheries to the
States. Under the terms of this bill, the
Secretary of the Interior shall convey
to the State of Alabama, within 180
days of enactment and without reim-
bursement, all right, title, and interest
to the Marion Hatchery. The facility
will be used by the Game and Fish Di-

July 30, 1996

vision of the Alabama Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources
for the State’s fish culture program.
The proposal also contains a reversion-
ary clause that stipulates that the
property will be returned to the Fed-
eral Government if it is used for some-
thing other than fishery resources
management and fisheries-related ac-
tivities.

In the most recent real estate assess-
ment in 1994, the property was valued
at $465,000 and the structures have been
assessed at $1,062,000 according to the
Realty Division of the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service. The State has indi-
cated that it has spent over $2 million
on facility improvements and renova-
tions since it assumed operational con-
trol in 1974.

I urge all Members to support this
noncontroversial bill.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

Mr. Speaker, once again this is a bill
without controversy, a transfer of a
hatchery. We also have an amendment
offered breathtakingly at the last mo-
ment by the distinguished gentleman
from Alabama [Mr. HILLIARD] which
caused a flurry of parliamentary
frowns, though | trust no procedural
nightmares have been elicited by the
gentleman.

Mr. Speaker, | yield such time as he
may consume to the gentleman from
Alabama [Mr. HILLIARD] to explain his
amendment, so long as it is not too
much.

Mr. HILLIARD. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. STUDDS] very much for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, to the Speaker, the mi-
nority leader and the majority leader,
let me say that this is a bill with an
amendment. The bill, in essence, seeks
to transfer from the control of the Fed-
eral Government to the State of Ala-
bama the Marion Fish Hatchery.

The amendment seeks to transfer
from the Federal Government not only
the Marion Fish Hatchery, but also the
Marion Research Center. At the same
time, the amendment renames the
Marion Fish Hatchery the Claude Har-
ris National Aquatic Research Center.

Claude Harris was my predecessor
here. He worked tirelessly to put to-
gether the Marion Fish Hatchery and
Research Center and we feel it would
be fitting to name it after him.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker, in closing
I note that the gentleman from New
Jersey is apparently in possession of
the pen that the President will use to
sign the extension of the Magnuson Act
when the time comes.

Mr. YOUNG of Alaska. Mr. Speaker, | sup-
port H.R. 3557, the Marion National Fish
Hatchery Conveyance Act, introduced by our
colleague from Alabama, EARL HILLIARD.

The legislation will transfer the 300 acres
that comprise the Marion Hatchery to the
State of Alabama. This facility has been effec-
tively operated by the Alabama Game and
Fish Division for over 20 years and during that
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time it has produced thousands of bluegills,
channel catfish, largemouth bass, striped
bass, and hybrid striped bass fingerlings.
These fish are used to stock over 500,000
acres of public waters in the State of Alabama
and they are available to over 530,000 Ili-
censed sport anglers.

In addition, the Marion Fish Hatchery has
provided over 1.3 million gulf striped bass fry
to 3 Federal and 2 neighboring State hatch-
eries and over 270,000 gulf striped bass
fingerlings to support Federal and State pro-
grams in the State of Florida.

Finally, the State of Alabama has spent over
$2 million on facility improvements and ren-
ovations at the Marion National Fish Hatchery
since it assumed operational control. The Ala-
bama Game and Fish Division has stated that
“the Division will continue to utilize the facility
for the production of fish to enhance the
freshwaters of Alabama and the thousands of
people who enjoy fishing these waters.”

| urge an “aye” vote on this legislation
which has been endorsed by both the Clinton
administration and the Governor of the State
of Alabama, the Honorable Fob James, Jr.

Mr. STUDDS. Mr. Speaker, | yield
back the balance of my time.

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | have no
further requests for time, and | yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr.
SAXTON] that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3557, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

The title of the bill was amended so
as to read: ““A bill direct the Secretary
of the Interior to convey the Marion
National Fish Hatchery and the Claude
Harris National Aquacultural Research
Center to the State of Alabama.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. SAXTON. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 3557, the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

2002 WINTER OLYMPIC GAMES
FACILITATION ACT

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3907) to facilitate the 2002 Winter
Olympic Games in the State of Utah at
the snowbasin ski area, to provide for
the acquisition of lands within the
Sterling Forest Reserve, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 3907

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,
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TITLE I—SNOWBASIN SKI AREA
SEC. 101. SHORT TITLE.

This title may be cited as the ‘2002 Winter
Olympic Games Facilitation Act”’.

SEC. 102. FINDINGS AND DETERMINATION.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress finds that—

(1) in June 1995, Salt Lake City, Utah, was se-
lected to host the 2002 Winter Olympic Games,
and the Snowbasin Ski Resort, which is owned
by the Sun Valley Company, was identified as
the site of six Olympic events: the men’s and
women’s downhills, men’s and women’s Super-
Gs, and men’s and women’s combined downhills;

(2) in order to adequately accommodate these
events, which are traditionally among the most
popular and heavily attended at the Winter
Olympic Games, major new skiing, visitor, and
support facilities will have to be constructed at
the Snowbasin Ski Resort on land currently ad-
ministered by the United States Forest Service;

(3) while certain of these new facilities can be
accommodated on National Forest land under
traditional Forest Service permitting authorities,
the base area facilities necessary to host visitors
to the ski area and the Winter Olympics are of
such a nature that they should logically be lo-
cated on private land;

(4) land exchanges have been routinely uti-
lized by the Forest Service to transfer base area
lands to many other ski areas, and the Forest
Service and the Sun Valley Company have con-
cluded that a land exchange to transfer base
area lands at the Snowbasin Ski Resort to the
Sun Valley Company is both logical and advis-
able;

(5) an environmental impact statement and
numerous resource studies have been completed
by the Forest Service and the Sun Valley Com-
pany for the lands proposed to be transferred to
the Sun Valley Company by this title;

(6) the Sun Valley Company has assembled
lands with outstanding environmental, rec-
reational, and other values to convey to the
Forest Service in return for the lands it will re-
ceive in the exchange, and the Forest Service
has identified such lands as desirable for acqui-
sition by the United States; and

(7) completion of a land exchange and ap-
proval of a development plan for Olympic relat-
ed facilities at the Snowbasin Ski Resort is es-
sential to ensure that all necessary facilities can
be constructed, tested for safety and other pur-
poses, and become fully operational in advance
of the 2002 Winter Olympics and earlier pre-
Olympic events.

(b) DETERMINATION.—The Congress has re-
viewed the previous analyses and studies of the
lands to be exchanged and developed pursuant
to this title, and has made its own review of
these lands and issues involved, and on the
basis of those reviews hereby finds and deter-
mines that a legislated land exchange and de-
velopment plan approval is necessary to meet
Olympic goals and timetables.

SEC. 103. SNOWBASIN LAND EXCHANGE.

(a) PURPOSE AND INTENT.—The purpose of this
section is to authorize and direct the Secretary
to exchange 1,320 acres of federally-owned land
within the Cache National Forest in the State of
Utah for lands of approximately equal value
owned by the Sun Valley Company. It is the in-
tent of Congress that this exchange be completed
without delay within the period specified by
subsection (d).

(b) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section:

(1) The term “‘Sun Valley Company’ means
the Sun Valley Company, a division of Sinclair
Oil Corporation, a Wyoming Corporation, or its
successors or assigns.

(2) The term “‘Secretary’’ means the Secretary
of Agriculture.

(c) EXCHANGE.—

(1) FEDERAL SELECTED LANDS.—(A) Not later
than 45 days after the final determination of
value of the Federal selected lands, the Sec-
retary shall, subject to this section, transfer all
right, title, and interest of the United States in
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and to the lands referred to in subparagraph (B)
to the Sun Valley Company.

(B) The lands referred to in subparagraph (A)
are certain lands within the Cache National
Forest in the State of Utah comprising 1,320
acres, more or less, as generally depicted on the
map entitled ‘““Snowbasin Land Exchange—Pro-
posed’” and dated October 1995.

(2) NON-FEDERAL OFFERED LANDS.—Upon
transfer of the Federal selected lands under
paragraph (1), and in exchange for those lands,
the Sun Valley Company shall simultaneously
convey to the Secretary all right, title and inter-
est of the Sun Valley Company in and to so
much of the following offered lands which have
been previously identified by the United States
Forest Service as desirable by the United States,
or which are identified pursuant to subpara-
graph (E) prior to the transfer of lands under
paragraph (1), as are of approximate equal
value to the Federal selected lands:

(A) Certain lands located within the exterior
boundaries of the Cache National Forest in
Weber County, Utah, which comprise approxi-
mately 640 acres and are generally depicted on
a map entitled ‘Lightning Ridge Offered
Lands’’, dated October 1995.

(B) Certain lands located within the Cache
National Forest in Weber County, Utah, which
comprise approximately 635 acres and are gen-
erally depicted on a map entitled ‘“Wheeler
Creek Watershed Offered Lands—Section 21"
dated October 1995.

(C) Certain lands located within the exterior
boundaries of the Cache National Forest in
Weber County, Utah, and lying immediately ad-
jacent to the outskirts of the City of Ogden,
Utah, which comprise approximately 800 acres
and are generally depicted on a map entitled
“Taylor Canyon Offered Lands’’, dated October
1995.

(D) Certain lands located within the exterior
boundaries of the Cache National Forest in
Weber County, Utah, which comprise approxi-
mately 2,040 acres and are generally depicted on
a map entitled ‘““North Fork Ogden River—Dev-
il’s Gate Valley”’, dated October 1995.

(E) Such additional offered lands in the State
of Utah as may be necessary to make the values
of the lands exchanged pursuant to this section
approximately equal, and which are acceptable
to the Secretary.

(3) SUBSTITUTION OF OFFERED LANDS.—If one
or more of the precise offered land parcels iden-
tified in subparagraphs (A) through (D) of
paragraph (2) is unable to be conveyed to the
United States due to appraisal or other reasons,
or if the Secretary and the Sun Valley Company
mutually agree and the Secretary determines
that an alternative offered land package would
better serve long term public needs and objec-
tives, the Sun Valley Company may simulta-
neously convey to the United States alternative
offered lands in the State of Utah acceptable to
the Secretary in lieu of any or all of the lands
identified in subparagraphs (A) through (D) of
paragraph (2).

(4) VALUATION AND APPRAISALS.—(A) Values
of the lands to be exchanged pursuant to this
section shall be equal as determined by the Sec-
retary utilizing nationally recognized appraisal
standards and in accordance with section 206 of
the Federal Land Policy and Management Act
of 1976. The appraisal reports shall be written to
Federal standards as defined in the Uniform
Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisi-
tions. If, due to size, location, or use of lands
exchanged under this section, the values are not
exactly equal, they shall be equalized by the
payment of cash equalization money to the Sec-
retary or the Sun Valley Company as appro-
priate in accordance with section 206(b) of the
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of
1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716(b)). In order to expedite the
consummation of the exchange directed by this
section, the Sun Valley Company shall arrange
and pay for appraisals of the offered and se-
lected lands by a qualified appraiser with expe-
rience in appraising similar properties and who
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is mutually acceptable to the Sun Valley Com-
pany and the Secretary. The appraisal of the
Federal selected lands shall be completed and
submitted to the Secretary for technical review
and approval no later than 120 days after the
date of enactment of this Act, and the Secretary
shall make a determination of value not later
than 30 days after receipt of the appraisal. In
the event the Secretary and the Sun Valley
Company are unable to agree to the appraised
value of a certain tract or tracts of land, the ap-
praisal, appraisals, or appraisal issues in dis-
pute and a final determination of value shall be
resolved through a process of bargaining or sub-
mission to arbitration in accordance with sec-
tion 206(d) of the Federal Land Policy and
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1716(d)).

(B) In order to expedite the appraisal of the
Federal selected lands, such appraisal shall—

(i) value the land in its unimproved state, as
a single entity for its highest and best use as if
in private ownership and as of the date of en-
actment of this Act;

(ii) consider the Federal lands as an inde-
pendent property as though in the private mar-
ketplace and suitable for development to its
highest and best use;

(iii) consider in the appraisal any encum-
brance on the title anticipated to be in the con-
veyance to Sun Valley Company and reflect its
effect on the fair market value of the property;
and

(iv) not reflect any enhancement in value to
the Federal selected lands based on the exist-
ence of private lands owned by the Sun Valley
Company in the vicinity of the Snowbasin Ski
Resort, and shall assume that private lands
owned by the Sun Valley Company are not
available for use in conjunction with the Fed-
eral selected lands.

(d) GENERAL PROVISIONS RELATING TO THE
EXCHANGE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The exchange authorized by
this section shall be subject to the following
terms and conditions:

(A) RESERVED RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—In any deed
issued pursuant to subsection (c)(1), the Sec-
retary shall reserve in the United States a right
of reasonable access across the conveyed prop-
erty for public access and for administrative
purposes of the United States necessary to man-
age adjacent federally-owned lands. The terms
of such reservation shall be prescribed by the
Secretary within 30 days after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

(B) RIGHT OF RESCISSION.—This section shall
not be binding on either the United States or the
Sun Valley Company if, within 30 days after the
final determination of value of the Federal se-
lected lands, the Sun Valley Company submits
to the Secretary a duly authorized and executed
resolution of the Company stating its intention
not to enter into the exchange authorized by
this section.

(2) WITHDRAWAL.—Subject to valid existing
rights, effective on the date of enactment of this
Act, the Federal selected lands described in sub-
section (c)(1) and all National Forest System
lands currently under special use permit to the
Sun Valley Company at the Snowbasin Ski Re-
sort are hereby withdrawn from all forms of ap-
propriation under the public land laws (includ-
ing the mining laws) and from disposition under
all laws pertaining to mineral and geothermal
leasing.

(3) DEeD.—The conveyance of the offered
lands to the United States under this section
shall be by general warranty or other deed ac-
ceptable to the Secretary and in conformity with
applicable title standards of the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States.

(4) STATUS OF LANDS.—Upon acceptance of
title by the Secretary, the land conveyed to the
United States pursuant to this section shall be-
come part of the Wasatch or Cache National
Forests as appropriate, and the boundaries of
such National Forests shall be adjusted to en-
compass such lands. Once conveyed, such lands
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shall be managed in accordance with the Act of
March 1, 1911, as amended (commonly known as
the ““Weeks Act’’), and in accordance with the
other laws, rules and regulations applicable to
National Forest System lands. This paragraph
does not limit the Secretary’s authority to adjust
the boundaries pursuant to section 11 of the Act
of March 1, 1911 (““Weeks Act’’). For the pur-
poses of section 7 of the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund Act of 1965 (16 U.S.C. 4601-9),
the boundaries of the Wasatch and Cache Na-
tional Forests, as adjusted by this section, shall
be considered to be boundaries of the forests as
of January 1, 1965.

(e) PHASE FACILITY CONSTRUCTION AND OPER-
ATION.—

(1) PHASE | FACILITY FINDING AND REVIEW.—
(A) The Congress has reviewed the Snowbasin
Ski Area Master Development Plan dated Octo-
ber 1995 (hereinafter in this subsection referred
to as the ‘““Master Plan’’). On the basis of such
review, and review of previously completed envi-
ronmental and other resource studies for the
Snowbasin Ski Area, Congress hereby finds that
the ““Phase 1" facilities referred to in the Master
Plan to be located on National Forest System
land after consummation of the land exchange
directed by this section are limited in size and
scope, are reasonable and necessary to accom-
modate the 2002 Olympics, and in some cases are
required to provide for the safety of skiing com-
petitors and spectators.

(B) Within 60 days after the date of enactment
of this Act, the Secretary and the Sun Valley
Company shall review the Master Plan insofar
as such plan pertains to Phase | facilities which
are to be constructed and operated wholly or
partially on National Forest System lands re-
tained by the Secretary after consummation of
the land exchange directed by this section. The
Secretary may modify such Phase | facilities
upon mutual agreement with the Sun Valley
Company or by imposing conditions pursuant to
paragraph (2) of this subsection.

(C) Within 90 days after the date of enactment
of this Act, the Secretary shall submit the re-
viewed Master Plan on the Phase | facilities, in-
cluding any modifications made thereto pursu-
ant to subparagraph (B), to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources of the United
States Senate and the Committee on Resources
of the United States House of Representatives
for a 30-day review period. At the end of the 30-
day period, unless otherwise directed by Act of
Congress, the Secretary may issue all necessary
authorizations for construction and operation of
such facilities or modifications thereof in ac-
cordance with the procedures and provisions of
paragraph (2) of this subsection.

(2) PHASE | FACILITY APPROVAL, CONDITIONS,
AND TIMETABLE.—Within 120 days of receipt of
an application by the Sun Valley Company to
authorize construction and operation of any
particular Phase | facility, facilities, or group of
facilities, the Secretary, in consultation with the
Sun Valley Company, shall authorize construc-
tion and operation of such facility, facilities, or
group of facilities, subject to the general policies
of the Forest Service pertaining to the construc-
tion and operation of ski area facilities on Na-
tional Forest System lands and subject to rea-
sonable conditions to protect National Forest
System resources. In providing authorization to
construct and operate a facility, facilities, or
group of facilities, the Secretary may not impose
any condition that would significantly change
the location, size, or scope of the applied for
Phase | facility unless—

(A) the modification is mutually agreed to by
the Secretary and the Sun Valley Company; or

(B) the modification is necessary to protect
health and safety.

Nothing in this subsection shall be construed to
affect the Secretary’s responsibility to monitor
and assure compliance with the conditions set
forth in the construction and operation author-
ization.
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(3) CONGRESSIONAL  DIRECTIONS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law, Congress
finds that consummation of the land exchange
directed by this section and all determinations,
authorizations, and actions taken by the Sec-
retary pursuant to this section pertaining to
Phase 1 facilities on National Forest System
lands, or any modifications thereof, to be non-
discretionary actions authorized and directed by
Congress and hence to comply with all proce-
dural and other requirements of the laws of the
United States. Such determinations, authoriza-
tions, and actions shall not be subject to admin-
istrative or judicial review.

(f) No PRECEDENT.—Nothing in subsection
(c)(4)(B) of this section relating to conditions or
limitations on the appraisal of the Federal
lands, or any provision of subsection (e), relat-
ing to the approval by the Congress or the For-
est Service of facilities on National Forest Sys-
tem lands, shall be construed as a precedent for
subsequent legislation.

TITLE II—STERLING FOREST
SEC. 201. FUNDING FOR PALISADES INTERSTATE
PARK COMMISSION.

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to
provide funding to the Palisades Interstate Park
Commission to be used for the acquisition of
lands and interests in lands within the area
generally depicted on the map entitled ‘““‘Bound-
ary Map, Sterling Forest Reserve’, numbered
SFR-60,001 and dated July 1, 1994. There are
authorized to be appropriated for purposes of
this section not more than $17,500,000. No funds
made available under this section may be used
for the acquisition of any lands or interest in
lands without the consent of the owner thereof.
SEC. 202. LAND EXCHANGE.

The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to
exchange unreserved unappropriated Federal
lands under the administrative jurisdiction of
the Secretary for the lands comprising approxi-
mately 2,220 acres depicted on the map entitled
“‘Sterling Forest, Proposed Sale of Sterling For-
est Lands’” and dated July 25, 1996. The Sec-
retary shall consult with the Governor of any
State in which such unreserved unappropriated
lands are located prior to carrying out such ex-
change. The lands acquired by the Secretary
under this section shall be transferred to the
Palisades Interstate Park Commission to be in-
cluded within the Sterling Forest Reserve. The
lands exchanged under this section shall be of
equal value, as determined by the Secretary uti-
lizing nationally recognized appraisal stand-
ards. The authority to exchange lands under
this section shall expire on the date 18 months
after the date of enactment of this Act.

TITLE 1HI—ANAKTUVUK PASS LAND EX-
CHANGE AND WILDERNESS REDESIGNA-
TION

SEC. 301. ANAKTUVUK PASS LAND EXCHANGE.

(a) FINDINGS.—The Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings:

(1) The Alaska National Interest Lands Con-
servation Act (94 Stat. 2371), enacted on Decem-
ber 2, 1980, established Gates of the Arctic Na-
tional Park and Preserve and Gates of the Arc-
tic Wilderness. The village of Anaktuvuk Pass,
located in the highlands of the central Brooks
Range, is virtually surrounded by these na-
tional park and wilderness lands and is the only
Native village located within the boundary of a
National Park System unit in Alaska.

(2) Unlike most other Alaskan Native commu-
nities, the village of Anaktuvuk Pass is not lo-
cated on a major river, lake, or coastline that
can be used as a means of access. The residents
of Anaktuvuk Pass have relied increasingly on
snow machines in winter and all-terrain vehi-
cles in summer as their primary means of access
to pursue caribou and other subsistence re-
sources.

(3) In a 1983 land exchange agreement, linear
easements were reserved by the Inupiat Eskimo
people for use of all-terrain vehicles across cer-
tain national park lands, mostly along stream
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and river banks. These linear easements proved
unsatisfactory, because they provided inad-
equate access to subsistence resources while
causing excessive environmental impact from
concentrated use.

(4) The National Park Service and the
Nunamiut Corporation initiated discussions in
1985 to address concerns over the use of all-ter-
rain vehicles on park and wilderness land.
These discussions resulted in an agreement,
originally executed in 1992 and thereafter
amended in 1993 and 1994, among the National
Park Service, Nunamiut Corporation, the City of
Anaktuvuk Pass, and Arctic Slope Regional
Corporation. Full effectuation of this agree-
ment, as amended, by its terms requires ratifica-
tion by the Congress.

(b) RATIFICATION OF AGREEMENT.—

(1) RATIFICATION.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The terms, conditions, pro-
cedures, covenants, reservations and other pro-
visions set forth in the document entitled ““Do-
nation, Exchange of Lands and Interests in
Lands and Wilderness Redesignation Agreement
Among Arctic Slope Regional Corporation,
Nunamiut Corporation, City of Anaktuvuk Pass
and the United States of America’’ (hereinafter
referred to in this section as ‘‘the Agreement’’),
executed by the parties on December 17, 1992, as
amended, are hereby incorporated in this title,
are ratified and confirmed, and set forth the ob-
ligations and commitments of the United States,
Arctic Slope Regional Corporation, Nunamiut
Corporation and the City of Anaktuvuk Pass, as
a matter of Federal law.

(B) LAND ACQUISITION.—Lands acquired by
the United States pursuant to the Agreement
shall be administered by the Secretary of the In-
terior (hereinafter referred to as the ‘‘Sec-
retary’’) as part of Gates of the Arctic National
Park and Preserve, subject to the laws and reg-
ulations applicable thereto.

(2) MAPS.—The maps set forth as Exhibits C1,
C2, and D through I to the Agreement depict the
lands subject to the conveyances, retention of
surface access rights, access easements and all-
terrain vehicle easements. These lands are de-
picted in greater detail on a map entitled “‘Land
Exchange Actions, Proposed Anaktuvuk Pass
Land Exchange and Wilderness Redesignation,
Gates of the Arctic National Park and Pre-
serve’”, Map No. 185/80,039, dated April 1994,
and on file at the Alaska Regional Office of the
National Park Service and the offices of Gates
of the Arctic National Park and Preserve in
Fairbanks, Alaska. Written legal descriptions of
these lands shall be prepared and made avail-
able in the above offices. In case of any discrep-
ancies, Map No. 185/80,039 shall be controlling.

(c) NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM WILDERNESS.—

(1) GATES OF THE ARCTIC WILDERNESS.—

(A) REDESIGNATION.—Section 701(2) of the
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation
Act (94 Stat. 2371, 2417) establishing the Gates of
the Arctic Wilderness is hereby amended with
the addition of approximately 56,825 acres as
wilderness and the rescission of approximately
73,993 acres as wilderness, thus revising the
Gates of the Arctic Wilderness to approximately
7,034,832 acres.

(B) Map.—The lands redesignated by sub-
paragraph (A) are depicted on a map entitled
“Wilderness Actions, Proposed Anaktuvuk Pass
Land Exchange and Wilderness Redesignation,
Gates of the Arctic National Park and Pre-
serve’’, Map No. 185/80,040, dated April 1994,
and on file at the Alaska Regional Office of the
National Park Service and the office of Gates of
the Arctic National Park and Preserve in Fair-
banks, Alaska.

(2) NOATAK NATIONAL PRESERVE.—Section
201(8)(a) of the Alaska National Interest Land
Conservation Act (94 Stat. 2380) is amended by—

(A) striking ‘‘approximately six million four
hundred and sixty thousand acres’” and insert-
ing in lieu thereof ‘‘approximately 6,477,168
acres’’; and
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(B) inserting ‘‘and the map entitled ‘“Noatak
National Preserve and Noatak Wilderness Addi-
tion” dated September 1994’ after ‘‘July 1980"".

(3) NOATAK WILDERNESS.—Section 701(7) of the
Alaska National Interest Lands Conservation
Act (94 Stat. 2417) is amended by striking ‘“‘ap-
proximately five million eight hundred thousand
acres” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘“‘approxi-
mately 5,817,168 acres’’.

(d) CONFORMANCE WITH OTHER LAW.—

(1) ALASKA NATIVE CLAIMS SETTLEMENT ACT.—
All of the lands, or interests therein, conveyed
to and received by Arctic Slope Regional Cor-
poration or Nunamiut Corporation pursuant to
the Agreement shall be deemed conveyed and re-
ceived pursuant to exchanges under section 22(f)
of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act, as
amended (43 U.S.C. 1601, 1621(f)). All of the
lands or interests in lands conveyed pursuant to
the Agreement shall be conveyed subject to valid
existing rights.

(2) ALASKA NATIONAL INTEREST LANDS CON-
SERVATION ACT.—Except to the extent specifi-
cally set forth in this section or the Agreement,
nothing in this section or in the Agreement shall
be construed to enlarge or diminish the rights,
privileges, or obligations of any person, includ-
ing specifically the preference for subsistence
uses and access to subsistence resources pro-
vided under the Alaska National Interest Lands
Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 3101 et seq.).

SEC. 302. ALASKA PENINSULA SUBSURFACE CON-
SOLIDATION.

(a) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this section:

(1) AGENCY.—The term agency—

(A) means any instrumentality of the United
States, and any Government corporation (as de-
fined in section 9101(1) of title 31, United States
Code); and

(B) includes any element of an agency.

(2) ALASKA NATIVE CORPORATION.—The term
“Alaska Native Corporation”” has the same
meaning as is provided for ‘“‘Native Corpora-
tion” in section 3(m) of the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602(m)).

(3) FEDERAL LANDS OR INTEREST THEREIN.—
The term ‘“‘Federal lands or interests therein”
means any lands or properties owned by the
United States (A) which are administered by the
Secretary, or (B) which are subject to a lease to
third parties, or (C) which have been made
available to the Secretary for exchange under
this section through the concurrence of the di-
rector of the agency administering such lands or
properties: Provided however, That excluded
from such lands shall be those lands which are
within an existing conservation system unit as
defined in section 102(4) of the Alaska National
Interest Lands Conservation Act (16 U.S.C.
3102(4)), and those lands the mineral interest for
which are currently under mineral lease.

(4) KONIAG.—The term “‘Koniag” means
Koniag, Incorporated, which is a regional Cor-
poration.

(5) REGIONAL CORPORATION.—The term ‘“‘Re-
gional Corporation’’ has the same meaning as is
provided in section 3(g) of the Alaska Native
Claims Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1602(g)).

(6) SECRETARY.—Except as otherwise pro-
vided, the term “‘Secretary’” means the Secretary
of the Interior.

(7) SELECTION RIGHTS.—The term ‘‘selection
rights”” means those rights granted to Koniag
and confirmed as valid selections (within
Koniag’s entitlement), pursuant to subsections
(a) and (b) of section 12, and section 14(h)(8), of
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act (43
U.S.C. 1611 and 1613(h)(8)), to receive title to the
oil and gas rights and other interests in the sub-
surface estate of the approximately 275,000 acres
of public lands in the State of Alaska identified
as ‘““Koniag Selections on the map entitled
“Koniag Interest Lands, Alaska Peninsula”,
dated May 1989.

(b) VALUATION OF
RIGHTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Pursuant to paragraph (2) of
this subsection, the Secretary shall value the Se-
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lection Rights which Koniag possesses within
the boundaries of Aniakchak National Monu-
ment and Preserve, Alaska Peninsula National
Wildlife Refuge, and Becharof National Wildlife
Refuge.

(2) VALUE.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The value of the selection
rights shall be equal to the fair market value
of—

(i) the oil and gas interests in the lands or in-
terests in lands that are the subject of the selec-
tion rights; and

(ii) in the case of the lands or interests in
lands for which Koniag is to receive the entire
subsurface estate, the subsurface estate of the
lands or interests in lands that are the subject
of the selection rights.

(B) APPRAISAL.—

(i) SELECTION OF APPRAISER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after
the date of enactment of this section the Sec-
retary and Koniag shall meet to select a quali-
fied appraiser to conduct an appraisal of the se-
lection rights. Subject to subclause (11), the ap-
praiser shall be selected by the mutual agree-
ment of the Secretary and Koniag.

(I1) FAILURE TO AGREE.—If the Secretary and
Koniag fail to agree on an appraiser by the date
that is 60 days after the date of the initial meet-
ing referred to in subclause (l), the Secretary
and Koniag shall, by the date that is not later
than 90 days after the date of the initial meet-
ing, each designate an appraiser who is quali-
fied to perform the appraisal. The 2 appraisers
so identified shall select a third qualified ap-
praiser who shall perform the appraisal.

(ii) STANDARDS AND METHODOLOGY.—The ap-
praisal shall be conducted in conformity with
the standards of the Appraisal Foundation (as
defined in section 1121(9) of the Financial Insti-
tutions Reform, Recovery, and Enforcement Act
of 1989 (12 U.S.C. 3350(9)).

(iii) SUBMISSION OF APPRAISAL REPORT.—Not
later than 180 days after the selection of an ap-
praiser pursuant to clause (i), the appraiser
shall submit to the Secretary and to Koniag a
written appraisal report specifying the value of
the selection rights and the methodology used to
arrive at the value.

(C) DETERMINATION OF VALUE.—

(i) DETERMINATION BY THE SECRETARY.—Not
later than 60 days after the date of the receipt
of the appraisal report under subparagraph
(B)(iii), the Secretary shall determine the value
of the selection rights and shall notify Koniag
of the determination.

(ii) ALTERNATIVE DETERMINATION OF VALUE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subclause (I1), if
Koniag does not agree with the value deter-
mined by the Secretary under clause (i), the pro-
cedures specified in section 206(d) of the Federal
Land Policy and Management Act of 1976 (43
U.S.C. 1716 (d)) shall be used to establish the
value.

(1) AVERAGE VALUE LIMITATION.—The aver-
age value per acre of the selection rights shall
not be less than the value utilizing the risk ad-
justed discount cash flow methodology, but in
no event may exceed $300.

(c) KONIAG ACCOUNT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—(A) The Secretary shall enter
into negotiations for an agreement or agree-
ments to exchange Federal lands or interests
therein which are in the State of Alaska for the
Selection Rights.

(B) If the value of the Federal property to be
exchanged is less than the value of the Selection
Rights established in subsection (b), and if such
Federal property to be exchanged is not generat-
ing receipts to the Federal Government in excess
of $1,000,000 per year, then the Secretary may
exchange the Federal property for that portion
of the Selection Rights having a value equal to
that of the Federal property. The remaining se-
lection rights shall remain available for addi-
tional exchanges.

(C) For the purposes of any exchange to be
consummated under this section, if less than all
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the selection rights are being exchanged, then
the value of the selection rights being exchanged
shall be equal to the number of acres of selection
rights being exchanged multiplied by a fraction,
the numerator of which is the value of all the
selection rights as determined pursuant to sub-
section (b) hereof and the denominator of which
is the total number of acres of selection rights.

(2) ADDITIONAL EXCHANGES.—If, after 10 years
from the date of the enactment of this section,
the Secretary was unable to conclude such ex-
changes as may be required to acquire all of the
selection rights, he shall conclude exchanges for
the remaining selection rights for such Federal
property as may be identified by Koniag, which
property is available for transfer to the adminis-
trative jurisdiction of the Secretary under any
provision of law and which property, at the time
of the proposed transfer to Koniag is not gener-
ating receipts to the Federal Government in ex-
cess of $1,000,000 per year. The Secretary shall
keep Koniag advised in a timely manner as to
which properties may be available for such
transfer. Upon receipt of such identification by
Koniag, the Secretary shall request in a timely
manner the transfer of such identified property
to the administrative jurisdiction of the Depart-
ment of the Interior. Such property shall not be
subject to the geographic limitations of section
206(b) of the Federal Land Policy and Manage-
ment Act and may be retained by the Secretary
solely for purposes of transferring it to Koniag
to complete the exchange. Should the value of
the property so identified by Koniag be in excess
of the value of the remaining selection rights,
then Koniag shall have the option of (A) declin-
ing to proceed with the exchange and identify-
ing other property, or (B) paying the difference
in value between the property rights.

(3) REVENUES.—AnNy property received by
Koniag in an exchange entered into pursuant to
paragraph (1) or (2) shall be deemed to be an in-
terest in the subsurface for purposes of section
7(i) of the Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act
(43 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.): Provided however, That
should Koniag make a payment to equalize the
value in any such exchange, then Koniag will
be deemed to hold an undivided interest in the
property equal in value to such payment which
interest shall not be subject to the provisions of
section 7(i) of that Act.

(d) AUTHORITY TO APPOINT AND REMOVE
TRUSTEE.—In establishing a Settlement Trust
under section 39 of the Alaska Native Claims
Settlement Act (43 U.S.C. 1629c), Koniag may
delegate, in whole or in part, the authority
granted to Koniag under subsection (b)(2) of
such section to any entity that Koniag may se-
lect without affecting the status of the trust as
a Settlement Trust under such section.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
EWING). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from Utah [Mr. HANSEN] and
the gentleman from California [Mr.
MILLER] each will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Utah [Mr. HANSEN].

(Mr. HANSEN asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

A half a century ago, the civic and
business leaders in northern Utah
joined together and acquired a magnifi-
cent mountain area called Snowbasin,
just miles away from the city of Ogdon.
They envisioned a ski area at
Snowbasin with world class potential
that would attract skiers from all over
the world.

Today, their dream is a reality.

On June 16, 1995, the International
Olympic Committee [IOC] awarded the
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honor of hosting the 2002 winter Olym-
pic games to Salt Lake City. In so
doing, Olympic experts chose
Snowbasin as the site for the pres-
tigious downhill skiing events of the
winter games. Considered by Olympic
experts to be one of the best downhill
ski areas in North America, Snowbasin
is an outstanding selection for Olympic
competition because of its huge verti-
cal and technical difficulty. In truth,
the 10C members saw the very same
ski potential in Snowbasin that the
leaders of Ogden imagined decades ago.

As a result of this Olympic decision,
I am very pleased to present to the
House H.R. 3907, the 2002 Winter Olym-
pic Games Facilitation Act, a measure
that is urgently needed to enable these
major men’s and women’s downhill skKi
events to occur at Snowbasin in the
year 2002.

I am grateful for the tremendous sup-
port and endorsements received from
those in Utah including Gov. Michael
Leavitt, the Utah State Legislature,
the city of Ogden, civic organizations,
numerous citizens and even members of
the media. | thank the chairman of the
Salt Lake Olympic Organization Com-
mittee, Mr. Frank Joklik, who twice
came to Washington to inform Con-
gress of Snowbasin’s importance to the
winter games.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | yield myself such time as |
may consume.

Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from
Utah has properly explained, this legis-
lation provides for the Snowbasin land
exchange as it was considered in the
committee, and this is to facilitate the
winter Olympics in Salt Lake City in
2002. We believe that that is in fact
proper.

I do continue to have some reserva-
tions about our approval of a privately
prepared master development plan and
the sufficiency language which 1 be-
lieve is still in this legislation, but |
also believe that this legislation is im-
portant to the facilities for the Olym-
pics. This legislation also includes a
provision for the funding of the Pali-

sades Interstate Park Commission for
acquisition of lands within Sterling
Forest.

Many of our colleagues, the gen-
tleman from New York, Mr. HINCHEY,
the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr.
MARTINI, the gentlewoman from New
Jersey, Mrs. ROUKEMA, Senator BRAD-
LEY, Senator LAUTENBERG, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, Mr.
TORRICELLI, virtually the whole New
Jersey delegation and much of the New
York delegation has worked on this
legislation for a considerable period of
time.

This is a very important piece of leg-
islation as is Snowbasin because this
also provides for the protection of habi-
tat of some 27 rare and endangered spe-
cies and also provides the protection of
a very significant watershed area for
northern New Jersey and providing
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drinking water for approximately 25
percent of that State’s population. The
legislation will allow for the joint Fed-
eral-State venture to acquire lands
from a willing seller and a willing
buyer to be managed by a commission
which will permanently protect the wa-
tershed outdoor recreational resources
and open space of the area.

Finally, this legislation includes, |
believe, now a third title dealing with
lands within Alaska, the Anaktuvuk
pass legislation which was non-
controversial and passed this House be-
fore, and Koniag, what was originally a
wilderness bill authored by the gen-
tleman from Alaska [Mr. Young], the
chairman of our committee. As | un-
derstand it now, the wilderness provi-
sions have been dropped for that but
provides authority for selection rights.

I would like to ask the gentleman
from Utah [Mr. HANSEN], chairman of
the subcommittee, a question, if |
might. It is my understanding that it
has been amended so that the Sec-
retary is authorized to purchase only
those lands which in fact the natives
actually own and not their selection
rights as originally written. Is that the
gentleman’s understanding of the
amendment?

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MILLER of California. | yield to
the gentleman from Utah.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, that
would be my understanding of the leg-
islation also.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | thank the gentleman for ac-
cepting that amendment. | think it
makes this legislative package much
less controversial and its success
chances much higher. It was my under-
standing that the administration did
have serious problems with the Koniag
portion of this legislation in the sense
that the Government might get itself,
under the original legislation, into the
payment of rights that, in fact, perhaps
were not even owned by the native cor-
poration. | think this amendment
takes care of it. | think, with that, this
legislation deserves the support of all
of the Members of the House.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | appre-
ciate the comments of the gentleman
from California.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 3 minutes to the
gentlewoman from New Jersey [Mrs.
RoukEMA], one who has worked very
diligently on this bill.

(Mrs. ROUKEMA asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. ROUKEMA. Mr. Speaker, | cer-
tainly want to thank the gentleman
from Utah, Chairman HANSEN, for his
help.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong support
of H.R. 3907 and urge my colleagues on
both sides of the aisle to support this
important legislation.

Today, we are here with good news
for the people of New Jersey and New
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York—H.R. 3907 is the key that will
unlock the appropriated money that
Congress has included in this year’s In-
terior appropriations bill to help pur-
chase Sterling Forest.

East has finally met West and Ster-
ling Forest is no longer part of
gridlock in this Congress. Enactment
of this legislation is essential, if the
Federal Government is to play a role in
this public-private partnership.

We are clearing an important hurdle
here today in our commitment to pre-
serve and protect Sterling Forest once
and for all.

First, 1 want to thank Chairman
HANSEN for recognizing the overriding
interests of the Nation—and for his
willingness to understand that Sterling
Forest is more than just a pristine
piece of open space for camping, skiing,
hiking, and fishing as significant an
asset as this open space is to our re-
gion. It is the source of clean, safe
drinking water for some 3 million
northern New Jersey residents. If we
allow that drinking water to be con-
taminated by development, we will pay
the purchase price many times over in
cleanup cost and the cost of building
new water treatment plants. With this
legislation, we are not being penny
wise and pound foolish. Instead of re-
acting to a crisis after the fact, we are
anticipating the problem now and tak-
ing steps to avoid it. This legislation is
good public policy.

As you know, Sterling Forest is one
of the largest tracts of privately
owned, undeveloped forest land in the
mid-Atlantic United States. This is
heavily forested land—10 percent of
which is located in my district in
northern New Jersey and the remain-
ing 90 percent of which is located in or-
ange County, NY, our colleague BEN
GILMAN'’s district. It currently provides
countless recreational opportunities to
millions of nearby residents and visi-
tors. Again, it is not only recreation
that brings me here today as high a
priority as open space is to our region,
but something far more fundamental—
water.

As the primary source of drinking
water to over 3 million residents of my
State, preservation of Sterling Forest
is essential. Numerous tributaries and
feeder streams flow south from Ster-
ling Forest right into the Wanaque res-
ervoir, which supplies drinking water
for 25 percent of all residents of New
Jersey.

Consequently, the protection of this
unique natural resource in a region
struggling to grapple with urban
sprawl is a matter of utmost impor-
tance. This is a critical issue for the
most densely populated area of the Na-
tion’s most densely populated State,
northern New Jersey.

Simply put: preserving Sterling For-
est protects the drinking water supply
of northern New Jersey and New York,
and it is imperative for the 104th Con-
gress to take action.

At the State level, the support for
preserving Sterling Forest is equally
strong.
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Governor Whitman has already
signed into law legislation that com-
mits our State to spending $10 million
to help with the purchase of the forest.
In addition, Governor Pataki has com-
mitted his administration in Albany to
match New Jersey’s contribution dol-
lar-for-dollar.

Here in Congress, legislation to pro-
tect Sterling Forest has enjoyed bipar-
tisan support in both the New Jersey
and New York delegations, as wit-
nessed by the presence of those Mem-
bers who are speaking today.

In these times of tight budget con-
straints, it is simply unrealistic to ex-
pect the Government to carry the bur-
den by itself. From the beginning the
coalition behind Sterling Forest firmly
believed that the best method to use in
preserving and protecting Sterling For-
est was a public-private partnership,
with its purchase price being funded
using private, State and Federal funds.
That is why | introduced H.R. 194 in
1995 and have consistently supported
H.R. 400 as passed by the Senate last
July as the most expeditious solution
to seeing that Sterling Forest was pro-
tected.

To date, at least $5 million in private
contributions have been committed to-
ward helping protect Sterling Forest.
These efforts will continue, and private
funds are expected to play an impor-
tant role in the purchase of this land.

And, as | have already mentioned,
New Jersey and New York have com-
mitted to spending $10 million each.

I want to emphasize something about
these Federal funds: this is a one-time
funding request, because this legisla-
tion provides for the Palisades Inter-
state Park Commission [PIPC] and the
State of New York to accept financial
responsibility for the long-term man-
agement of the Sterling Forest. This
cost sharing is consistent with my leg-
islation H.R. 194.

I also want to thank Chairman REG-
ULA. For years, | have worked with him
in an effort to secure appropriate fund-
ing levels for this important project. |
am happy to report that this year
Chairman REGULA was instrumental in
seeing that language was included in
the Interior appropriations bill which
ranked Sterling Forest as one of the
Nation’s top two priorities for land ac-
quisition and recommended that Ster-
ling Forest receive $9 million as a down
payment on the Federal Government’s
$17.5 million share of the purchase
price.

Finally, | want to thank the Speaker
for his strong endorsement of this im-
portant project to New Jersey. In
March Speaker GINGRICH visited Ster-
ling Forest and promised that Congress
would pass legislation to protect Ster-
ling Forest this year. Clearly, his advo-
cacy has been an important factor in
reaching this point today, and | want
to express my appreciation for his as-
sistance.

On behalf of the 3 million New Jersey
residents who depend on this area for
clean safe drinking water and the mil-
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lions of recreational users who treasure
this pristine open space, | urge you to
support H.R. 3907.

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr.
Speaker, | have no further requests for
time, and | yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, this legislation accom-
plishes two important objectives. First,
it completes a land exchange that is
key to preparing base facilities at
Snowbasin for the 2002 Olympics. Sec-
ond, it provides the means to allow
Olympic Phase |. Facilities to be built
on National Forest System lands at
Snowbasin in a timely manner.

THE LAND EXCHANGE

Let me first discuss the land ex-
change. This legislation completes a
land trade that has been under admin-
istrative review by the U.S. Forest
Service for more than a decade. In the
1940’s the ownership of Snowbasin was
transferred to the Forest Service, who
at the time was actively engaged in
promoting skiing interests.

The need to finalize the Snowbasin
land exchange was heightened when
the 10C awarded the 2002 Winter Olym-
pics to Salt Lake City. In order to ac-
commodate the downhill ski events,
which attract large crowds and exten-
sive media coverage, major new visitor
and support facilities must be con-
structed at the base of Snowbasin.
Therefore, the need to prepare base fa-
cilities at Snowbasin for the Olympics
provides greater urgency to complete
the land exchange as soon as possible.

The provisions set forth in the 2002
Winter Olympic Games Facilitation
Act make this a traditional land ex-
change in all respects, namely: The
Forest Service will receive high prior-
ity lands it has designated for acquisi-
tion; Public and private lands will be
appraised in accordance with Uniform
Standards for Federal Land Acquisi-
tion and FLPMA; Land exchange val-
ues will be exactly equal through tradi-
tional cash equalization payments, and
Public and private lands will be con-
veyed simultaneously.

I want to emphasize that in exchange
for the 1,320 acres of land at
Snowbasin, the United States will re-
ceive at least 4,100 acres of land in the
same vicinity. This is beautiful moun-
tain land that possesses outstanding
recreational and environmental values.
One of the exchange parcels Taylor
Canyon lies directly on the outskirts of
the city of Ogden. It is a magnificent
canyon area that the Forest Service
and residents of Ogden have desired for
public acquisition. Another parcel is
Lighting Ridge Ridge located about 20
miles from Ogden. Not only is this
beautiful mountain land but this parcel
will open public access to 4,000 acres of
National Forest land. Once this land
exchange is completed, the National
Forest in Utah will increase in size by
more than four square miles while pro-
viding public access to thousands of ad-
ditional acres of National Forest land
that has long been isolated.
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Environmentally, the Snowbasin
land exchange is based on sound merit.
Numerous resource studies, including
an Environmental Impact Statement,
have already been completed by the
Forest Service at Snowbasin. These
studies, which span more than a dec-

ade, have been extensive and cover
such areas as fish, wildlife, plant,
water, soil, geologic, cultural, and

socio-economic aspects of Snowbasin.
The Forest Service has supplemented
this work with specific studies on areas
of special concern. Furthermore, Olym-
pic planners also chose Snowbasin be-
cause it raised far fewer environmental
concerns than other potential sites.
When environmental impacts of all
possible ski areas in northern Utah
were considered, Snowbasin rep-
resented the best alternative.
PHASE | FACILITIES—CONSTRUCTION &
OPERATION

The second—and perhaps most impor-
tant—reason for the 2002 Winter Olym-
pic Games Facilitation Act relates to
timing. Since the Snowbasin ski area
will remain in the National Forest
after the trade, the downhill courses,
snowmaking, chair lifts, safety net-
ting, and equipment and other facili-
ties must be built on National Forest
land for the Olympics. These facilities
are needed to accommodate the ath-
letes, spectators and the media. My
subcommittee heard compelling testi-
mony that construction of these facili-
ties must begin soon to prepare
Snowbasin for both Olympic and pre-
Olympic—World Cup—events. The first
international test events at Snowbasin
are scheduled for the winter of 1998-99.
This Olympic timetable represents a
unique circumstance and the Forest
Service indicates that an expedited re-
view and implementation process is
necessary.

CONCLUSION

Snowbasin is the only venue of the
2002 Winter Olympic Games that will
be held on National Forest land. As
such, it presents a remarkable oppor-
tunity for America to showcase these
magnificent lands to a worldwide tele-
vision audience of about 3 billion peo-

le.

P Throughout this legislative effort |
have sought out the ideas and concerns
of Forest Service officials, Members of
Congress and professional staff, as well
as senior administration officials. |
have also listened closely to my Utah
constituency. As a result, I can hon-
estly say we have made a good faith ef-
fort to incorporate the views and sug-
gestions | received. | believe we now
have a very good bill that will enable
Olympic progress at Snowbasin to pro-
ceed in a timely and environmentally
sound manner. Therefore, | invite and
ask my colleagues from both sides of
the isle to join me in supporting this
very important legislation for the 2002
Olympics.

Mr. Speaker, | yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. MAR-
TINI], who has worked so hard on the
portion of the bill on Sterling Forest.
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Mr. MARTINI. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of this bill—a product of
much debate over the course of my
service here in the House of Represent-
atives. | must begin by thanking
Speaker GINGRICH for his commitment
to the acquisition of Sterling Forest,
as well as to extend my thanks to Re-
sources Subcommittee on Parks, For-
ests and lands Chairman JAMES HAN-
SEN, for working with me on this legis-
lation to authorize both the acquisi-
tion of Sterling Forest and the Snow
Basin Land exchange.

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, | must
thank the New Jersey and New York
delegation for their efforts. It was our
collective pursuit of Sterling Forest
that has today brought it to possible
fruition.

With that said, | would like to take a
moment to share with my colleagues
the importance of acquiring Sterling
Forest.

H.R. 3907 authorizes $17.5 million for
the purchase of the most environ-
mentally sensitive portion of the
land—approximately 90 percent that
has already been negotiated with the
current owner. It also offers a land ex-
change opportunity for the remaining
10 percent of the land, a portion that is
now partially developed.

As a Passaic County Freeholder, 1
understood early on the need to take
action to protect Sterling Forest. In
fact, during my service on the Passaic
County Board of Freeholders, the board
was the first entity to secure part of
the Sterling Forest in 1993—purchasing
2,000 acres. | have since been looking
forward to the day that the reserve
would have compete Federal protec-
tion.

Located in southern New York and
bordering northern New Jersey, Ster-
ling Forest, in its current undeveloped
state, is important to the residents of
both States for a variety of reasons. |
like to think of it as a 21st Century
equivalent to Central Park. While
today Sterling Forest is removed from
densely populated areas, just as
Central Park was at its inception, dec-
ades from now the importance of this
preserved open space will be ten-fold.

Sterling Forest is a 17,500 acre water
and recreational reserve that area resi-
dents and public officials have repeat-
edly requested the Federal Government
protect. As a recreational area for New
York and New Jersey, Sterling Forest
offers a haven for families and individ-
uals interested in leaving behind
stresses of everyday life. The pictur-
esque beauty of this natural sanctuary
provides a wide variety of outdoor ac-
tivities for the enjoyment of everyone.
Sterling Forest even serves as a con-
nection to the Northeast with the Ap-
palachian trail winding its way
through the forest’s rough terrain.

Most importantly, however, Sterling
Forest is a watershed for most of
northern New Jersey and the surround-
ing area. It provides nearly 2 million
New Jersey residents with clean and
safe drinking water.

July 30, 1996

Proposed development and urbaniza-
tion of this area will destroy a great
bounty of natural resources to the en-
tire Northeast. Furthermore, if the
land is developed, the water that flows
from Sterling Forest could become pol-
luted. The only viable solution at that
point would be to build a water treat-
ment center at the cost of $150 million
to New Jersey taxpayers. Not only
would this cost the taxpayers revenue
they just don’t have but it is, at best,
a second-rate solution. Truthfully, Mr.
Speaker, there is just no comparison
between treated water and water from
a natural watershed such as Sterling
Forest.

| see it as fitting that we pass today’s
legislation during the same week as we
take up both the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1996 and the con-
ference report for the Safe Drinking
Water Act Amendments. This string of
legislation demonstrates the 104th Con-
gress’ commitment to providing safe
drinking water and protecting our na-
tions water resources for generations
to come.

Some naysayers continue to chal-
lenge this Congress’s record on the en-
vironment. However, the fact is that
Sterling Forest has come further in the
104th Congress than ever before.

This Congress, as well as this legisla-
tion, also recognizes that the fiscal
order of the House of Representatives
has been neglected for too many years.
There must be a balance between our
fiscal responsibility and environmental
protection, for the two are intertwined.

We, as a nation are now realizing
that to do otherwise would be a trav-
esty of justice—to leave our children
with a nation either in financial ruin
or a nation in environmental ruin.
Both are unacceptable.

This legislation sets up an unique
management and fiscal partnership be-
tween all levels of government. Gov-
ernor Christine Todd Whitman of New
Jersey signed the appropriation and
authorization of $10 million towards
the project, Governor George Pataki of
New York approved the 1995-96 budget
including $18 million for land conserva-
tion, and private interest are also in-
volved in the funding of this acquisi-
tion.

In fact, purchasing this land is a just
a one-time expense. The Department of
the Interior will not be burdened by
the costs of managing and maintaining
the forest, for this will be done jointly
by New York and New Jersey. A part-
nership such as this of local, State, and
Federal governments is positive for all
involved and should serve as a model
for future land acquisition.

To those who claim that you cannot
protect the economy and the environ-
ment simultaneously, | say that our ef-
forts demonstrate a proper balance of
the two. The acquisition of Sterling
Forest should clearly be viewed by my
colleague here in the House of Rep-
resentatives as an investment in the
future of the tri-state region.

In closing, | would like to applaud
the joint effort that has existed for a
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number of years toward this common
goal. An alliance of governmental
agencies and public interest groups
have joined together to save this vital
resource. It is through this collective
effort and | believe we will finally
reach our goal and save Sterling Forest
from development.

No matter how you look at this
project, saving the forest yields no neg-
ative repercussions. The preservation
of a vital source of water to one of the
most populated areas of the country is
not simply a laudable aspiration, but
rather a necessary undertaking.

Furthermore, the residents are op-
posed to development; the local gov-
ernments are opposed to development;
and the taxpayers are opposed to devel-
opment.

I am confident that we will all share
in the success of the acquisition of
Sterling Forest in the very near future
and for many generations to come.
Please support H.R. 3907.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to another gentleman from
New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN], who
has worked very diligently on this bill.

(Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.)

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. Speaker,
I thank the gentleman for yielding this
time to me.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in support
of H.R. 3907, and | thank the gentleman
from Utah [Mr. HANSEN] and the rank-
ing member for their support and hard
work in helping this long sought objec-
tive be realized.

| strongly support the provisions for
the acquisition of Sterling Forest, this
important largest undeveloped prop-
erty in the New York-New Jersey met-
ropolitan area. It is a water and rec-
reational reserve area and especially a
valuable watershed for northern New
Jersey. Approximately 3% million citi-
zens depend on this area for clean
water.

Let me thank the Speaker, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. GINGRICH],
the gentlewoman from New Jersey
[Mrs. RoUKEMA], my colleague, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. MARTINI],
for their leadership in preserving this
valuable and scarce open space. With-
out their efforts, and most particularly
the efforts of the gentleman from Utah
[Mr. HANSEN], we would not be here
today, and | am here today to support
this proposal, and | urge my colleagues
to adopt it.

Mr. Speaker, | rise today in strong support
of H.R. 3907, the Snowbasin Land Exchange
and Sterling Forest Land Acquisition Act. |
strongly support the provisions in this legisla-
tion that authorize $17.5 million for the acqui-
sition of Sterling Forest.

Sterling Forest consists of 20,000 acres in
New York and New Jersey and is currently
owned by the Sterling Forest Corp., which
plans to develop residences, retail, and light
industrial properties on the site. If develop-
ment takes place, it will impact this critical wa-
tershed that provides water for over 3%z mil-
lion people in northern New Jersey. This is al-
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most 28 percent of New Jersey’s water supply
that would be negatively affected by develop-
ment of the land tract and would possibly cost
New Jersey hundreds of millions of dollars in
construction costs for new water treatment
plants.

This issue has been a priority for the State
of New Jersey for some time, and a priority for
me as well. When | served in the State Legis-
lature as chairman of the Assembly Appropria-
tions Committee, | was able to provide $10
million for the acquisition of the land in the
State budget. Gov. Christine Whitman has
worked in conjunction with Gov. George
Pataki of New York to secure adequate fund-
ing to see that both our States contribute
these essential dollars toward the overall pur-
chase price.

This legislation today continues this effort at
the Federal level. And, upon authorization of
this bill, I am committed to pursuing funding as
a member of the Appropriations Committee. |
have also received assurances from Secretary
of the Interior Bruce Babbitt on several occa-
sions that he will support funding for Sterling
Forest once the project is authorized.

Let me make clear that this authorization is
a one-time cost to the Federal Government.
The $17.5 million authorized in this legislation
is for acquisition costs only after that point, the
area will be fully operated and managed by
the Palisades Interstate Park Commission. In
fact, the long-term costs to the local and State
Governments for water treatment and road
construction will be far greater if this purchase
is not made. And, the Federal Government’s
cost is small relative to the total amount need-
ed to buy and maintain the property—a major
commitment made by New Jersey and New
York and a testament to the importance of the
preservation of Sterling Forest to our area.
Sterling Forest is the largest remaining unde-
veloped wilderness tract in the New York met-
ropolitan region.

Mr. Speaker, | thank you for your commit-
ment to preserving this land, as well as Con-
gressman MARTINI and Congresswoman RoOu-
KEMA for all of their work on this issue. This
acquisition is for the public benefit and will
serve the interest of present as well as future
generations. Again, | strongly support this leg-
islation and urge support for the bill.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | yield 1
minute to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. FORBES].

(Mr. FORBES asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 3907 and compliment
my colleagues from New Jersey and
New York who have previously spoken
on this very important measure.

The Sterling Forest Preserve is criti-
cal to our region of New York and New
Jersey, and | want to also salute Gov-
ernors Pataki and Whitman and of
course the bipartisan cooperation that
existed in allowing for this open space
preservation.

This is a legacy, Mr. Speaker, to our
children and to future generations. We
want very much to make sure that this
recreation preserve and the water re-
source that would be protected by the
acquisition of these 17,500 acres must
go forward. It is critical to our area,
and | thank the gentleman from Utah
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[Mr. HANSEN] and the committee for
their leadership in allowing us to come
forward, and again | want to com-
pliment the Speaker for his leadership
in allowing for this preservation.

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | yield
such time as she may consume to the
gentlewoman from New Jersey [Mrs.
ROUKEMA].

(Mrs. ROUKEMA asked and was
given permission to revise and extend
her remarks.)

Mrs. ROUKEMA. Mr. Speaker, | real-
ly want to take this opportunity for
unanimous consent to revise and ex-
tend my remarks and acknowledge the
essential role of the gentleman from
New York [Mr. GiLMAN], who could not
be here today. He represents the New
York portion of Sterling Forest. He is
at a memorial service for former Con-
gressman Fish this morning. But the
gentleman from New York [Mr. GIL-
MAN] played an invaluable role here,
and | want him to be recognized here
today.

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support for H.R. 3109, compromise legislation
that includes the Utah snowbasin ski area and
provides for the acquisition of Sterling Forest.

| wish to thank Chairman HANSEN, my col-
leagues from New Jersey, MARGE ROUKEMA
and BiLL MARTINI, and my friend from New
York, SHERRY BOEHLERT, for all of their hard
work and persistence in bringing this bill to the
floor.

In addition, | want to thank Speaker GING-
RICH for all of his efforts on this matter. As my
colleagues may remember the Speaker during
his visit to Sterling Forest promised that the
104th Congress would preserve Sterling For-
est. Today the Speaker has fulfilled his prom-
ise.

The passage of this bill will guarantee that
Sterling Forest will be protected, and will en-
sure that the last underdeveloped tract of land
in the Metropolitan New York area will be con-
served, while protecting a vital watershed,
wildlife, and providing additional recreational
opportunities.

As the Representative of the 20th Congres-
sional District which includes 17,500 acres of
Sterling Forest, | can attest to the beauty, his-
torical significance, and environmental need to
preserve this unique tract of land.

This has been a long time coming. | am es-
pecially pleased that we are able to vote for a
bill today that will benefit Utah as well as the
New York metropolitan region. This is an ex-
ample of what we can accomplish for the envi-
ronment when East and West come together.

| urge all of my colleagues to vote for this
important environmental measure.

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, | rise today in
support of H.R. 3907, a bill to authorize the
acquisition of Sterling Forest and the Snow
Basin land exchange.

Sterling Forest is a unique area just 35
miles from New York City. Comprised of
dense woodland, undisturbed meadows, and
majestic ridgetops, Sterling Forest is host to a
number of unique biological communities and
numerous sensitive wildlife species. It also
consists of a major part of the watershed for
the reservoirs that provide water to 25 percent
of all residents in New Jersey and most New
York City residents. To maintain, not only
these valuable natural resources but the qual-
ity of these waters, acquisition of Sterling For-
est has been a priority for many years.
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Recently, an innovative partnership strategy
was developed with the States of New Jersey
and New York to bring the preservation of
Sterling Forest within reach. Each State has
set aside $10 million to contribute toward the
acquisition and private philanthropy has do-
nated another $7.5 million. The final contribu-
tion needed is $17.5 million from the Federal
Government.

The House Appropriations Committee real-
ized the need to purchase this land and has
recommended $9 million for the first-year
funding of this project. This legislation will
move us one step closer toward acquiring
Sterling Forest. It authorizes $17.5 million for
acquisition of the most environmentally sen-
sitive portion of the forest—90 percent of the
tract—and includes a land swap for the re-
maining 10 percent of the property. It also di-
rects the Secretary of the Interior to designate
excess Federal lands to be sold to raise
money to fund the purchase of the additional
10 percent of the land.

Mr. Speaker, the owners of the remainder of
Sterling Forest have agreed to sell the major-
ity of the property—including the most critical
watershed natural, and recreation lands. Un-
fortunately, we only have 2 years in which to
purchase the property or else the owners will
move forward with a plan to build thousands
of homes and millions of square feet of office
and commercial space on Sterling Forest.

| commend the House of Representatives
for considering H.R. 3907. After Several years
of stalemate on this issue we are now one
step closer to preserving Sterling Forest for-
ever

Mrs. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in strong
support of H.R. 3907, legislation which author-
izes $17.5 million for the acquisition of the im-
portant 17,500 acres Sterling Forest reserve,
located in southern New York and northern
New Jersey. The acquisition of the Sterling
Forest represents perhaps the most important
environmental issue for our region, and rep-
resents an outstanding environmental accom-
plishment for the 104th Congress.

Sterling Forest is at the headwaters of a
system of reservoirs which provide water for
1.8 million Metropolitan area residents. It is
heavily forested, accommodating a wide vari-
ety of wildlife and plant species, and also in-
cludes a portion of the Appalachian Trail.
Twenty-six million Americans live within a 2-
hour drive of this important environmental re-
source.

The acquisition of the Sterling Forest rep-
resents a unique partnership between the
Federal Government, the States of New York
and New Jersey, and environmental and other
private sector interests. The States have each
pledged $10 million toward acquisition, and
the private sector will put up $5 million.

Protecting the Sterling Forest makes sense
from an environmental standpoint, it makes
sense from a recreational standpoint, and it
represents a good deal for the taxpayer. In
New Jersey alone, an estimated $150 million
in water treatment costs will be required if the
reservoirs adjacent to the forest are polluted
from runoff resulting from over-development.
The modest Federal investment authorized by
this legislation will protect these reservoirs for
generations to come, and do so in a very cost-
effective and environmentally sound manner.

| urge my colleagues to join me in support-
ing this important legislation.
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Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker,
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
EWING). The question is on the motion
offered by the gentleman from Utah
[Mr. HANSEN] that the House suspend
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3907, as
amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds having voted in favor thereof)
the rules were suspended and the bill,
as amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

| yield

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. HANSEN. Mr. Speaker, | ask
unanimous consent that all Members
may have 5 legislative days within
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on the bill just passed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Utah?

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
Lundregan, one of its clerks, an-
nounced that the Senate has passed
bills of the following titles in which
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

S. 84. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
for the vessel BAGGER, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 172. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation for the vessel L.R. BEATTIE.

S. 212. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade for the
vessel SHAMROCK V.

S. 213. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade for the
vessel ENDEAVOUR.

S. 278. An act to authorize a certificate of
documentation for the vessel SERENITY.

S. 279. An act to authorize a certificate of
documentation for the vessel WHY KNOT.

S. 475. An act to authorize a certificate of
documentation for the vessel LADY HAWK.

S. 480. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade for the
vessel GLEAM.

S. 482. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
for the vessel EMERALD AYES.

S. 492. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation for the vessel INTREPID.

S. 493. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation for the vessel CONSORTIUM.

S. 527. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade for the
vessel EMPRESS.

S. 528. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
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mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
for three vessels.

S. 535. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue certificates of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in coastwise trade for each of 2
vessels named GALLANT LADY, subject to
certain conditions, and for other purposes.

S. 561. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade for the
vessel ISABELLE, and for other purposes.

S. 583. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
for two vessels.

S. 653. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel AURA.

S. 654. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel SUNRISE.

S. 655. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel MARANTHA.

S. 656. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel QUIETLY.

S. 680. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
vessel YES DEAR.

S. 739. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel SISU, and for other purposes.

S. 763. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
for the vessel EVENING STAR, and for other
purposes.

S. 802. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation and coastwise trade endorsement
for vessel ROYAL AFFAIRE.

S. 808. An act to extend the deadline for
the conversion of the vessel M/V TWIN
DRILL, and for other purposes.

S. 826. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel PRIME TIME, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 869. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel DRAGONESSA, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 889. An act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with the appropriate endorsement
for employment in the coastwise trade for
the vessel WOLF GANG II, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 911. An Act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade of the
United States for the vessel SEA MIS-
TRESS.

S. 975. An Act to authorize the Secretary of
Transportation to issue a certificate of docu-
mentation with appropriate endorsement for
employment in the coastwise trade for the
vessel JAJO, and for other purposes.

S. 1016. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
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documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel MAGIC CARPET.

S. 1017. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel CHRISSY.

S. 1040. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel ONRUST.

S. 1041. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel EXPLORER.

S. 1046. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
of the United States for fourteen former
United States Army hovercraft.

S. 1047. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
endorsements for the vessels ENCHANTED
ISLES and ENCHANTED SEAS.

S. 1149. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel BABS, and for other purposes.

S. 1272. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel BILLY BUCK.

S. 1281. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel SARAH-CHRISTEN.

S. 1281. An Act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel TRIAD.

S. 1319. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel TOO MUCH FUN, and for other
purposes.

S. 1347. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for the vessel CAPTAIN DARYL, and
for other purposes.

S. 1348. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for the vessel ALPHA TANGO, and for
other purposes.

S. 1349. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for the vessel OLD HAT, and for other
purposes.

S. 1358. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel CAROLYN, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1362. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel FOCUS.

S. 1383. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel WESTFJORD.

S. 1384. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel GOD’S GRACE I1.
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S. 1454. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certification of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
and fisheries for the vessel JOAN MARIE,
and for other purposes.

S. 1455. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel MOVIN ON, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1456. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel PLAY HARD, and for other
purposes.

S. 1457. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel SHOGUN, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1545. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel MOONRAKER, and for other
purposes.

S. 1566. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel MARSH GRASS TOO.

S. 1588. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel KALYPSO.

S. 1631. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation with appropriate endorse-
ment for employment in the coastwise trade
for the vessel EXTREME, and for other pur-
poses.

S. 1648. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel HERCO TYME.

S. 1682. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel LIBERTY.

S. 1825. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel HALCYON.

S. 1826. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel COURIER SERVICE.

S. 1828. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel TOP GUN.

S. 1924. An act to authorize the Secretary
of Transportation to issue a certificate of
documentation and coastwise trade endorse-
ment for the vessel DAMN YANKEE.

S. 1933. To authorize a certificate of docu-
mentation for certain vessels, and for other
purposes.

WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1996

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I move
to suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3592) to provide for conservation
and development of water and related
resources, to authorize the Secretary
of the Army to construct various
projects for improvements to rivers
and harbors of the United States, and
for other purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read as follows:
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H.R. 3592

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the ‘““Water Resources Development Act of
1996°".

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Definition.

TITLE I-WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS

Sec. 101. Project authorizations.

Sec. 102. Small flood control projects.

Sec. 103. Small bank stabilization projects.

Sec. 104. Small navigation projects.

Sec. 105. Small shoreline protection
projects.

Small snagging and sediment re-
moval project, Mississippi
River, Little Falls, Minnesota.

Small projects for improvement of
the environment.

Sec. 108. Project to mitigate shore damage.

TITLE II—GENERALLY APPLICABLE
PROVISIONS

Sec. 201. Cost sharing for dredged material
disposal areas.

Flood control policy.

Feasibility study cost-sharing.

Restoration of environmental qual-
ity.

Environmental dredging.

Agquatic ecosystem restoration.

Beneficial uses of dredged material.

Recreation policy and user fees.

Recovery of costs.

Cost sharing of
projects.

Construction of flood control
projects by non-Federal inter-
ests.

Engineering and environmental in-
novations of national signifi-
cance.

Lease authority.

Collaborative research and develop-
ment.

Dam safety program.

Maintenance, rehabilitation,
modernization of facilities.

Long-term sediment management
strategies.

Dredged material disposal facility
partnerships.

Obstruction removal requirement.

Small project authorizations.

Uneconomical cost-sharing require-
ments.

222. Planning assistance to States.

. Corps of Engineers expenses.

224. State and Federal agency review
period.

Limitation on reimbursement of
non-Federal costs per project.

Aquatic plant control.

Sediments decontamination tech-
nology.

Shore protection.

Project deauthorizations.

Support of Army Civil Works Pro-
gram.

Benefits to navigation.

Loss of life prevention.

Scenic and aesthetic
ations.

Removal of study prohibitions.

Sense of Congress; requirement re-
garding notice.

Reservoir Management Technical
Advisory Committee.

Sec. 237. Technical corrections.

TITLE 11I—PROJECT MODIFICATIONS

Sec. 301. Mobile Harbor, Alabama.
Sec. 302. Alamo Dam, Arizona.

Sec. 106.

Sec. 107.

202.
203.
204.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

205.
206.
207.
208.
209.
210.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. environmental

Sec. 211.

Sec. 212.

213.
214.

Sec.
Sec.

215.
216.

Sec.
Sec. and

Sec. 217.

Sec. 218.
219.
220.
221.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec. 225.

226.
2217.

Sec.
Sec.

228.
229.
230.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

231.
232.
233.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec. consider-
234.
235.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 236.
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Sec. 303.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

304.
305.

306.
307.
308.

309.
310.
311.
312.
313.

314.
315.
316.

317.

318.

319.
320.
321.
322.
323.

324.
325.

326.

327.
328.
329.

330.
331.
332.
333.
334.

335.

336.
337.

338.
339.
340.
341.
342.
343.
344,
345,
346.
347.
348.
349.
350.

351.
352.

353.
354.
355.
356.
357.
358.

359.

360.

Nogales Wash and Tributaries, Ari-
zona.

Phoenix, Arizona.

San Francisco River at Clifton, Ar-
izona.

Channel Islands Harbor, California

Glenn-Colusa, California.

Los Angeles and Long Beach Har-
bors, San Pedro Bay, Califor-
nia.

Oakland Harbor, California.

Queensway Bay, California.

San Luis Rey, California.

Thames River, Connecticut.

Potomac River, Washington, Dis-
trict Of Columbia.

Canaveral Harbor, Florida.

Captiva Island, Florida.

Central and southern Florida, Canal

51.

Central and southern Florida,
Canal 111 (C-111).

Jacksonville Harbor (Mill Cove),

Florida.
Panama City Beaches, Florida.
Tybee Island, Georgia.
White River, Indiana.

Chicago, Illinois.

Chicago Lock and Thomas
J. O’Brien Lock, lllinois.

Kaskaskia River, Illinois.

Locks and Dam 26, Alton, Illinois
and Missouri.

North Branch of Chicago River, Il-

linois.

Illinois and Michigan Canal.

Halstead, Kansas.

Levisa and Tug Forks of the Big
Sandy River and Cumberland
River, Kentucky, West Vir-
ginia, and Virginia.

Prestonburg, Kentucky.

Comite River, Louisiana.

Grand Isle and vicinity, Louisiana.

Lake Pontchartrain, Louisiana.

Mississippi Delta Region, Louisi-
ana.

Mississippi River Outlets, Venice,
Louisiana.

Red River Waterway, Louisiana.

Westwego to Harvey Canal, Louisi-
ana.

Tolchester Channel, Maryland.

Saginaw River, Michigan.

Sault Sainte Marie, Chippewa
County, Michigan.
Stillwater, Minnesota.

Cape Girardeau, Missouri.
New Madrid Harbor, Missouri.

St. John’s Bayou—New Madrid
Floodway, Missouri.
Joseph G. Minish Passaic River

Park, New Jersey.

Molly Ann’s Brook, New Jersey.

Passaic River, New Jersey.

Ramapo River at Oakland, New
Jersey and New York.

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay,
New Jersey.

Arthur Kill, New York and New
Jersey.
Jones Inlet, New York.

Kill Van Kull, New York and New
Jersey.

Wilmington Harbor-Northeast Cape
Fear River, North Carolina.

Garrison Dam, North Dakota.

Reno Beach-Howards Farm, Ohio.

Wister Lake, Oklahoma.

Bonneville Lock and Dam, Colum-
bia River, Oregon and Washing-
ton.

Columbia River dredging,
and Washington.

Grays Landing Lock and Dam,
Monongahela River, Pennsylva-
nia.

Lackawanna River at Scranton,
Pennsylvania.

Oregon
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424.
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427.
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Mussers Dam, Middle Creek, Sny-
der County, Pennsylvania.
Saw Mill Run, Pennsylvania.
Schuylkill River, Pennsylvania.
South Central Pennsylvania.
Wyoming Valley, Pennsylvania.
San Juan Harbor, Puerto Rico.
Narragansett, Rhode Island.
Charleston Harbor, South Carolina.
Dallas Floodway Extension, Dallas,
Texas.
Upper Jordan River, Utah.
Haysi Lake, Virginia.
Rudee Inlet, Virginia Beach, Vir-
ginia.
Virginia Beach, Virginia.
East Waterway, Washington.
Bluestone Lake, West Virginia.
Moorefield, West Virginia.
Southern West Virginia.
West Virginia trail head facilities.
Kickapoo River, Wisconsin.
Teton County, Wyoming.
TITLE IV—-STUDIES

Corps capability study, Alaska.

McDowell Mountain, Arizona.

Nogales Wash and Tributaries, Ari-
zona.

Garden Grove, California.

Mugu Lagoon, California.

Santa Ynez, California.

Southern California infrastructure.

Yolo Bypass, Sacramento-San Joa-
quin Delta, California.

Chain of Rocks Canal, Illinois.

Quincy, Illinois.

Springfield, Illinois.

Beauty Creek Watershed,
Valparaiso City, Porter County,
Indiana.

Grand Calumet River, Hammond,
Indiana.

Indiana Harbor Canal, East Chi-
cago, Lake County, Indiana.

Koontz Lake, Indiana.

Little Calumet River, Indiana.

Tippecanoe River Watershed, Indi-
ana.

Calcasieu Ship
Hackberry, Louisiana.

Huron River, Michigan.

Saco River, New Hampshire.

Buffalo River Greenway, New York.

Port of Newburgh, New York.

Port of New York-New Jersey sedi-
ment study.

Port of New York-New Jersey navi-
gation study.

Chagrin River, Ohio.

Cuyahoga River, Ohio.

Charleston, South Carolina, estu-
ary.

Mustang
Texas.

Prince William County, Virginia.

Pacific region.

Financing of infrastructure needs
of small and medium ports.

Channel,

Island, Corpus Christi,

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Sec.
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Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
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Sec.
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Sec.
Sec.

501.
502.
503.

504.
505.
506.

507.
508.

509.

510.

511.
512.

Project deauthorizations.

Project reauthorizations.

Continuation of authorization of
certain projects.

Land conveyances.

Namings.

Watershed management,
tion, and development.

Lakes program.

Maintenance of navigation chan-
nels.

Great Lakes remedial action plans
and sediment remediation.

Great Lakes dredged material test-
ing and evaluation manual.

Great Lakes sediment reduction.

Great Lakes confined disposal fa-
cilities.

restora-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

361. Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

513.
514.

515.
516.
517.
518.

519.
520.
521.
522.
523.
524.

525.
526.
527.

528.
529.

530.
. Farmington Dam, California.
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Chesapeake Bay restoration and
protection program.

Extension of jurisdiction of Mis-
sissippi River Commission.

Alternative to annual passes.

Recreation partnership initiative.

Environmental infrastructure.

Corps capability to conserve fish
and wildlife.

Periodic beach nourishment.

Control of aquatic plants.

Hopper dredges.

Design and construction assistance.

Field office headquarters facilities.

Corps of Engineers restructuring
plan.

Lake Superior Center.

Jackson County, Alabama.

Earthquake Preparedness Center of
Expertise Extension.

Quarantine facility.

Benton and Washington Counties,
Arkansas.

Calaveras County, California.

Prado Dam safety improvements,
California.

Los Angeles County Drainage Area,
California.

Seven Oaks Dam, California.

Manatee County, Florida.

Tampa, Florida.

Watershed management plan for
Deep River Basin, Indiana.

Southern and eastern Kentucky.

Louisiana coastal wetlands restora-
tion projects.

Southeast Louisiana.

Restoration projects for Maryland,
Pennsylvania, and West Vir-
ginia.

Cumberland, Maryland.

Beneficial use of dredged material,
Poplar Island, Maryland.

Erosion control measures,
Island, Maryland.

Smith

Duluth, Minnesota, alternative
technology project.
Redwood River Basin, Minnesota.

Natchez Bluffs, Mississippi.

Sardis Lake, Mississippi.

Missouri River management.

St. Charles County, Missouri, flood
protection.

Durham, New Hampshire.

Hackensack Meadowlands
New Jersey.

Authorization of dredge material
containment facility for Port of
New York/New Jersey.

Hudson River habitat restoration,
New York.

Queens County, New York.

New York Bight and Harbor study.

New York State Canal System.

New York City Watershed.

Ohio River Greenway.

Northeastern Ohio.

Grand Lake, Oklahoma.

Broad Top region of Pennsylvania.

Curwensville Lake, Pennsylvania.

Hopper Dredge McFarland.

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.
Upper Susquehanna River Basin,
Pennsylvania and New York.
Seven Points Visitors Center,
Raystown Lake, Pennsylvania.

Southeastern Pennsylvania.

Wills Creek, Hyndman, Pennsylva-
nia.

Blackstone River Valley, Rhode Is-
land and Massachusetts.

East Ridge, Tennessee.

Murfreesboro, Tennessee.

Buffalo Bayou, Texas.

Harris County, Texas.

San Antonio River, Texas.

Neabsco Creek, Virginia.

area,
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Sec.
Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

. Tangier Island, Virginia.

. Pierce County, Washington.

. Washington Aqueduct.

. Greenbrier River Basin, West Vir-

ginia, flood protection.

. Huntington, West Virginia.

. Lower Mud River, Milton,
Virginia.

West Virginia and Pennsylvania
flood control.

584. Evaluation of beach material.

585. National Center for
Nanofabrication and Molecular
Self-Assembly.

Sense of Congress regarding St.
Lawrence Seaway tolls.

Sec. 587. Prado Dam, California.

TITLE VI—EXTENSION OF EXPENDITURE
AUTHORITY UNDER HARBOR MAINTE-
NANCE TRUST FUND

SEC. 2. DEFINITION.

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘Sec-
retary’’ means the Secretary of the Army.

TITLE I—-WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS
SEC. 101. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) PROJECTS WITH CHIEF’S REPORTS.—EXx-
cept as provided in this section, the follow-
ing projects for water resources development
and conservation and other purposes are au-
thorized to be carried out by the Secretary
substantially in accordance with the plans,
and subject to the conditions, described in
the respective reports designated in this sec-
tion:

(1) AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED, CALIFOR-
NIA.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood
damage reduction, American and Sac-
ramento Rivers, California: Supplemental
Information Report for the American River
Watershed Project, California, dated March
1996, at a total cost of $57,300,000, with an es-
timated Federal cost of $42,975,000 and an es-
timated non-Federal cost of $14,325,000, con-
sisting of the following:

(i) Approximately 24 miles of slurry wall in
the existing levees along the lower American
River.

(if) Approximately 12 miles of levee modi-
fications along the east bank of the Sac-
ramento River downstream from the
Natomas Cross Canal.

(iii) 3 telemeter streamflow gages up-
stream from the Folsom Reservoir.

(iv) Modifications to the existing flood
warning system along the lower American
River.

(B) CREDIT TOWARD NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—
The non-Federal sponsor shall receive credit
toward the non-Federal share of the cost of
the project for expenses that the sponsor has
incurred for design and construction of any
of the features authorized pursuant to this
paragraph prior to the date on which Federal
funds are appropriated for construction of
the project. The amount of the credit shall
be determined by the Secretary.

(C) OPERATION OF FOLSOM DAM.—The Sec-
retary of the Interior shall continue to oper-
ate the Folsom Dam and Reservoir to the
variable 400,000/670,000 acre-feet of flood con-
trol storage capacity as an interim measure
and extend the agreement between the Bu-
reau of Reclamation and the Sacramento
Area Flood Control Agency until such date
as a comprehensive flood control plan for the
American River Watershed has been imple-
mented.

(D) RESPONSIBILITY OF NON-FEDERAL SPON-
SOR.—The non-Federal sponsor shall be re-
sponsible for all operation, maintenance, re-
pair, replacement, and rehabilitation costs
associated with the improvements under-
taken pursuant to this paragraph, as well as
for 25 percent of the costs for the variable
flood control operation of the Folsom Dam

Sec.
Sec. West

Sec. 583.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 586.
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and Reservoir (including any incremental
power and water purchase costs incurred by
the Western Area Power Administration or
the Bureau of Reclamation and any direc-
tion, capital, and operation and maintenance
costs borne by either of such agencies). Not-
withstanding any contract or other agree-
ment, the remaining 75 percent of the costs
for the variable flood control operation of
the Folsom Dam and Reservoir shall be the
responsibility of the United States and shall
be nonreimbursable.

(2) SAN LORENZO RIVER, SANTA CRUZ, CALI-
FORNIA.—The project for flood control, San
Lorenzo River, Santa Cruz, California: Re-
port of the Chief of Engineers, dated June 30,
1994, at a total cost of $21,800,000, with an es-
timated Federal cost of $10,900,000 and an es-
timated non-Federal cost of $10,900,000.

(3) SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CALIFORNIA.—
The project for navigation, Santa Barbara
Harbor, California: Report of the Chief of En-
gineers, dated April 26, 1994, at a total cost of
$5,840,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$4,670,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $1,170,000.

(4) SANTA MONICA BREAKWATER, CALIFOR-
NIA.—The project for navigation and storm
damage reduction, Santa Monica Break-
water, Santa Monica, California: Report of
the Chief of Engineers, dated June 7, 1996, at
a total cost of $6,440,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $4,220,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $2,220,000.

(5) MARIN COUNTY SHORELINE, SAN RAFAEL,
CALIFORNIA.—The project for storm damage
reduction, Marin County shoreline, San
Rafael, California: Report of the Chief of En-
gineers, dated January 28, 1994, at a total
cost of $28,300,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $18,400,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $9,900,000.

(6) HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CALIFOR-
NIA.—The project for navigation, Humboldt
Harbor and Bay, California: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated October 30, 1995, at
a total cost of $15,180,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $10,000,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $5,180,000.

(7) ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA AND MARYLAND.—The
project for environmental restoration, Ana-
costia River and Tributaries, District of Co-
lumbia and Maryland: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated November 15, 1994, at a
total cost of $17,144,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $12,858,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $4,286,000.

(8) ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, ST.
JOHNS COUNTY, FLORIDA.—The project for
navigation, Atlantic Intracoastal Waterway,
St. Johns County, Florida: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated June 24, 1994, at a
total Federal cost of $15,881,000. Operation,
maintenance, repair, replacement, and reha-
bilitation shall be a non-Federal responsibil-
ity and the non-Federal interest must as-
sume ownership of the bridge.

(9) LAKE MICHIGAN, ILLINOIS.—The project
for storm damage reduction and shoreline
erosion protection, Lake Michigan, Illinois,
from Wilmette, lllinois, to the Illinois-Indi-
ana State line: Report of the Chief of Engi-
neers, dated April 14, 1994, at a total cost of
$204,000,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $110,000,000 and an estimated non-Federal
cost of $94,000,000. The project shall include
the breakwater near the South Water Filtra-
tion Plant described in the report as a sepa-
rate element of the project, at a total cost of
$11,470,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$7,460,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $4,010,000. The Secretary shall reimburse
the non-Federal interest for the Federal
share of any costs incurred by the non-Fed-
eral interest—

(A) in reconstructing the revetment struc-
tures protecting Solidarity Drive in Chicago,
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Ilinois, if such work is determined by the
Secretary to be a component of the project;
and

(B) in constructing the breakwater near
the South Water Filtration Plant in Chicago,
Hlinois.

(10) KENTUCKY LOCK AND DAM, TENNESSEE
RIVER, KENTUCKY.—The project for naviga-
tion, Kentucky Lock and Dam, Tennessee
River, Kentucky: Report of the Chief of En-
gineers, dated June 1, 1992, at a total cost of
$393,200,000. The costs of construction of the
project are to be paid ¥ from amounts appro-
priated from the general fund of the Treas-
ury and % from amounts appropriated from
the Inland Waterways Trust Fund.

(11) POND CREEK, JEFFERSON COUNTY, KEN-
TUuckY.—The project for flood control, Pond
Creek, Jefferson County, Kentucky: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated June 28, 1994,
at a total cost of $16,080,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $10,993,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $5,087,000.

(12) WOLF CREEK DAM AND LAKE CUM-
BERLAND, KENTUCKY.—The project for hydro-
power, Wolf Creek Dam and Lake Cum-
berland, Kentucky: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated June 28, 1994, at a total cost
of $53,763,000, with an estimated non-Federal
cost of $53,763,000. Funds derived by the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority from its power pro-
gram and funds derived from any private or
public entity designated by the Southeastern
Power Administration may be used to pay
all or part of the costs of the project.

(13) PORT FOURCHON, LAFOURCHE PARISH,
LOUISIANA.—A project for navigation, Belle
Pass and Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: Re-
port of the Chief of Engineers, dated April 7,
1995, at a total cost of $4,440,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $2,300,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $2,140,000.

(14) WEST BANK OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER,
NEW ORLEANS (EAST OF HARVEY CANAL), LOU-
ISIANA.—The project for hurricane damage
reduction, West Bank of the Mississippi
River in the vicinity of New Orleans (East of
Harvey Canal), Louisiana: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated May 1, 1995, at a
total cost of $126,000,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $82,200,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $43,800,000.

(15) WoOD RIVER, GRAND ISLAND, NE-
BRASKA.—The project for flood control, Wood
River, Grand Island, Nebraska: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated May 3, 1994, at a
total cost of $11,800,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $6,040,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $5,760,000.

(16) LAS CRUCES, NEW MEXICO.—The project
for flood control, Las Cruces, New Mexico:
Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated June
24, 1996, at a total cost of $8,278,000, with an
estimated Federal cost of $5,494,000 and an
estimated non-Federal cost of $2,784,000.

(17) LONG BEACH ISLAND, NEW YORK.—The
project for storm damage reduction, Long
Beach Island, New York: Report of the Chief
of Engineers, dated April 5, 1996, at a total
cost of $72,090,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $46,858,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $25,232,000.

(18) WILMINGTON HARBOR, CAPE FEAR RIVER,
NORTH CAROLINA.—The project for naviga-
tion, Wilmington Harbor, Cape Fear and
Northeast Cape Fear Rivers, North Carolina:
Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated June
24, 1994, at a total cost of $23,953,000, with an
estimated Federal cost of $15,032,000 and an
estimated non-Federal cost of $8,921,000.

(19) DUCK CREEK, CINCINNATI, OHIO.—The
project for flood control, Duck Creek, Cin-
cinnati, Ohio: Report of the Chief of Engi-
neers, dated June 28, 1994, at a total cost of
$15,947,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$11,960,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $3,987,000.
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(20) WILLAMETTE RIVER TEMPERATURE CON-
TROL, MCKENZIE SUBBASIN, OREGON.—The
project for environmental restoration, Wil-
lamette River Temperature Control,
McKenzie Subbasin, Oregon: Report of the
Chief of Engineers, dated February 1, 1996, at
a total cost of $38,000,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $38,000,000.

(21) R10 GRANDE DE ARECIBO, PUERTO RICO.—
The project for flood control, Rio Grande de
Arecibo, Puerto Rico: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated April 5, 1994, at a total cost
of $19,951,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $10,557,000 and an estimated non-Federal
cost of $9,394,000.

(22) CHARLESTON HARBOR, SOUTH CARO-
LINA.—The project for navigation, Charles-
ton Harbor Deepening and Widening, South
Carolina: Report of the Chief of Engineers,
dated July 18, 1996, at a total cost of
$116,639,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $72,798,000 and an estimated non-Federal
cost of $43,841,000.

(23) BIG SIOUX RIVER AND SKUNK CREEK,
SIOUX FALLS, SOUTH DAKOTA.—The project for
flood control, Big Sioux River and Skunk
Creek, Sioux Falls, South Dakota: Report of
the Chief of Engineers, dated June 30, 1994, at
a total cost of $34,600,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $25,900,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $8,700,000.

(24) WATERTOWN, SOUTH DAKOTA.—The
project for flood control, Watertown and Vi-
cinity, South Dakota: Report of the Chief of
Engineers, dated August 31, 1994, at a total
cost of $18,000,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $13,200,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $4,800,000.

(25) GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, ARAN-
SAS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE, TEXAS.—The
project for navigation and environmental
preservation, Gulf Intracoastal Waterway,
Aransas National Wildlife Refuge, Texas: Re-
port of the Chief of Engineers, dated May 28,
1996, at a total cost of $18,283,000, with an es-
timated Federal cost of $18,283,000.

(26) HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHAN-
NELS, TEXAS.—The project for navigation and
environmental restoration, Houston-Gal-
veston Navigation Channels, Texas: Report
of the Chief of Engineers, dated May 9, 1996,
at a total initial construction cost of
$292,797,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $210,891,000 and an estimated non-Federal
cost of $81,906,000. The project shall include
deferred construction of additional environ-
mental restoration features over the life of
the project, at a total average annual cost of
$786,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$590,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$196,000. The construction of berthing areas
and the removal of pipelines and other ob-
structions that are necessary for the project
shall be accomplished at non-Federal ex-
pense. Non-Federal interests shall receive
credit toward cash contributions required
during construction and subsequent to con-
struction for design and construction man-
agement work that is performed by non-Fed-
eral interests and that the Secretary deter-
mines is necessary to implement the project.

(27) MARMET LOCK, KANAWHA RIVER, WEST
VIRGINIA.—The  project for navigation,
Marmet Lock, Kanawha River, West Vir-
ginia: Report of the Chief of Engineers, dated
June 24, 1994, at a total cost of $229,581,000.
The costs of construction of the project are
to be paid > from amounts appropriated
from the general fund of the Treasury and %2
from amounts appropriated from the Inland
Waterways Trust Fund. In conducting any
real estate acquisition activities with re-
spect to the project, the Secretary shall give
priority consideration to those individuals
who would be directly affected by any phys-
ical displacement due to project design and
shall consider the financial circumstances of
such individuals. The Secretary shall pro-
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ceed with real estate acquisition in connec-
tion with the project expeditiously.

(b) PROJECTS WITH PENDING CHIEF’'S RE-
PORTS.—The following projects are author-
ized to be carried out by the Secretary sub-
stantially in accordance with a final report
of the Chief of Engineers if such report is
completed not later than December 31, 1996:

(1) CHIGNIK, ALASKA.—The project for navi-
gation, Chignik, Alaska, at a total cost of
$10,365,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$4,344,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $6,021,000.

(2) CoOK INLET, ALASKA.—The project for
navigation, Cook Inlet, Alaska, at a total
cost of $5,342,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $4,006,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $1,336,000.

(3) ST. PAUL ISLAND HARBOR, ST. PAUL,
ALASKA.—The project for navigation, St.
Paul Harbor, St. Paul, Alaska, with an esti-
mated total cost of $18,981,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $12,188,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $6,793,000.

(4) NORCO BLUFFS, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALI-
FORNIA.—A project for bluff stabilization,
Norco Bluffs, Riverside County, California,
with an estimated total cost of $8,600,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $6,450,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$2,150,000.

(5) PORT OF LONG BEACH (DEEPENING), CALI-
FORNIA.—The project for navigation, Port of
Long Beach (Deepening), California, at a
total cost of $37,288,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $14,318,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $22,970,000.

(6) TERMINUS DAM, KAWEAH RIVER, CALIFOR-
NIA.—The project for flood damage reduction
and water supply, Terminus Dam, Kaweah
River, California, at a total estimated cost of
$34,500,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$20,200,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $14,300,000.

(7) REHOBOTH BEACH AND DEWEY BEACH,
DELAWARE.—A project for storm damage re-
duction and shoreline protection, Rehoboth
Beach and Dewey Beach, Delaware, at a total
cost of $9,423,000, with an estimated first
Federal cost of $6,125,000, and an estimated
first non-Federal cost of $3,298,000, and an av-
erage annual cost of $282,000 for periodic
nourishment over the 50-year life of the
project, with an estimated annual Federal
cost of $183,000 and an estimated annual non-
Federal cost of $99,000.

(8) BREVARD COUNTY, FLORIDA.—The project
for shoreline protection, Brevard County,
Florida, at a total first cost of $76,620,000,
with an estimated first Federal cost of
$36,006,000, and an estimated first non-Fed-
eral cost of $40,614,000, and an average annual
cost of $2,341,000 for periodic nourishment
over the 50-year life of the project, with an
estimated annual Federal cost of $1,109,000
and an estimated annual non-Federal cost of
$1,232,000.

(9) MiIAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FLORIDA.—The
project for navigation, Miami Harbor Chan-
nel, Miami, Florida, with an estimated total
cost of $3,221,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of $1,800,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $1,421,000.

(10) NORTH WORTH INLET, FLORIDA.—The
project for navigation and shoreline protec-
tion, Lake Worth Inlet, Palm Beach Harbor,
Florida, at a total cost of $3,915,000, with an
estimated Federal cost of $1,762,000 and an
estimated non-Federal cost of $2,153,000.

(11) LOWER SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN, SAVAN-
NAH RIVER, GEORGIA AND SOUTH CAROLINA.—
The project for navigation and related pur-
poses, Lower Savannah River Basin, Savan-
nah River, Georgia and South Carolina, at a
total cost of $3,419,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $2,551,000, and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $868,000.
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(12) ABSECON ISLAND, NEW JERSEY.—The
project for storm damage reduction and
shoreline protection, Brigantine Inlet to
Great Egg Harbor Inlet, Absecon Island, New
Jersey, at a total cost of $52,000,000, with an
estimated Federal cost of $34,000,000 and an
estimated non-Federal cost of $18,000,000.

(13) CAPE FEAR RIVER, NORTH CAROLINA.—
The project for navigation, Cape Fear River
deepening, North Carolina, at a total cost of
$210,264,000, with an estimated Federal cost
of $130,159,000, and an estimated non-Federal
cost of $80,105,000.

SEC. 102. SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS.

(a) PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS.—The Secretary
shall conduct a study for each of the follow-
ing projects and, if the Secretary determines
that the project is feasible, shall carry out
the project under section 205 of the Flood
Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s):

(1) SOUTH UPLAND, SAN BERNADINO COUNTY,
CALIFORNIA.—Project for flood control, South
Upland, San Bernadino County, California.

(2) BIRDS, LAWRENCE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—
Project for flood control, Birds, Lawrence
County, Illinois.

(3) BRIDGEPORT, LAWRENCE COUNTY, ILLI-
Nois.—Project for flood control, Bridgeport,
Lawrence County, lllinois.

(4) EMBARRAS RIVER, VILLA GROVE, ILLI-
Nois.—Project for flood control, Embarras
River, Villa Grove, lllinois.

(5) FRANKFORT, WILL COUNTY,
Project for flood control, Frankfort,
County, Illinois.

(6) SUMNER, LAWRENCE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—
Project for flood control, Sumner, Lawrence
County, Illinois.

(7) VERMILLION RIVER, DEMANADE PARK, LA-
FAYETTE, LOUISIANA.—Project for non-
structural flood control, Vermillion River,
Demanade Park, Lafayette, Louisiana. In
carrying out the study and the project (if
any) under this paragraph, the Secretary
shall use relevant information from the La-
fayette Parish feasibility study and expedite
completion of the study under this para-
graph.

(8) VERMILLION RIVER, QUAIL HOLLOW SUB-
DIVISION, LAFAYETTE, LOUISIANA.—Project for
nonstructural flood control, Vermillion
River, Quail Hollow Subdivision, Lafayette,
Louisiana. In carrying out the study and the
project (if any) under this paragraph, the
Secretary shall use relevant information
from the Lafayette Parish feasibility study
and expedite completion of the study under
this paragraph.

(9) KAWKAWLIN RIVER, BAY COUNTY, MICHI-
GAN.—Project for flood control, Kawkawlin
River, Bay County, Michigan.

(10) WHITNEY DRAIN, ARENAC COUNTY, MICHI-
GAN.—Project for flood control, Whitney
Drain, Arenac County, Michigan.

(11) FESTUS AND CRYSTAL CITY, MISSOURI.—
Project for flood control, Festus and Crystal
City, Missouri. In carrying out the study and
the project (if any) under this paragraph, the
Secretary shall use relevant information
from the existing reconnaissance study and
shall expedite completion of the study under
this paragraph.

(12) KIMMSWICK, MISSOURI.—Project for
flood control, Kimmswick, Missouri. In car-
rying out the study and the project (if any)
under this paragraph, the Secretary shall use
relevant information from the existing re-
connaissance study and shall expedite com-
pletion of the study under this paragraph.

(13) RIVER DES PERES, ST. Louls COUNTY,
Missourl.—Project for flood control, River
Des Peres, St. Louis County, Missouri. In
carrying out the study and the project (if
any), the Secretary shall determine the fea-
sibility of potential flood control measures,
consider potential storm water runoff and re-
lated improvements, and cooperate with the
Metropolitan St. Louis Sewer District.

ILLINOIS.—
Will
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(14) BUFFALO CREEK, ERIE COUNTY, NEW
YORK.—Project for flood control, Buffalo

Creek, Erie County, New York.

(15) CAZENOVIA CREEK, ERIE COUNTY, NEW
YORK.—Project for flood control, Cazenovia
Creek, Erie County, New York.

(16) CHEEKTOWAGA, ERIE COUNTY, NEW
YORK.—Project for flood control,
Cheektowaga, Erie County, New York.

(17) FULMER CREEK, VILLAGE OF MOHAWK,
NEW YORK.—Project for flood control, Fulmer
Creek, Village of Mohawk, New York.

(18) MOYER CREEK, VILLAGE OF FRANKFORT,
NEW YORK.—Project for flood control, Moyer
Creek, Village of Frankfort, New York.

(19) SAUQUOIT CREEK, WHITESBORO, NEW
YORK.—Project for flood control, Sauquoit
Creek, Whitesboro, New York.

(20) STEELE CREEK, VILLAGE OF ILION, NEW
YORK.—Project for flood control, Steele
Creek, Village of Ilion, New York.

(21) WILLAMETTE RIVER, OREGON.—Project
for nonstructural flood control, Willamette
River, Oregon, including floodplain and eco-
system restoration.

(22) GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, WEST VIR-
GINIA.—Project for flood control, consisting
of an early flood warning system, Greenbrier
River Basin, West Virginia.

(b) COST ALLOCATIONS.—

(1) LAKE ELSINORE, CALIFORNIA.—The maxi-
mum amount of Federal funds that may be
allotted under section 205 of the Flood Con-
trol Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s) for the project
for flood control, Lake Elsinore, Riverside
County, California, shall be $7,500,000.

(2) LOST CREEK, COLUMBUS, NEBRASKA.—The
maximum amount of Federal funds that may
be allotted under such section 205 for the
project for flood control, Lost Creek, Colum-
bus, Nebraska, shall be $5,500,000.

(3) REVISION OF PROJECT COOPERATION
AGREEMENT.—The Secretary shall revise the
project cooperation agreement for the
projects referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2)
in order to take into account the change in
the Federal participation in such projects
pursuant to such paragraphs.

(4) CosT SHARING.—Nothing in this sub-
section shall be construed to affect any cost-
sharing requirement applicable to the
project referred to in paragraph (1) under the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986.
SEC. 103. SMALL BANK  STABILIZATION

PROJECTS.

The Secretary shall conduct a study for
each of the following projects and, if the Sec-
retary determines that the project is fea-
sible, shall carry out the project under sec-
tion 14 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (33
U.S.C. 701r):

(1) ST. JOSEPH RIVER, INDIANA.—Project for
bank stabilization, St. Joseph River, South
Bend, Indiana, including recreation and pe-
destrian access features.

(2) ALLEGHENY RIVER AT OIL CITY, PENN-
SYLVANIA.—Project for bank stabilization to
address erosion problems affecting the pipe-
line crossing the Allegheny River at Oil City,
Pennsylvania, including measures to address
erosion affecting the pipeline in the bed of
the Allegheny River and its adjacent banks.

(3) CUMBERLAND RIVER, NASHVILLE, TEN-
NESSEE.—Project for bank stabilization,
Cumberland River, Nashville, Tennessee.

(4) TENNESSEE RIVER, HAMILTON COUNTY,
TENNESSEE.—Project for bank stabilization,
Tennessee River, Hamilton County, Ten-
nessee; except that the maximum amount of
Federal funds that may be allotted for the
project shall be $7,500,000.

SEC. 104. SMALL NAVIGATION PROJECTS.

The Secretary shall conduct a study for
each of the following projects and, if the Sec-
retary determines that the project is fea-
sible, shall carry out the project under sec-
tion 107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960
(33 U.S.C. 577):
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(1) AKUTAN, ALASKA.—Project for naviga-
tion, Akutan, Alaska, consisting of a bulk-
head and a wave barrier, including applica-
tion of innovative technology involving use
of a permeable breakwater.

(2) GRAND MARAIS HARBOR BREAKWATER,
MICHIGAN.—Project for navigation, Grand
Marais Harbor breakwater, Michigan.

(3) DULUTH, MINNESOTA.—Project for navi-
gation, Duluth, Minnesota.

(4) TACONITE, MINNESOTA.—Project for navi-
gation, Taconite, Minnesota.

(5) TwO HARBORS, MINNESOTA.—Project for
navigation, Two Harbors, Minnesota.

(6) CARUTHERSVILLE HARBOR, PEMISCOT
COUNTY, MISSOURI.—Project for navigation,
Caruthersville Harbor, Pemiscot County,
Missouri, including enlargement of the exist-
ing harbor and bank stabilization measures.

(7) NEW MADRID COUNTY HARBOR, MIS-
SOURI.—Project for navigation, New Madrid
County Harbor, Missouri, including enlarge-
ment of the existing harbor and bank sta-
bilization measures.

(8) BROOKLYN, NEW YORK.—Project for navi-
gation, Brooklyn, New York, including res-
toration of the pier and related navigation
support structures, at the Sixty-Ninth
Street Pier.

(9) BUFFALO INNER HARBOR, BUFFALO, NEW
YORK.—Project for navigation, Buffalo Inner
Harbor, Buffalo, New York.

(10) GLENN COVE CREEK, NEW YORK.—Project
for navigation, Glenn Cove Creek, New York,
including bulkheading.

(11) UNION SHIP CANAL, BUFFALO AND LACKA-
WANNA, NEW YORK.—Project for navigation,
Union Ship Canal, Buffalo and Lackawanna,
New York.

SEC. 105. SMALL SHORELINE PROTECTION

PROJECTS.

(a) PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.—The Sec-
retary shall conduct a study for each of the
following projects, and if the Secretary de-
termines that the project is feasible, shall
carry out the project under section 3 of the
Shoreline Protection Act of August 13, 1946
(33 U.S.C. 426Q):

(1) FAULKNER’S ISLAND, CONNECTICUT.—
Project for shoreline protection, Faulkner’s
Island, Connecticut; except that the maxi-
mum amount of Federal funds that may be
allotted for the project shall be $4,500,000.

(2) FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA.—Project for 1
mile of additional shoreline protection, Fort
Pierce, Florida.

(3) ORCHARD BEACH, BRONX, NEW YORK.—
Project for shoreline protection, Orchard
Beach, Bronx, New York, New York; except
that the maximum amount of Federal funds
that may be allotted for the project shall be
$5,200,000.

(4) SYLVAN BEACH BREAKWATER, VERONA,
ONEIDA COUNTY, NEW YORK.—Project for
shoreline protection, Sylvan Beach break-
water, Verona, Oneida County, New York.

(b) CosT SHARING AGREEMENT.—In carrying
out the project authorized by subsection
(a)(1), the Secretary shall enter into an
agreement with the property owner to deter-
mine the allocation of the project costs.

SEC. 106. SMALL SNAGGING AND SEDIMENT RE-
MOVAL PROJECT, MISSISSIPPI
RIVER, LITTLE FALLS, MINNESOTA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study for a
project for clearing, snagging, and sediment
removal, East Bank of the Mississippi River,
Little Falls, Minnesota, including removal of
sediment from culverts. The study shall in-
clude a determination of the adequacy of
culverts to maintain flows through the chan-
nel. If the Secretary determines that the
project is feasible, the Secretary shall carry
out the project under section 3 of the River
and Harbor Act of March 2, 1945 (33 U.S.C.
603a; 59 Stat. 23).
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SEC. 107. SMALL PROJECTS FOR IMPROVEMENT
OF THE ENVIRONMENT.

The Secretary shall conduct a study for
each of the following projects and, if the Sec-
retary determines that the project is appro-
priate, shall carry out the project under sec-
tion 1135(a) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2309(a)):

(1) UPPER TRUCKEE RIVER, EL DORADO COUN-
TY, CALIFORNIA.—Project for environmental
restoration, Upper Truckee River, El Dorado
County, California, including measures for
restoration of degraded wetlands and wildlife
enhancement.

(2) SAN LORENZO RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—
Project for habitat restoration, San Lorenzo
River, California.

(3) WHITTIER NARROWS DAM, CALIFORNIA.—
Project for environmental restoration and
remediation of contaminated water sources,
Whittier Narrows Dam, California.

(4) UPPER JORDAN RIVER, SALT LAKE COUN-
TY, UTAH.—Project for channel restoration
and environmental improvement, Upper Jor-
dan River, Salt Lake County, Utah.

SEC. 108. PROJECT TO MITIGATE SHORE DAM-
AGE.

The Secretary  shall expedite  the
Assateague Island restoration feature of the
Ocean City, Maryland, and vicinity study
and, if the Secretary determines that the
Federal navigation project has contributed
to degradation of the shoreline, the Sec-
retary shall carry out the project for shore-
line restoration under section 111 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1968 (82 Stat. 735);
except that the maximum amount of Federal
funds that may be allotted by the Secretary
for the project shall be $35,000,000. In carry-
ing out the project, the Secretary shall co-
ordinate with affected Federal and State
agencies and shall enter into an agreement
with the Federal property owner to deter-
mine the allocation of the project costs.

TITLE II—GENERALLY APPLICABLE
PROVISIONS
SEC. 201. COST SHARING FOR DREDGED MATE-
RIAL DISPOSAL AREAS.

(a) CONSTRUCTION.—Section 101(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2211(a); 100 Stat. 4082-4083) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking the last sentence of para-
graph (2) and inserting the following: “The
value of lands, easements, rights-of-way, and
relocations provided under paragraph (3) and
the costs of relocations borne by the non-
Federal interests under paragraph (4) shall
be credited toward the payment required
under this paragraph.”’;

(2) in paragraph (3)

(A) by inserting
way,”’;

(B) by striking ‘‘, and dredged material dis-
posal areas’’; and

(C) by inserting *“, including any lands,
easements, rights-of-way, and relocations
(other than utility relocations accomplished
under paragraph (4)) that are necessary for
dredged material disposal facilities”” before
the period at the end of such paragraph; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(5) DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILI-
TIES FOR PROJECT CONSTRUCTION.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, the term ‘general
navigation features’ includes constructed
land-based and aquatic dredged material dis-
posal facilities that are necessary for the dis-
posal of dredged material required for
project construction and for which a con-
tract for construction has not been awarded
on or before the date of the enactment of
this paragraph.”’.

(b) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Section
101(b) of such Act (33 U.S.C. 2211(b); 100 Stat.
4083) is amended—

(1) by inserting ‘“(1) IN GENERAL.—"’ before
“The Federal’’;

and’” after ‘‘rights-of-
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(2) by indenting and moving paragraph (1),
as designated by paragraph (1) of this sub-
section, 2 ems to the right;

(3) by striking ‘“‘pursuant to this Act’” and
inserting ‘‘by the Secretary pursuant to this
Act or any other law approved after the date
of the enactment of this Act’’; and

(4) by adding at the end thereof the follow-
ing:

‘“(2) DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILI-
TIES.—The Federal share of the cost of con-
structing land-based and aquatic dredged
material disposal facilities that are nec-
essary for the disposal of dredged material
required for the operation and maintenance
of a project and for which a contract for con-
struction has not been awarded on or before
the date of the enactment of this paragraph
shall be determined in accordance with sub-
section (a). The Federal share of operating
and maintaining such facilities shall be de-
termined in accordance with paragraph (1).””.

(c) AGREEMENT.—Section 101(e)(1) of such
Act (33 U.S.C. 2211(e)(1); 100 Stat. 4083) is
amended by striking “‘and to provide dredged
material disposal areas and perform’ and in-

serting ‘“‘including those necessary for
dredged material disposal facilities, and to
perform”.

(d) CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING REQUIRE-
MENTS AND EQUITABLE APPORTIONMENT.—Sec-
tion 101 of such Act (33 U.S.C. 2211; 100 Stat.
4082-4084) is further amended by adding at
the end the following:

““(f) CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING REQUIRE-
MENTS AND EQUITABLE APPORTIONMENT.—The
Secretary shall ensure, to the extent prac-
ticable, that—

‘(1) funding necessary for operation and
maintenance dredging of commercial naviga-
tion harbors is provided before Federal funds
are obligated for payment of the Federal
share of costs associated with construction
of dredged material disposal facilities in ac-
cordance with subsections (a) and (b);

““(2) funds expended for such construction
are equitably apportioned in accordance with
regional needs; and

““(3) the Secretary’s participation in the
construction of dredged material disposal fa-
cilities does not result in unfair competition
with potential private sector providers of
such facilities.”.

(e) ELIGIBLE OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE
DEFINED.—Section 214(2) of such Act (33
U.S.C. 2241; 100 Stat. 4108) is amended—

(1) in subparagraph (A)—

(A) by inserting ‘“‘Federal’” after ‘“means
all’’;

(B) by inserting ‘(i) after “‘including”’;
and

(C) by inserting before the period at the
end the following: “‘; (ii) the construction of
dredged material disposal facilities that are
necessary for the operation and maintenance
of any harbor or inland harbor; (iii) dredging
and disposing of contaminated sediments
which are in or which affect the maintenance
of Federal navigation channels; (iv) mitigat-
ing for impacts resulting from Federal navi-
gation operation and maintenance activities;
and (v) operating and maintaining dredged
material disposal facilities’’; and

(2) in subparagraph (C) by striking “‘rights-
of-way, or dredged material disposal areas,”
and inserting ‘“‘or rights-of-way,”’.

(f) AMENDMENT OF COOPERATION AGREE-
MENT.—If requested by the non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall amend a project
cooperation agreement executed on or before
the date of the enactment of this Act to re-
flect the application of the amendments
made by this section to any project for
which a contract for construction has not
been awarded on or before such date of en-
actment.

(g) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion (including the amendments made by
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this section) shall increase, or result in the
increase of, the non-Federal share of the
costs of—

(1) any dredged material disposal facility
authorized before the date of the enactment
of this Act, including any facility authorized
by section 123 of the River and Harbor Act of
1970 (84 Stat. 1823); or

(2) any dredged material disposal facility
that is necessary for the construction or
maintenance of a project authorized before
the date of the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 202. FLOOD CONTROL POLICY.

(a) FLoOD CONTROL COST SHARING.—

(1) INCREASED NON-FEDERAL CONTRIBU-
TIONS.—Subsections (a) and (b) of section 103
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(a) and (b)) are each
amended by striking ‘25 percent’” each place
it appears and inserting ‘35 percent”.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by paragraph (1) shall apply to any project
authorized after the date of the enactment of
this Act and to any flood control project
which is not specifically authorized by Con-
gress for which a Detailed Project Report is
approved after such date of enactment or, in
the case of a project for which no Detailed
Project Report is prepared, construction is
initiated after such date of enactment.

(b) ABILITY TO PAY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 103(m) of such Act
(33 U.S.C. 2213(m)) is amended to read as fol-
lows:

““(m) ABILITY To PAY.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—ANYy cost-sharing agree-
ment under this section for flood control or
agricultural water supply shall be subject to
the ability of a non-Federal interest to pay.

““(2) CRITERIA AND PROCEDURES.—The abil-
ity of any non-Federal interest to pay shall
be determined by the Secretary in accord-
ance with criteria and procedures in effect
on the day before the date of the enactment
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1996; except that such criteria and proce-
dures shall be revised within 6 months after
the date of such enactment to reflect the re-
quirements of paragraph (3).

““(3) REVISION OF PROCEDURES.—In revising
procedures pursuant to paragraph (1), the
Secretary—

““(A) shall consider—

‘(i) per capita income data for the county
or counties in which the project is to be lo-
cated; and

‘“(if) the per capita non-Federal cost of
construction of the project for the county or
counties in which the project is to be lo-
cated;

““(B) shall not consider criteria (other than
criteria described in subparagraph (A)) in ef-
fect on the day before the date of the enact-
ment of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1996; and

““(C) may consider additional criteria relat-
ing to the non-Federal interest’s financial
ability to carry out its cost-sharing respon-
sibilities, to the extent that the application
of such criteria does not eliminate areas
from eligibility for a reduction in the non-
Federal share as determined under subpara-
graph (A).

‘“(4) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstand-
ing subsection (a), the Secretary shall reduce
or eliminate the requirement that a non-
Federal interest make a cash contribution
for any project that is determined to be eli-
gible for a reduction in the non-Federal
share under procedures in effect under para-
graphs (1), (2), and (3).”".

(2) APPLICABILITY.—

(A) GENERALLY.—Subject to subparagraph
(C), the amendment made by paragraph (1)
shall apply to any project, or separable ele-
ment thereof, with respect to which the Sec-
retary and the non-Federal interest have not
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entered into a project cooperation agree-
ment on or before the date of the enactment
of this Act.

(B) AMENDMENT OF COOPERATION AGREE-
MENT.—If requested by the non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall amend a project
cooperation agreement executed on or before
the date of the enactment of this Act to re-
flect the application of the amendment made
by paragraph (1) to any project for which a
contract for construction has not been
awarded on or before such date of enactment.

(C) NON-FEDERAL OPTION.—If requested by
the non-Federal interest, the Secretary shall
apply the criteria and procedures established
pursuant to section 103(m) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 as in effect
on the day before the date of the enactment
of this Act for projects that are authorized
before the date of the enactment of this Act.

(c) FLooD PLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 402 of such Act (33
U.S.C. 701b-12; 100 Stat. 4133) is amended to
read as follows:

“SEC. 402. FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT REQUIRE-
MENTS.

““(a) COMPLIANCE WITH FLOOD PLAIN MAN-
AGEMENT AND INSURANCE PROGRAMS.—Before
construction of any project for local flood
protection or any project for hurricane or
storm damage reduction and involving Fed-
eral assistance from the Secretary, the non-
Federal interest shall agree to participate in
and comply with applicable Federal flood
plain management and flood insurance pro-
grams.

“(b) FLoobD PLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.—
Within 1 year after the date of signing a
project cooperation agreement for construc-
tion of a project to which subsection (a) ap-
plies, the non-Federal interest shall prepare
a flood plain management plan designed to
reduce the impacts of future flood events in
the project area. Such plan shall be imple-
mented by the non-Federal interest not later
than 1 year after completion of construction
of the project.

“‘(c) GUIDELINES.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—Within 6 months after
the date of the enactment of this subsection,
the Secretary shall develop guidelines for
preparation of flood plain management plans
by non-Federal interests under subsection
(b). Such guidelines shall address potential
measures, practices and policies to reduce
loss of life, injuries, damages to property and
facilities, public expenditures, and other ad-
verse impacts associated with flooding and
to preserve and enhance natural flood plain
values.

““(2) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this subsection shall be
construed to confer any regulatory authority
upon the Secretary.

““(d) TECHNICAL SUPPORT.—The Secretary is
authorized to provide technical support to a
non-Federal interest for a project to which
subsection (a) applies for the development
and implementation of plans prepared under
subsection (b).”.

(2) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made
by paragraph (1) shall apply to any project or
separable element thereof with respect to
which the Secretary and the non-Federal in-
terest have not entered into a project co-
operation agreement on or before the date of
the enactment of this Act.

(d) NON-STRUCTURAL FLOOD CONTROL PoOL-
IcY.—

(1) REVIEW.—The Secretary shall conduct a
review of policies, procedures, and tech-
niques relating to the evaluation and devel-
opment of flood control measures with a
view toward identifying impediments that
may exist to justifying non-structural flood
control measures as alternatives to struc-
tural measures.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
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Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the findings on the review conducted
under this subsection, together with any rec-
ommendations for modifying existing law to
remove any impediments identified under
such review.

(e) EMERGENCY RESPONSE.—Section 5(a)(1)
of the Act entitled ““An Act authorizing the
construction of certain public works on riv-
ers and harbors for flood control, and for
other purposes’, approved August 18, 1941 (33
U.S.C. 701n(a)(1)), is amended by inserting
before the first semicolon the following: *‘, or
in implementation of nonstructural alter-
natives to the repair or restoration of such
flood control work if requested by the non-
Federal sponsor”.

(f) NONSTRUCTURAL ALTERNATIVES.—Sec-
tion 73 of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1974 (33 U.S.C. 701b-11; 88 Stat. 32) is
amended by striking subsection (a) and in-
serting the following:

“(a) In the survey, planning, or design by
any Federal agency of any project involving
flood protection, such agency, with a view
toward formulating the most economically,
socially, and environmentally acceptable
means of reducing or preventing flood dam-
ages, shall consider and address in adequate
detail nonstructural alternatives, including
measures that may be implemented by oth-
ers, to prevent or reduce flood damages.
Such alternatives may include watershed
management, wetlands restoration, ele-
vation or flood proofing of structures, flood-
plain regulation, relocation, and acquisition
of floodplain lands for recreational, fish and
wildlife, and other public purposes.”.

SEC. 203. FEASIBILITY STUDY COST-SHARING.

(a) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Section 105(a)(1)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215(a)(1)) is amended—

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘“‘dur-
ing the period of such study”’;

(2) by inserting after the first sentence the
following: ““During the period of the study,
the non-Federal share of the cost of the
study shall be not more than 50 percent of
the estimate of the cost of the study as con-
tained in the feasibility cost-sharing agree-
ment. The cost estimate may be amended
only by mutual agreement of the Secretary
and the non-Federal interests. The non-Fed-
eral share of any costs in excess of the cost
estimate shall, except as otherwise mutually
agreed by the Secretary and the non-Federal
interests, be payable after the project has
been authorized for construction and on the
date on which the Secretary and non-Federal
interests enter into an agreement pursuant
to section 101(e) or 103(j). In the event the
project which is the subject of the study is
not authorized within the earlier of 5 years
of the date of the final report of the Chief of
Engineers concerning such study or 2 years
of the date of termination of the study, the
non-Federal share of any such excess costs
shall be paid to the United States on the last
day of such period.”’; and

(3) in the second sentence, by striking
““such non-Federal contribution” and insert-
ing ‘“the non-Federal share required under
this paragraph’.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) shall apply notwithstand-
ing any feasibility cost-sharing agreement
entered into by the Secretary and non-Fed-
eral interests. Upon request of the non-Fed-
eral interest, the Secretary shall amend any
feasibility cost-sharing agreements in effect
on the date of enactment of this Act so as to
conform the agreements with the amend-
ments.

(c) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this section or any amend-
ment made by this section shall require the
Secretary to reimburse the non-Federal in-
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terests for funds previously contributed for a

study.

SEC. 204. RESTORATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY.

(a) REVIEW OF PROJECTS.—Section 1135(a)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2309a(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘the operation of’’; and

(2) by inserting before the period at the end
the following: ““and to determine if the oper-
ation of such projects has contributed to the
degradation of the quality of the environ-
ment”.

(b) PROGRAM OF PROJECTS.—Section 1135(b)
of such Act is amended by striking the last
2 sentences of subsection (b).

(c) RESTORATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUAL-
ITY.—Section 1135 of such Act is further
amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (c), (d),
and (e) as subsections (e), (f), and (g), respec-
tively;

(2) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing new subsections:

‘“(c) RESTORATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL
QUALITY.—If the Secretary determines that
construction of a water resource project by
the Secretary or operation of a water re-
sources project constructed by the Secretary
has contributed to the degradation of the
quality of the environment, the Secretary
may undertake measures for restoration of
environmental quality and measures for en-
hancement of environmental quality that
are associated with the restoration, either
through modifications at the project site or
at other locations that have been affected by
the construction or operation of the project,
if such measures do not conflict with the au-
thorized project purposes.

““(d) NON-FEDERAL SHARE; LIMITATION ON
MAXIMUM FEDERAL EXPENDITURE.—The non-
Federal share of the cost of any modifica-
tions or measures carried out or undertaken
pursuant to subsection (b) or (c) of this sec-
tion shall be 25 percent. Not more than 80
percent of the non-Federal share may be in
kind, including a facility, supply, or service
that is necessary to carry out the modifica-
tion. No more than $5,000,000 in Federal funds
may be expended on any single modification
or measure carried out or undertaken pursu-
ant to this section.”’; and

(3) in subsection (f), as so redesignated, by
striking ‘‘program conducted under sub-
section (b)”” and inserting ‘‘programs con-
ducted under subsections (b) and (c)”.

(d) DEFINITION.—Section 1135 of such Act is
further amended by adding at the end the
following:

““(h) DEFINITION.—In this section the term
‘water resources project constructed by the
Secretary’ includes a water resources project
constructed or funded jointly by the Sec-
retary and the head of any other Federal
agency (including the Natural Resources
Conservation Service).”.

SEC. 205. ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING.

Section 312 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4639-4640) is
amended—

(1) in each of subsections (a), (b), and (c) by
inserting ‘““‘and remediate’ after ‘‘remove’’
each place it appears;

(2) in subsection (b)(1) by inserting ‘‘and
remediation’ after ‘“‘removal’ each place it
appears;

(3) in subsection (b)(2) by striking
**$10,000,000"” and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000""; and

(4) by striking subsection (f) and inserting
the following:

“(f) In carrying out this section, the Sec-
retary shall give priority to work in the fol-
lowing areas:

‘(1) Brooklyn Waterfront, New York.

*“(2) Buffalo Harbor and River, New York.

““(3) Ashtabula River, Ohio.

H8699

““(4) Mahoning River, Ohio.

““(5) Lower Fox River, Wisconsin.”.

SEC. 206. AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.

(a) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—The Secretary is
authorized to carry out aquatic ecosystem
restoration and protection projects when the
Secretary determines that such projects will
improve the quality of the environment and
are in the public interest and that the envi-
ronmental and economic benefits, both mon-
etary and nonmonetary, of the project to be
undertaken pursuant to this section justify
the cost.

(b) CosT SHARING.—Non-Federal interests
shall provide 50 percent of the cost of con-
struction of any project carried out under
this section, including provision of all lands,
easements, rights-of-way, and necessary re-
locations.

(c) AGREEMENTS.—Construction of a
project under this section shall be initiated
only after a non-Federal interest has entered
into a binding agreement with the Secretary
to pay the non-Federal share of the costs of
construction required by this section and to
pay 100 percent of any operation, mainte-
nance, and replacement and rehabilitation
costs with respect to the project in accord-
ance with regulations prescribed by the Sec-
retary.

(d) CosT LIMITATION.—Not more than
$5,000,000 in Federal funds may be allotted
under this section for a project at any single
locality.

(e) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated not to exceed $25,000,000 annually
to carry out this section.

SEC. 207. BENEFICIAL USES OF DREDGED MATE-
RIAL.

Section 204 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4826) is amend-
ed—

(1) by redesignating subsection (e) as sub-
section (f); and

(2) by inserting after subsection (d) the fol-
lowing:

‘“(e) SELECTION OF DREDGED MATERIAL Dis-
POSAL METHOD.—In developing and carrying
out a project for navigation involving the
disposal of dredged material, the Secretary
may select, with the consent of the non-Fed-
eral interest, a disposal method that is not
the least-cost option if the Secretary deter-
mines that the incremental costs of such dis-
posal method are minimal and that the bene-
fits to the aquatic environment to be derived
from such disposal method, including the
creation of wetlands and control of shoreline
erosion, justify its selection. The Federal
share of such incremental costs shall be de-
termined in accordance with subsection
(c).”.

SEC. 208. RECREATION POLICY AND USER FEES.

(a) RECREATION POLICIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide increased emphasis on and opportunities
for recreation at water resources projects op-
erated, maintained, or constructed by the
Corps of Engineers.

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on specific measures taken to imple-
ment this subsection.

(b) RECREATION USER FEES.—Section 210(b)
of the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C.
460d-3(b)) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

““(5) USE OF FEES COLLECTED AT FACILITY.—
Subject to advance appropriations, the Sec-
retary of the Army shall ensure that at least
an amount equal to the total amount of fees
collected at any project under this sub-
section in a fiscal year beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 1996, are expended in the succeed-
ing fiscal year at such project for operation
and maintenance of recreational facilities at
such project.”.
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SEC. 209. RECOVERY OF COSTS.

Amounts recovered under section 107 of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42
U.S.C. 9607) for any response action taken by
the Secretary in support of the Army Civil
Works program and any other amounts re-
covered by the Secretary from a contractor,
insurer, surety, or other person to reimburse
the Army for any expenditure for environ-
mental response activities in support of the
Army civil works program shall be credited
to the appropriate trust fund account from
which the cost of such response action has
been paid or will be charged.

SEC. 210. COST SHARING OF ENVIRONMENTAL
PROJECTS.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Section 103(c) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2213(c)) is amended—

(1) by striking ““and” at the end of para-
graph (5);

(2) by striking the period at the end of
paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(3) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(7) subject to section 906 of this Act, envi-
ronmental protection and restoration: 50 per-
cent.”.

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made
by subsection (a) apply only to projects au-
thorized after the date of the enactment of
this Act.

SEC. 211. CONSTRUCTION OF FLOOD CONTROL
PROJECTS BY NON-FEDERAL INTER-
ESTS.

(a) AUuTHORITY.—Non-Federal interests are
authorized to wundertake flood control
projects in the United States, subject to ob-
taining any permits required pursuant to
Federal and State laws in advance of actual
construction.

(b) STUDIES AND DESIGN ACTIVITIES.—

(1) BY NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS.—A non-
Federal interest may prepare, for review and
approval by the Secretary, the necessary
studies and design documents for any con-
struction to be undertaken pursuant to sub-
section (a).

(2) By SECRETARY.—Upon request of an ap-
propriate non-Federal interest, the Sec-
retary may undertake all necessary studies
and design activities for any construction to
be undertaken pursuant to subsection (a) and
provide technical assistance in obtaining all
necessary permits for such construction if
the non-Federal interest contracts with the
Secretary to furnish the United States funds
for the studies and design activities during
the period that the studies and design activi-
ties will be conducted.

(c) COMPLETION OF STUDIES AND DESIGN Ac-
TIVITIES.—INn the case of any study or design
documents for a flood control project that
were initiated before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary is authorized
to complete and transmit to the appropriate
non-Federal interests the study or design
documents or, upon the request of such non-
Federal interests, to terminate the study or
design activities and transmit the partially
completed study or design documents to
such non-Federal interests for completion.
Studies and design documents subject to this
subsection shall be completed without regard
to the requirements of subsection (b).

(d) AUTHORITY To CARRY OUT IMPROVE-
MENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—ANY non-Federal interest
which has received from the Secretary pur-
suant to subsection (b) or (c) a favorable rec-
ommendation to carry out a flood control
project or separable element thereof based
on the results of completed studies and de-
sign documents for the project or element,
may carry out the project or element if a
final environmental impact statement has
been filed for the project or element.
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(2) PERMITS.—ANny plan of improvement
proposed to be implemented in accordance
with this subsection shall be deemed to sat-
isfy the requirements for obtaining the ap-
propriate permits required under the Sec-
retary’s authority and such permits shall be
granted subject to the non-Federal interest’s
acceptance of the terms and conditions of
such permits if the Secretary determines
that the applicable regulatory criteria and
procedures have been satisfied.

(3) MONITORING.—The Secretary shall mon-
itor any project for which a permit is grant-
ed under this subsection in order to ensure
that such project is constructed, operated,
and maintained in accordance with the
terms and conditions of such permit.

(e) REIMBURSEMENT.—

(1) GENERAL RULE.—Subject to appropria-
tion Acts, the Secretary is authorized to re-
imburse any non-Federal interest an amount
equal to the estimate of the Federal share,
without interest, of the cost of any author-
ized flood control project, or separable ele-
ment thereof, constructed pursuant to this
section—

(A) if, after authorization and before initi-
ation of construction of the project or sepa-
rable element, the Secretary approves the
plans for construction of such project by the
non-Federal interest; and

(B) if the Secretary finds, after a review of
studies and design documents prepared pur-
suant to this section, that construction of
the project or separable element is economi-
cally justified and environmentally accept-
able.

(2) SPECIAL RULES.—

(A) REIMBURSEMENT.—For work (including
work associated with studies, planning, de-
sign, and construction) carried out by a non-
Federal interest with respect to a project de-
scribed in subsection (f), the Secretary shall,
subject to amounts being made available in
advance in appropriations Acts, reimburse,
without interest, the non-Federal interest an
amount equal to the estimated Federal share
of the cost of such work if such work is later
recommended by the Chief of Engineers and
approved by the Secretary.

(B) CREDIT.—If the non-Federal interest for
a project described in subsection (f) carries
out work before completion of a reconnais-
sance study by the Secretary and if such
work is determined by the Secretary to be
compatible with the project later rec-
ommended by the Secretary, the Secretary
shall credit the non-Federal interest for its
share of the cost of the project for such
work.

(38) MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED IN REVIEW-
ING PLANS.—INn reviewing plans under this
subsection, the Secretary shall consider
budgetary and programmatic priorities and
other factors that the Secretary deems ap-
propriate.

(4) MONITORING.—The Secretary shall regu-
larly monitor and audit any project for flood
control approved for construction under this
section by a non-Federal interest in order to
ensure that such construction is in compli-
ance with the plans approved by the Sec-
retary and that the costs are reasonable.

(5) LIMITATION ON REIMBURSEMENTS.—NoO re-
imbursement shall be made under this sec-
tion unless and until the Secretary has cer-
tified that the work for which reimburse-
ment is requested has been performed in ac-
cordance with applicable permits and ap-
proved plans.

() SPECIFIC PROJECTS.—For the purpose of
demonstrating the potential advantages and
effectiveness of non-Federal implementation
of flood control projects, the Secretary shall
enter into agreements pursuant to this sec-
tion with non-Federal interests for develop-
ment of the following flood control projects
by such interests:
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(1) BERRYESSA CREEK, CALIFORNIA.—The
Berryessa Creek element of the project for
flood control, Coyote and Berryessa Creeks,
California, authorized by section 101(a)(5) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1990 (104 Stat. 4606); except that, subject to
the approval of the Secretary as provided by
this section, the non-Federal interest may
design and construct an alternative to such
element.

(2) LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA,
CALIFORNIA.—The project for flood control,
Los Angeles County Drainage Area, Califor-
nia, authorized by section 101(b) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1990 (104 Stat.
4611).

(3) STOCKTON METROPOLITAN AREA, CALIFOR-
NIA.—The project for flood control, Stockton
Metropolitan Area, California.

(4) UPPER GUADALUPE RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—
The project for flood control, Upper Guada-
lupe River, California.

(5) BRAYS BAYOU, TEXAS.—Flood control
components comprising the Brays Bayou ele-
ment of the project for flood control, Buffalo
Bayou and Tributaries, Texas, authorized by
section 101(a)(21) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4610); except
that, subject to the approval of the Sec-
retary as provided by this section, the non-
Federal interest may design and construct
an alternative to the diversion component of
such element.

(6) HUNTING BAYOU, TEXAS.—The Hunting
Bayou element of the project for flood con-
trol, Buffalo Bayou and Tributaries, Texas,
authorized by such section; except that, sub-
ject to the approval of the Secretary as pro-
vided by this section, the non-Federal inter-
est may design and construct an alternative
to such element.

(7) WHITE OAK BAYOU, TEXAS.—The project
for flood control, White Oak Bayou water-
shed, Texas.

(g) TREATMENT OF FLOOD DAMAGE PREVEN-
TION MEASURES.—For the purposes of this
section, flood damage prevention measures
at or in the vicinity of Morgan City and Ber-
wick, Louisiana, shall be treated as an au-
thorized element of the Atchafalaya Basin
feature of the project for flood control, Mis-
sissippi River and Tributaries.

SEC. 212. ENGINEERING AND ENVIRONMENTAL
INNOVATIONS OF NATIONAL SIG-
NIFICANCE.

(a) SURVEYS, PLANS, AND STUDIES.—TO en-
courage innovative and environmentally
sound engineering solutions and innovative
environmental solutions to problems of na-
tional significance, the Secretary may un-
dertake surveys, plans, and studies and pre-
pare reports which may lead to work under
existing civil works authorities or to rec-
ommendations for authorizations.

(b) FUNDING.—

(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $3,000,000 for each fis-
cal year beginning after September 30, 1996.

(2) FUNDING FROM OTHER SOURCES.—The
Secretary may accept and expend additional
funds from other Federal agencies, States, or
non-Federal entities for purposes of carrying
out this section.

SEC. 213. LEASE AUTHORITY.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, the Secretary may lease space available
in buildings for which funding for construc-
tion or purchase was provided from the re-
volving fund established by the 1st section of
the Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 1954
(33 U.S.C. 576; 67 Stat. 199) under such terms
and conditions as are acceptable to the Sec-
retary. The proceeds from such leases shall
be credited to the revolving fund for the pur-
poses set forth in such Act.
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SEC. 214. COLLABORATIVE RESEARCH AND DE-
VELOPMENT.
(@) FuUNDING FROM OTHER FEDERAL

SOURCES.—Section 7 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1988 (102 Stat. 4022-4023)
is amended—

(1) in subsection (a) by inserting “‘civil
works’’ before ‘““mission’’; and

(2) by striking subsection (e) and inserting
the following:

‘““(e) FUNDING FROM OTHER FEDERAL
SOURCES.—The Secretary may accept and ex-
pend additional funds from other Federal
programs, including other Department of De-
fense programs, to carry out the purposes of
this section.”.

(b) PRE-AGREEMENT TEMPORARY PROTEC-
TION OF TECHNOLOGY.—Such section 7 is fur-
ther amended—

(1) by redesignating subsections (b), (c),
(d), and (e) as subsections (c), (d), (e), and (f),
respectively;

(2) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(b) PRE-AGREEMENT TEMPORARY PROTEC-
TION OF TECHNOLOGY.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that information developed as a result
of research and development activities con-
ducted by the Corps of Engineers is likely to
be subject to a cooperative research and de-
velopment agreement within 2 years of its
development and that such information
would be a trade secret or commercial or fi-
nancial information that would be privileged
or confidential if the information had been
obtained from a non-Federal party partici-
pating in a cooperative research and develop-
ment agreement under section 12 of the Ste-
venson-Wydler Technology Innovation Act of
1980, the Secretary may provide appropriate
protection against the dissemination of such
information, including exemption from sub-
chapter Il of chapter 5 of title 5 United
States Code, until the earlier of the date the
Secretary enters into such an agreement
with respect to such technology or the last
day of the 2-year period beginning on the
date of such determination.

“(2) TREATMENT.—ANy technology covered
by this section which becomes the subject of
a cooperative research and development
agreement shall be accorded the protection
provided under section 12(c)(7)(B) of such Act
(15 U.S.C. 3710a(c)(7)(B)) as if such tech-
nology had been developed under a coopera-
tive research and development agreement.”’;
and

(3) in subsection (d), as so redesignated, by
striking *“(b)”” and inserting *‘(c)”".

SEC. 215. DAM SAFETY PROGRAM.

(@) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be
cited as the ‘“National Dam Safety Program
Act of 1996,

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the follow-
ing:

(1) Dams are an essential part of the na-
tional infrastructure. Dams fail from time to
time with catastrophic results; thus, dam
safety is a vital public concern.

(2) Dam failures have caused, and can
cause in the future, enormous loss of life, in-
jury, destruction of property, and economic
and social disruption.

(3) Some dams are at or near the end of
their structural, useful, or operational life.
With respect to future dam failures, the loss,
destruction, and disruption can be substan-
tially reduced through the development and
implementation of dam safety hazard reduc-
tion measures, including—

(A) improved design and construction
standards and practices supported by a na-
tional dam performance resource bank;

(B) safe operations and maintenance proce-
dures;

(C) early warning systems;

(D) coordinated emergency preparedness
plans; and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

(E) public awareness and involvement pro-
grams.

(4) Dam safety problems persist nation-
wide. The diversity in Federal and State dam
safety programs calls for national leadership
in a cooperative effort involving Federal and
State governments and the private sector.
An expertly staffed and adequately financed
dam safety hazard reduction program, based
on Federal, State, local, and private re-
search, planning, decisionmaking, and con-
tributions, would reduce the risk of such
loss, destruction, and disruption from dam
failure by an amount far greater than the
cost of such program.

(5) There is a fundamental need for a na-
tional dam safety program and the need will
continue. An effective national program in
dam safety hazards reduction will require
input from and review by Federal and non-
Federal experts in dams design, construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance and in the
practical application of dam failure hazards
reduction measures. At the present time,
there is no national dam safety program.

(6) The coordinating authority for national
leadership is provided through the Federal
Emergency Management Agency’s (herein-
after in this section referred to as “FEMA”)
dam safety program through Executive
Order 12148 in coordination with appropriate
Federal agencies and the States.

(7) While FEMA’s dam safety program
shall continue as a proper Federal undertak-
ing and shall provide the foundation for a
National Dam Safety Program, statutory au-
thority to meet increasing needs and to dis-
charge Federal responsibilities in national
dam safety is needed.

(8) Statutory authority will strengthen
FEMA's leadership role, will codify the na-
tional dam safety program, and will author-
ize the Director of FEMA (hereinafter in this
section referred to as the ‘‘Director’) to
communicate directly with Congress on au-
thorizations and appropriations and to build
upon the hazard reduction aspects of na-
tional dam safety.

(c) PURPOSE.—It is the purpose of this sec-
tion to reduce the risks to life and property
from dam failure in the United States
through the establishment and maintenance
of an effective national dam safety program
which will bring together the Federal and
non-Federal communities’ expertise and re-
sources to achieve national dam safety haz-
ard reduction. It is not the intent of this sec-
tion to preempt any other Federal or State
authorities nor is the intent of this section
to mandate State participation in the grant
assistance program to be established under
this section.

(d) DEefFINITIONS.—INn this section, the fol-
lowing definitions apply:

(1) FEDERAL AGENCY.—The term ‘‘Federal
agency’” means any Federal agency that de-
signs, finances, constructs, owns, operates,
maintains, or regulates the construction, op-
eration, or maintenance of any dam.

(2) NON-FEDERAL AGENCY.—The term ‘‘non-
Federal agency’” means any State agency
that has regulatory authority over the safe-
ty of non-Federal dams.

(3) FEDERAL GUIDELINES FOR DAM SAFETY.—
The term ‘“‘Federal Guidelines for Dam Safe-
ty”’ refers to a FEMA publication number 93,
dated June 1979, which defines management
practices for dam safety at all Federal agen-
cies.

(4) PROGRAM.—The term ‘“‘program’’ means
the national dam safety program established
under subsection (e).

(5) DAM.—The term ‘‘dam’ means any arti-
ficial barrier with the ability to impound
water, wastewater, or liquid-borne materials
for the purpose of storage or control of water
which is—
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(A) 25 feet or more in height from (i) the
natural bed of the stream or watercourse
measured at the downstream toe of the bar-
rier, or (ii) from the lowest elevation of the
outside limit of the barrier if the barrier is
not across a stream channel or watercourse,
to the maximum water storage elevation; or

(B) has an impounding capacity for maxi-
mum storage elevation of 50 acre-feet or
more.

Such term does not include any such barrier
which is not greater than 6 feet in height re-
gardless of storage capacity or which has a
storage capacity at maximum water storage
elevation not greater than 15 acre-feet re-
gardless of height, unless such barrier, due
to its location or other physical characteris-
tics, is likely to pose a significant threat to
human life or property in the event of its
failure. Such term does not include a levee.

(6) HAZARD REDUCTION.—The term ‘‘hazard
reduction’ means those efforts utilized to re-
duce the potential consequences of dam fail-
ure to life and property.

(7) STATE.—The term ‘“‘State’”” means each
of the 50 States of the United States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands, Guam,
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands, and any other ter-
ritory or possession of the United States.

(8) PARTICIPATING STATE.—The term ‘‘par-
ticipating State” means any State that
elects to participate in the grant assistance
program established under this Act.

(9) UNITED STATES.—The term ‘‘United
States’ means, when used in a geographical
sense, all of the States.

(10) MODEL STATE DAM SAFETY PROGRAM.—
The term ‘““Model State Dam Safety Pro-
gram’ refers to a document, published by
FEMA (No. 123, dated April 1987) and its
amendments, developed by State dam safety
officials, which acts as a guideline to State
dam safety agencies for establishing a dam
safety regulatory program or improving an
already-established program.

(e) NATIONAL DAM SAFETY PROGRAM.—

(1) AUTHORITY.—The Director, in consulta-
tion with appropriate Federal agencies,
State dam safety agencies, and the National
Dam Safety Review Board established by
paragraph (5)(C), shall establish and main-
tain, in accordance with the provisions and
policies of this Act, a coordinated national
dam safety program. This program shall—

(A) be administered by FEMA to achieve
the objectives set forth in paragraph (3);

(B) involve, where appropriate, the Depart-
ments of Agriculture, Defense, Energy, Inte-
rior, and Labor, the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, the International Boundaries
Commission (United States section), the
Tennessee Valley Authority, and FEMA; and

(C) include each of the components de-
scribed in paragraph (4), the implementation
plan described in paragraph (5), and the as-
sistance for State dam safety programs to be
provided under this section.

(2) DuTIES.—The Director—

(A) within 270 days after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, shall develop the imple-
mentation plan described in paragraph (5);

(B) within 300 days after such date of en-
actment, shall submit to the appropriate au-
thorizing committees of Congress the imple-
mentation plan described in paragraph (5);
and

(C) by rule within 360 days after such date
of enactment—

(i) shall develop and implement the na-
tional dam safety program under this sec-
tion;

(ii) shall establish goals, priorities, and
target dates for implementation of the pro-
gram; and



H8702

(iii) shall provide a method for cooperation
and coordination with, and assistance to (as
feasible), interested governmental entities in
all States.

(3) OBJECTIVES.—The objectives of the na-
tional dam safety program are as follows:

(A) To ensure that new and existing dams
are safe through the development of techno-
logically and economically feasible programs
and procedures for national dam safety haz-
ard reduction.

(B) To encourage acceptable engineering
policies and procedures used for dam site in-
vestigation, design, construction, operation
and maintenance, and emergency prepared-
ness.

(C) To encourage establishment and imple-
mentation of effective dam safety programs
in each participating State based on State
standards.

(D) To develop and encourage public aware-
ness projects to increase public acceptance
and support of State dam safety programs.

(E) To develop technical assistance mate-
rials for Federal and non-Federal dam safety
programs.

(F) To develop mechanisms with which to
provide Federal technical assistance for dam
safety to the non-Federal sector.

(4) COMPONENTS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The national dam safety
program shall consist of a Federal element
and a non-Federal element and 3 functional
activities: leadership, technical assistance,
and public awareness.

(B) ELEMENTS.—

(i) FEDERAL ELEMENT.—The Federal ele-
ment of the program incorporates all the ac-
tivities and practices undertaken by Federal
agencies to implement the Federal Guide-
lines for Dam Safety.

(if) NON-FEDERAL ELEMENT.—The non-Fed-
eral element of the program involves the ac-
tivities and practices undertaken by partici-
pating States, local governments, and the
private sector to safely build, regulate, oper-
ate, and maintain dams and Federal activi-
ties which foster State efforts to develop and
implement effective programs for the safety
of dams.

(C) ACTIVITIES.—

(i) LEADERSHIP ACTIVITY.—The leadership
activity of the program shall be the respon-
sibility of FEMA. FEMA shall coordinate
Federal efforts in cooperation with appro-
priate Federal agencies and State dam safety
agencies.

(ii) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE ACTIVITY.—The
technical assistance activity of the program
involves the transfer of knowledge and tech-
nical information among the Federal and
non-Federal elements.

(iii) PUBLIC AWARENESS ACTIVITY.—The pub-
lic awareness activity provides for the edu-
cation of the public, including State and
local officials, to the hazards of dam failure
and ways to reduce the adverse consequences
of dam failure and related matters.

(5) GRANT ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.—The Di-
rector shall develop an implementation plan
which shall demonstrate dam safety im-
provements through fiscal year 2001 and
shall recommend appropriate roles for Fed-
eral agencies and for State and local units of
government, individuals, and private organi-
zations. The implementation plan shall pro-
vide, at a minimum, for the following:

(A) ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.—In order to en-
courage the establishment and maintenance
of effective programs intended to ensure dam
safety to protect human life and property
and to improve such existing programs, the
Director shall provide, from amounts made
available under subsection (g) of this sec-
tion, assistance to participating States to es-
tablish and maintain dam safety programs,
first, according to the basic provisions for a
dam safety program listed below and, second,
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according to more advanced requirements
and standards authorized by the review
board under subparagraph (C) and the Direc-
tor with the assistance of established cri-
teria such as the Model State Dam Safety
Program. Participating State dam safety
programs must be working toward meeting
the following primary criteria to be eligible
for primary assistance or must meet the fol-
lowing primary criteria prior to working to-
ward advanced assistance:

(i) STATE LEGISLATION.—A dam safety pro-
gram must be authorized by State legisla-
tion to include, at a minimum, the following:

(1) PLAN REVIEW AND APPROVAL.—AuUthority
to review and approve plans and specifica-
tions to construct, enlarge, modify, remove,
or abandon dams.

(I1) PERIODIC INSPECTIONS DURING CON-
STRUCTION.—Authority to perform periodic
inspections during construction for the pur-
pose of ensuring compliance with approved
plans and specifications.

(111) STATE APPROVAL.—Upon completion of
construction, a requirement that, before op-
eration of the structure, State approval is
received.

(IV) SAFETY INSPECTIONS.—AuUthority to re-
quire or perform the inspection of all dams
and reservoirs that pose a significant threat
to human life and property in the event of
failure at least every 5 years to determine
their continued safety and a procedure for
more detailed and frequent safety inspec-
tions.

(V) PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER.—A require-
ment that all inspections be performed under
the supervision of a registered professional
engineer with related experience in dam de-
sign and construction.

(VI) ORDERS.—Authority to issue orders,
when appropriate, to require owners of dams
to perform necessary maintenance or reme-
dial work, revise operating procedures, or
take other actions, including breaching dams
when deemed necessary.

(VI1) REGULATIONS.—Rules and regulations
for carrying out the provisions of the State’s
legislative authority.

(VII1) EMERGENCY FUNDS.—Necessary emer-
gency funds to assure timely repairs or other
changes to, or removal of, a dam in order to
protect human life and property and, if the
owner does not take action, to take appro-
priate action as expeditiously as possible.

(IX) EMERGENCY PROCEDURES.—A system of
emergency procedures that would be utilized
in the event a dam fails or in the event a
dam’s failure is imminent, together with an
identification of those dams where failure
could be reasonably expected to endanger
human life and of the maximum area that
could be inundated in the event of a failure
of the dam, as well as identification of those
necessary public facilities that would be af-
fected by such inundation.

(ii) STATE APPROPRIATIONS.—State appro-
priations must be budgeted to carry out the
provisions of the State legislation.

(B) WORK PLAN CONTRACTS.—The Director
shall enter into contracts with each partici-
pating State to determine a work plan nec-
essary for a particular State dam safety pro-
gram to reach a level of program perform-
ance previously agreed upon in the contract.
Federal assistance under this section shall
be provided to aid the State dam safety pro-
gram in achieving its goal.

(C) NATIONAL DAM SAFETY REVIEW BOARD.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be
established a National Dam Safety Review
Board (hereinafter in this section referred to
as the ““Board’’), which shall be responsible
for monitoring participating State imple-
mentation of the requirements of the assist-
ance program. The Board is authorized to
utilize the expertise of other agencies of the
United States and to enter into contracts for
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necessary studies to carry out the require-
ments of this section. The Board shall con-
sist of 11 members selected for their exper-
tise in dam safety as follows:

(1) 5 to represent FEMA, the Federal En-
ergy Regulatory Commission, and the De-
partments of Agriculture, Defense, and Inte-
rior.

(I1) 5 members selected by the Director
who are dam safety officials of States.

(111) 1 member selected by the Director to
represent the United States Committee on
Large Dams.

(if) NO COMPENSATION OF MEMBERS.—Each
member of the Board who is an officer or em-
ployee of the United States shall serve with-
out compensation in addition to compensa-
tion received for the services of the member
as an officer or employee of the United
States. Each member of the Board who is not
an officer or employee of the United States
shall serve without compensation.

(ifi) TRAVEL EXPENSES.—Each member of
the Board shall be allowed travel expenses,
including per diem in lieu of subsistence, at
rates authorized for an employee of an agen-
cy under subchapter | of chapter 57 of title 5,
United States Code, while away from home
or regular place of business of the member in
the performance of services for the Board.

(iv) NONAPPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL ADVI-
SORY COMMITTEE ACT.—The Federal Advisory
Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not
apply to the Board.

(D) MAINTENANCE OF EFFORT.—NoO grant
may be made to a participating State under
this subsection in any fiscal year unless the
State enters into such agreement with the
Director as the Director may require to en-
sure that the participating State will main-
tain its aggregate expenditures from all
other sources for programs to assure dam
safety for the protection of human life and
property at or above the average level of
such expenditures in its 2 fiscal years preced-
ing the date of the enactment of this Act.

(E) PROCEDURE FOR APPROVAL OF STATE
PARTICIPATION.—ANyY program which is sub-
mitted to the Director for participation in
the assistance program under this subsection
shall be deemed approved 120 days following
its receipt by the Director unless the Direc-
tor determines within such 120-day period
that the submitted program fails to reason-
ably meet the requirements of subparagraphs
(A) and (B). If the Director determines the
submitted program cannot be approved for
participation, the Director shall imme-
diately notify the State in writing, together
with his or her reasons and those changes
needed to enable the submitted program to
be approved.

(F) REVIEW OF STATE PROGRAMS.—Utilizing
the expertise of the Board, the Director shall
periodically review the approved State dam
safety programs. In the event the Board
finds that a program of a participating State
has proven inadequate to reasonably protect
human life and property and the Director
agrees, the Director shall revoke approval of
the State’s participation in the assistance
program and withhold assistance under this
section, until the State program has been re-
approved.

(G) COOPERATION OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.—
The head of any Federal agency, when re-
quested by any State dam safety agency,
shall provide information on the construc-
tion, operation, or maintenance of any dam
or allow officials of the State agency to par-
ticipate in any Federal inspection of any
dam.

(H) DAM INSURANCE REPORT.—Within 180
days after the date of the enactment of this
Act, the Director shall report to the Con-
gress on the availability of dam insurance
and make recommendations.
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(f) BIENNIAL REPORT.—Within 90 days after
the last day of each odd-numbered fiscal
year, the Director shall submit a biennial re-
port to Congress describing the status of the
program being implemented under this sec-
tion and describing the progress achieved by
the Federal agencies during the 2 previous
years in implementing the Federal Guide-
lines for Dam Safety. Each such report shall
include any recommendations for legislative
and other action deemed necessary and ap-
propriate. The report shall also include a
summary of the progress being made in im-
proving dam safety by participating States.

(g) AUTHORIZING OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) GENERAL PROGRAM.—

(A) FUNDING.—There are authorized to be
appropriated to the Director to carry out the
provisions of subsections (e) and (f) (in addi-
tion to any authorizations for similar pur-
poses included in other Acts and the author-
izations set forth in paragraphs (2) through
(5) of this subsection)—

(i) $1,000,000 for fiscal year 1997;

(ii) $2,000,000 for fiscal year 1998;

(iii) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 1999;

(iv) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2000; and

(v) $4,000,000 for fiscal year 2001.

(B) APPORTIONMENT FORMULA.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii),
sums appropriated under this paragraph
shall be distributed annually among partici-
pating States on the following basis: One-
third among those States determined in sub-
section (e) as qualifying for funding, and
two-thirds in proportion to the number of
dams and appearing as State-regulated dams
on the National Dam Inventory in each par-
ticipating State that has been determined in
subsection (e)(5)(A) as qualifying for funding,
to the number of dams in all participating
States.

(ii) LIMITATION TO 50 PERCENT OF COST.—In
no event shall funds distributed to any State
under this paragraph exceed 50 percent of the
reasonable cost of implementing an approved
dam safety program in such State.

(iii) ALLOCATION BETWEEN PRIMARY AND AD-
VANCED ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS.— The Direc-
tor and Review Board shall determine how
much of funds appropriated under this para-
graph is allotted to participating States
needing primary funding and those needing
advanced funding.

(2) TRAINING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall, at the
request of any State that has or intends to
develop a dam safety program under sub-
section (e)(5)(A), provide training for State
dam safety staff and inspectors.

(B) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this paragraph
$500,000 for each of fiscal years 1997 through
2001.

(3) RESEARCH.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director shall under-
take a program of technical and archival re-
search in order to develop improved tech-
niques, historical experience, and equipment
for rapid and effective dam construction, re-
habilitation, and inspection, together with
devices for the continued monitoring, of
dams for safety purposes.

(B) STATE PARTICIPATION; REPORTS.—The
Director shall provide for State participa-
tion in the research under this paragraph
and periodically advise all States and Con-
gress of the results of such research.

(C) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this paragraph
$1,000,000 for each of fiscal years 1997 through
2001.

(4) DAM INVENTORY.—

(A) MAINTENANCE AND PUBLICATION.—The
Secretary is authorized to maintain and pe-
riodically publish updated information on
the inventory of dams.
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(B) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this paragraph
$500,000 for each of fiscal years 1997 through
2001.

(5) PERSONNEL.—

(A) EMPLOYMENT.—The Director is author-
ized to employ additional staff personnel in
numbers sufficient to carry out the provi-
sions of this section.

(B) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this paragraph
$400,000 for each of fiscal years 1997 through
2001.

(6) LiMITATION.—No funds authorized by
this section shall be used to construct or re-
pair any Federal or non-Federal dams.

(h) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Act en-
titled ““An Act to authorize the Secretary of
the Army to undertake a national program
of inspection of dams’, approved August 8,
1972 (33 U.S.C 467-467m; Public Law 92-367), is
amended—

(1) in the first section by striking ‘““means
any artificial barrier’” and all that follows
through the period at the end and inserting
““has the meaning such term has under sub-
section (d) of the National Dam Safety Pro-
gram Act of 1996."’;

(2) by striking the 2d sentence of section 3;

(3) by striking section 5 and sections 7
through 14; and

(4) by redesignating section 6 as section 5.
SEC. 216. MAINTENANCE, REHABILITATION, AND

MODERNIZATION OF FACILITIES.

In accomplishing the maintenance, reha-
bilitation, and modernization of hydro-
electric power generating facilities at water
resources projects under the jurisdiction of
the Department of the Army, the Secretary
is authorized to increase the efficiency of en-
ergy production and the capacity of these fa-
cilities if, after consulting with other appro-
priate Federal and State agencies, the Sec-
retary determines that such uprating—

(1) is economically justified and financially
feasible;

(2) will not result in significant adverse ef-
fects on the other purposes for which the
project is authorized;

(3) will not result in significant adverse en-
vironmental impacts; and

(4) will not involve major structural or op-
eration changes in the project.

SEC. 217. LONG-TERM SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT
STRATEGIES.

(a) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary shall
enter into cooperative agreements with non-
Federal sponsors of navigation projects for
development of long-term management
strategies for controlling sediments in such
projects.

(b) CONTENTS OF STRATEGIES.—Each strat-
egy developed under this section for a navi-
gation project—

(1) shall include assessments of the follow-
ing with respect to the project: sediment
rates and composition, sediment reduction
options, dredging practices, long-term man-
agement of any dredged material disposal fa-
cilities, remediation of such facilities, and
alternative disposal and reuse options;

(2) shall include a timetable for implemen-
tation of the strategy; and

(3) shall incorporate, as much as possible,
relevant ongoing planning efforts, including
remedial action planning, dredged material
management planning, harbor and water-
front development planning, and watershed
management planning.

(c) CONSULTATION.—INn developing strate-
gies under this section, the Secretary shall
consult with interested Federal agencies,
States, and Indian tribes and provide an op-
portunity for public comment.

SEC. 218. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACIL-
ITY PARTNERSHIPS.
(a) ADDITIONAL CAPACITY.—
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(1) PROVIDED BY SECRETARY.—At the re-
quest of a non-Federal project sponsor, the
Secretary may provide additional capacity
at a dredged material disposal facility con-
structed by the Secretary beyond that which
would be required for project purposes if the
non-Federal project sponsor agrees to pay,
during the period of construction, all costs
associated with the construction of the addi-
tional capacity.

(2) COST RECOVERY AUTHORITY.—The non-
Federal project sponsor may recover the
costs assigned to the additional capacity
through fees assessed on 3rd parties whose
dredged material is deposited in the facility
and who enter into agreements with the non-
Federal sponsor for the use of such facility.
The amount of such fees may be determined
by the non-Federal sponsor.

(b) NON-FEDERAL USE OF DISPOSAL FACILI-
TIES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary—

(A) may permit the use of any dredged ma-
terial disposal facility under the jurisdiction
of, or managed by, the Secretary by a non-
Federal interest if the Secretary determines
that such use will not reduce the availability
of the facility for project purposes; and

(B) may impose fees to recover capital, op-
eration, and maintenance costs associated
with such use.

(2) Use oF rFees.—Notwithstanding section
401(c) of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act but subject to advance appropriations,
any monies received through collection of
fees under this subsection shall be available
to the Secretary, and shall be used by the
Secretary, for the operation and mainte-
nance of the disposal facility from which
they were collected.

(c) PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIPS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may carry
out a program to evaluate and implement
opportunities for public-private partnerships
in the design, construction, management, or
operation of dredged material disposal
facilties in connection with construction or
maintenance of Federal navigation projects.

(2) PRIVATE FINANCING.—

(A) AGREEMENTS.—In carrying out this sub-
section, the Secretary may enter into an
agreement with a project sponsor, a private
entity, or both for the acquisition, design,
construction, management, or operation of a
dredged material disposal facility (including
any facility used to demonstrate potential
beneficial uses of dredged material) using
funds provided in whole or in part by the pri-
vate entity.

(B) REIMBURSEMENT.—If any funds provided
by a private entity are used to carry out a
project under this subsection, the Secretary
may reimburse the private entity over a pe-
riod of time agreed to by the parties to the
agreement through the payment of subse-
quent user fees. Such fees may include the
payment of a disposal or tipping fee for
placement of suitable dredged material at
the facility.

(C) AMOUNT OF FEES.—User fees paid pursu-
ant to subparagraph (B) shall be sufficient to
repay funds contributed by the private en-
tity plus a reasonable return on investment
approved by the Secretary in cooperation
with the project sponsor and the private en-
tity.

(D) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
such fee shall be equal to the percentage of
the total cost which would otherwise be
borne by the Federal Government as re-
quired pursuant to existing cost sharing re-
quirements, including section 103 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 2213) and section 204 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C.
2325).

(E) BUDGET ACT COMPLIANCE.—ANy spend-
ing authority (as defined in section 401(c)(2)
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of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974 (2

U.S.C. 651(c)(2)) authorized by this section

shall be effective only to such extent and in

such amounts as are provided in appropria-

tion Acts.

SEC. 219. OBSTRUCTION REMOVAL REQUIRE-
MENT.

(a) PENALTY.—Section 16 of the Act of
March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 411; 30 Stat. 1153), is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘“‘thirteen, fourteen, and fif-
teen”” each place it appears and inserting
‘13, 14, 15, 19, and 20’’; and

(2) by striking ‘‘not exceeding twenty-five
hundred dollars nor less than five hundred
dollars” and inserting “‘of up to $25,000 per
day”.

()t/)) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—Section 20 of the
Act of March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 415; 30 Stat.
1154), is amended—

(1) by striking “‘expense’ the first place it
appears in subsection (a) and inserting ‘“‘ac-
tual expense, including administrative ex-
penses,’’;

(2) in subsection (b) by striking ‘‘cost’ and
inserting ‘“‘actual cost, including administra-
tive costs,”’;

(3) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (c); and

(4) by inserting after subsection (a) the fol-
lowing new subsection:

“(b) REMOVAL REQUIREMENT.—Within 24
hours after the Secretary of the Department
in which the Coast Guard is operating issues
an order to stop or delay navigation in any
navigable waters of the United States be-
cause of conditions related to the sinking or
grounding of a vessel, the owner or operator
of the vessel, with the approval of the Sec-
retary of the Army, shall begin removal of
the vessel using the most expeditious re-
moval method available or, if appropriate,
secure the vessel pending removal to allow
navigation to resume. If the owner or opera-
tor fails to begin removal or to secure the
vessel pending removal or fails to complete
removal as soon as possible, the Secretary of
the Army shall remove or destroy the vessel
using the summary removal procedures
under subsection (a) of this section.”.

SEC. 220. SMALL PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.

Section 14 of the Flood Control Act of 1946
(33 U.S.C. 701r) is amended—

(1) by striking *“$12,500,000" and inserting
“‘$15,000,000""; and

(2) by striking
*‘$1,500,000"".

SEC. 221. UNECONOMICAL COST-SHARING RE-
QUIREMENTS.

Section 221(a) of the Flood Control Act of
1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b) is amended by strik-
ing the period at the end of the first sentence
and inserting the following: *‘; except that no
such agreement shall be required if the Sec-
retary determines that the administrative
costs associated with negotiating, executing,
or administering the agreement would ex-
ceed the amount of the contribution required
from the non-Federal interest and are less
than $25,000.”.

SEC. 222. PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES.

Section 22 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-16) is
amended—

(1) in subsection (a) by inserting ‘‘, water-
sheds, or ecosystems’ after ‘“‘basins’’;

(2) in subsection (b)—

(A) by striking paragraph (2); and

(B) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4)
as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and

(3) in subsection (c)—

(A) by striking ‘$6,000,000”" and inserting
“‘$10,000,000”’; and

(B) by striking ‘‘$300,000" and
“$500,000"".

SEC. 223. CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSES.

Section 211 of the Flood Control Act of 1950
(33 U.S.C. 701u; 64 Stat. 183) is amended—

‘$500,000”” and inserting

inserting
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(1) by striking ‘‘continental limits of the’’;
and

(2) by striking the 2d colon and all that fol-
lows through “‘for this purpose”.

SEC. 224. STATE AND FEDERAL AGENCY REVIEW
PERIOD.

The 1st section of the Act entitled ‘““An Act
authorizing the construction of certain pub-
lic works on rivers and harbors for flood con-
trol, and other purposes’, approved Decem-
ber 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 701-1(a); 58 Stat. 888), is
amended—

(1) by striking “Within ninety’”’ and insert-
ing “Within 30”’; and

(2) by striking ‘““ninety-day period.”” and in-
serting ‘‘30-day period.”.

SEC. 225. LIMITATION ON REIMBURSEMENT OF
NON-FEDERAL COSTS PER PROJECT.

Section 215(a) of the Flood Control Act of
1968 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5a(a)) is amended—

(1) by striking $3,000,000” and inserting
‘$5,000,000’’; and

(2) by striking the final period.

SEC. 226. AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL.

(a) ADDITIONAL CONTROLLED PLANTS.—Sec-
tion 104(a) of the River and Harbor Act of
1958 (33 U.S.C. 610(a)) is amended by inserting
after ‘“alligatorweed,” the following:
“melaleuca,”.

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—Section 104(b) of such
Act (33 U.S.C. 610(b)) is amended by striking
*$12,000,000"” and inserting ‘“$15,000,000"".

SEC. 227. SEDIMENTS DECONTAMINATION TECH-
NOLOGY.

(a) PROJECT PURPOSE.—Section 405(a) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (33 U.S.C. 2239 note; 106 Stat. 4863) is
amended by adding at the end the following:

““(3) PROJECT PURPOSE.—The purpose of the
project to be carried out under this section is
to provide for the development of 1 or more
sediment decontamination technologies on a
pilot scale demonstrating a capacity of at
least 500,000 cubic yards per year.”.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
The first sentence of section 405(c) of such
Act is amended to read as follows: “There is
authorized to be appropriated to carry out
this section $10,000,000 for fiscal years begin-
ning after September 30, 1996."".

(c) REPORTS.—Section 405 of such Act is
amended by adding at the end the following:

‘“(d) REpPORTS.—Not later than September
30, 1998, and periodically thereafter, the Ad-
ministrator and the Secretary shall transmit
to Congress a report on the results of the
project to be carried out under this section,
including an assessment of the progress
made in achieving the intent of the program
set forth in subsection (a)(3).”.

SEC. 228. SHORE PROTECTION.

(a) DECLARATION OF PoLIcYy.—Subsection
(a) of the first section of the Act entitled
“An Act authorizing Federal participation in
the cost of protecting the shores of publicly
owned property’’, approved August 13, 1946
(33 U.S.C. 426€; 60 Stat. 1056), is amended—

(1) by striking ‘““damage to the shores’ and
inserting ‘‘damage to the shores and beach-
es’’; and

(2) by striking ‘““the following provisions™
and all that follows through the period at
the end of subsection (a) and inserting the
following: ““this Act, to promote shore pro-
tection projects and related research that
encourage the protection, restoration, and
enhancement of sandy beaches, including
beach restoration and periodic beach nour-
ishment, on a comprehensive and coordi-
nated basis by the Federal Government,
States, localities, and private enterprises. In
carrying out this policy, preference shall be
given to areas in which there has been a Fed-
eral investment of funds and areas with re-
spect to which the need for prevention or
mitigation of damage to shores and beaches
is attributable to Federal navigation
projects or other Federal activities.”.
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(b) NoNPuBLIC SHORES.—Subsection (d) of
such section is amended by striking ‘“‘or from
the protection of nearby public property or”’
and inserting ‘‘, if there are sufficient bene-
fits, including benefits to local and regional
economic development and to the local and
regional ecology (as determined under sub-
section (e)(2)(B)), or’’; and

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECTS.—Sub-
section (e) of such section is amended—

(1) by striking ‘““(e) No” and inserting the
following:

“‘(e) AUTHORIZATION OF PROJECTS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—NO”’;

(2) by moving the remainder of the text of
paragraph (1) (as designated by paragraph (1)
of this subsection) 2 ems to the right; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

““(2) STUDIES.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall—

“(i) recommend to Congress studies con-
cerning shore protection projects that meet
the criteria established under this Act (in-
cluding subparagraph (B)(iii)) and other ap-
plicable law;

“(ii) conduct such studies as Congress re-
quires under applicable laws; and

“(iii) report the results of the studies to
the appropriate committees of Congress.

““(B) RECOMMENDATIONS FOR SHORE PROTEC-
TION PROJECTS.—

“(i) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall rec-
ommend to Congress the authorization or re-
authorization of shore protection projects
based on the studies conducted under sub-
paragraph (A).

“(ii) CONSIDERATIONS.—INn making rec-
ommendations, the Secretary shall consider
the economic and ecological benefits of a
shore protection project and the ability of
the non-Federal interest to participate in
the project.

““(iii) CONSIDERATION OF LOCAL AND RE-
GIONAL BENEFITS.—In analyzing the economic
and ecological benefits of a shore protection
project, or a flood control or other water re-
source project the purpose of which includes
shore protection, the Secretary shall con-
sider benefits to local and regional economic
development, and to the local and regional
ecology, in calculating the full economic and
ecological justifications for the project.

““(C) COORDINATION OF PROJECTS.—In con-
ducting studies and making recommenda-
tions for a shore protection project under
this paragraph, the Secretary shall—

‘(i) determine whether there is any other
project being carried out by the Secretary or
the head of another Federal agency that may
be complementary to the shore protection
project; and

“(ii) if there is such a complementary
project, describe the efforts that will be
made to coordinate the projects.

““(3) SHORE PROTECTION PROJECTS.—

““(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
struct, or cause to be constructed, any shore
protection project authorized by Congress, or
separable element of such a project, for
which funds have been appropriated by Con-
gress.

““(B) AGREEMENTS.—

‘(i) REQUIREMENT.—ATfter authorization by
Congress, and before commencement of con-
struction, of a shore protection project or
separable element, the Secretary shall enter
into a written agreement with a non-Federal
interest with respect to the project or sepa-
rable element.

““(ii) TERMS.—The agreement shall—

“(1) specify the life of the project; and

“(I1) ensure that the Federal Government
and the non-Federal interest will cooperate
in carrying out the project or separable ele-
ment.
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““(C) COORDINATION OF PROJECTS.—In con-
structing a shore protection project or sepa-
rable element under this paragraph, the Sec-
retary shall, to the extent practicable, co-
ordinate the project or element with any
complementary project identified under
paragraph (2)(C).

““(4) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary
shall report biennially to the appropriate
committees of Congress on the status of all
ongoing shore protection studies and shore
protection projects carried out under the ju-
risdiction of the Secretary.”.

(d) REQUIREMENT OF AGREEMENTS PRIOR TO
REIMBURSEMENTS.—

(1) SMALL SHORE PROTECTION PROJECTS.—
Section 2 of the Act entitled “An Act au-
thorizing Federal participation in the cost of
protecting the shores of publicly owned prop-
erty’”’, approved August 13, 1946 (33 U.S.C.
426f; 60 Stat. 1056), is amended—

(A) by striking “SEc. 2. The Secretary of
the Army’’ and inserting the following:

“SEC. 2. REIMBURSEMENTS.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary’’;

(B) in subsection (a) (as so designated)—

(i) by striking “‘local interests’ and insert-
ing ‘“‘non-Federal interests’’;

(if) by inserting ‘“‘or separable element of
the project” after “project’’; and

(iii) by inserting ‘‘or separable elements”
after ‘“‘projects’ each place it appears; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

“‘(b) AGREEMENTS.—

““(1) REQUIREMENT.—After authorization of
reimbursement by the Secretary under this
section, and before commencement of con-
struction, of a shore protection project, the
Secretary shall enter into a written agree-
ment with the non-Federal interest with re-
spect to the project or separable element.

““(2) TERMS.—The agreement shall—

“(A) specify the life of the project; and

“(B) ensure that the Federal Government
and the non-Federal interest will cooperate
in carrying out the project or separable ele-
ment.”’.

2) OTHER SHORELINE PROTECTION
PROJECTS.—Section 206(e)(1)(A) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C.
426i-1(e)(1)(A); 106 Stat. 4829) is amended by
inserting before the semicolon the following:
““and enters into a written agreement with
the non-Federal interest with respect to the
project or separable element (including the
terms of cooperation)”.

(e) STATE AND REGIONAL PLANS.—The Act
entitled ““An Act authorizing Federal par-
ticipation in the cost of protecting the
shores of publicly owned property’’, approved
August 13, 1946, is further amended—

(1) by redesignating section 4 (33 U.S.C.
426h) as section 5; and

(2) by inserting after section 3 (33 U.S.C.
426g) the following:

“SEC. 4. STATE AND REGIONAL PLANS.

“The Secretary may—

‘(1) cooperate with any State in the prepa-
ration of a comprehensive State or regional
plan for the conservation of coastal re-
sources located within the boundaries of the
State;

““(2) encourage State participation in the
implementation of the plan; and

““(3) submit to Congress reports and rec-
ommendations with respect to appropriate
Federal participation in carrying out the
plan.”.

(f) DEFINITIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 5 of the Act enti-
tled “An Act authorizing Federal participa-
tion in the cost of protecting the shores of
publicly owned property’, approved August
13, 1946 (33 U.S.C. 426h), (as redesignated by
subsection (e)(1)) is amended to read as fol-
lows:
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“SEC. 5. DEFINITIONS.

“In this Act, the following definitions
apply:

““(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’
means the Secretary of the Army, acting
through the Chief of Engineers.

““(2) SEPARABLE ELEMENT.—The term ‘sepa-
rable element’ has the meaning provided by
section 103(f) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(f)).

“(3) SHORE.—The term ‘shore’ includes
each shoreline of the Atlantic and Pacific
Oceans, the Gulf of Mexico, the Great Lakes,
and lakes, estuaries, and bays directly con-
nected therewith.

*“(4) SHORE PROTECTION PROJECT.—The term
‘shore protection project’ includes a project
for beach nourishment, including the re-
placement of sand.”.

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The Act en-
titled ““An Act authorizing Federal partici-
pation in the cost of protecting the shores of
publicly owned property’’, approved August
13, 1946, is amended—

(A) in subsection (b)(3) of the first section
(33 U.S.C. 426e(b)(3)) by striking “of the
Army, acting through the Chief of Engi-
neers,” and by striking the final period; and

(B) in section 3 (33 U.S.C. 426g) by striking
““Secretary of the Army’’ and inserting ‘‘Sec-
retary’’.

(g) OBJECTIVES OF PROJECTS.—Section 209
of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C.
1962-2; 84 Stat. 1829) is amended by inserting
“(including shore protection projects such as
projects for beach nourishment, including
the replacement of sand)’” after “‘water re-
source projects’.

SEC. 229. PROJECT DEAUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001(b)(2) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33
U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘Before’ at the beginning of
the second sentence and inserting ‘““Upon’’;
and

(2) by inserting ‘‘planning, designing, or”
before ‘““‘construction’ in the last sentence.

(b) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 52 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1988 (33 U.S.C. 579a note; 102 Stat. 4044) is
amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a); and

(2) by redesignating subsections (b), (c),
(d), and (e) as subsections (a), (b), (c), and (d),
respectively.

SEC. 230. SUPPORT OF ARMY CIVIL WORKS PRO-
GRAM.

(&) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—In carrying out
research and development in support of the
civil works program of the Department of
the Army, the Secretary may utilize con-
tracts, cooperative research and develop-
ment agreements, cooperative agreements,
and grants with non-Federal entities, includ-
ing State and local governments, colleges
and universities, consortia, professional and
technical societies, public and private sci-
entific and technical foundations, research
institutions, educational organizations, and
nonprofit organizations.

(b) SPECIAL RULES.—With respect to con-
tracts for research and development, the
Secretary may include requirements that
have potential commercial application and
may also use such potential application as
an evaluation factor where appropriate.

SEC. 231. BENEFITS TO NAVIGATION.

In evaluating potential improvements to
navigation and the maintenance of naviga-
tion projects, the Secretary shall consider,
and include for purposes of project justifica-
tion, economic benefits generated by cruise
ships as commercial navigation benefits.

SEC. 232. LOSS OF LIFE PREVENTION.

Section 904 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2281) is amend-
ed by inserting ‘“including the loss of life
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which may be associated with flooding and
coastal storm events,”” after “‘costs,”.

SEC. 233. SCENIC AND AESTHETIC CONSIDER-
ATIONS.

In conducting studies of potential water
resources projects, the Secretary shall con-
sider measures to preserve and enhance sce-
nic and aesthetic qualities in the vicinity of
such projects.

SEC. 234. REMOVAL OF STUDY PROHIBITIONS.

Nothing in section 208 of the Urgent Sup-
plemental Appropriations Act, 1986 (100 Stat.
749), section 505 of the Energy and Water De-
velopment Appropriations Act, 1993 (106 Stat.
1343), or any other provision of law shall be
deemed to limit the authority of the Sec-
retary to undertake studies for the purpose
of investigating alternative modes of financ-
ing hydroelectric power facilities under the
jurisdiction of the Department of the Army
with funds appropriated after the date of the
enactment of this Act.

SEC. 235. SENSE OF CONGRESS; REQUIREMENT
REGARDING NOTICE.

(a) PURCHASE OF AMERICAN-MADE EQuUIP-
MENT AND PRODUCTS.—It is the sense of Con-
gress that, to the greatest extent prac-
ticable, all equipment and products pur-
chased with funds made available under this
Act should be American-made.

(b) NOTICE TO RECIPIENTS OF ASSISTANCE.—
In providing financial assistance under this
Act, the Secretary, to the greatest extent
practicable, shall provide to each recipient
of the assistance a notice describing the
statement made in subsection (a).

SEC. 236. RESERVOIR MANAGEMENT TECHNICAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEE.

Section 310 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2319; 104 Stat.
4639) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (a); and

(2) by striking ‘“(b) PuBLIC PARTICIPA-
TION.—"".

SEC. 237. TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS.

(a) SECTION 203 OF 1992 AcT.—Section 203(b)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4826) is amended by striking
“(8662)” and inserting ‘“(8862)"".

(b) SECTION 225 OF 1992 AcT.—Section 225(c)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4838) is amended by striking
“(8662)"” in the second sentence and inserting
(8862)"".

TITLE 11I—PROJECT MODIFICATIONS
SEC. 301. MOBILE HARBOR, ALABAMA.

The undesignated paragraph under the
heading ‘‘MOBILE HARBOR, ALABAMA’ in sec-
tion 201(a) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4090) is amended
by striking the first semicolon and all that
follows and inserting a period and the follow-
ing: “In disposing of dredged material from
such project, the Secretary, after compliance
with applicable laws and after opportunity
for public review and comment, may con-
sider alternatives to disposal of such mate-
rial in the Gulf of Mexico, including environ-
mentally acceptable alternatives for bene-
ficial uses of dredged material and environ-
mental restoration.”.

SEC. 302. ALAMO DAM, ARIZONA.

The project for flood control and other pur-
poses, Alamo Dam and Lake, Arizona, au-
thorized by section 10 of the River and Har-
bor Act of December 22, 1944, (58 Stat. 900), is
modified to authorize the Secretary to oper-
ate the Alamo Dam to provide fish and wild-
life benefits both upstream and downstream
of the Dam. Such operation shall not reduce
flood control and recreation benefits pro-
vided by the project.
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SEC. 303. NOGALES WASH AND TRIBUTARIES, ARI-
ZONA.

The project for flood control, Nogales Wash
and tributaries, Arizona, authorized by sec-
tion 101(a)(4) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4606), is modi-
fied to direct the Secretary to permit the
non-Federal contribution for the project to
be determined in accordance with sections
103(k) and 103(m) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 and to direct the Sec-
retary to enter into negotiations with non-
Federal interests pursuant to section 103(l)
of such Act concerning the timing of the ini-
tial payment of the non-Federal contribu-
tion.

SEC. 304. PHOENIX, ARIZONA.

Section 321 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4848) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking ‘“‘control”” and inserting
“‘control, ecosystem restoration,”’; and

(2) by striking ‘$6,500,000.”” and inserting
““$17,500,000.".

SEC. 305. SAN FRANCISCO RIVER AT CLIFTON, AR-
1IZONA.

The project for flood control, San Fran-
cisco River, Clifton, Arizona, authorized by
section 101(a)(3) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4606), is
modified to authorize the Secretary to con-
struct the project at a total cost of
$21,100,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$13,800,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $7,300,000.

SEC. 306. CHANNEL ISLANDS HARBOR, CALIFOR-
NIA.

The project for navigation, Channel Islands
Harbor, Port of Hueneme, California, author-
ized by section 101 of the River and Harbor
Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 1252) is modified to di-
rect the Secretary to pay 100 percent of the
costs of dredging the Channel Islands Harbor
sand trap.

SEC. 307. GLENN-COLUSA, CALIFORNIA.

The project for flood control, Sacramento
River, California, authorized by section 2 of
the Act entitled “An Act to provide for the
control of the floods of the Mississippi River
and the Sacramento River, California, and
for other purposes”, approved March 1, 1917
(39 Stat. 948), and as modified by section 102
of the Energy and Water Development Ap-
propriations Act, 1990 (103 Stat. 649), is fur-
ther modified to authorize the Secretary to
carry out the portion of the project at
Glenn-Colusa, California, at a total cost of
$14,200,000.

SEC. 308. LOS ANGELES AND LONG BEACH HAR-
BORS, SAN PEDRO BAY, CALIFORNIA.

The navigation project for Los Angeles and
Long Beach Harbors, San Pedro Bay, Califor-
nia, authorized by section 201(b) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4091), is modified to provide that, notwith-
standing section 101(a)(4) of such Act, the
cost of the relocation of the sewer outfall by
the Port of Los Angeles shall be credited to-
ward the payment required from the non-
Federal interest by section 101(a)(2) of such
Act.

SEC. 309. OAKLAND HARBOR, CALIFORNIA.

The projects for navigation, Oakland Outer
Harbor, California, and Oakland Inner Har-
bor, California, authorized by section 202 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (100 Stat. 4092), are modified by combin-
ing the 2 projects into 1 project, to be des-
ignated as the Oakland Harbor, California,
project. The Oakland Harbor, California,
project shall be prosecuted by the Secretary
substantially in accordance with the plans
and subject to the conditions recommended
in the reports designated in such section 202,
at a total cost of $90,850,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $59,150,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $31,700,000. The
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non-Federal share of project costs and any
available credits toward the non-Federal
share shall be calculated on the basis of the
total cost of the combined project.

SEC. 310. QUEENSWAY BAY, CALIFORNIA.

Section 4(e) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1988 (102 Stat. 4016) is amended
by adding at the end the following sentence:
“In addition, the Secretary shall perform ad-
vance maintenance dredging in the
Queensway Bay Channel, California, at a
total cost of $5,000,000.”.

SEC. 311. SAN LUIS REY, CALIFORNIA.

The project for flood control of the San
Luis Rey River, California, authorized pursu-
ant to section 201 of the Flood Control Act of
1965 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5; 79 Stat. 1073-1074), is
modified to authorize the Secretary to con-
struct the project at a total cost not to ex-
ceed $81,600,000 with an estimated Federal
cost of $61,100,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $20,500,000.

SEC. 312. THAMES RIVER, CONNECTICUT.

(a) RECONFIGURATION OF TURNING BASIN.—
The project for navigation, Thames River,
Connecticut, authorized by the first section
of the Act entitled ‘*“An Act authorizing con-
struction, repair, and preservation of certain
public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes’, approved August 30, 1935 (49
Stat. 1029), is modified to make the turning
basin have the following alignment: Starting
at a point on the eastern limit of the exist-
ing project, N251052.93, E783934.59, thence
running north 5 degrees 25 minutes 21.3 sec-
onds east 341.06 feet to a point, N251392.46,
E783966.82, thence running north 47 degrees 24
minutes 14.0 seconds west 268.72 feet to a
point, N251574.34, E783769.00, thence running
north 88 degrees 41 minutes 52.2 seconds west
249.06 feet to a point, N251580.00, E783520.00,
thence running south 46 degrees 16 minutes
22.9 seconds west 318.28 feet to a point,
N251360.00, E783290.00, thence running south
19 degrees 01 minute 32.2 seconds east 306.76
feet to a point, N251070.00, E783390.00, thence
running south 45 degrees 00 minutes 00 sec-
onds east 155.56 feet to a point, N250960.00,
E783500.00 on the existing western limit.

(b) NON-FEDERAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR INI-
TIAL DREDGING.—ANYy required initial dredg-
ing of the widened portions of the turning
basin identified in subsection (a) shall be ac-
complished at non-Federal expense.

(c) CONFORMING DEAUTHORIZATION.—Those
portions of the existing turning basin which
are not included in the reconfigured turning
basin as described in subsection (a) shall no
longer be authorized after the date of the en-
actment of this Act.

SEC. 313. POTOMAC RIVER, WASHINGTON, DIS-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA.

The project for flood protection, Potomac
River, Washington, District of Columbia, au-
thorized by section 5 of the Flood Control
Act of June 22, 1936 (74 Stat. 1574), is modi-
fied to authorize the Secretary to construct
the project substantially in accordance with
the General Design Memorandum dated May
1992 at a Federal cost of $1,800,000; except
that a temporary closure may be used in-
stead of a permanent structure at 17th
Street. Operation and maintenance of the
project shall be a Federal responsibility.

SEC. 314. CANAVERAL HARBOR, FLORIDA.

The project for navigation, Canaveral Har-
bor, Florida, authorized by section 101(7) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4802), is modified to authorize
the Secretary to reclassify the removal and
replacement of stone protection on both
sides of the channel as general navigation
features. The Secretary shall reimburse any
costs that are incurred by the non-Federal
sponsor in connection with the reclassified
work and that the Secretary determines to
be in excess of the non-Federal share of costs
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for general navigation features. The Federal
and non-Federal shares of the cost of the re-
classified work shall be determined in ac-
cordance with section 101 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986.
SEC. 315. CAPTIVA ISLAND, FLORIDA.

The project for shoreline protection,
Captiva Island, Lee County, Florida, author-
ized pursuant to section 201 of the Flood
Control Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1073), is modified
to direct the Secretary to reimburse the non-
Federal interest for beach renourishment
work accomplished by such interest as if
such work occurred after execution of the
agreement entered into pursuant to section
215 of the Flood Control Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C.
1962d-5) with respect to such project.

SEC. 316. CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA,
CANAL 51.

The project for flood protection of West
Palm Beach, Florida (C-51), authorized by
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962
(76 Stat. 1183), is modified to provide for the
construction of an enlarged stormwater de-
tention area, Storm Water Treatment Area 1
East, generally in accordance with the plan
of improvements described in the February
15, 1994, report entitled ““Everglades Protec-
tion Project, Palm Beach County, Florida,
Conceptual Design’’, with such modifications
as are approved by the Secretary. The addi-
tional work authorized by this subsection
shall be accomplished at Federal expense.
Operation and maintenance of the
stormwater detention area shall be consist-
ent with regulations prescribed by the Sec-
retary for the Central and Southern Florida
project, and all costs of such operation and
maintenance shall be provided by non-Fed-
eral interests.

SEC. 317. CENTRAL AND SOUTHERN FLORIDA,
CANAL 111 (C-111).

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for Central
and Southern Florida, authorized by section
203 of the Flood Control Act of 1948 (62 Stat.
1176) and modified by section 203 of the Flood
Control Act of 1968 (82 Stat. 740-741), is modi-
fied to authorize the Secretary to implement
the recommended plan of improvement con-
tained in a report entitled ‘““Central and
Southern Florida Project, Final Integrated
General Reevaluation Report and Environ-
mental Impact Statement, Canal 111 (C-111),
South Dade County, Florida”, dated May
1994, including acquisition by non-Federal in-
terests of such portions of the Frog Pond and
Rocky Glades areas as are needed for the
project.

(b) COST SHARING.—

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of implementing the plan of im-
provement shall be 50 percent.

(2) DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR RESPONSIBIL-
ITY.—The Department of the Interior shall
pay 25 percent of the cost of acquiring such
portions of the Frog Pond and Rocky Glades
areas as are needed for the project. The
amount paid by the Department of the Inte-
rior shall be included as part of the Federal
share of the cost of implementing the plan.

(3) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The non-
Federal share of operation and maintenance
costs of the improvements undertaken pur-
suant to this subsection shall be 100 percent;
except that the Federal Government shall re-
imburse the non-Federal project sponsor 60
percent of the costs of operating and main-
taining pump stations that pump water into
Taylor Slough in the Everglades National
Park.

SEC. 318. JACKSONVILLE HARBOR (MILL COVE),
FLORIDA.

The project for navigation, Jacksonville
Harbor (Mill Cove), Florida, authorized by
section 601(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4139-4140), is
modified to direct the Secretary to carry out
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a project for flow and circulation improve-
ment within Mill Cove, at a total cost of
$2,000,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$2,000,000.

SEC. 319. PANAMA CITY BEACHES, FLORIDA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for shoreline
protection, Panama City Beaches, Florida,
authorized by section 501(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4133), is modified to direct the Secretary to
enter into an agreement with the non-Fed-
eral interest for carrying out such project in
accordance with section 206 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4828).

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the progress made in carrying out
this section.

SEC. 320. TYBEE ISLAND, GEORGIA.

The project for beach erosion control,
Tybee Island, Georgia, authorized pursuant
to section 201 of the Flood Control Act of
1968 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5), is modified to include
as an integral part of the project the portion
of the ocean shore of Tybee Island located
south of the existing south terminal groin
between 18th and 19th Streets.

SEC. 321. WHITE RIVER, INDIANA.

The project for flood control, Indianapolis
on West Fork of the White River, Indiana,
authorized by section 5 of the Flood Control
Act of June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 1586), is modi-
fied to authorize the Secretary to undertake
riverfront alterations as described in the
Central Indianapolis Waterfront Concept
Master Plan, dated February 1994, at a total
cost of $85,975,000, with an estimated first
Federal cost of $39,975,000 and an estimated
first non-Federal cost of $46,000,000. The cost
of work, including relocations undertaken by
the non-Federal interest after February 15,
1994, on features identified in the Master
Plan shall be credited toward the non-Fed-
eral share of project costs.

SEC. 322. CHICAGO, ILLINOIS.

The project for flood control, Chicagoland
Underflow Plan, Illinois, authorized by sec-
tion 3(a)(5) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1988 (102 Stat. 4013), is modified
to limit the capacity of the reservoir project
not to exceed 11,000,000,000 gallons or 32,000
acre-feet, to provide that the reservoir
project may not be located north of 55th
Street or west of East Avenue in the vicinity
of McCook, Illinois, and to provide that the
reservoir project may only be constructed on
the basis of a specific plan that has been
evaluated by the Secretary under the provi-
sions of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969.
SEC. 323. CHICAGO LOCK AND THOMAS J.
O’BRIEN LOCK, ILLINOIS.

The project for navigation, Chicago Har-
bor, Lake Michigan, Illinois, for which oper-
ation and maintenance responsibility was
transferred to the Secretary under chapter
1V of title | of the Supplemental Appropria-
tions Act, 1983 (97 Stat. 311) and section 107
of the Energy and Water Development Ap-
propriation Act, 1982 (95 Stat. 1137) is modi-
fied to direct the Secretary to conduct a
study to determine the feasibility of making
such structural repairs as are necessary to
prevent leakage through the Chicago Lock
and the Thomas J. O’Brien Lock, Illinois,
and to determine the need for installing per-
manent flow measurement equipment at
such locks to measure any leakage. The Sec-
retary is authorized to carry out such repairs
and installations as are necessary following
completion of the study.

SEC. 324. KASKASKIA RIVER, ILLINOIS.

The project for navigation, Kaskaskia

River, lllinois, authorized by section 101 of
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the River and Harbor Act of 1962 (76 Stat.

1175), is modified to add fish and wildlife and

habitat restoration as project purposes.

SEC. 325. LOCKS AND DAM 26, ALTON, ILLINOIS
AND MISSOURI.

Section 102(I) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4613) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘, that requires no sepa-
rable project lands and’” and inserting ‘‘on
project lands and other contiguous non-
project lands, including those lands referred
to as the Alton Commons. The recreational
development”’;

(2) by inserting ‘“‘shall be’ before
Federal construction’’; and

(3) by striking “*. The recreational develop-
ment’’ and inserting “‘, and”’.

SEC. 326. NORTH BRANCH OF CHICAGO RIVER, IL-
LINOIS.

The project for flood protection, North
Branch of the Chicago River, Illinois, au-
thorized by section 401(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4115), is modified to authorize the Secretary
to carry out the project in accordance with
the report of the Corps of Engineers dated
March 1994, at a total cost of $34,228,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $20,905,000 and
an estimated non-Federal cost of $13,323,000.
SEC. 327. ILLINOIS AND MICHIGAN CANAL.

Section 314(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4847) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
“Such improvements shall include marina
development at Lock 14, to be carried out in
consultation with the Illinois Department of

“at a

Natural Resources, at a total cost of
$6,374,000.”".
SEC. 328. HALSTEAD, KANSAS.

The project for flood control, Halstead,

Kansas, authorized by section 401(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4116), is modified to authorize the
Secretary to carry out the project in accord-
ance with the report of the Corps of Engi-
neers dated March 19, 1993, at a total cost of
$11,100,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$8,325,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $2,775,000.
SEC. 329. LEVISA AND TUG FORKS OF THE BIG
SANDY RIVER AND CUMBERLAND
RIVER, KENTUCKY, WEST VIRGINIA,
AND VIRGINIA.

The project for flood control, Levisa and
Tug Forks of the Big Sandy River and Cum-
berland River, Kentucky, West Virginia, and
Virginia, authorized by section 202(a) of the
Energy and Water Development Appropria-
tion Act, 1981 (94 Stat. 1339), is modified to
provide that the minimum level of flood pro-
tection to be afforded by the project shall be
the level required to provide protection from
a 100-year flood or from the flood of April
1977, whichever level of protection is greater.
SEC. 330. PRESTONBURG, KENTUCKY.

Section 109(a) of Public Law 104-46 (109
Stat. 408) is amended by striking ‘‘Modifica-
tion No. 2” and inserting ‘“‘Modification No.
3.

SEC. 331. COMITE RIVER, LOUISIANA.

The Comite River Diversion project for
flood control, authorized as part of the
project for flood control, Amite River and
Tributaries, Louisiana, by section 101(11) of
the Water Resource Development Act of 1992
(106 Stat. 4802-4803), is modified to authorize
the Secretary to construct the project at a
total cost of $121,600,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $70,577,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $51,023,000.

SEC. 332. GRAND ISLE AND VICINITY, LOUISIANA.

The project for hurricane damage preven-
tion, flood control, and beach erosion along
Grand Isle and Vicinity, Louisiana, author-
ized by section 204 of the Flood Control Act
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of 1965 (79 Stat. 1077), is modified to author-
ize the Secretary to construct a permanent
breakwater and levee system at a total cost
of $17,000,000.

SEC. 333. LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN, LOUISIANA.

The project for hurricane damage preven-
tion and flood control, Lake Pontchartrain,
Louisiana, authorized by section 204 of the
Flood Control Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1077), is
modified to provide that St. Bernard Parish,
Louisiana, and the Lake Borgne Basin Levee
District, Louisiana, shall not be required to
pay the unpaid balance, including interest,
of the non-Federal cost-share of the project.
SEC. 334. MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, LOUISI-

ANA.

The Mississippi Delta Region project, Lou-
isiana, authorized as part of the project for
hurricane-flood protection project on Lake
Pontchartrain, Louisiana, by section 204 of
the Flood Control Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1077),
is modified to direct the Secretary to pro-
vide a credit to the State of Louisiana to-
ward its non-Federal share of the cost of the
project. The credit shall be for the cost in-
curred by the State in developing and relo-
cating oyster beds to offset the adverse im-
pacts on active and productive oyster beds in
the Davis Pond project area but shall not ex-
ceed $7,500,000.

SEC. 335. MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLETS, VENICE,
LOUISIANA.

The project for navigation, Mississippi
River Outlets, Venice, Louisiana, authorized
by section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of
1968 (82 Stat. 731), is modified to provide for
the extension of the 16-foot deep by 250-foot
wide Baptiste Collette Bayou entrance chan-
nel to approximately Mile 8 of the Mis-
sissippi River-Gulf Outlet navigation chan-
nel, at a total estimated Federal cost of
$80,000.

SEC. 336. RED RIVER WATERWAY, LOUISIANA.

The project for mitigation of fish and wild-
life losses, Red River Waterway, Louisiana,
authorized by section 601(a) of the Water Re-
sources and Development Act of 1986 (100
Stat. 4142) and modified by section 102(p) of
the Water Resources and Development Act of
1990 (104 Stat. 4613), is further modified—

(1) to authorize the Secretary to carry out
the project at a total cost of $10,500,000; and

(2) to provide that lands that are purchased
adjacent to the Loggy Bayou Wildlife Man-
agement Area may be located in Caddo Par-
ish or Red River Parish.

SEC. 337. WESTWEGO TO HARVEY CANAL, LOUISI-
ANA.

The project West Bank Hurricane Protec-
tion Levee, Jefferson Parish, Louisiana, au-
thorized by section 401(f) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4128), is modified to include the Lake
Cataouatche Area Levee as part of the au-
thorized project, at a total cost of $14,375,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $9,344,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$5,031,000.

SEC. 338. TOLCHESTER CHANNEL, MARYLAND.

The project for navigation, Baltimore Har-
bor and Channels, Maryland, authorized by
section 101 of the River and Harbor Act of
1958 (72 Stat. 297) is modified to direct the
Secretary—

(1) to expedite review of potential straight-
ening of the channel at the Tolchester Chan-
nel S-Turn; and

(2) if determined to be feasible and nec-
essary for safe and efficient navigation, to
implement such straightening as part of
project maintenance.

SEC. 339. SAGINAW RIVER, MICHIGAN.

The project for flood protection, Saginaw
River, Michigan, authorized by section 203 of
the Flood Control Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 311) is
modified to include as part of the project the
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design and construction of an inflatable dam
on the Flint River, Michigan, at a total cost
of $500,000.
SEC. 340. SAULT SAINTE MARIE, CHIPPEWA
COUNTY, MICHIGAN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for naviga-
tion, Sault Sainte Marie, Chippewa County,
Michigan, authorized by section 1149 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4254-4255), is modified as provided
by this subsection.

(b) PAYMENT OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The
non-Federal share of the cost of the project
referred to in subsection (a) shall be paid as
follows:

(1) That portion of the non-Federal share
which the Secretary determines is attrib-
utable to use of the lock by vessels calling at
Canadian ports shall be paid by the United
States.

(2) The remaining portion of the non-Fed-
eral share shall be paid by the Great Lakes
States pursuant to an agreement entered
into by such States.

(c) PAYMENT TERM OF ADDITIONAL PER-
CENTAGE.—The amount to be paid by non-
Federal interests pursuant to section 101(a)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2211(a)) and this subsection
with respect to the project referred to in sub-
section (a) may be paid over a period of 50
years or the expected life of the project,
whichever is shorter.

(d) GREAT LAKES STATES DEFINED.—For the
purposes of this section, the term ‘‘Great
Lakes States’” means the States of Illinais,
Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, New York,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin.

SEC. 341. STILLWATER, MINNESOTA.

Section 363 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4861-4862) is
amended—

(1) by inserting after “‘riverfront,” the fol-
lowing: “and expansion of such system if the
Secretary determines that the expansion is
feasible,”;

(2) by striking ‘‘$3,200,000”” and inserting
“‘$11,600,000"";

(3) by striking “‘$2,400,000"” and inserting
*$8,700,000""; and

o

(4) by striking ‘‘$800,000” and inserting
**$2,900,000"".
SEC. 342. CAPE GIRARDEAU, MISSOURI.

The project for flood control, Cape

Girardeau, Jackson Metropolitan Area, Mis-
souri, authorized by section 401(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4118-4119), is modified to authorize
the Secretary to construct the project, in-
cluding implementation of nonstructural
measures, at a total cost of $45,414,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $33,030,000 and
an estimated non-Federal cost of $12,384,000.
SEC. 343. NEW MADRID HARBOR, MISSOURI.

The project for navigation, New Madrid
Harbor, Missouri, authorized pursuant to
section 107 of the River and Harbor Act of
1960 (33 U.S.C. 577) and modified by section
102(n) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4807), is further modi-
fied to direct the Secretary to assume re-
sponsibility for maintenance of the existing
Federal channel referred to in such section
102(n) in addition to maintaining New Ma-
drid County Harbor.

SEC. 344. ST. JOHN'S BAYOU—NEW MADRID
FLOODWAY, MISSOURI.

Notwithstanding any other provision of
law, Federal assistance made available under
the rural enterprise zone program of the De-
partment of Agriculture may be used toward
payment of the non-Federal share of the
costs of the project for flood control, St.
John’s Bayou and New Madrid Floodway,
Missouri, authorized by section 401(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4118).
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SEC. 345. JOSEPH G. MINISH PASSAIC RIVER
PARK, NEW JERSEY.

Section 101(a)(18)(B) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1990 (104 Stat.
4608) is amended by striking ‘“$25,000,000"” and
inserting ““$75,000,000"".

SEC. 346. MOLLY ANN'S BROOK, NEW JERSEY.

The project for flood control, Molly Ann’s
Brook, New Jersey, authorized by section
401(a) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4119), is modified to au-
thorize the Secretary to carry out the
project in accordance with the report of the
Corps of Engineers dated April 3, 1996, at a
total cost of $40,100,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $22,600,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $17,500,000.

SEC. 347. PASSAIC RIVER, NEW JERSEY.

Section 1148 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4254) is amended
to read as follows:

“SEC. 1148. PASSAIC RIVER BASIN.

‘“(2) ACQUISITION OF LANDS.—The Secretary
is authorized to acquire from willing sellers
lands on which residential structures are lo-
cated and which are subject to frequent and
recurring flood damage, as identified in the
supplemental floodway report of the Corps of
Engineers, Passaic River Buyout Study, Sep-
tember 1995, at an estimated total cost of
$194,000,000.

““(b) RETENTION OF LANDS FOR FLOOD PRO-
TECTION.—Lands acquired by the Secretary
under this section shall be retained by the
Secretary for future use in conjunction with
flood protection and flood management in
the Passaic River Basin.

“(c) CosT SHARING.—The non-Federal share
of the cost of carrying out this section shall
be 25 percent plus any amount that might re-
sult from application of the requirements of
subsection (d).

““(d) APPLICABILITY OF BENEFIT-COST RATIO
WAIVER AUTHORITY.—In evaluating and im-
plementing the project under this section,
the Secretary shall allow the non-Federal in-
terest to participate in the financing of the
project in accordance with section 903(c) of
this Act, to the extent that the Secretary’s
evaluation indicates that applying such sec-
tion is necessary to implement the project.”.
SEC. 348. RAMAPO RIVER AT OAKLAND, NEW JER-

SEY AND NEW YORK.

The project for flood control, Ramapo
River at Oakland, New Jersey and New York,
authorized by section 401(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4120), is modified to authorize the Secretary
to carry out the project in accordance with
the report of the Corps of Engineers dated
May 1994, at a total cost of $11,300,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $8,500,000 and an
estimated non-Federal cost of $2,800,000.

SEC. 349. RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY,
NEW JERSEY.

Section 102(q) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4808) is
amended by striking ‘‘for Cliffwood Beach’.
SEC. 350. ARTHUR KILL, NEW YORK AND NEW

JERSEY.

The project for navigation, Arthur Kill,
New York and New Jersey, authorized by
section 202(b) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4098), is modi-
fied to authorize the Secretary to carry out
the project to a depth of not to exceed 45 feet
if determined to be feasible by the Secretary
at a total cost of $83,000,000.

SEC. 351. JONES INLET, NEW YORK.

The project for navigation, Jones Inlet,
New York, authorized by section 2 of the Act
entitled ““An Act authorizing construction,
repair, and preservation of certain public
works on rivers and harbors, and for other
purposes’, approved March 2, 1945 (59 Stat.
13), is modified to direct the Secretary to
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place uncontaminated dredged material on
beach areas downdrift from the federally
maintained channel for the purpose of miti-
gating the interruption of littoral system
natural processes caused by the jetty and
continued dredging of the federally main-
tained channel.

SEC. 352. KILL VAN KULL, NEW YORK AND NEW

JERSEY.

The project for navigation, Kill Van Kull,
New York and New Jersey, authorized by
section 202(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4095), is modi-
fied to authorize the Secretary to carry out
the project at a total cost of $750,000,000.

SEC. 353. WILMINGTON HARBOR-NORTHEAST
CAPE FEAR RIVER, NORTH CARO-
LINA.

The project for navigation, Wilmington
Harbor-Northeast Cape Fear River, North
Carolina, authorized by section 202(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4095), is modified to authorize the
Secretary to construct the project substan-
tially in accordance with the General Design
Memorandum dated April 1990 and the Gen-
eral Design Memorandum Supplement dated
February 1994, at a total cost of $52,041,000,
with an estimated Federal cost of $25,729,000
and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$26,312,000.

SEC. 354. GARRISON DAM, NORTH DAKOTA.

The project for flood control, Garrison
Dam, North Dakota, authorized by section 9
of the Flood Control Act of December 22, 1944
(58 Stat. 891), is modified to authorize the
Secretary to acquire permanent flowage and
saturation easements over the lands in Wil-
liams County, North Dakota, extending from
the riverward margin of the Buford-Trenton
Irrigation District main canal to the north
bank of the Missouri River, beginning at the
Buford-Trenton Irrigation District pumping
station located in the northeast quarter of
section 17, township 152 north, range 104
west, and continuing northeasterly down-
stream to the land referred to as the East
Bottom, and any other lands outside of the
boundaries of the Buford-Trenton Irrigation
District which have been adversely affected
by rising ground water and surface flooding.
Any easement acquired by the Secretary
pursuant to this subsection shall include the
right, power, and privilege of the Govern-
ment to submerge, overflow, percolate, and
saturate the surface and subsurface of the
land. The cost of acquiring such easements
shall not exceed 90 percent, or be less than 75
percent, of the unaffected fee value of the
lands. The project is further modified to au-
thorize the Secretary to provide a lump sum
payment of $60,000 to the Buford-Trenton Ir-
rigation District for power requirements as-
sociated with operation of the drainage
pumps and to relinquish all right, title, and
interest of the United States to the drainage
pumps located within the boundaries of the
Irrigation District.

SEC. 355. RENO BEACH-HOWARDS FARM, OHIO.

The project for flood protection, Reno
Beach-Howards Farm, Ohio, authorized by
section 203 of the Flood Control Act, 1948 (62
Stat. 1178), is modified to provide that the
value of lands, easements, rights-of-way, and
disposal areas that are necessary to carry
out the project and are provided by the non-
Federal interest shall be determined on the
basis of the appraisal performed by the Corps
of Engineers and dated April 4, 1985.

SEC. 356. WISTER LAKE, OKLAHOMA.

The flood control project for Wister Lake,
LeFlore County, Oklahoma, authorized by
section 4 of the Flood Control Act of June 28,
1938 (52 Stat. 1218), is modified to increase
the elevation of the conservation pool to 478
feet and to adjust the seasonal pool oper-
ation to accommodate the change in the con-
servation pool elevation.
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SEC. 357. BONNEVILLE LOCK AND DAM, COLUM-
BIA RIVER, OREGON AND WASHING-
TON.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for Bonne-
ville Lock and Dam, Columbia River, Oregon
and Washington, authorized by the Act of
August 20, 1937 (50 Stat. 731), and modified by
section 83 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1974 (88 Stat. 35), is further
modified to authorize the Secretary to con-
vey to the city of North Bonneville, Wash-
ington, at no further cost to the city, all
right, title and interest of the United States
in and to the following:

(1) Any municipal facilities, utilities fix-
tures, and equipment for the relocated city,
and any remaining lands designated as open
spaces or municipal lots not previously con-
veyed to the city, specifically, Lots M1
through M15, M16 (the ‘“‘community center
lot’”), M18, M19, M22, M24, S42 through S45,
and S52 through S60.

(2) The ‘‘school lot”” described as Lot 2,
block 5, on the plat of relocated North Bon-
neville.

(3) Parcels 2 and C, but only upon the com-
pletion of any environmental response ac-
tions required under applicable law.

(4) That portion of Parcel B lying south of
the existing city boundary, west of the sew-
age treatment plant, and north of the drain-
age ditch that is located adjacent to the
northerly limit of the Hamilton Island land-
fill, provided the Secretary determines, at
the time of the proposed conveyance, that
the Army has taken all action necessary to
protect human health and the environment.

(5) Such portions of Parcel H which can be
conveyed without a requirement for further
investigation, inventory or other action by
the Department of the Army under the pro-
visions of the National Historic Preservation
Act.

(6) Such easements as the Secretary deems
necessary for—

(A) sewer and water line crossings of relo-
cated Washington State Highway 14; and

(B) reasonable public access to the Colum-
bia River across those portions of Hamilton
Island that remain under the ownership of
the United States.

(b) TIME PERIOD FOR CONVEYANCES.—The
conveyances referred to in subsections (a)(1),
(@)(2), (a)(5), and (a)(6)(A) shall be completed
within 180 days after the United States re-
ceives the release referred to in subsection
(d). All other conveyances shall be completed
expeditiously, subject to any conditions
specified in the applicable subsection.

(c) PURPOSE.—The purpose of the convey-
ances authorized by subsection (a) is to re-
solve all outstanding issues between the
United States and the city of North Bonne-
ville.

(d) ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF PAYMENT; RE-
LEASE OF CLAIMS RELATING TO RELOCATION OF
CITY.—As a prerequisite to the conveyances
authorized by subsection (a), the city of
North Bonneville shall execute an acknowl-
edgement of payment of just compensation
and shall execute a release of any and all
claims for relief of any kind against the
United States growing out of the relocation
of the city of North Bonneville, or any prior
Federal legislation relating thereto, and
shall dismiss, with prejudice, any pending
litigation, if any, involving such matters.

(e) RELEASE BY ATTORNEY GENERAL.—Upon
receipt of the city’s acknowledgment and re-
lease referred to in subsection (d), the Attor-
ney General of the United States shall dis-
miss any pending litigation, if any, arising
out of the relocation of the city of North
Bonneville, and execute a release of any and
all rights to damages of any kind under the
February 20, 1987, judgment of the United
States Claims Court, including any interest
thereon.
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(f) ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF ENTITLEMENTS;
RELEASE BY CITY OF CLAIMS.—Within 60 days
after the conveyances authorized by sub-
section (a) (other than paragraph (6)(B)) have
been completed, the city shall execute an ac-
knowledgement that all entitlements under
such paragraph have been completed and
shall execute a release of any and all claims
for relief of any kind against the United
States arising out of this subsection.

(g) EFFeECTS ON CITY.—Beginning on the
date of the enactment of this Act, the city of
North Bonneville, or any successor in inter-
est thereto, shall—

(1) be precluded from exercising any juris-
diction over any lands owned in whole or in
part by the United States and administered
by the United States Army Corps of Engi-
neers in connection with the Bonneville
project; and

(2) be authorized to change the zoning des-
ignations of, sell, or resell Parcels S35 and
S56, which are presently designated as open
spaces.

SEC. 358. COLUMBIA RIVER DREDGING, OREGON
AND WASHINGTON.

The project for navigation, Lower Willam-
ette and Columbia Rivers below Vancouver,
Washington and Portland, Oregon, author-
ized by the first section of the River and
Harbor Appropriations Act of June 18, 1878
(20 Stat. 152), is modified to direct the Sec-
retary—

(1) to conduct channel simulation and to
carry out improvements to the existing deep
draft channel between the mouth of the river
and river mile 34 at a cost not to exceed
$2,400,000; and

(2) to conduct overdepth and advance
maintenance dredging that is necessary to
maintain authorized channel dimensions.
SEC. 359. GRAYS LANDING LOCK AND DAM,

MONONGAHELA RIVER, PENNSYLVA-
NIA.

The project for navigation Grays Landing
Lock and Dam, Monongahela River, Penn-
sylvania, authorized by section 301(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4110), is modified to authorize the
Secretary to construct the project at a total
cost of $181,000,000. The costs of construction
of the project are to be paid %> from amounts
appropriated from the general fund of the
Treasury and ¥ from amounts appropriated
from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund.

SEC. 360. LACKAWANNA RIVER AT SCRANTON,
PENNSYLVANIA.

The project for flood control, Lackawanna
River at Scranton, Pennsylvania, authorized
by section 101(16) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4803), is
modified to direct the Secretary to carry out
the project for flood control for the Plot and
Green Ridge sections of the project.

SEC. 361. MUSSERS DAM, MIDDLE CREEK, SNY-
DER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.

Section 209(e)(5) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4830) is
amended by striking *“$3,000,000” and insert-
ing ““$5,000,000".

SEC. 362. SAW MILL RUN, PENNSYLVANIA.

The project for flood control, Saw Mill
Run, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, authorized
by section 401(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4124), is
modified to authorize the Secretary to carry
out the project in accordance with the report
of the Corps of Engineers dated April 8, 1994,
at a total cost of $12,780,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $9,585,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $3,195,000.

SEC. 363. SCHUYLKILL RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA.

The navigation project for the Schuylkill
River, Pennsylvania, authorized by the first
section of the River and Harbor Appropria-
tions Act of August 8, 1917 (40 Stat. 252), is
modified to provide for the periodic removal
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and disposal of sediment to a depth of 6 feet
detained within portions of the Fairmount
pool between the Fairmount Dam and the
Columbia Bridge, generally within the limits
of the channel alignments referred to as the
Schuylkill River Racecourse and return lane,
and the Belmont Water Works intakes and
Boathouse Row.

SEC. 364. SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA.

(a) CosT SHARING.—Section 313(d)(3)(A) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1992 (106 Stat. 4846; 109 Stat. 407) is amended
to read as follows:

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Total project costs
under each local cooperation agreement en-
tered into under this subsection shall be
shared at 75 percent Federal and 25 percent
non-Federal. The non-Federal interest shall
receive credit for design and construction
services and other in-kind work, whether oc-
curring subsequent to, or within 6 years
prior to, entering into an agreement with
the Secretary. The Federal share may be
provided in the form of grants or reimburse-
ments of project costs. Non-Federal interests
shall also receive credit for grants and the
value of work performed on behalf of such in-
terests by State and local agencies.”.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
Section 313(g)(1) of such Act (106 Stat. 4846;
109 Stat. 407) is amended by striking
““$50,000,000” and inserting ‘‘$90,000,000"".

SEC. 365. WYOMING VALLEY, PENNSYLVANIA.

The project for flood control, Wyoming
Valley, Pennsylvania, authorized by section
401(a) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4124), is modified to au-
thorize the Secretary to undertake as part of
the construction of the project mechanical
and electrical upgrades to  existing
stormwater pumping stations in the Wyo-
ming Valley and to undertake mitigation
measures.

SEC. 366. SAN JUAN HARBOR, PUERTO RICO.

The project for navigation, San Juan Har-
bor, Puerto Rico, authorized by section
202(a) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4097), is modified to au-
thorize the Secretary to deepen the bar
channel to depths varying from 49 feet to 56
feet below mean low water with other modi-
fications to authorized interior channels as
generally described in the General Reevalua-
tion Report and Environmental Assessment,
dated March 1994, at a total cost of
$43,993,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$27,341,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost
of $16,652,000.

SEC. 367. NARRAGANSETT, RHODE ISLAND.

Section 361(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4861) is

amended—
(1) by striking ‘‘$200,000” and inserting
“‘$1,900,000’7;
(2) by striking ‘‘$150,000”” and inserting
“$1,425,000""; and
(3) by striking ‘$50,000”” and inserting
“‘$475,000"".
SEC. 368. CHARLESTON HARBOR, SOUTH CARO-
LINA.
The project for navigation, Charleston

Harbor, South Carolina, authorized by sec-
tion 202(a) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4096), is modified
to direct the Secretary to undertake ditch-
ing, clearing, spillway replacement, and dike
reconstruction of the Clouter Creek Disposal
Area, as a part of the operation and mainte-
nance of the Charleston Harbor project.

SEC. 369. DALLAS FLOODWAY EXTENSION, DAL-

LAS, TEXAS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con-
trol, Dallas Floodway Extension, Dallas,
Texas, authorized by section 301 of the River
and Harbor Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1091), is
modified to provide that flood protection
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works constructed by the non-Federal inter-
ests along the Trinity River in Dallas, Texas,
for Rochester Park and the Central
Wastewater Treatment Plant shall be in-
cluded as a part of the project and the cost
of such works shall be credited against the
non-Federal share of project costs but shall
not be included in calculating benefits of the
project.

(b) DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT.—The
amount to be credited under subsection (a)
shall be determined by the Secretary. In de-
termining such amount, the Secretary may
permit crediting only for that portion of the
work performed by the non-Federal interests
which is compatible with the project referred
to in subsection (@), including any modifica-
tion thereof, and which is required for con-
struction of such project.

(c) CAsH CONTRIBUTION.—Nothing in this
section shall be construed to limit the appli-
cability of the requirement contained in sec-
tion 103(a)(1)(A) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 to the project referred
to in subsection (a).

SEC. 370. UPPER JORDAN RIVER, UTAH.

The project for flood control, Upper Jordan
River, Utah, authorized by section 101(a)(23)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1990 (104 Stat. 4610), is modified to authorize
the Secretary to construct the project at a
total cost of $12,870,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $8,580,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $4,290,000.

SEC. 371. HAYSI LAKE, VIRGINIA.

The Haysi Lake, Virginia, feature of the
project for flood control, Tug Fork of the Big
Sandy River, Kentucky, West Virginia, and
Virginia, authorized by section 202(a) of the
Energy and Water Development Appropria-
tion Act, 1981 (94 Stat. 1339), is modified—

(1) to add recreation and fish and wildlife
enhancement as project purposes;

(2) to direct the Secretary to construct the
Haysi Dam feature of the project substan-
tially in accordance with Plan A as set forth
in the Draft General Plan Supplement Re-
port for the Levisa Fork Basin, Virginia and
Kentucky, dated May 1995;

(3) to direct the Secretary to apply section
103(m) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4087) to the construc-
tion of such feature in the same manner as
that section is applied to other projects or
project features construed pursuant to such
section 202(a); and

(4) to provide for operation and mainte-
nance of recreational facilities on a reim-
bursable basis.

SEC. 372. RUDEE INLET, VIRGINIA BEACH, VIR-
GINIA.

The project for navigation and shoreline
protection, Rudee Inlet, Virginia Beach, Vir-
ginia, authorized by section 601(a) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986
(100 Stat. 4148), is modified to authorize the
Secretary to continue maintenance of the
project for 50 years beginning on the date of
initial construction of the project. The Fed-
eral share of the cost of such maintenance
shall be determined in accordance with title
| of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986.

SEC. 373. VIRGINIA BEACH, VIRGINIA.

The non-Federal share of the costs of the
project for beach erosion control and hurri-
cane protection, Virginia Beach, Virginia,
authorized by section 501(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4136), shall be reduced by $3,120,803, or by
such amount as is determined by an audit
carried out by the Secretary to be due to the
city of Virginia Beach as reimbursement for
the Federal share of beach nourishment ac-
tivities carried out by the city between Octo-
ber 1, 1986, and September 30, 1993, if the Fed-
eral Government has not reimbursed the city
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for the activities prior to the date on which
a project cooperative agreement is executed
for the project.

SEC. 374. EAST WATERWAY, WASHINGTON.

The project for navigation, East and West
waterways, Seattle Harbor, Washington, au-
thorized by the first section of the River and
Harbor Appropriations Act of March 2, 1919
(40 Stat. 1275), is modified to direct the Sec-
retary—

(1) to expedite review of potential deepen-
ing of the channel in the East waterway
from Elliott Bay to Terminal 25 to a depth of
up to 51 feet; and

(2) if determined to be feasible, to imple-
ment such deepening as part of project main-
tenance.

In carrying out work authorized by this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall coordinate with the
Port of Seattle regarding use of Slip 27 as a
dredged material disposal area.

SEC. 375. BLUESTONE LAKE, WEST VIRGINIA.

Section 102(ff) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4810) is
amended by inserting ‘‘except for that or-
ganic matter necessary to maintain and en-
hance the biological resources of such waters
and such nonobtrusive items of debris as
may not be economically feasible to prevent
being released through such project,” after
“‘project,” the first place it appears.

SEC. 376. MOOREFIELD, WEST VIRGINIA.

The project for flood control, Moorefield,
West Virginia, authorized by section
101(a)(25) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4610-4611), is modi-
fied to authorize the Secretary to construct
the project at a total cost of $22,000,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $17,100,000 and
an estimated non-Federal cost of $4,900,000.
SEC. 377. SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA.

(a) CosT SHARING.—Section 340(c)(3) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1992
(106 Stat. 4856) is amended to read as follows:

““(3) COST SHARING.—

“(A) IN GENERAL.—Total project costs
under each local cooperation agreement en-
tered into under this subsection shall be
shared at 75 percent Federal and 25 percent
non-Federal. The non-Federal interest shall
receive credit for the reasonable costs of de-
sign work completed by such interest prior
to entering into a local cooperation agree-
ment with the Secretary for a project. The
credit for such design work shall not exceed
6 percent of the total construction costs of
the project. The Federal share may be in the
form of grants or reimbursements of project
costs.

“(B) INTEREST.—In the event of delays in
the funding of the non-Federal share of a
project that is the subject of an agreement
under this section, the non-Federal interest
shall receive credit for reasonable interest
incurred in providing the non-Federal share
of a project’s cost.

““(C) LANDS, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-
WAY CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest shall
receive credit for lands, easements, rights-of-
way, and relocations toward its share of
project costs, including all reasonable costs
associated with obtaining permits necessary
for the construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of such project on publicly owned or
controlled lands, but not to exceed 25 percent
of total project costs.

‘“(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Oper-
ation and maintenance costs for projects
constructed with assistance provided under
this section shall be 100 percent non-Fed-
eral.”.

(b) FUNDING.—Section 340(g) of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat.
4856) is amended by striking ‘“$5,000,000"" and
inserting “‘$25,000,000"".
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SEC. 378. WEST VIRGINIA TRAIL HEAD FACILI-
TIES.

Section 306 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4840-4841) is
amended by adding at the end the following:
“The Secretary shall enter into an inter-
agency agreement with the Federal entity
which provided assistance in the preparation
of the study for the purposes of providing on-
going technical assistance and oversight for
the trail facilities envisioned by the master
plan developed under this section. The Fed-
eral entity shall provide such assistance and
oversight.”.

SEC. 379. KICKAPOO RIVER, WISCONSIN.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood con-
trol and allied purposes, Kickapoo River,
Wisconsin, authorized by section 203 of the
Flood Control Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1190) and
modified by section 814 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4169), is further modified as provided by this
section.

(b) TRANSFER OF PROPERTY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to the require-
ments of this subsection, the Secretary shall
transfer to the State of Wisconsin, without
consideration, all right, title, and interest of
the United States to the lands described in
paragraph (3), including all works, struc-
tures, and other improvements to such lands.

(2) TRANSFER TO SECRETARY OF THE INTE-
RIOR.—Subject to the requirements of this
subsection, on the date of the transfer under
paragraph (1), the Secretary shall transfer to
the Secretary of the Interior, without con-
sideration, all right, title, and interest of the
United States in and to lands that are cul-
turally and religiously significant sites of
the Ho-Chunk Nation (a federally recognized
Indian tribe) and are located within the
lands described in paragraph (3). Such lands
shall be specified in accordance with para-
graph (4)(C) and may not exceed a total of
1,200 acres.

(3) LAND DESCRIPTION.—The lands to be
transferred pursuant to paragraphs (1) and
(2) are the approximately 8,569 acres of land
associated with the LaFarge Dam and Lake
portion of the project referred to in sub-
section (a) in Vernon County, Wisconsin, in
the following sections:

(A) Section 31, Township 14 North, Range 1
West of the 4th Principal Meridian.

(B) Sections 2 through 11, and 16, 17, 20, and
21, Township 13 North, Range 2 West of the
4th Principal Meridian.

(C) Sections 15, 16, 21 through 24, 26, 27, 31,
and 33 through 36, Township 14 North, Range
2 West of the 4th Principal Meridian.

(4) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—

(A) HOLD HARMLESS; REIMBURSEMENT OF
UNITED STATES.—The transfer under para-
graph (1) shall be made on the condition that
the State of Wisconsin enters into a written
agreement with the Secretary to hold the
United States harmless from all claims aris-
ing from or through the operation of the
lands and improvements subject to the
transfer. If title to the lands described in
paragraph (3) is sold or transferred by the
State, then the State shall reimburse the
United States for the price originally paid by
the United States for purchasing such lands.

(B) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall make
the transfers under paragraphs (1) and (2)
only if on or before October 31, 1997, the
State of Wisconsin enters into and submits
to the Secretary a memorandum of under-
standing, as specified in subparagraph (C),
with the tribal organization (as defined by
section 4(l) of the Indian Self-Determination
and Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C.
450b(1))) of the Ho-Chunk Nation.

(C) MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING.—The
memorandum of understanding referred to in
subparagraph (B) shall contain, at a mini-
mum, the following:
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(i) A description of sites and associated
lands to be transferred to the Secretary of
the Interior under paragraph (2).

(if) An agreement specifying that the lands
transferred under paragraphs (1) and (2) shall
be preserved in a natural state and developed
only to the extent necessary to enhance out-
door recreational and educational opportuni-
ties.

(iii) An agreement specifying the terms
and conditions of a plan for the management
of the lands to be transferred under para-
graphs (1) and (2).

(iv) A provision requiring a review of the
plan referred to in clause (iii) to be con-
ducted every 10 years under which the State
of Wisconsin, acting through the Kickapoo
Valley Governing Board, and the Ho-Chunk
Nation may agree to revisions of the plan in
order to address changed circumstances on
the lands transferred under paragraph (2).
Such provision may include a plan for the
transfer by the State to the Secretary of the
Interior of any additional site discovered to
be culturally and religiously significant to
the Ho-Chunk Nation.

(5) ADMINISTRATION OF LANDS.—The lands
transferred to the Secretary of the Interior
under paragraph (2), and any lands trans-
ferred to the Secretary of the Interior pursu-
ant to the memorandum of understanding
entered into under paragraph (3), shall be
held in trust for, and added to and adminis-
tered as part of the reservation of, the Ho-
Chunk Nation.

(6) TRANSFER OF FLOWAGE EASEMENTS.—The
Secretary shall transfer to the owner of the
servient estate, without consideration, all
right, title, and interest of the United States
in and to each flowage easement acquired as
part of the project referred to in subsection
(a) within Township 14 North, Range 2 West
of the 4th Principal Meridian, Vernon Coun-
ty, Wisconsin.

(7) DEAUTHORIZATION.—EXxcept as provided
in subsection (c), the LaFarge Dam and Lake
portion of the project referred to in sub-
section (a) is not authorized after the date of
the transfer under this subsection.

(8) INTERIM MANAGEMENT AND MAINTE-
NANCE.—The Secretary shall continue to
manage and maintain the LaFarge Dam and
Lake portion of the project referred to in
subsection (a) until the date of the transfer
under this section.

(c) COMPLETION OF PROJECT FEATURES.—

(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall un-
dertake the completion of the following fea-
tures of the project referred to in subsection
(a):
(A) The continued relocation of State high-
way route 131 and county highway routes P
and F substantially in accordance with plans
contained in Design Memorandum No. 6, Re-
location-LaFarge Reservoir, dated June 1970;
except that the relocation shall generally
follow the existing road rights-of-way
through the Kickapoo Valley.

(B) Environmental cleanup and site res-
toration of abandoned wells, farm sites, and
safety modifications to the water control
structures.

(C) Cultural resource activities to meet the
requirements of Federal law.

(2) PARTICIPATION BY STATE OF WISCONSIN.—
In undertaking the completion of the fea-
tures described in paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall determine the requirements of
the State of Wisconsin on the location and
design of each such feature.

(d) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this section for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996,
$17,000,000.

SEC. 380. TETON COUNTY, WYOMING.

Section 840 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4176) is amend-
ed—
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(1) by striking ‘‘: Provided, That” and in-
serting “‘; except that’’;

(2) by striking ““in cash or materials” and
inserting ‘‘, through providing in-kind serv-
ices or cash or materials,”; and

(3) by adding at the end the following: “‘In
carrying out this section, the Secretary may
enter into agreements with the non-Federal
sponsor permitting the non-Federal sponsor
to perform operation and maintenance for
the project on a cost-reimbursable basis.”.

TITLE IV—-STUDIES
SEC. 401. CORPS CAPABILITY STUDY, ALASKA.

The Secretary shall review the capability
of the Corps of Engineers to plan, design,
construct, operate, and maintain rural sani-
tation projects for rural and Native villages
in Alaska. Not later than 18 months after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall transmit findings and rec-
ommendations on the agency’s capability,
together with recommendations on the ad-
visability of assuming such a mission.

SEC. 402. MCDOWELL MOUNTAIN, ARIZONA.

The Secretary shall credit the non-Federal
share of the cost of the feasibility study on
the McDowell Mountain project an amount
equivalent to the cost of work performed by
the city of Scottsdale, Arizona, and accom-
plished prior to the city’s entering into an
agreement with the Secretary if the Sec-
retary determines that the work is necessary
for the study.

SEC. 403. NOGALES WASH AND TRIBUTARIES, ARI-
ZONA.

(a) STupY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study of the relationship of flooding in
Nogales, Arizona, and floodflows emanating
from Mexico.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall transmit
to Congress a report on the results of the
study conducted under subsection (a), to-
gether with recommendations concerning
the appropriate level of non-Federal partici-
pation in the project for flood control,
Nogales Wash and tributaries, Arizona, au-
thorized by section 101(a)(4) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1990 (104 Stat.
4606).

SEC. 404. GARDEN GROVE, CALIFORNIA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study to as-
sess the feasibility of implementing improve-
ments in the regional flood control system
within Garden Grove, California.

SEC. 405. MUGU LAGOON, CALIFORNIA.

(a) STuDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study of the environmental impacts associ-
ated with sediment transport, flood flows,
and upstream watershed land use practices
on Mugu Lagoon, California. The study shall
include an evaluation of alternatives for the
restoration of the estuarine ecosystem func-
tions and values associated with Mugu La-
goon and the endangered and threatened spe-
cies inhabiting the area.

(b) CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION.—IN
conducting the study, the Secretary shall
consult with the Secretary of the Navy and
shall coordinate with State and local re-
source agencies to assure that the study is
compatible with restoration efforts for the
Calleguas Creek watershed.

(c¢) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall transmit to Congress a
report on the results of the study.

SEC. 406. SANTA YNEZ, CALIFORNIA.

(a) PLANNING.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall prepare a comprehensive
river basin management plan addressing the
long term ecological, economic, and flood
control needs of the Santa Ynez River basin,
California. In preparing such plan, the Sec-
retary shall consult the Santa Barbara Flood
Control District and other affected local gov-
ernmental entities.
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(b) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
shall provide technical assistance to the
Santa Barbara Flood Control District with
respect to implementation of the plan to be
prepared under subsection (a).

SEC. 407. SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA INFRASTRUC-

(a) AsSSISTANCE.—Section 116(d)(1) of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1990
(104 Stat. 4624) is amended—

(1) in the heading of paragraph (1) by in-
serting ‘“AND ASSISTANCE” after ‘“STuDY”’;
and

(2) by adding at the end the following: “‘In
addition, the Secretary shall provide tech-
nical, design, and planning assistance to
non-Federal interests in developing potential
infrastructure projects.”.

(b) FUNDING.—Section 116(d)(3) of such Act
is amended by striking “‘$1,500,000"” and in-
serting ‘‘$7,500,000".

SEC. 408. YOLO BYPASS, SACRAMENTO-SAN JOA-
QUIN DELTA, CALIFORNIA.

The Secretary shall study the advisability
of acquiring land in the vicinity of the Yolo
Bypass iIn the Sacramento-San Joaquin
Delta, California, for the purpose of environ-
mental mitigation for the flood control
project for Sacramento, California, and
other water resources projects in the area.
SEC. 409. CHAIN OF ROCKS CANAL, ILLINOIS.

The Secretary shall complete a limited re-
evaluation of the authorized St. Louis Har-
bor Project in the vicinity of the Chain of
Rocks Canal, Illinois, and consistent with
the authorized purposes of that project, to
include evacuation of waters interior to the
Chain of Rocks Canal East Levee.

SEC. 410. QUINCY, ILLINOIS.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall study and
evaluate the critical infrastructure of the
Fabius River Drainage District, the South
Quincy Drainage and Levee District, the Sny
Island Levee Drainage District, and the city
of Quincy, lllinois—

(1) to determine if additional flood protec-
tion needs of such infrastructure should be
identified or implemented;

(2) to produce a definition of critical infra-
structure;

(3) to develop evaluation criteria; and

(4) to enhance existing geographic informa-
tion system databases to encompass relevant
data that identify critical infrastructure for
use in emergencies and in routine operation
and maintenance activities.

(b) CONSIDERATION OF OTHER STUDIES.—In
conducting the study under this section, the
Secretary shall consider the recommenda-
tions of the Interagency Floodplain Manage-
ment Committee Report, the findings of the
Floodplain Management Assessment of the
Upper Mississippi River and Lower Missouri
Rivers and Tributaries, and other relevant
studies and findings.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the study, together
with recommendations regarding each of the
purposes of the study described in para-
graphs (1) through (4) of subsection (a).

SEC. 411. SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS.

The Secretary shall provide technical,
planning, and design assistance to the city of
Springfield, Illinois, in developing—

(1) an environmental impact statement for
the proposed development of a water supply
reservoir, including the preparation of nec-
essary documentation in support of the envi-
ronmental impact statement; and

(2) an evaluation of technical, economic,
and environmental impacts of such develop-
ment.

SEC. 412. BEAUTY CREEK WATERSHED,
VALPARAISO CITY, PORTER COUNTY,
INDIANA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study to as-
sess the feasibility of implementing
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streambank erosion control measures and

flood control measures within the Beauty

Creek watershed, Valparaiso City, Porter

County, Indiana.

SEC. 413. GRAND CALUMET RIVER, HAMMOND, IN-
DIANA.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study to establish a methodology and sched-
ule to restore the wetlands at Wolf Lake and
George Lake in Hammond, Indiana.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the study conducted
under subsection (a).

SEC. 414. INDIANA HARBOR CANAL, EAST CHI-
CAGO, LAKE COUNTY, INDIANA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of the
feasibility of including environmental and
recreational features, including a vegetation
buffer, as part of the project for navigation,
Indiana Harbor Canal, East Chicago, Lake
County, Indiana, authorized by the first sec-
tion of the Rivers and Harbors Appropria-
tions Act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 657).

SEC. 415. KOONTZ LAKE, INDIANA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of the
feasibility of implementing measures to re-
store Koontz Lake, Indiana, including meas-
ures to remove silt, sediment, nutrients,
aquatic growth, and other noxious materials
from Koontz Lake, measures to improve pub-
lic access facilities to Koontz Lake, and
measures to prevent or abate the deposit of
sediments and nutrients in Koontz Lake.
SEC. 416. LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, INDIANA.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study of the impact of the project for flood
control, Little Calumet River, Indiana, au-
thorized by section 401(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4115), on flooding and water quality in the vi-
cinity of the Black Oak area of Gary, Indi-
ana.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the study conducted
under subsection (a), together with rec-
ommendations for cost-effective remediation
of impacts described in subsection (a).

(c) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of the study to be conducted under
subsection (a) shall be 100 percent.

SEC. 417. TIPPECANOE RIVER WATERSHED, INDI-
ANA.

(a) STuDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study of water quality and environmental
restoration needs in the Tippecanoe River
watershed, Indiana, including measures nec-
essary to reduce siltation in Lake Shafer and
Lake Freeman.

(b) AssISTANCE.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide technical, planning, and design assist-
ance to the Shafer Freeman Lakes Environ-
mental Conservation Corporation in address-
ing potential environmental restoration ac-
tivities determined as a result of the study
conducted under subsection (a).
SEC. 418. CALCASIEU  SHIP

HACKBERRY, LOUISIANA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study to de-
termine the need for improved navigation
and related support service structures in the
vicinity of the Calcasieu Ship Channel,
Hackberry, Louisiana.

SEC. 419. HURON RIVER, MICHIGAN.

The Secretary shall conduct a study to de-
termine the need for channel improvements
and associated modifications for the purpose
of providing a harbor of refuge at Huron
River, Michigan.

SEC. 420. SACO RIVER, NEW HAMPSHIRE.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of
flood control problems along the Saco River
in Hart’s Location, New Hampshire, for the
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purpose of evaluating retaining walls, berms,

and other structures with a view to potential

solutions involving repair or replacement of

existing structures and shall consider other

alternatives for flood damage reduction.

SEC. 421. BUFFALO RIVER GREENWAY, NEW
YORK.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of a
potential greenway trail project along the
Buffalo River between the park system of
the city of Buffalo, New York, and Lake
Erie. Such study shall include preparation of
an integrated plan of development that takes
into consideration the adjacent parks, na-
ture preserves, bikeways, and related rec-
reational facilities.

SEC. 422. PORT OF NEWBURGH, NEW YORK.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of the
feasibility of carrying out improvements for
navigation at the port of Newburgh, New
York.

SEC. 423. PORT OF NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY SEDI-
MENT STUDY.

(a) STUDY OF MEASURES TO REDUCE SEDI-
MENT DEPOSITION.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a study of measures that could reduce
sediment deposition in the vicinity of the
Port of New York-New Jersey for the pur-
pose of reducing the volumes to be dredged
for navigation projects in the Port.

(b) DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL STUDY.—
The Secretary shall conduct a study to de-
termine the feasibility of constructing and
operating an underwater confined dredged
material disposal site in the Port of New
York-New Jersey which could accommodate
as much as 250,000 cubic yards of dredged ma-
terials for the purpose of demonstrating the
feasibility of an underwater confined dis-
posal pit as an environmentally suitable
method of containing certain sediments.

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary shall transmit
to Congress a report on the results of the
studies conducted under this section, to-
gether with any recommendations of the
Secretary concerning reduction of sediment
deposition referred to in subsection (a).

SEC. 424. PORT OF NEW YORK-NEW JERSEY NAVI-
GATION STUDY.

The Secretary shall conduct a comprehen-
sive study of navigation needs at the Port of
New York-New Jersey (including the South
Brooklyn Marine and Red Hook Container
Terminals, Staten Island, and adjacent
areas) to address improvements, including
deepening of existing channels to depths of
50 feet or greater, that are required to pro-
vide economically efficient and environ-
mentally sound navigation to meet current
and future requirements.

SEC. 425. CHAGRIN RIVER, OHIO.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of
flooding problems along the Chagrin River in
Eastlake, Ohio. In conducting such study,
the Secretary shall evaluate potential solu-
tions to flooding from all sources, including
that resulting from ice jams, and shall evalu-
ate the feasibility of a sedimentation collec-
tion pit and other potential measures to re-
duce flooding.

SEC. 426. CUYAHOGA RIVER, OHIO.

The Secretary shall conduct a study to
evaluate the integrity of the bulkhead sys-
tem located on the Federal channel along
the Cuyahoga River in the vicinity of Cleve-
land, Ohio, and shall provide to the non-Fed-
eral interest an analysis of costs and repairs
of the bulkhead system.

SEC. 427. CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA, ESTU-
ARY.

The Secretary is authorized to conduct a
study of the Charleston estuary area located
in Charleston, Berkeley, and Dorchester
Counties, South Carolina, for the purpose of
evaluating environmental conditions in the
tidal reaches of the Ashley, Cooper, Stono,
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and Wando Rivers and the lower portions of

Charleston Harbor.

SEC. 428. MUSTANG ISLAND, CORPUS CHRISTI,
TEXAS.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of
navigation along the south-central coast of
Texas near Corpus Christi for the purpose of
determining the feasibility of constructing
and maintaining the Packery Channel on the
southern portion of Mustang Island.

SEC. 429. PRINCE WILLIAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA.

The Secretary shall conduct a study of
flooding, erosion, and other water resources
problems in Prince William County, Vir-
ginia, including an assessment of wetlands
protection, erosion control, and flood dam-
age reduction needs of the County.

SEC. 430. PACIFIC REGION.

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary is authorized to
conduct studies in the interest of navigation
in that part of the Pacific region that in-
cludes American Samoa, Guam, and the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Is-
lands.

(b) CosT SHARING.—The cost sharing provi-
sions of section 105 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2215; 100
Stat. 4088-4089) shall apply to studies under
this section.

SEC. 431. FINANCING OF INFRASTRUCTURE
NEEDS OF SMALL AND MEDIUM
PORTS.

(a) STubpY.—The Secretary shall conduct a
study of alternative financing mechanisms
for ensuring adequate funding for the infra-
structure needs of small and medium ports.

(b) MEcHANISMS To BE STuDIED.—Mecha-
nisms to be studied under subsection (a)
shall include the establishment of revolving
loan funds.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port containing the results of the study con-
ducted under subsection (a).

TITLE V—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
SEC. 501. PROJECT DEAUTHORIZATIONS.

The following projects are not authorized
after the date of the enactment of this Act:

(1) BRANFORD HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.—The
following portion of the project for naviga-
tion, Branford River, Connecticut, author-
ized by the first section of the Rivers and
Harbors Appropriations Act of June 13, 1902
(32 Stat. 333): Starting at a point on the Fed-
eral channel line whose coordinates are
N156181.32, E581572.38, running south 70 de-
grees 11 minutes 8 seconds west a distance of
171.58 feet to another point on the Federal
channel line whose coordinates are
N156123.18, E581410.96.

(2) BRIDGEPORT HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.—The
following portion of the project for naviga-
tion, Bridgeport Harbor, Connecticut, au-
thorized by section 101 of the River and Har-
bor Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 297): A 2.4-acre an-
chorage area, 9 feet deep, and an adjacent
0.6-acre anchorage, 6 feet deep, located on
the west side of Johnsons River.

(3) GUILFORD HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.—The
following portion of the project for naviga-
tion, Guilford Harbor, Connecticut, author-
ized by section 2 of the Act entitled ‘““An Act
authorizing construction, repair, and preser-
vation of certain public works on rivers and
harbors, and for other purposes’, approved
March 2, 1945 (50 Stat. 13): Starting at a point
where the Sluice Creek Channel intersects
with the main entrance channel, N159194.63,
E623201.07, thence running north 24 degrees 58
minutes 15.2 seconds west 478.40 feet to a
point N159628.31, E622999.11, thence running
north 20 degrees 18 minutes 31.7 seconds west
351.53 feet to a point N159957.99, E622877.10,
thence running north 69 degrees 41 minutes
37.9 seconds east 55.000 feet to a point
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N159977.08, E622928.69, thence turning and
running south 20 degrees 18 minutes 31.0 sec-
onds east 349.35 feet to a point N159649.45,
E623049.94, thence turning and running south
24 degrees 58 minutes 11.1 seconds east 341.36
feet to a point N159340.00, E623194.04, thence
turning and running south 90 degrees 0 min-
utes 0 seconds east 78.86 feet to a point
N159340.00, E623272.90.

(4) JOHNSONS RIVER CHANNEL, BRIDGEPORT
HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.—The following por-
tion of the project for navigation, Johnsons
River Channel, Bridgeport Harbor, Connecti-
cut, authorized by the first section of the
Rivers and Harbors Act of July 24, 1946 (60
Stat. 634): Northerly of a line across the Fed-
eral channel. The coordinates of such line
are N 123318.35, E 486301.68 and N 123257.15, E
486380.77.

(5) MYSTIC RIVER, CONNECTICUT.—The fol-

lowing portion of the project for improving
the Mystic River, Connecticut, authorized by
the River and Harbor Act approved March 4,
1913 (37 Stat. 802):
Beginning in the 15-foot deep channel at co-
ordinates north 190860.82, east 814416.20,
thence running southeast about 52.01 feet to
the coordinates north 190809.47, east 814424.49,
thence running southwest about 34.02 feet to
coordinates north 190780.46, east 814406.70,
thence running north about 80.91 feet to the
point of beginning.

(6) NORWALK HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.—

(A) DEAUTHORIZATION.—The portion of the
project for navigation, Norwalk Harbor, Con-
necticut, authorized by the River and Harbor
Act of March 2, 1919 (40 Stat. 1276), that lies
northerly of a line across the Federal chan-
nel having coordinates N104199.72, E417774.12
and N104155.59, E417628.96, and those portions
of the 6-foot deep East Norwalk Channel and
Anchorage, authorized by section 2 of the
Act entitled ““An Act authorizing the con-
struction, repair, and preservation of certain
public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes’’, approved March 2, 1945 (59
Stat. 13), not included in the description of
the realignment of the project contained in
subparagraph (B).

(B) REALIGNMENT DESCRIPTION.—The re-
aligned 6-foot deep East Norwalk Channel
and Anchorage is described as follows: start-
ing at a point on the East Norwalk Channel,
N95743.02, E419581.37, thence running north-
westerly about 463.96 feet to a point
N96197.93, E419490.18, thence running north-
westerly about 549.32 feet to a point
N96608.49, E419125.23, thence running north-
westerly about 384.06 feet to a point
N96965.94, E418984.75, thence running north-
westerly about 407.26 feet to a point
N97353.87, E418860.78, thence running westerly
about 58.26 feet to a point N97336.26,
E418805.24, thence running northwesterly
about 70.99 feet to a point N97390.30,
E418759.21, thence running westerly about
71.78 feet to a point on the anchorage limit
N97405.26, E418689.01, thence running south-
erly along the western limits of the existing
Federal anchorage until reaching a point
NO95893.74, [EA419449.17, thence running in a
southwesterly direction about 78.74 feet to a
point on the East Norwalk Channel N95815.62,
E419439.33.

(C) REeDESIGNATION.—AIIl of the realigned
channel shall be redesignated as anchorage,
with the exception of that portion of the
channel which narrows to a width of 100 feet
and terminates at a line whose coordinates
are N96456.81, [E419260.06, and N96390.37,
E419185.32, which shall remain as a channel.

(7) SOUTHPORT HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.—

(A) DEAUTHORIZATION PORTION OF
PROJECT.—The following portions of the
project for navigation, Southport Harbor,
Connecticut, authorized by the first section
of the Rivers and Harbors Act of August 30,
1935 (49 Stat. 1029):
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(i) The 6-foot deep anchorage located at the
head of the project.

(ii) The portion of the 9-foot deep channel
beginning at a bend in the channel whose co-
ordinates are north 109131.16, east 452653.32
running thence in a northeasterly direction
about 943.01 feet to a point whose coordi-
nates are north 109635.22, east 453450.31 run-
ning thence in a southeasterly direction
about 22.66 feet to a point whose coordinates
are north 109617.15, east 453463.98 running
thence in a southwesterly direction about
945.18 feet to the point of beginning.

(B) REMAINDER.—The remaining portion of
the project referred to in subparagraph (A)
northerly of a line whose coordinates are
north 108699.15, east 452768.36 and north
108655.66, east 452858.73 shall be redesignated
as an anchorage.

(8) STONY CREEK, BRANFORD, CONNECTICUT.—
The following portion of the project for navi-
gation, Stony Creek, Connecticut, author-
ized under section 107 of the River and Har-
bor Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 577): The 6-foot ma-
neuvering basin starting at a point
N157031.91, E599030.79, thence running north-
easterly about 221.16 feet to a point
N157191.06, E599184.37, thence running north-
erly about 162.60 feet to a point N157353.56,
E599189.99, thence running southwesterly
about 358.90 feet to the point of origin.

(9) KENNEBUNK RIVER, MAINE.—That portion
of the project for navigation, Kennebunk
River, Maine, authorized by section 101 of
the River and Harbor Act of 1962 (76 Stat.
1173) and consisting of a 6-foot deep channel
that lies northerly of a line whose coordi-
nates are N191412.53, E417265.28 and
N191445.83, E417332.48.

(10) YORK HARBOR, MAINE.—That portion of
the project for navigation, York Harbor,
Maine, authorized by section 101 of the River
and Harbor Act of 1960 (74 Stat. 480), located
in the 8-foot deep anchorage area beginning
at coordinates N 109340.19, E 372066.93, thence
running north 65 degrees 12 minutes 10.5 sec-
onds E 423.27 feet to a point N 109517.71,
E372451.17, thence running north 28 degrees 42
minutes 58.3 seconds west 11.68 feet to a
point N 109527.95, E 372445.56, thence running
south 63 degrees 37 minutes 24.6 seconds west
422.63 feet returning to the point of begin-
ning and that portion in the 8-foot deep an-
chorage area beginning at coordinates N
108557.24, E 371645.88, thence running south 60
degrees 41 minutes 17.2 seconds east 484.51
feet to a point N 108320.04, E 372068.36, thence
running north 29 degrees 12 minutes 53.3 sec-
onds east 15.28 feet to a point N 108333.38, E
372075.82, thence running north 62 degrees 29
minutes 42.1 seconds west 484.73 feet return-
ing to the point of beginning.

(11) CHELSEA RIVER, BOSTON HARBOR, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—The following portion of the
project for navigation, Boston Harbor, Mas-
sachusetts, authorized by section 101 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1173),
consisting of a 35-foot deep channel in the
Chelsea River: Beginning at a point on the
northern limit of the existing project
N505357.84, E724519.19, thence running north-
easterly about 384.19 feet along the northern
limit of the existing project to a bend on the
northern limit of the existing project
N505526.87, E724864.20, thence running south-
easterly about 368.00 feet along the northern
limit of the existing project to another point
N505404.77, E725211.35, thence running west-
erly about 594.53 feet to a point N505376.12,
E724617.51, thence running southwesterly
about 100.00 feet to the point of origin.

(12) COHASSET HARBOR, COHASSET, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—The following portions of the
project for navigation, Cohasset Harbor,
Massachusetts, authorized under section 107
of the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C.
577):
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(A) The portion starting at a point
N453510.15, E792664.63, thence running south
53 degrees 07 minutes 05.4 seconds west 307.00
feet to a point N453325.90, E792419.07, thence
running north 57 degrees 56 minutes 36.8 sec-
onds west 201.00 feet to a point N453432.58,
E792248.72, thence running south 88 degrees 57
minutes 25.6 seconds west 50.00 feet to a
point N453431.67, E792198.73, thence running
north 01 degree 02 minutes 52.3 seconds west
66.71 feet to a point N453498.37, E792197.51,
thence running north 69 degrees 12 minutes
52.3 seconds east 332.32 feet to a point
N453616.30, E792508.20, thence running south
55 degrees 50 minutes 24.1 seconds east 189.05
feet to the point of origin.

(B) The portion starting at a point
N452886.64, E791287.83, thence running south
00 degrees 00 minutes 00.0 seconds west 56.04
feet to a point N452830.60, E791287.83, thence
running north 90 degrees 00 minutes 00.0 sec-
onds west 101.92 feet to a point, N452830.60,
E791185.91, thence running north 52 degrees 12
minutes 49.7 seconds east 89.42 feet to a
point, N452885.39, E791256.58, thence running
north 87 degrees 42 minutes 33.8 seconds east
31.28 feet to the point of origin.

(C) The portion starting at a point,
N452261.08, E792040.24, thence running north
89 degrees 07 minutes 19.5 seconds east 118.78
feet to a point, N452262.90, E792159.01, thence
running south 43 degrees 39 minutes 06.8 sec-
onds west 40.27 feet to a point, N452233.76,
E792131.21, thence running north 74 degrees 33
minutes 29.1 seconds west 94.42 feet to a
point, N452258.90, E792040.20, thence running
north 01 degree 03 minutes 04.3 seconds east
2.18 feet to the point of origin.

(13) FALMOUTH, MASSACHUSETTS.—

(A) DEAUTHORIZATIONS.—The following por-
tions of the project for navigation, Falmouth
Harbor, Massachusetts, authorized by sec-
tion 101 of the River and Harbor Act of 1948
(62 Stat. 1172):

(i) The portion commencing at a point
north 199286.37 east 844394.81 a line running
north 73 degrees 09 minutes 29 seconds east
440.34 feet to a point north 199413.99 east
844816.36, thence turning and running north
43 degrees 09 minutes 34.5 seconds east 119.99
feet to a point north 199501.52 east 844898.44,
thence turning and running south 66 degrees
52 minutes 03.5 seconds east 547.66 feet re-
turning to a point north 199286.41 east
844394.91.

(if) The portion commencing at a point
north 199647.41 east 845035.25 a line running
north 43 degrees 09 minutes 33.1 seconds east
767.15 feet to a point north 200207.01 east
845560.00, thence turning and running north
11 degrees 04 minutes 24.3 seconds west 380.08
feet to a point north 200580.01 east 845487.00,
thence turning and running north 22 degrees
05 minutes 50.8 seconds east 1332.36 feet to a
point north 201814.50 east 845988.21, thence
turning and running north 02 degrees 54 min-
utes 15.7 seconds east 15.0 feet to a point
north 201829.48 east 845988.97, thence turning
and running south 24 degrees 56 minutes 42.3
seconds west 1410.29 feet returning to the
point north 200550.75 east 845394.18.

(B) REDESIGNATION.—The portion of the
project for navigation Falmouth, Massachu-
setts, referred to in subparagraph (A) up-
stream of a line designated by the 2 points
north 199463.18 east 844496.40 and north
199350.36 east 844544.60 is redesignated as an
anchorage area.

(14) MYSTIC RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.—The
following portion of the project for naviga-
tion, Mystic River, Massachusetts, author-
ized by section 101 of the River and Harbor
Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 164): The 35-foot deep
channel beginning at a point on the northern
limit of the existing project, N506243.78,
E717600.27, thence running easterly about
1000.00 feet along the northern limit of the
existing project to a point, N506083.42,
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E718587.33, thence running southerly about
40.00 feet to a point, N506043.94, E718580.91,
thence running westerly about 1000.00 feet to
a point, N506204.29, E717593.85, thence run-
ning northerly about 40.00 feet to the point
of origin.

(15) RESERVED CHANNEL, BOSTON, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—That portion of the project for
navigation, Reserved Channel, Boston, Mas-
sachusetts, authorized by section 101(a)(12) of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1990 (104 Stat. 4607), that consists of a 40-foot
deep channel beginning at a point along the
southern limit of the authorized project,
N489391.22, E728246.54, thence running north-
erly about 54 feet to a point, N489445.53,
E728244.97, thence running easterly about
2,926 feet to a point, N489527.38, E731170.41,
thence running southeasterly about 81 feet
to a point, N489474.87, E731232.55, thence run-
ning westerly about 2,987 feet to the point of
origin.

(16) WEYMOUTH-FORE AND TOWN RIVERS,
MASSACHUSETTS.—The following portions of
the project for navigation, Weymouth-Fore
and Town Rivers, Boston Harbor, Massachu-
setts, authorized by section 301 of the River
and Harbor Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1089):

(A) The 35-foot deep channel beginning at
a bend on the southern limit of the existing
project, N457394.01, E741109.74, thence run-
ning westerly about 405.25 feet to a point,
N457334.64, E740708.86, thence running south-
westerly about 462.60 feet to another bend in
the southern limit of the existing project,
N457132.00, E740293.00, thence running north-
easterly about 857.74 feet along the southern
limit of the existing project to the point of
origin.

(B) The 15 and 35-foot deep channels begin-
ning at a point on the southern limit of the
existing project, N457163.41, E739903.49,
thence running northerly about 111.99 feet to
a point, N457275.37, E739900.76, thence run-
ning westerly about 692.37 feet to a point
N457303.40, E739208.96, thence running south-
westerly about 190.01 feet to another point on
the southern limit of the existing project,
N457233.17, E739032.41, thence running eas-
terly about 873.87 feet along the southern
limit of the existing project to the point of
origin.

(17) COCHECO RIVER, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—The
portion of the project for navigation,
Cocheco River, New Hampshire, authorized
by the first section of the Act entitled ‘““An
Act making appropriations for the construc-
tion, repair, and preservation of certain pub-
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other
purposes’, approved September 19, 1890 (26
Stat. 436), that consists of a 7-foot deep chan-
nel that lies northerly of a line the coordi-
nates of which are N255292.31, E713095.36, and
N255334.51, E713138.01.

(18) MORRISTOWN HARBOR, NEW YORK.—The
following portion of the project for naviga-
tion, Morristown Harbor, New York, author-
ized by the first section of the Rivers and
Harbors Act of January 21, 1927 (44 Stat.
1011): The portion that lies north of the
north boundary of Morris Street extended.

(19) OSWEGATCHIE RIVER, OGDENSBURG NEW
YORK.—The portion of the Federal channel of
the project for navigation, Ogdensburg Har-
bor, New York, authorized by the first sec-
tion of the Rivers and Harbors Appropria-
tions Act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 635), as
modified by the first section of the Rivers
and Harbors Act of August 30, 1935 (49 Stat.
1037), that is in the Oswegatchie River in
Ogdensburg, New York, from the southern-
most alignment of the Route 68 bridge up-
stream to the northernmost alignment of the
Lake Street bridge.

(20) CONNEAUT HARBOR, OHIO.—The most
southerly 300 feet of the 1,670-foot long Shore
Arm of the project for navigation, Conneaut
Harbor, Ohio, authorized by the first section
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of the Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act
of June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. 653).

(21) LORAIN SMALL BOAT BASIN, LAKE ERIE,
OHI10.—The portion of the Federal navigation
channel, Lorain Small Boat Basin, Lake
Erie, Ohio, authorized pursuant to section
107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (74
Stat. 486) that is situated in the State of
Ohio, County of Lorain, Township of Black
River and is a part of Original Black River
Township Lot Number 1, Tract Number 1,
further known as being submerged lands of
Lake Erie owned by the State of Ohio and
that is more definitely described as follows:

Commencing at a drill hole found on the
centerline of Lakeside Avenue (60 feet in
width) at the intersection of the centerline
of the East Shorearm of Lorain Harbor, said
point is known as United States Army Corps
of Engineers Monument No. 203 (N658012.20,
E208953.88).

Thence, in a line north 75 degrees 26 min-
utes 12 seconds west, a distance of 387.87 feet
to a point (N658109.73, E2089163.47). This point
is hereinafter in this paragraph referred to
as the “‘principal point of beginning”.

Thence, north 58 degrees 14 minutes 11 sec-
onds west, a distance of 50.00 feet to a point
(N658136.05, E2089120.96).

Thence, south 67 degrees 49 minutes 32 sec-
onds west, a distance of 665.16 feet to a point
(N657885.00, E2088505.00).

Thence, north 88 degrees 13 minutes 52 sec-
onds west, a distance of 551.38 feet to a point
(N657902.02, E2087953.88).

Thence, north 29 degrees 17 minutes 42 sec-
onds east, a distance of 114.18 feet to point
(N658001.60, E2088009.75).

Thence, south 88 degrees 11 minutes 40 sec-
onds east, a distance of 477.00 feet to a point
(N657986.57, E2088486.51).

Thence, north 68 degrees 11 minutes 06 sec-
onds east, a distance of 601.95 feet to a point
(N658210.26, E2089045.35).

Thence, north 35 degrees 11 minutes 34 sec-
onds east, a distance of 89.58 feet to a point
(N658283.47, E2089096.98).

Thence, south 20 degrees 56 minutes 30 sec-
onds east, a distance of 186.03 feet to the
principal point of beginning (N658109.73,
E2089163.47) and containing within such
bounds 2.81 acres, more or less, of submerged
land.

(22) APPONAUG COVE, WARWICK, RHODE IS-
LAND.—The following portion of the project
for navigation, Apponaug Cove, Rhode Is-
land, authorized under section 101 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1960 (74 Stat. 480):
The 6-foot channel bounded by coordinates
N223269.93, E513089.12; N223348.31, E512799.54;
N223251.78, E512773.41; and N223178.0,
E513046.0.

(23) PORT WASHINGTON HARBOR, WISCONSIN.—
The following portion of the navigation
project for Port Washington Harbor, Wiscon-
sin, authorized by the Rivers and Harbors
Appropriations Act of July 11, 1870 (16 Stat.
223): Beginning at the northwest corner of
project at Channel Pt. No. 36, of the Federal
Navigation Project, Port Washington Har-
bor, Ozaukee County, Wisconsin, at coordi-
nates N513529.68, E2535215.64, thence 188 de-
grees 31 minutes 59 seconds, a distance of
178.32 feet, thence 196 degrees 47 minutes 17
seconds, a distance of 574.80 feet, thence 270
degrees 58 minutes 25 seconds, a distance of
465.50 feet, thence 178 degrees 56 minutes 17
seconds, a distance of 130.05 feet, thence 87
degrees 17 minutes 05 seconds, a distance of
510.22 feet, thence 104 degrees 58 minutes 31
seconds, a distance of 178.33 feet, thence 115
degrees 47 minutes 55 seconds, a distance of
244.15 feet, thence 25 degrees 12 minutes 08
seconds, a distance of 310.00 feet, thence 294
degrees 46 minutes 50 seconds, a distance of
390.20 feet, thence 16 degrees 56 minutes 16
seconds, a distance of 570.90 feet, thence 266
degrees 01 minutes 25 seconds, a distance of
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190.78 feet to Channel Pt. No. 36, point of be-
ginning.
SEC. 502. PROJECT REAUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) GRAND PRAIRIE REGION AND BAYou
METO BASIN, ARKANSAS.—The project for
flood control, Grand Prairie Region and
Bayou Meto Basin, Arkansas, authorized by
section 204 of the Flood Control Act of 1950
(64 Stat. 174) and deauthorized pursuant to
section 1001(b)(1) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)(1)), is
authorized to be carried out by the Sec-
retary; except that the scope of the project
includes ground water protection and con-
servation, agricultural water supply, and wa-
terfowl management.

(b) WHITE RIVER, ARKANSAS.—The project
for navigation, White River Navigation to
Batesville, Arkansas, authorized by section
601(a) of the Water Resources Development
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4139) and deauthorized
by section 52(b) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1988 (102 Stat. 4045), is au-
thorized to be carried out by the Secretary.

(c) DEs PLAINES RIVER, ILLINOIS.—The
project for wetlands research, Des Plaines
River, Illinois, authorized by section 45 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1988 (102 Stat. 4041) and deauthorized pursu-
ant to section 1001 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)), is
authorized to be carried out by the Sec-

retary.
(d) ALPENA HARBOR, MICHIGAN.—The
project for navigation, Alpena Harbor,

Michigan, authorized by section 301 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1090)
and deauthorized pursuant to section 1001 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)), is authorized to be
carried out by the Secretary.

(e) ONTONAGON HARBOR, ONTONAGON COUNTY,
MICHIGAN.—The project for navigation,
Ontonagon Harbor, Ontonagon County,
Michigan, authorized by section 101 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 1176)
and deauthorized pursuant to section 1001 of
the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)), is authorized to be
carried out by the Secretary.

(f) KNIFE RIVER HARBOR, MINNESOTA.—The
project for navigation, Knife River Harbor,
Minnesota, authorized by section 100 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1974 (88
Stat. 41) and deauthorized pursuant to sec-
tion 1001 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)), is au-
thorized to be carried out by the Secretary.

(g) CLIFFwooD BEACH, NEW JERSEY.—The
project for hurricane-flood protection and
beach erosion control on Raritan Bay and
Sandy Hook Bay, New Jersey, authorized by
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1962
(76 Stat. 118) and deauthorized pursuant to
section 1001 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)), is au-
thorized to be carried out by the Secretary.
SEC. 503. CONTINUATION OF AUTHORIZATION OF

CERTAIN PROJECTS.

(a) GENERAL RULE.—Notwithstanding sec-
tion 1001 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a), the follow-
ing projects shall remain authorized to be
carried out by the Secretary:

(1) CEDAR RIVER HARBOR, MICHIGAN.—The
project for navigation, Cedar River Harbor,
Michigan, authorized by section 301 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1090).

(2) CROSS VILLAGE HARBOR, MICHIGAN.—The
project for navigation, Cross Village Harbor,
Michigan, authorized by section 101 of the
River and Harbor Act of 1966 (80 Stat. 1405).

(b) LIMITATION.—A project described in
subsection (a) shall not be authorized for
construction after the last day of the 5-year
period that begins on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act unless, during such period,
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funds have been obligated for the construc-
tion (including planning and design) of the
project.

SEC. 504. LAND CONVEYANCES.

(a) OAKLAND INNER HARBOR TIDAL CANAL
PROPERTY, CALIFORNIA.—Section 205 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1990
(104 Stat. 4633) is amended—

(1) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing new paragraph:

““(3) To adjacent land owners, the United
States title to all or portions of that part of
the Oakland Inner Harbor Tidal Canal which
are located within the boundaries of the city
in which such land rests. Such conveyance
shall be at fair market value.”’;

(2) by inserting after ‘‘right-of-way’’ the
following: “‘or other rights deemed necessary
by the Secretary’’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:
“The conveyances and processes involved
will be at no cost to the United States.”.

(b) MARIEMONT, OHIO.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
vey to the village of Mariemont, Ohio, for a
sum of $85,000 all right, title, and interest of
the United States in and to a parcel of land
(including improvements thereto) under the
jurisdiction of the Corps of Engineers and
known as the ‘‘Ohio River Division Labora-
tory”’, as such parcel is described in para-
graph (4).

(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The convey-
ance under paragraph (1) shall be subject to
such terms and conditions as the Secretary
considers necessary and appropriate to pro-
tect the interests of the United States.

(3) PRoOCEeEDS.—AIIl proceeds from the con-
veyance under paragraph (1) shall be depos-
ited in the general fund of the Treasury of
the United States and credited as mis-
cellaneous receipts.

(4) PROPERTY DESCRIPTION.—The parcel of
land referred to in paragraph (1) is the parcel
situated in the State of Ohio, County of
Hamilton, Township 4, Fractional Range 2,
Miami Purchase, Columbia Township, Sec-
tion 15, being parts of Lots 5 and 6 of the sub-
division of the dower tract of the estate of
Joseph Ferris as recorded in Plat Book 4,
Page 112, of the Plat Records of Hamilton
County, Ohio, Recorder’s Office, and more
particularly described as follows:

Beginning at an iron pin set to mark the
intersection of the easterly line of Lot 5 of
said subdivision of said dower tract with the
northerly line of the right-of-way of the Nor-
folk and Western Railway Company as shown
in Plat Book 27, Page 182, Hamilton County,
Ohio, Surveyor’s Office, thence with said
northerly right-of-way line;

South 70 degrees 10 minutes 13 seconds
west 258.52 feet to a point; thence leaving the
northerly right-of-way of the Norfolk and
Western Railway Company;

North 18 degrees 22 minutes 02 seconds
west 302.31 feet to a point in the south line of
Mariemont Avenue; thence along said south
line;

North 72 degrees 34 minutes 35 seconds east
167.50 feet to a point; thence leaving the
south line of Mariemont Avenue;

North 17 degrees 25 minutes 25 seconds
west 49.00 feet to a point; thence

North 72 degrees 34 minutes 35 seconds east
100.00 feet to a point; thence

South 17 degrees 25 minutes 25 seconds east
49.00 feet to a point; thence

North 72 degrees 34 minutes 35 seconds east
238.90 feet to a point; thence

South 00 degrees 52 minutes 07 seconds east
297.02 feet to a point in the northerly line of
the Norfolk and Western Railway Company;
thence with said northerly right-of-way;

South 70 degrees 10 minutes 13 seconds
west 159.63 feet to a point of beginning, con-
taining 3.22 acres, more or less.
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(c) EUFAULA LAKE, OKLAHOMA.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
vey to the city of Eufaula, Oklahoma, all
right, title, and interest of the United States
in and to a parcel of land consisting of ap-
proximately 12.5 acres located at the Eufaula
Lake project.

(2) CoNsIDERATION.—Consideration for the
conveyance under paragraph (1) shall be the
fair market value of the parcel (as deter-
mined by the Secretary) and payment of all
costs of the United States in making the
conveyance, including the costs of—

(A) the survey required under paragraph
(OF

(B) any other necessary survey or survey
monumentation;

(C) compliance with the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et
seq.); and

(D) any coordination necessary with re-
spect to requirements relating to endangered
species, cultural resources, and clean air (in-
cluding the costs of agency consultation and
public hearings).

(3) LAND SURVEYS.—The exact acreage and
description of the parcel to be conveyed
under paragraph (1) shall be determined by
such surveys as the Secretary considers nec-
essary, which shall be carried out to the sat-
isfaction of the Secretary.

(4) ENVIRONMENTAL BASELINE SURVEY.—
Prior to making the conveyance under para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall conduct an en-
vironmental baseline survey to determine
the levels of any contamination (as of the
date of the survey) for which the United
States would be responsible under the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.) and any other applicable
law.

(5) CONDITIONS CONCERNING RIGHTS AND
EASEMENT.—The conveyance under para-
graph (1) shall be subject to existing rights
and to retention by the United States of a
flowage easement over all portions of the
parcel that lie at or below the flowage ease-
ment contour for the Eufaula Lake project.

(6) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The con-
veyance under paragraph (1) shall be subject
to such other terms and conditions as the
Secretary considers necessary and appro-
priate to protect the interests of the United
States.

(d) BOARDMAN, OREGON.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
vey to the city of Boardman, Oregon, all
right, title, and interest of the United States
in and to a parcel of land consisting of ap-
proximately 141 acres acquired as part of the
John Day Lock and Dam project in the vicin-
ity of such city currently under lease to the
Boardman Park and Recreation District.

(2) CONSIDERATION.—

(A) PARK AND RECREATION PROPERTIES.—
Properties to be conveyed under this sub-
section that will be retained in public owner-
ship and used for public park and recreation
purposes shall be conveyed without consider-
ation. If any such property is no longer used
for public park and recreation purposes, then
title to such property shall revert to the Sec-
retary.

(B) OTHER PROPERTIES.—Properties to be
conveyed under this subsection and not de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) shall be con-
veyed at fair market value.

(3) CONDITIONS CONCERNING RIGHTS AND
EASEMENT.—The conveyance of properties
under this subsection shall be subject to ex-
isting first rights of refusal regarding acqui-
sition of such properties and to retention of
a flowage easement over portions of the
properties that the Secretary determines to
be necessary for operation of the project.

(4) OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The con-
veyance of properties under this subsection
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shall be subject to such other terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary considers necessary
and appropriate to protect the interests of
the United States.

(e) TRI-CITIES AREA, WASHINGTON.—

(1) GENERAL AUTHORITY.—AS soon as prac-
ticable after the date of the enactment of
this Act, the Secretary shall make the con-
veyances to the local governments referred
to in paragraph (2) of all right, title, and in-
terest of the United States in and to the
property described in paragraph (2).

(2) PROPERTY DESCRIPTIONS.—

(A) BENTON COUNTY.—The property to be
conveyed pursuant to paragraph (1) to Ben-
ton County, Washington, is the property in
such county which is designated ‘““‘Area D’ on
Exhibit A to Army Lease No. DACW-68-1-81—
43.

(B) FRANKLIN COUNTY, WASHINGTON.—The
property to be conveyed pursuant to para-
graph (1) to Franklin County, Washington,
is—

(i) the 105.01 acres of property leased pursu-
ant to Army Lease No. DACW-68-1-77-20 as
executed by Franklin County, Washington,
on April 7, 1977;

(ii) the 35 acres of property leased pursuant
to Supplemental Agreement No. 1 to Army
Lease No. DACW-68-1-77-20;

(iii) the 20 acres of property commonly
known as ‘‘Richland Bend” which is des-
ignated by the shaded portion of Lot 1, Sec-
tion 11, and the shaded portion of Lot 1, Sec-
tion 12, Township 9 North, Range 28 East,
W.M. on Exhibit D to Supplemental Agree-
ment No. 2 to Army Lease No. DACW-68-1-
77-20;

(iv) the 7.05 acres of property commonly
known as “Taylor Flat”” which is designated
by the shaded portion of Lot 1, Section 13,
Township 11 North, Range 28 East, W.M. on
Exhibit D to Supplemental Agreement No. 2
to Army Lease No. DACW-68-1-77-20;

(v) the 14.69 acres of property commonly
known as ‘“‘Byers Landing” which is des-
ignated by the shaded portion of Lots 2 and
3, Section 2, Township 10 North, Range 28
East, W.M. on Exhibit D to Supplemental
Agreement No. 2 to Army Lease No. DACW-
68-1-77-20; and

(vi) all levees within Franklin County,
Washington, as of the date of the enactment
of this Act, and the property upon which the
levees are situated.

(C) CITY OF KENNEWICK, WASHINGTON.—The
property to be conveyed pursuant to para-
graph (1) to the city of Kennewick, Washing-
ton, is the property within the city which is
subject to the Municipal Sublease Agree-
ment entered into on April 6, 1989, between
Benton County, Washington, and the cities
of Kennewick and Richland, Washington.

(D) CITY OF RICHLAND, WASHINGTON.—The
property to be conveyed pursuant to para-
graph (1), to the city of Richland, Washing-
ton, is the property within the city which is
subject to the Municipal Sublease Agree-
ment entered into on April 6, 1989, between
Benton County, Washington, and the Cities
of Kennewick and Richland, Washington.

(E) CITY OF PASCO, WASHINGTON.—The prop-
erty to be conveyed pursuant to paragraph
(1), to the city of Pasco, Washington, is—

(i) the property within the city of Pasco,
Washington, which is leased pursuant to
Army Lease No. DACW-68-1-77-10; and

(i) all levees within such city, as of the
date of the enactment of this Act, and the
property upon which the levees are situated.

(F) PORT OF PASCO, WASHINGTON.—The prop-
erty to be conveyed pursuant to paragraph
(1) to the Port of Pasco, Washington, is—

(i) the property owned by the United
States which is south of the Burlington
Northern Railroad tracks in Lots 1 and 2,
Section 20, Township 9 North, Range 31 East,
W.M.; and
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(ii) the property owned by the United
States which is south of the Burlington
Northern Railroad tracks in Lots 1, 2, 3, and
4, in each of Sections 21, 22, and 23, Township
9 North, Range 31 East, W.M.

(G) ADDITIONAL PROPERTIES.—In addition
to properties described in subparagraphs (A)
through (F), the Secretary may convey to a
local government referred to in subpara-
graphs (A) through (F) such properties under
the jurisdiction of the Secretary in the Tri-
Cities area as the Secretary and the local
government agree are appropriate for con-
veyance.

(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The conveyances under
paragraph (1) shall be subject to such terms
and conditions as the Secretary considers
necessary and appropriate to protect the in-
terests of the United States.

(B) SPECIAL RULES FOR FRANKLIN COUNTY.—
The property described in paragraph
(2)(B)(vi) shall be conveyed only after Frank-
lin County, Washington, has entered into a
written agreement with the Secretary which
provides that the United States shall con-
tinue to operate and maintain the flood con-
trol drainage areas and pump stations on the
property conveyed and that the United
States shall be provided all easements and
rights necessary to carry out that agree-
ment.

(C) SPECIAL RULE FOR CITY OF PASCO.—The
property described in paragraph (2)(E)(ii)
shall be conveyed only after the city of
Pasco, Washington, has entered into a writ-
ten agreement with the Secretary which pro-
vides that the United States shall continue
to operate and maintain the flood control
drainage areas and pump stations on the
property conveyed and that the United
States shall be provided all easements and
rights necessary to carry out that agree-
ment.

(D) CONSIDERATION.—

(i) PARK AND RECREATION PROPERTIES.—
Properties to be conveyed under this sub-
section that will be retained in public owner-
ship and used for public park and recreation
purposes shall be conveyed without consider-
ation. If any such property is no longer used
for public park and recreation purposes, then
title to such property shall revert to the Sec-
retary.

(ii) OTHER PROPERTIES.—Properties to be
conveyed under this subsection and not de-
scribed in clause (i) shall be conveyed at fair
market value.

(4) LAKE WALLULA LEVEES.—

(A) DETERMINATION OF
HEIGHT.—

(i) CONTRACT.—Within 30 days after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall contract with a private entity
agreed to under clause (ii) to determine,
within 6 months after such date of enact-
ment, the minimum safe height for the lev-
ees of the project for flood control, Lake
Wallula, Washington. The Secretary shall
have final approval of the minimum safe
height.

(if) AGREEMENT OF LOCAL OFFICIALS.—A
contract shall be entered into under clause
(i) only with a private entity agreed to by
the Secretary, appropriate representatives of
Franklin County, Washington, and appro-
priate representatives of the city of Pasco,
Washington.

(B) AUTHORITY.—A local government may
reduce, at its cost, the height of any levee of
the project for flood control, Lake Wallula,
Washington, within the boundaries of such
local government to a height not lower than
the minimum safe height determined pursu-
ant to subparagraph (A).

(f) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER LAws.—Any
contract for sale, deed, or other transfer of
real property under this section shall be car-

MINIMUM  SAFE
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ried out in compliance with all applicable
provisions of section 120(h) of the Com-
prehensive Environmental Response, Com-
pensation, and Liability Act and other envi-
ronmental laws.

SEC. 505. NAMINGS.

(a) MILT BRANDT VISITORS CENTER, CALI-
FORNIA.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—The visitors center at
Warm Springs Dam, California, authorized
by section 203 of the Flood Control Act of
1962 (76 Stat. 1192), shall be known and des-
ignated as the “Milt Brandt Visitors Cen-
ter”.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the visi-
tors center referred to in paragraph (1) shall
be deemed to be a reference to the “Milt
Brandt Visitors Center”.

(b) CARR CREEK LAKE, KENTUCKY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Carr Fork Lake in Knott
County, Kentucky, authorized by section 203
of the Flood Control Act of 1962 (76 Stat.
1188), shall be known and designated as the
““Carr Creek Lake™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lake
referred to in paragraph (1) shall be deemed
to be a reference to the ““Carr Creek Lake™.

(c) WiLLiIAM H. NATCHER BRIDGE, MACEO,
KENTUCKY, AND ROCKPORT, INDIANA.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—The bridge on United
States Route 231 which crosses the Ohio
River between Maceo, Kentucky, and Rock-
port, Indiana, shall be known and designated
as the ““William H. Natcher Bridge”.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the
bridge referred to in paragraph (1) shall be
deemed to be a reference to the “William H.
Natcher Bridge™.

(d) JoHN T. MYERS LoCK AND DAM, INDIANA
AND KENTUCKY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Uniontown Lock and
Dam, on the Ohio River, Indiana and Ken-
tucky, shall be known and designated as the
“John T. Myers Lock and Dam”’.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
and dam referred to in paragraph (1) shall be
deemed to be a reference to the ‘“John T.
Myers Lock and Dam”’.

(e) 3. EDWARD ROUSH LAKE, INDIANA.—

(1) REDESIGNATION.—The lake on the Wa-
bash River in Huntington and Wells Coun-
ties, Indiana, authorized by section 203 of the
Flood Control Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 312), and
known as Huntington Lake, shall be known
and designated as the ‘“J. Edward Roush
Lake”.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—ANnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lake
referred to in paragraph (1) shall be deemed
to be a reference to the ““J. Edward Roush
Lake”.

(f) RUSSELL B. LONG Lock AND DAM, RED
RIVER WATERWAY, LOUISIANA.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Lock and Dam 4 of the
Red River Waterway, Louisiana, shall be
known and designated as the ‘“‘Russell B.
Long Lock and Dam™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—A reference in any
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
and dam referred to in paragraph (1) shall be
deemed to be a reference to the ‘““Russell B.
Long Lock and Dam™.

(@) WiLLiamM L. Jess DAM AND
STRUCTURE, OREGON.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—The dam located at mile
153.6 on the Rogue River in Jackson County,
Oregon, and commonly known as the Lost
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Creek Dam Lake Project, shall be known and
designated as the “William L. Jess Dam and
Intake Structure’.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCES.—ANY reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the dam
referred to in section 1 shall be deemed to be
a reference to the “William L. Jess Dam and
Intake Structure’.

(h) ABERDEEN LOCK AND DAM, TENNESSEE-
TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—The lock and dam at
Mile 358 of the Tennessee-Tombigbee Water-
way is designated as the ‘*‘Aberdeen Lock and
Dam™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
and dam referred to in paragraph (1) is
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Aberdeen
Lock and Dam’.

(i) AMORY Lock,
WATERWAY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Lock A at Mile 371 of the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway is des-
ignated as the “Amory Lock™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
referred to in paragraph (1) is deemed to be
a reference to the ““Amory Lock”.

(J) FULTON LoCK, TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE
WATERWAY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Lock C at Mile 391 of the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway is des-
ignated as the ‘““Fulton Lock™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
referred to in paragraph (1) is deemed to be
a reference to the “Fulton Lock”.

(k) HoweLL HEeFLIN Lock AND DAM, TEN-
NESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) REDESIGNATION.—The lock and dam at
Mile 266 of the Tennessee-Tombigbee Water-
way, known as the Gainesville Lock and
Dam, is redesignated as the ‘““Howell Heflin
Lock and Dam’’.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—ANy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
and dam referred to in paragraph (1) is
deemed to be a reference to the ‘““Howell Hef-
lin Lock and Dam™’.

(I) G.V. “SONNY”’ MONTGOMERY LOCK, TEN-
NESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Lock E at Mile 407 of the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway is des-
ignated as the ““G.V. ‘Sonny’ Montgomery
Lock™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
referred to in paragraph (1) is deemed to be
a reference to the “G.V. ‘Sonny’ Montgom-
ery Lock™.

(m) JOHN RANKIN
TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Lock D at Mile 398 of the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway is des-
ignated as the ‘“John Rankin Lock”.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
referred to in paragraph (1) is deemed to be
a reference to the ““John Rankin Lock™.

(n) JoHN C. STENNIS Lock AND DAM, TEN-
NESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) REDESIGNATION.—The lock and dam at
Mile 335 of the Tennessee-Tombigbee Water-
way, known as the Columbus Lock and Dam,
is redesignated as the ‘“John C. Stennis Lock
and Dam’.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
and dam referred to in paragraph (1) is
deemed to be a reference to the ‘“John C.
Stennis Lock and Dam”’.

TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE
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(0) JAMIE WHITTEN Lock AND DAM, TEN-
NESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) REDESIGNATION.—The lock and dam at
Mile 412 of the Tennessee-Tombigbee Water-
way, known as the Bay Springs Lock and
Dam, is redesignated as the ‘‘Jamie Whitten
Lock and Dam”’.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record of the United States to the lock
and dam referred to in paragraph (1) is
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Jamie
Whitten Lock and Dam’’.

(P) GLOVER WILKINS LoOCK, TENNESSEE-
TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY.—

(1) DESIGNATION.—Lock B at Mile 376 of the
Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway is des-
ignated as the ‘““Glover Wilkins Lock™.

(2) LEGAL REFERENCE.—AnNYy reference in a
law, map, regulation, document, paper, or
other record to the lock referred to in para-
graph (1) is deemed to be a reference to the
“Glover Wilkins Lock”.

SEC. 506. WATERSHED MANAGEMENT, RESTORA-
TION, AND DEVELOPMENT.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to provide technical, planning, and de-
sign assistance to non-Federal interests for
carrying out watershed management, res-
toration, and development projects at the lo-
cations described in subsection (d).

(b) SPECIFIC MEASURES.—Assistance pro-
vided pursuant to subsection (a) may be in
support of non-Federal projects for the fol-
lowing purposes:

(1) Management and restoration of water
quality.

(2) Control and remediation of toxic sedi-
ments.

(3) Restoration of degraded streams, rivers,
wetlands, and other waterbodies to their nat-
ural condition as a means to control flood-
ing, excessive erosion, and sedimentation.

(4) Protection and restoration of water-
sheds, including urban watersheds.

(5) Demonstration of technologies for non-
structural measures to reduce destructive
impact of flooding.

(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal
share of the cost of assistance provided
under this section shall be 50 percent.

(d) PROJECT LOCATIONS.—The Secretary
may provide assistance under subsection (a)
for projects at the following locations:

(1) Gila River and Tributaries, Santa Cruz
River, Arizona.

(2) Rio Salado, Salt River, Phoenix and
Tempe, Arizona.

(3) Colusa basin, California.

(4) Los Angeles River watershed, Califor-
nia.

(5) Russian River watershed, California.

(6) Sacramento River watershed, Califor-
nia.

(7) San Pablo Bay watershed, California.

(8) Nancy Creek, Utoy Creek, and North
Peachtree Creek and South Peachtree Creek
basin, Georgia.

(9) Lower Platte River
braska.

(10) Juniata River watershed, Pennsylva-
nia, including Raystown Lake.

(11) Upper Potomac River watershed, Grant
and Mineral Counties, West Virginia.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $25,000,000 for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996.

SEC. 507. LAKES PROGRAM.

Section 602(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4148-4149) is
amended—

(1) by striking ‘‘and’ at the end of para-
graph (10);

(2) by striking the period at the end of
paragraph (11) and inserting a semicolon; and

(3) by adding at the end the following:

watershed, Ne-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

““(12) Goodyear Lake, Otsego County, New
York, removal of silt and aquatic growth;

‘“(13) Otsego Lake, Otsego County, New
York, removal of silt and aquatic growth and
measures to address high nutrient con-
centration;

‘“(14) Oneida Lake, Oneida County, New
York, removal of silt and aquatic growth;

‘“(15) Skaneateles and Owasco Lakes, New
York, removal of silt and aquatic growth and
prevention of sediment deposit; and

‘“(16) Twin Lakes, Paris, Illinois, removal
of silt and excess aquatic vegetation, includ-
ing measures to address excessive sedimenta-
tion, high nutrient concentration, and shore-
line erosion.”.

SEC. 508. MAINTENANCE OF NAVIGATION CHAN-
NELS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Upon request of the non-
Federal interest, the Secretary shall be re-
sponsible for maintenance of the following
navigation channels constructed or improved
by non-Federal interests if the Secretary de-
termines that such maintenance is economi-
cally justified and environmentally accept-
able and that the channel was constructed in
accordance with applicable permits and ap-
propriate engineering and design standards:

(1) Humboldt Harbor and Bay, Fields Land-
ing Channel, California.

(2) Mare Island Strait, California; except
that, for purposes of this section, the naviga-
tion channel shall be deemed to have been
constructed or improved by non-Federal in-
terests.

(3) Mississippi  River
Chalmette Slip, Louisiana.

(4) Greenville Inner Harbor Channel, Mis-
sissippi.

(5) Providence Harbor Shipping Channel,
Rhode Island.

(6) Matagorda Ship Channel, Point Comfort
Turning Basin, Texas.

(7) Corpus Christi Ship Channel, Rincon
Canal System, Texas.

(8) Brazos Island Harbor, Texas, connecting
channel to Mexico.

(9) Blair Waterway, Tacoma Harbor, Wash-
ington.

(b) COMPLETION OF ASSESSMENT.—Within 6
months of receipt of a request from the non-
Federal interest for Federal assumption of
maintenance of a channel listed in sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall make a de-
termination as provided in subsection (a) and
advise the non-Federal interest of the Sec-
retary’s determination.

SEC. 509. GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACTION
PLANS AND SEDIMENT REMEDI-
ATION.

Section 401 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4644) is amended
to read as follows:

“SEC. 401. GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACTION
PLANS AND SEDIMENT REMEDI-
ATION.

‘“(a) GREAT
PLANS.—

““(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to provide technical, planning, and engi-
neering assistance to State and local govern-
ments and nongovernmental entities des-
ignated by the State or local government in
the development and implementation of re-
medial action plans for areas of concern in
the Great Lakes identified under the Great
Lakes Water Quality Agreement of 1978.

““(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Non-Federal in-
terests shall contribute, in cash or by provid-
ing in-kind contributions, 50 percent of costs
of activities for which assistance is provided
under paragraph (1).

‘“(b) SEDIMENT REMEDIATION DEMONSTRA-
TION PROJECTS.—

“(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency (acting
through the Great Lakes National Program

Ship Channel,
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Office), may conduct pilot- and full-scale
demonstration projects of promising tech-
niques to remediate contaminated sediments
in freshwater coastal regions in the Great
Lakes basin. The Secretary must conduct no
fewer than 3 full-scale demonstration
projects under this subsection.

““(2) SITE SELECTION FOR DEMONSTRATION
PROJECTS.—In selecting the sites for the
technology demonstration projects, the Sec-
retary shall give priority consideration to
Saginaw Bay, Michigan, Sheboygan Harbor,
Wisconsin, Grand Calumet River, Indiana,
Ashtabula River, Ohio, Buffalo River, New
York, and Duluth/Superior Harbor, Min-
nesota.

““(3) DEADLINE FOR IDENTIFICATIONS.—With-
in 18 months after the date of the enactment
of this subsection, the Secretary shall iden-
tify the sites and technologies to be dem-
onstrated and complete each such full-scale
demonstration project within 3 years after
such date of enactment.

““(4) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Non-Federal in-
terests shall contribute 50 percent of costs of
projects under this subsection. Such costs
may be paid in cash or by providing in-kind
contributions.

““(5) AUTHORIZATIONS.—There is authorized
to be appropriated to the Secretary to carry
out this section $5,000,000 for each of fiscal
years 1997 through 2000.”.

SEC. 510. GREAT LAKES DREDGED MATERIAL
TESTING AND EVALUATION MANUAL.

The Secretary, in cooperation with the Ad-
ministrator of the Environmental Protection
Agency, shall provide technical assistance to
non-Federal interests on testing procedures
contained in the Great Lakes Dredged Mate-
rial Testing and Evaluation Manual devel-
oped pursuant to section 230.2(c) of title 40,
Code of Federal Regulations.

SEC. 511. GREAT LAKES SEDIMENT REDUCTION.

(&) GREAT LAKES TRIBUTARY SEDIMENT
TRANSPORT MODEL.—For each major river
system or set of major river systems deposit-
ing sediment into a Great Lakes federally
authorized commercial harbor, channel
maintenance project site, or Area of Concern
identified under the Great Lakes Water
Quality Agreement of 1978, the Secretary, in
consultation and coordination with the
Great Lakes States, shall develop a tribu-
tary sediment transport model.

(b) REQUIREMENTS FOR MODELS.—In devel-
oping a tributary sediment transport model
under this section, the Secretary shall—

(1) build upon data and monitoring infor-
mation generated in earlier studies and pro-
grams of the Great Lakes and their tribu-
taries; and

(2) complete models for 30 major river sys-
tems, either individually or in combination
as part of a set, within the 5-year period be-
ginning on the date of the enactment of this
Act.

SEC. 512. GREAT LAKES CONFINED DISPOSAL FA-
CILITIES.

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary shall con-
duct an assessment of the general conditions
of confined disposal facilities in the Great
Lakes.

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall transmit to Congress a re-
port on the results of the assessment con-
ducted under subsection (a), including the
following:

(1) A description of the cumulative effects
of confined disposal facilities in the Great
Lakes.

(2) Recommendations for specific remedi-
ation actions for each confined disposal fa-
cility in the Great Lakes.

(3) An evaluation of, and recommendations
for, confined disposal facility management
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practices and technologies to conserve ca-

pacity at such facilities and to minimize ad-

verse environmental effects at such facilities

throughout the Great Lakes system.

SEC. 513. CHESAPEAKE BAY RESTORATION AND
PROTECTION PROGRAM.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall
establish a pilot program to provide to non-
Federal interests in the Chesapeake Bay wa-
tershed technical, planning, design, and con-
struction assistance for water-related envi-
ronmental infrastructure and resource pro-
tection and development projects affecting
the Chesapeake Bay, including projects for
sediment and erosion control, protection of
eroding shorelines, protection of essential
public works, wastewater treatment and re-
lated facilities, water supply and related fa-
cilities, and beneficial uses of dredged mate-
rial, and other related projects.

(b) PuBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary may provide assistance for a
project under this section only if the project
is publicly owned and will be publicly oper-
ated and maintained.

(c) COOPERATION AGREEMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-
ance under this section, the Secretary shall
enter into a project cooperation agreement
pursuant to section 221 of the Flood Control
Act of 1970 (84 Stat. 1818) with a non-Federal
interest to provide for technical, planning,
design, and construction assistance for the
project.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each agreement en-
tered into pursuant to this subsection shall
provide for the following:

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary,
in consultation with appropriate Federal,
State, and local officials, of a plan, including
appropriate engineering plans and specifica-
tions and an estimate of expected benefits.

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUC-
TURES.—Establishment of such legal and in-
stitutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation and
maintenance of the project by the non-Fed-
eral interest.

(d) COST SHARING.—

(1) FEDERAL SHARE.—Except as provided in
paragraph (2)(B), the Federal share of the
total project costs of each local cooperation
agreement entered into under this section
shall be 75 percent.

(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—

(A) PROVISION OF LANDS, EASEMENTS,
RIGHTS-OF-WAY, AND RELOCATIONS.—The non-
Federal interests for a project to which this
section applies shall provide the lands, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, relocations, and
dredged material disposal areas necessary
for the project.

(B) VALUE OF LANDS, EASEMENTS, RIGHTS-
OF-WAY, AND RELOCATIONS.—In determining
the non-Federal contribution toward carry-
ing out a local cooperation agreement en-
tered into under this section, the Secretary
shall provide credit to a non-Federal interest
for the value of lands, easements, rights-of-
way, relocations, and dredged material dis-
posal areas provided by the non-Federal in-
terest, except that the amount of credit pro-
vided for a project under this paragraph may
not exceed 25 percent of total project costs.

(C) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.—
The non-Federal share of the costs of oper-
ation and maintenance of carrying out the
agreement under this section shall be 100
percent.

(e) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND
STATE LAWS AND AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section
waives, limits, or otherwise affects the appli-
cability of any provision of Federal or State
law that would otherwise apply to a project
carried out with assistance provided under
this section.
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(2) COOPERATION.—InN carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall cooperate with the
heads of appropriate Federal agencies.

(f) REPORT.—Not later than December 31,
1998, the Secretary shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the program
carried out under this section, together with
a recommendation concerning whether or
not the program should be implemented on a
national basis.

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There are authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $15,000,000.

SEC. 514. EXTENSION OF JURISDICTION OF MIS-
SISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION.

The jurisdiction of the Mississippi River
Commission, established by the first section
of the Act of June 28, 1879 (33 U.S.C. 641; 21
Stat. 37), is extended to include—

(1) all of the area between the eastern side
of the Bayou Lafourche Ridge from
Donaldsonville, Louisiana, to the Gulf of
Mexico and the west guide levee of the Mis-
sissippi River from Donaldsonville, Louisi-
ana, to the Gulf of Mexico;

(2) Alexander County, Illinois; and

(3) the area in the State of Illinois from
the confluence of the Mississippi and Ohio
Rivers northward to the vicinity of Mis-
sissippi River mile 39.5, including the Len
Small Drainage and Levee District, insofar
as such area is affected by the flood waters
of the Mississippi River.

SEC. 515. ALTERNATIVE TO ANNUAL PASSES.

(@ IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall
evaluate the feasibility of implementing an
alternative to the $25 annual pass that the
Secretary currently offers to users of recre-
ation facilities at water resources projects of
the Corps of Engineers.

(b) ANNUAL PAss.—The evaluation under
subsection (a) shall include the establish-
ment of an annual pass which costs $10 or
less for the use of recreation facilities at
Raystown Lake, Pennsylvania.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than December 31,
1998, the Secretary shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the project
carried out under this section, together with
recommendations concerning whether an-
nual passes for individual projects should be
offered on a nationwide basis.

SEC. 516. RECREATION PARTNERSHIP
TIVE.

(@) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
mote Federal, non-Federal, and private sec-
tor cooperation in creating public recreation
opportunities and developing the necessary
supporting infrastructure at water resources
projects of the Corps of Engineers.

(b) INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS.—

(1) RECREATION INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVE-
MENTS.—In demonstrating the feasibility of
the public-private cooperative, the Secretary
shall provide, at Federal expense, such infra-
structure improvements as are necessary to
support a potential private recreational de-
velopment at the Raystown Lake Project,
Pennsylvania, generally in accordance with
the Master Plan Update (1994) for the
project.

(2) AGREEMENT.—The Secretary shall enter
into an agreement with an appropriate non-
Federal public entity to ensure that the in-
frastructure improvements constructed by
the Secretary on non-project lands pursuant
to paragraph (1) are transferred to and oper-
ated and maintained by the non-Federal pub-
lic entity.

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this subsection $4,500,000 for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than December 31,
1998, the Secretary shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the coopera-
tive efforts carried out under this section,
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including the improvements required by sub-
section (b).
SEC. 517. ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE.

Section 219 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4836-4837) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated for
providing construction assistance under this
section—

‘(1) $10,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(5);

““(2) $2,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(6);

“(3) $10,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(7);

““(4) $11,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(8);

““(5) $20,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(16); and

““(6) $20,000,000 for the project described in
subsection (c)(17).”.

SEC. 518. CORPS CAPABILITY TO CONSERVE FISH
AND WILDLIFE.

Section 704(b) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263(b); 100
Stat. 4157) is amended—

(1) by striking ‘$5,000,000”’; and inserting
““$10,000,000""; and

(2) in paragraph (4) by inserting ‘‘and Vir-
ginia’ after ““Maryland’’.

SEC. 519. PERIODIC BEACH NOURISHMENT.

The Secretary shall carry out periodic
beach nourishment for each of the following
projects for a period of 50 years beginning on
the date of initiation of construction of such

project:
(1) BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Project for
shoreline protection, segments Il and IlI,

Broward County, Florida.

(2) FORT PIERCE, FLORIDA.—Project for
shoreline protection, Fort Pierce, Florida.

(3) LEE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Project for
shoreline protection, Lee County, Captiva Is-
land segment, Florida.

(4) PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Project
for shoreline protection, Jupiter/Carlin,
Ocean Ridge, and Boca Raton North Beach
segments, Palm Beach County, Florida.

(5) PANAMA CITY BEACHES, FLORIDA.—
Project for shoreline protection, Panama
City Beaches, Florida.

(6) TYBEE ISLAND, GEORGIA.—Project for
beach erosion control, Tybee Island, Georgia.
SEC. 520. CONTROL OF AQUATIC PLANTS.

The Secretary shall carry out under sec-
tion 104(b) of the River and Harbor Act of
1958 (33 U.S.C. 610(b))—

(1) a program to control aquatic plants in
Lake St. Clair, Michigan; and

(2) program to control aquatic plants in
the Schuylkill River, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania.

SEC. 521. HOPPER DREDGES.

Section 3 of the Act of August 11, 1888 (33
U.S.C. 622; 25 Stat. 423), is amended by adding
at the end the following:

““(c) PROGRAM TO INCREASE USE OF PRIVATE
HoPPER DREDGES.—

“(1) INITIATION.—The Secretary shall initi-
ate a program to increase the use of private
industry hopper dredges for the construction
and maintenance of Federal navigation
channels.

““(2) READY RESERVE STATUS FOR HOPPER
DREDGE WHEELER.—In order to carry out the
requirements of this subsection, the Sec-
retary shall, not later than the earlier of 90
days after the date of completion of the re-
habilitation of the hopper dredge McFarland
pursuant to section 564 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1996 or October
1, 1997, place the Federal hopper dredge
Wheeler in a ready reserve status.

““(8) TESTING AND USE OF READY RESERVE
HOPPER DREDGE.—The Secretary may periodi-
cally perform routine tests of the equipment
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of the vessel placed in a ready reserve status
under this subsection to ensure the vessel’s
ability to perform emergency work. The Sec-
retary shall not assign any scheduled hopper
dredging work to such vessel but shall per-
form any repairs needed to maintain the ves-
sel in a fully operational condition. The Sec-
retary may place the vessel in active status
in order to perform any dredging work only
in the event the Secretary determines that
private industry has failed to submit a re-
sponsive and responsible bid for work adver-
tised by the Secretary or to carry out the
project as required pursuant to a contract
with the Secretary.

““(4) REPAIR AND REHABILITATION.—The Sec-
retary may undertake any repair and reha-
bilitation of any Federal hopper dredge, in-
cluding the vessel placed in ready reserve
status under paragraph (2) to allow the ves-
sel to be placed into active status as pro-
vided in paragraph (3).

““(5) PROCEDURES.—The Secretary shall de-
velop and implement procedures to ensure
that, to the maximum extent practicable,
private industry hopper dredge capacity is
available to meet both routine and time-sen-
sitive dredging needs. Such procedures shall
include—

““(A) scheduling of contract solicitations to
effectively distribute dredging work
throughout the dredging season; and

“(B) use of expedited contracting proce-
dures to allow dredges performing routine
work to be made available to meet time-sen-
sitive, urgent, or emergency dredging needs.

““(6) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after
the date of the enactment of this subsection,
the Secretary shall report to Congress on
whether the vessel placed in ready reserve
status pursuant to paragraph (2) is needed to
be returned to active status or continued in
a ready reserve status or whether another
Federal hopper dredge should be placed in a
ready reserve status.

“(7) LIMITATIONS.—

““(A) REDUCTIONS IN STATUS.—The Sec-
retary may not further reduce the readiness
status of any Federal hopper dredge below a
ready reserve status except any vessel placed
in such status for not less than 5 years which
the Secretary determines has not been used
sufficiently to justify retaining the vessel in
such status.

““(B) INCREASE IN ASSIGNMENTS OF DREDGING
WORK.—For each fiscal year beginning after
the date of the enactment of this subsection,
the Secretary shall not assign any greater
quantity of dredging work to any Federal
hopper dredge in an active status than was
assigned to that vessel in the average of the
3 prior fiscal years.

‘“(8) CONTRACTS; PAYMENT OF CAPITAL
cosTs.—The Secretary may enter into a con-
tract for the maintenance and crewing of
any vessel retained in a ready reserve status.
The capital costs (including depreciation
costs) of any vessel retained in such status
shall be paid for out of funds made available
from the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund
and shall not be charged against the Corps of
Engineers’ Revolving Fund Account or any
individual project cost unless the vessel is
specifically used in connection with that
project.”.

SEC. 522. DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION ASSIST-
ANCE.

The Secretary shall provide design and
construction assistance to non-Federal inter-
ests for the following projects:

(1) Repair and rehabilitation of the Lower
Girard Lake Dam, Girard, Ohio, at an esti-
mated total cost of $2,500,000.

(2) Construction of a multi-purpose dam
and reservoir, Bear Valley Dam, Franklin
County, Pennsylvania, at an estimated total
cost of $15,000,000.
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(3) Repair and upgrade of the dam and ap-
purtenant features at Lake Merriweather,
Little Calfpasture River, Virginia, at an esti-
mated total cost of $6,000,000.

SEC. 523. FIELD OFFICE HEADQUARTERS FACILI-
TIES.

Subject to amounts being made available
in advance in appropriations Acts, the Sec-
retary may use Plant Replacement and Im-
provement Program funds to design and con-
struct a new headquarters facility for—

(1) the New England Division, Waltham,
Massachusetts; and

(2) the Jacksonville District, Jacksonville,
Florida.

SEC. 524. CORPS OF ENGINEERS RESTRUCTUR-
ING PLAN.

(a) DivisSION OFFICE, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS.—
The Secretary shall continue to maintain a
division office of the Corps of Engineers in
Chicago, Illinois, notwithstanding any plan
developed pursuant to title | of the Energy
and Water Development Appropriations Act,
1996 (109 Stat. 405) to reduce the number of
division offices. Such division office shall be
responsible for the 5 district offices for which
the division office was responsible on June 1,
1996.

(b) DISTRICT OFFICE, ST. Louls, MISSOURI.—
The Secretary shall not reassign the St.
Louis District of the Corps of Engineers from
the operational control of the Lower Mis-
sissippi Valley Division.

SEC. 525. LAKE SUPERIOR CENTER.

(a) CONSTRUCTION.—The Secretary, shall
assist the Minnesota Lake Superior Center
authority in the construction of an edu-
cational facility to be used in connection
with efforts to educate the public in the eco-
nomic, recreational, biological, aesthetic,
and spiritual worth of Lake Superior and
other large bodies of fresh water.

(b) PuBLIC OWNERSHIP.—Prior to providing
any assistance under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall verify that the facility to be
constructed under subsection (a) will be
owned by the public authority established by
the State of Minnesota to develop, operate,
and maintain the Lake Superior Center.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal years beginning after September 30,
1996, $10,000,000 for the construction of the fa-
cility under subsection (a).

SEC. 526. JACKSON COUNTY, ALABAMA.

The Secretary shall provide technical,
planning, and design assistance to non-Fed-
eral interests for wastewater treatment and
related facilities, remediation of point and
nonpoint sources of pollution and contami-
nated riverbed sediments, and related activi-
ties in Jackson County, Alabama, including
the city of Stevenson. The Federal cost of
such assistance may not exceed $5,000,000.
SEC. 527. EARTHQUAKE PREPAREDNESS CENTER

OF EXPERTISE EXTENSION.

The Secretary shall establish an extension
of the Earthquake Preparedness Center of
Expertise for the central United States at an
existing district office of the Corps of Engi-
neers near the New Madrid fault.

SEC. 528. QUARANTINE FACILITY.

Section 108(c) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4816) is
amended by striking *“$1,000,000”" and insert-
ing ““$4,000,000".

SEC. 529. BENTON AND WASHINGTON COUNTIES,
ARKANSAS.

Section 220 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4836-4837) is
amended by adding at the end the following
new subsection:

‘“(c) Use oF FEDERAL FUNDs.—The Sec-
retary may make available to the non-Fed-
eral interests funds not to exceed an amount
equal to the Federal share of the total
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project cost to be used by the non-Federal
interests to undertake the work directly or
by contract.”.

SEC. 530. CALAVERAS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.

(a) COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall enter into cooperation agree-
ments with non-Federal interests to develop
and carry out, in cooperation with Federal
and State agencies, reclamation and protec-
tion projects for the purpose of abating and
mitigating surface water quality degrada-
tion caused by abandoned mines in the wa-
tershed of the lower Mokelume River in
Calaveras County, California.

(b) CONSULTATION WITH FEDERAL ENTI-
TIES.—AnNy project under subsection (a) that
is located on lands owned by the United
States shall be undertaken in consultation
with the Federal entity with administrative
jurisdiction over such lands.

(c) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of the activities conducted under co-
operation agreements entered into under
subsection (a) shall be 75 percent; except
that, with respect to projects located on
lands owned by the United States, the Fed-
eral share shall be 100 percent. The non-Fed-
eral share of project costs may be provided
in the form of design and construction serv-
ices. Non-Federal interests shall receive
credit for the reasonable costs of such serv-
ices completed by such interests prior to en-
tering an agreement with the Secretary for a
project.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $5,000,000 for projects
undertaken under this section.

SEC. 531. FARMINGTON DAM, CALIFORNIA.

(a) CONJUNCTIVE Use STuDY.—The Sec-
retary is directed to continue participation
in the Stockton, California Metropolitan
Area Flood Control study to include the
evaluation of the feasibility of storage of
water at Farmington Dam to implement a
conjunctive use plan. In conducting the
study, the Secretary shall consult with the
Stockton East Water District concerning
joint operation or potential transfer of
Farmington Dam. The Secretary shall make
recommendations on facility transfers and
operational alternatives as part of the Sec-
retary’s report to Congress.

(b) REPORT.—The Secretary shall report to
Congress, no later than 1 year after the date
of the enactment of this Act, on the feasibil-
ity of a conjunctive use plan using Farming-
ton Dam for water storage.

SEC. 532. LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE
AREA, CALIFORNIA.

The non-Federal share for a project to add
water conservation to the existing Los Ange-
les County Drainage Area, California, project
shall be 100 percent of separable first costs
and separable operation, maintenance, and
replacement costs associated with the water
conservation purpose.

SEC. 533. PRADO DAM SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS,
CALIFORNIA.

The Secretary, in coordination with the
State of California, shall provide technical
assistance to Orange County, California, in
developing appropriate public safety and ac-
cess improvements associated with that por-
tion of California State Route 71 being relo-
cated for the Prado Dam feature of the
project authorized as part of the project for
flood control, Santa Ana River Mainstem,
California, by section 401(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat.
4113).

SEC. 534. SEVEN OAKS DAM, CALIFORNIA.

The non-Federal share for a project to add
water conservation to the Seven Oaks Dam,
Santa Ana River Mainstem, California,
project shall be 100 percent of separable first
costs and separable operation, maintenance,
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and replacement costs associated with the
water conservation purpose.
SEC. 535. MANATEE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

The project for flood control, Cedar Ham-
mock (Wares Creek), Florida, is authorized
to be carried out by the Secretary substan-
tially in accordance with the Final Detailed
Project Report and Environmental Assess-
ment, dated April 1995, at a total cost of
$13,846,000, with an estimated first Federal
cost of $8,783,000 and an estimated non-Fed-
eral cost of $5,063,000.

SEC. 536. TAMPA, FLORIDA.

The Secretary may enter into a coopera-
tive agreement under section 230 of this Act
with the Museum of Science and Industry,
Tampa, Florida, to provide technical, plan-
ning, and design assistance to demonstrate
the water quality functions found in wet-
lands, at an estimated total Federal cost of
$500,000.

SEC. 537. WATERSHED MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR
DEEP RIVER BASIN, INDIANA.

(a) DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary, in con-
sultation with the Natural Resources Con-
servation Service of the Department of Agri-
culture, shall develop a watershed manage-
ment plan for the Deep River Basin, Indiana,
which includes Deep River, Lake George,
Turkey Creek, and other related tributaries
in Indiana.

(b) CONTENTS.—The plan to be developed by
the Secretary under subsection (a) shall ad-
dress specific concerns related to the Deep
River Basin area, including sediment flow
into Deep River, Turkey Creek, and other
tributaries; control of sediment quality in
Lake George; flooding problems; the safety
of the Lake George Dam; and watershed
management.

SEC. 538. SOUTHERN AND EASTERN KENTUCKY.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary shall establish a program for provid-
ing environmental assistance to non-Federal
interests in southern and eastern Kentucky.
Such assistance may be in the form of design
and construction assistance for water-relat-
ed environmental infrastructure and re-
source protection and development projects
in southern and eastern Kentucky, including
projects for wastewater treatment and relat-
ed facilities, water supply, storage, treat-
ment, and distribution facilities, and surface
water resource protection and development.

(b) PuBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary may provide assistance for a
project under this section only if the project
is publicly owned.

(c) PROJECT COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-
ance under this section, the Secretary shall
enter into a project cooperation agreement
with a non-Federal interest to provide for de-
sign and construction of the project to be
carried out with such assistance.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each agreement en-
tered into under this subsection shall pro-
vide for the following:

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary,
in consultation with appropriate Federal and
State officials, of a facilities development
plan or resource protection plan, including
appropriate plans and specifications.

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUC-
TURES.—Establishment of each such legal
and institutional structures as are necessary
to assure the effective long-term operation
of the project by the non-Federal interest.

(3) COST SHARING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Total project costs under
each agreement entered into under this sub-
section shall be shared at 75 percent Federal
and 25 percent non-Federal, except that the
non-Federal interest shall receive credit for
the reasonable costs of design work com-
pleted by such interest before entry into the
agreement with the Secretary. The Federal
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share may be in the form of grants or reim-
bursements of project costs.

(B) CREDIT FOR CERTAIN FINANCING COSTS.—
In the event of delays in the reimbursement
of the non-Federal share of a project, the
non-Federal interest shall receive credit for
reasonable interest and other associated fi-
nancing costs necessary for such non-Federal
interest to provide the non-Federal share of
the project’s cost.

(C) LANDS, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-
WAY.—The non-Federal interest shall receive
credit for lands, easements, rights-of-way,
and relocations provided by the non-Federal
interest toward its share of project costs, in-
cluding for costs associated with obtaining
permits necessary for the placement of such
project on publicly owned or controlled
lands, but not to exceed 25 percent of total
project costs.

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Oper-
ation and maintenance costs shall be 100 per-
cent non-Federal.

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND
STATE LAws.—Nothing in this section shall
be construed as waiving, limiting, or other-
wise affecting the applicability of any provi-
sion of Federal or State law which would
otherwise apply to a project to be carried out
with assistance provided under this section.

(e) REPORT.—Not later than December 31,
1999, the Secretary shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the program
carried out under this section, together with
recommendations concerning whether or not
such program should be implemented on a
national basis.

(f) SOUTHERN AND EASTERN KENTUCKY DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, the

term ‘“‘southern and eastern Kentucky”
means Morgan, Floyd, Pulaski, Wayne, Lau-
rel, Knox, Pike, Menifee, Perry, Harlan,
Breathitt, Martin, Jackson, Wolfe, Clay,
Magoffin, Owsley, Johnson, Leslie, Law-
rence, Knott, Bell, McCreary, Rockcastle,
Whitley, Lee, and Letcher Counties, Ken-
tucky.

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $10,000,000.

SEC. 539. LOUISIANA COASTAL WETLANDS RES-
TORATION PROJECTS.

Section 303(f) of the Coastal Wetlands
Planning, Protection and Restoration Act (16
U.S.C. 3952(f); 104 Stat. 4782-4783) is amend-
ed—

(1) in paragraph (4) by striking ‘“‘and (3)”
and inserting ““(3), and (5)"’; and

(2) by adding at the end the following:

““(5) FEDERAL SHARE IN CALENDAR YEARS 1996
AND 1997.—Notwithstanding paragraphs (1)
and (2), amounts made available in accord-
ance with section 306 of this title to carry
out coastal wetlands restoration projects
under this section in calendar years 1996 and
1997 shall provide 90 percent of the cost of
such projects.””.

SEC. 540. SOUTHEAST LOUISIANA.

(a) FLoob CONTROL.—The Secretary is di-
rected to proceed with engineering, design,
and construction of projects to provide for
flood control and improvements to rainfall
drainage systems in Jefferson, Orleans, and
St. Tammany Parishes, Louisiana, in accord-
ance with the following reports of the New
Orleans District Engineer: Jefferson and Or-
leans Parishes, Louisiana, Urban Flood Con-
trol and Water Quality Management, July
1992; Tangipahoa, Techefuncte, and Tickfaw
Rivers, Louisiana, June 1991; St. Tammany
Parish, Louisiana, July 1996; and Schneider
Canal, Slidell, Louisiana, Hurricane Protec-
tion, May 1990.

(b) CosT SHARING.—The cost of any work
performed by the non-Federal interests sub-
sequent to the reports referred to in sub-
section (a) and determined by the Secretary
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to be a compatible and integral part of the
projects shall be credited toward the non-
Federal share of the projects.

(c) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated $100,000,000 for the initiation and
partial accomplishment of projects described
in the reports referred to in subsection (a).
SEC. 541. RESTORATION PROJECTS FOR MARY-

LAND, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST
VIRGINIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—

(1) COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall enter into cooperation agree-
ments with non-Federal interests to develop
and carry out, in cooperation with Federal
and State agencies, reclamation and protec-
tion projects for the purpose of abating and
mitigating surface water quality degrada-
tion caused by abandoned mines along—

(A) the North Branch of the Potomac
River, Maryland, Pennsylvania, and West
Virginia; and

(B) the New River, West Virginia, water-
shed.

(2) ADDITIONAL MEASURES.—Projects under
paragraph (1) may also include measures for
the abatement and mitigation of surface
water quality degradation caused by the lack
of sanitary wastewater treatment facilities
or the need to enhance such facilities.

(3) CONSULTATION WITH FEDERAL ENTITIES.—
Any project under paragraph (1) that is lo-
cated on lands owned by the United States
shall be undertaken in consultation with the
Federal entity with administrative jurisdic-
tion over such lands.

(b) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of the activities conducted under co-
operation agreements entered into under
subsection (a)(1) shall be 75 percent; except
that, with respect to projects located on
lands owned by the United States, the Fed-
eral share shall be 100 percent. The non-Fed-
eral share of project costs may be provided
in the form of design and construction serv-
ices. Non-Federal interests shall receive
credit for the reasonable costs of such serv-
ices completed by such interests prior to en-
tering an agreement with the Secretary for a
project.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $5,000,000 for projects
undertaken under subsection (a)(1)(A) and
$5,000,000 for projects undertaken under sub-
section (a)(1)(B).

SEC. 542. CUMBERLAND, MARYLAND.

The Secretary is directed to provide tech-
nical, planning, and design assistance to
State, local, and other Federal entities for
the restoration of the Chesapeake and Ohio
Canal, in the vicinity of Cumberland, Mary-
land.

SEC. 543. BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE-
RIAL, POPLAR ISLAND, MARYLAND.

The Secretary shall carry out a project for
the beneficial use of dredged material at
Poplar Island, Maryland, pursuant to section
204 of the Water Resources Development Act
of 1992; except that, notwithstanding the
limitation contained in subsection (e) of
such section, the initial cost of constructing
dikes for the project shall be $78,000,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $58,500,000 and
an estimated non-Federal cost of $19,500,000.
SEC. 544. EROSION CONTROL MEASURES, SMITH

ISLAND, MARYLAND.

(@) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall im-
plement erosion control measures in the vi-
cinity of Rhodes Point, Smith Island, Mary-
land, at an estimated total Federal cost of
$450,000.

(b) IMPLEMENTATION ON EMERGENCY
BAsis.—The project under subsection (a)
shall be carried out on an emergency basis in
view of the national, historic, and cultural
value of the island and in order to protect
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the Federal investment in infrastructure fa-
cilities.

(c) CosT SHARING.—Cost sharing applicable
to hurricane and storm damage reduction
shall be applicable to the project to be car-
ried out under subsection (a).

SEC. 545. DULUTH, MINNESOTA, ALTERNATIVE
TECHNOLOGY PROJECT.

(a) PROJECT AUTHORIZATION.—The Sec-
retary shall develop and implement alter-
native methods for decontamination and dis-
posal of contaminated dredged material at
the Port of Duluth, Minnesota.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated for
fiscal years beginning after September 30,
1996, to carry out this section $1,000,000. Such
sums shall remain available until expended.
SEC. 546. REDWOOD RIVER BASIN, MINNESOTA.

(a) STUDY AND STRATEGY DEVELOPMENT.—
The Secretary, in cooperation with the Sec-
retary of Agriculture and the State of Min-
nesota, shall conduct a study, and develop a
strategy, for using wetland restoration, soil
and water conservation practices, and non-
structural measures to reduce flood dam-
ages, improve water quality, and create wild-
life habitat in the Redwood River basin and
the subbasins draining into the Minnesota
River, at an estimated Federal cost of
$4,000,000.

(b) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal
share of the cost of the study and develop-
ment of the strategy shall be 25 percent and
may be provided through in-kind services
and materials.

(c) COOPERATION AGREEMENT.—INn conduct-
ing the study and developing the strategy
under this section, the Secretary shall enter
into cooperation agreements to provide fi-
nancial assistance to appropriate Federal,
State, and local government agencies, in-
cluding activities for the implementation of
wetland restoration projects and soil and
water conservation measures.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary shall
undertake development and implementation
of the strategy authorized by this section in
cooperation with local landowners and local
government officials.

SEC. 547. NATCHEZ BLUFFS, MISSISSIPPI.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry
out the project for bluff stabilization, Natch-
ez Bluffs, Natchez, Mississippi, substantially
in accordance with (1) the Natchez Bluffs
Study, dated September 1985, (2) the Natchez
Bluffs Study: Supplement I, dated June 1990,
and (3) the Natchez Bluffs Study: Supple-
ment 11, dated December 1993, in the portions
of the bluffs described in subsection (b), at a
total cost of $17,200,000, with an estimated
Federal cost of $12,900,000 and an estimated
non-Federal cost of $4,300,000.

(b) DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT LOCATION.—
The portions of the Natchez Bluffs where the
project is to be carried out under subsection
(a) are described in the studies referred to in
subsection (a) as—

(1) Clifton Avenue, area 3;

(2) the bluff above Silver Street, area 6;

(3) the bluff above Natchez Under-the-Hill,
area 7; and

(4) Madison Street to State Street, area 4.
SEC. 548. SARDIS LAKE, MISSISSIPPI.

(@) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall
work cooperatively with the State of Mis-
sissippi and the city of Sardis, Mississippi, to
the maximum extent practicable, in the
management of existing and proposed leases
of land consistent with the Sardis Lake
Recreation and Tourism Master Plan pre-
pared by the city for the economic develop-
ment of the Sardis Lake area.

(b) FLooD CONTROL STORAGE.—The Sec-
retary shall review the study conducted by
the city of Sardis, Mississippi, regarding the
impact of the Sardis Lake Recreation and
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Tourism Master Plan prepared by the city on
flood control storage in Sardis Lake. The
city shall not be required to reimburse the
Secretary for the cost of such storage, or the
cost of the Secretary’s review, if the Sec-
retary finds that the loss of flood control
storage resulting from implementation of
the master plan is not significant.

SEC. 549. MISSOURI RIVER MANAGEMENT.

(a) NAVIGATION SEASON EXTENSION.—

(1) INCREASES.—The Secretary, working
with the Secretary of Agriculture and the
Secretary of the Interior, shall incremen-
tally increase the length of each navigation
season for the Missouri River by 15 days
from the length of the previous navigation
season and those seasons thereafter, until
such time as the navigation season for the
Missouri River is increased by 1 month from
the length of the navigation season on April
1, 1996.

(2) APPLICATION OF INCREASES.—Increases
in the length of the navigation season under
paragraph (1) shall be applied in calendar
year 1996 so that the navigation season in
such calendar year for the Missouri River be-
gins on April 1, 1996, and ends on December
15, 1996.

(3) ADJUSTMENT OF NAVIGATION LEVELS.—
Scheduled full navigation levels shall be in-
crementally increased to coincide with in-
creases in the navigation season under para-
graph (1).

(b) WATER CONTROL POLICIES AFFECTING
NAVIGATION CHANNELS.—The Secretary may
not take any action which is inconsistent
with a water control policy of the Corps of
Engineers in effect on January 1, 1995, if such
action would result in—

(1) a reduction of 10 days or more in the
total number of days in a year during which
vessels are able to use navigation channels;
or

(2) a substantial increase in flood damage
to lands adjacent to a navigation channel,
unless such action is specifically authorized
by a law enacted after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act.

(c) EcCONOMIC AND ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
EVALUATION.—Whenever a Federal depart-
ment, agency, or instrumentality conducts
an environmental impact statement with re-
spect to management of the Missouri River
system, the head of such department, agen-
cy, or instrumentality shall also conduct a
cost benefit analysis on any changes pro-
posed in the management of the Missouri
River.

SEC. 550. ST. CHARLES COUNTY, MISSOURI,
FLOOD PROTECTION.

(@) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any
other provision of law or regulation, no
county located at the confluence of the Mis-
souri and Mississippi Rivers or community
located in any county located at the con-
fluence of the Missouri and Mississippi Riv-
ers shall have its participation in any Fed-
eral program suspended, revoked, or other-
wise affected solely due to that county or
community permitting the raising of levees
by any public-sponsored levee district, along
an alignment approved by the circuit court
of such county, to a level sufficient to con-
tain a 20-year flood.

(b) TREATMENT OF EXISTING PERMITS.—If
any public-sponsored levee district has re-
ceived a Federal permit valid during the
Great Flood of 1993 to improve or modify its
levee system before the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, such permit shall be con-
sidered adequate to allow the raising of the
height of levees in such system under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 551. DURHAM, NEW HAMPSHIRE.

The Secretary may enter into a coopera-
tive agreement under section 230 of this Act
with the University of New Hampshire to
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provide technical assistance for a water

treatment technology center addressing the

needs of small communities.

SEC. 552. HACKENSACK MEADOWLANDS AREA,
NEW JERSEY.

Section 324(b)(1) of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4849) is
amended to read as follows:

‘(1) Mitigation, enhancement, and acquisi-
tion of significant wetlands that contribute
to the Meadowlands ecosystem.”.

SEC. 553. AUTHORIZATION OF DREDGE MATE-
RIAL CONTAINMENT FACILITY FOR
PORT OF NEW YORK/NEW JERSEY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to construct, operate, and maintain a
dredged material containment facility with
a capacity commensurate with the long-term
dredged material disposal needs of port fa-
cilities under the jurisdiction of the Port of
New York/New Jersey. Such facility may be
a near-shore dredged material disposal facil-
ity along the Brooklyn waterfront. The costs
associated with feasibility studies, design,
engineering, and construction shall be
shared with the local sponsor in accordance
with the provisions of section 101 of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1986.

(b) BENEFICIAL UsSe.—After the facility to
be constructed under subsection (a) has been
filled to capacity with dredged material, the
Secretary shall maintain the facility for the
public benefit.

SEC. 554. HUDSON RIVER HABITAT RESTORA-
TION, NEW YORK.

(a) HABITAT RESTORATION PROJECT.—The
Secretary shall expedite the feasibility study
of the Hudson River Habitat Restoration,
Hudson River Basin, New York, and shall
carry out no fewer than 4 projects for habitat
restoration, to the extent the Secretary de-
termines such work to be technically fea-
sible. Such projects shall be designed to—

(1) provide a pilot project to assess and im-
prove habitat value and environmental out-
puts of recommended projects;

(2) provide a demonstration project to
evaluate various restoration techniques for
effectiveness and cost;

(3) fill an important local habitat need
within a specific portion of the study area;
and

(4) take advantage of ongoing or planned
actions by other agencies, local municipali-
ties, or environmental groups that would in-
crease the effectiveness or decrease the over-
all cost of implementing one of the rec-
ommended restoration project sites.

(b) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—Non-Federal in-
terests shall provide 25 percent of the cost on
each project undertaken under subsection
(a). The non-Federal share may be in the
form of cash or in-kind contributions.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $11,000,000.

SEC. 555. QUEENS COUNTY, NEW YORK.

(a) DESCRIPTION OF NONNAVIGABLE AREA.—
Subject to subsections (b) and (c), the area of
Long Island City, Queens County, New York,
that—

(1) is not submerged;

(2) lies between the southerly high water
line (as of the date of enactment of this Act)
of Anable Basin (also known as the ‘“11th
Street Basin’’) and the northerly high water
line (as of the date of enactment of this Act)
of Newtown Creek; and

(3) extends from the high water line (as of
the date of enactment of this Act) of the
East River to the original high water line of
the East River;
is declared to be nonnavigable waters of the
United States.

(b) REQUIREMENT THAT AREA BE
PROVED.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The declaration of non-
navigability under subsection (a) shall apply

Im-



H8722

only to those portions of the area described
in subsection (a) that are, or will be, bulk-
headed, filled, or otherwise occupied by per-
manent structures or other permanent phys-
ical improvements (including parkland).

(2) APPLICABILITY OF FEDERAL LAW.—Im-
provements described in paragraph (1) shall
be subject to applicable Federal laws, includ-
ing—

(A) sections 9 and 10 of the Act entitled
“An Act making appropriations for the con-
struction, repair, and preservation of certain
public works on rivers and harbors, and for
other purposes’’, approved March 3, 1899 (33
U.S.C. 401 and 403);

(B) section 404 of the Federal Water Pollu-
tion Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1344); and

(C) the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.).

(c) EXPIRATION DATE.—The declaration of
nonnavigability under subsection (a) shall
expire with respect to a portion of the area
described in subsection (a), if the portion—

(1) is not bulkheaded, filled, or otherwise
occupied by a permanent structure or other
permanent physical improvement (including
parkland) in accordance with subsection (b)
by the date that is 20 years after the date of
the enactment of this Act; or

(2) requires an improvement described in
subsection (b)(2) that is subject to a permit
under an applicable Federal law and the im-
provement is not commenced by the date
that is 5 years after the date of issuance of
the permit.

SEC. 556. NEW YORK BIGHT AND HARBOR STUDY.

Section 326(f) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4851) is
amended by striking ‘“$1,000,000”” and insert-
ing ‘“$5,000,000"".

SEC. 557. NEW YORK STATE CANAL SYSTEM.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to make capital improvements to the
New York State Canal System.

(b) AGREEMENTS.—The Secretary shall,
with the consent of appropriate local and
State entities, enter into such arrangements,
contracts, and leases with public and private
entities as may be necessary for the purposes
of rehabilitation, renovation, preservation,
and maintenance of the New York State
Canal System and its related facilities, in-
cluding trailside facilities and other rec-
reational projects along the waterways of
the canal system.

(c) NEwW YORK STATE CANAL SYSTEM DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term “New York
State Canal System” means the Erie,
Oswego, Champlain, and Cayuga-Seneca Ca-
nals.

(d) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of
the cost of capital improvements under this
section shall be 50 percent.

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $10,000,000.

SEC. 558. NEW YORK CITY WATERSHED.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a program for providing environmental
assistance to non-Federal interests in the
New York City Watershed.

(2) ForM.—Assistance provided under this
section may be in the form of design and
construction assistance for water-related en-
vironmental infrastructure and resource pro-
tection and development projects in the New
York City Watershed, including projects for
water supply, storage, treatment, and dis-
tribution facilities, and surface water re-
source protection and development.

(b) PuBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary may provide assistance for a
project under this section only if the project
is publicly owned.

(c) ELIGIBLE PROJECTS.—

(1) CERTIFICATION.—A project shall be eligi-
ble for financial assistance under this sec-
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tion only if the State director for the project
certifies to the Secretary that the project
will contribute to the protection and en-
hancement of the quality or quantity of the
New York City water supply.

(2) SPECIAL CONSIDERATION.—INn certifying
projects to the Secretary, the State director
shall give special consideration to those
projects implementing plans, agreements,
and measures which preserve and enhance
the economic and social character of the wa-
tershed communities.

(3) PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS.—Projects eligi-
ble for assistance under this section shall in-
clude the following:

(A) Implementation of intergovernmental
agreements for coordinating regulatory and
management responsibilities.

(B) Acceleration of whole farm planning to
implement best management practices to
maintain or enhance water quality and to
promote agricultural land use.

(C) Acceleration of whole community plan-
ning to promote intergovernmental coopera-
tion in the regulation and management of
activities consistent with the goal of main-
taining or enhancing water quality.

(D) Natural resources stewardship on pub-
lic and private lands to promote land uses
that preserve and enhance the economic and
social character of the watershed commu-
nities and protect and enhance water qual-
ity.

>(,d) COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—Before pro-
viding assistance under this section, the Sec-
retary shall enter into a project cooperation
agreement with the State director for the
project to be carried out with such assist-
ance.

(e) COST SHARING.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Total project costs under
each agreement entered into under this sec-
tion shall be shared at 75 percent Federal
and 25 percent non-Federal. The non-Federal
interest shall receive credit for the reason-
able costs of design work completed by such
interest prior to entering into the agreement
with the Secretary for a project. The Federal
share may be in the form of grants or reim-
bursements of project costs.

(2) INTEREST.—In the event of delays in the
reimbursement of the non-Federal share of a
project, the non-Federal interest shall re-
ceive credit for reasonable interest costs in-
curred to provide the non-Federal share of a
project’s cost.

(3) LANDS, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY
CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest shall re-
ceive credit for lands, easements, rights-of-
way, and relocations provided by the non-
Federal interest toward its share of project
costs, including direct costs associated with
obtaining permits necessary for the place-
ment of such project on public owned or con-
trolled lands, but not to exceed 25 percent of
total project costs.

(4) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Oper-
ation and maintenance costs for projects
constructed with assistance provided under
this section shall be 100 percent non-Federal.

(f) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND
STATE LAws.—Nothing in this section shall
be construed to waive, limit, or otherwise af-
fect the applicability of any provision of
Federal or State law that would otherwise
apply to a project carried out with assist-
ance provided under this section.

(g9) REPORT.—Not later than December 31,
2000, the Secretary shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the program
carried out under this section, together with
recommendations concerning whether such
program should be implemented on a na-
tional basis.

(h) NEwW YORK CITY WATERSHED DEFINED.—
For purposes of this section, the term “New
York City Watershed”” means the land area
within the counties of Delaware, Greene,
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Schoharie, Ulster, Sullivan, Westchester,
Putnam, and Duchess which contributes

water to the water supply system of New
York City.

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $25,000,000.

SEC. 559. OHIO RIVER GREENWAY.

(a) EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF STUDY.—The
Secretary is directed to expedite the comple-
tion of the study for the Ohio River Green-
way, Jeffersonville, Clarksville, and New Al-
bany, Indiana.

(b) ConsTRUCTION.—Upon completion of the
study, if the Secretary determines that the
project is feasible, the Secretary shall par-
ticipate with the non-Federal interests in
the construction of the project.

(c) CosT SHARING.—Total project costs
under this section shall be shared at 50 per-
cent Federal and 50 percent non-Federal.

(d) LANDS, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-
WAY.—Non-Federal interests shall be respon-
sible for providing all lands, easements,
rights-of-way, relocations, and dredged ma-

terial disposal areas necessary for the
project.
(e) CREDIT.—The non-Federal interests

shall receive credit for those costs incurred
by the non-Federal interests that the Sec-
retary determines are compatible with the
study, design, and implementation of the
project.

SEC. 560. NORTHEASTERN OHIO.

The Secretary is authorized to provide
technical assistance to local interests for
planning the establishment of a regional
water authority in northeastern Ohio to ad-
dress the water problems of the region. The
Federal share of the costs of such planning
shall not exceed 75 percent.

SEC. 561. GRAND LAKE, OKLAHOMA.

(a) STuDY.—Not later than 1 year after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Army shall carry out and com-
plete a study of flood control in Grand/Neo-
sho Basin and tributaries in the vicinity of
Pensacola Dam in northeastern Oklahoma to
determine the scope of the backwater effects
of operation of the dam and to identify any
lands which the Secretary determines have
been adversely impacted by such operation
or should have been originally purchased as
flowage easement for the project.

(b) AcQuisITION OF REAL PROPERTY.—Upon
completion of the study and subject to ad-
vance appropriations, the Secretary shall ac-
quire from willing sellers such real property
interests in any lands identified in the study
as the Secretary determines are necessary to
reduce the adverse impacts identified in the
study conducted under subsection (a).

(c) IMPLEMENTATION REPORTS.—The Sec-
retary shall transmit to Congress reports on
the operation of the Pensacola Dam, includ-
ing data on and a description of releases in
anticipation of flooding (referred to as
preoccupancy releases), and the implementa-
tion of this section. The first of such reports
shall be transmitted not later than 2 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be
appropriated to carry out this section
$25,000,000 for fiscal years beginning after
September 30, 1996.

(2) MAXIMUM FUNDING FOR STUDY.—Of
amounts appropriated to carry out this sec-
tion, not to exceed $1,500,000 shall be avail-
able for carrying out the study under sub-
section (a).

SEC. 562. BROAD TOP REGION OF PENNSYLVANIA.

Section 304 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4840) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting
the following:
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““(b) CosT SHARING.—The Federal share of
the cost of the activities conducted under
the cooperative agreement entered into
under subsection (a) shall be 75 percent. The
non-Federal share of project costs may be
provided in the form of design and construc-
tion services and other in-kind work pro-
vided by the non-Federal interests, whether
occurring subsequent to, or within 6 years
prior to, entering into an agreement with
the Secretary. Non-Federal interests shall
receive credit for grants and the value of
work performed on behalf of such interests
by State and local agencies.”’; and

(2) in subsection (c) by striking ““$5,500,000"
and inserting ‘‘$11,000,000"".

SEC. 563. CURWENSVILLE LAKE, PENNSYLVANIA.

The Secretary shall modify the allocation
of costs for the water reallocation project at
Curwensville Lake, Pennsylvania, to the ex-
tent that the Secretary determines that such
reallocation will provide environmental res-
toration benefits in meeting in-stream flow
needs in the Susquehanna River basin.

SEC. 564. HOPPER DREDGE MCFARLAND.

(a) PROJECT AUTHORIZATION.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to carry out a project at
the Philadelphia Naval Shipyard, Pennsylva-
nia, to make modernization and efficiency
improvements to the hopper dredge McFar-
land.

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the
project under subsection (a), the Secretary
shall—

(1) determine whether the McFarland
should be returned to active service or the
reserve fleet after the project is completed;
and

(2) establish minimum standards of dredg-
ing service to be met in areas served by the
McFarland while the drydocking is taking
place.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $20,000,000 for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996.

SEC. 565. PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.

(a) WATER WORKS RESTORATION.—

(1)) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-
vide planning, design, and construction as-
sistance for the protection and restoration of
the Philadelphia, Pennsylvania Water
Works.

(2) COORDINATION.—IN providing assistance
under this subsection, the Secretary shall
coordinate with the Fairmount Park Com-
mission and the Secretary of the Interior.

(3) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated to carry out this subsection
$1,000,000 for fiscal years beginning after Sep-
tember 30, 1996.

(b) COOPERATION AGREEMENT FOR SCHUYL-
KILL NAVIGATION CANAL.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall enter
into a cooperation agreement with the city
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to participate
in the operation, maintenance, and rehabili-
tation of the Schuylkill Navigation Canal at
Manayunk.

(2) LIMITATION ON FEDERAL SHARE.—The
Federal share of the cost of the operation,
maintenance, and rehabilitation under para-
graph (1) shall not exceed $300,000 annually.

(3) AREA INCLUDED.—For purposes of this
subsection, the Schuylkill Navigation Canal
includes the section approximately 10,000
feet long extending between Lock and Foun-
tain Streets, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

(€) SCHUYLKILL RIVER PARK.—

(1) AssISTANCE.—The Secretary is author-
ized to provide technical, planning, design,
and construction assistance for the Schuyl-
kill River Park, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.

(2) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated $2,700,000 to carry out this sub-
section.

(d) PENNYPACK PARK.—
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(1) ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary is author-
ized to provide technical, design, construc-
tion, and financial assistance for measures
for the improvement and restoration of
aquatic habitats and aquatic resources at
Pennypack Park, Philadelphia, Pennsylva-
nia.

(2) COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—In provid-
ing assistance under this subsection, the
Secretary shall enter into cooperation agree-
ments with the city of Philadelphia, acting
through the Fairmount Park Commission.

(3) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated for fiscal years beginning after
September 30, 1996, $15,000,000 to carry out
this subsection.

(e) FRANKFORD DAM.—

(1) COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—The Sec-
retary shall enter into cooperation agree-
ments with the city of Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania, acting through the Fairmount
Park Commission, to provide assistance for
the elimination of the Frankford Dam, the
replacement of the Rhawn Street Dam, and
modifications to the Roosevelt Dam and the
Verree Road Dam.

(2) FUNDING.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated for fiscal years beginning after
September 30, 1996, $900,000, to carry out this
subsection.

SEC. 566. UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN,
PENNSYLVANIA AND NEW YORK.

(a) STUDY AND STRATEGY DEVELOPMENT.—
The Secretary, in cooperation with the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, the State of Penn-
sylvania, and the State of New York, shall
conduct a study, and develop a strategy, for
using wetland restoration, soil and water
conservation practices, and nonstructural
measures to reduce flood damages, improve
water quality, and create wildlife habitat in
the following portions of the Upper Susque-
hanna River basin:

(1) the Juniata River watershed, Penn-
sylvania, at an estimated Federal cost of
$15,000,000; and

(2) the Susquehanna River watershed up-
stream of the Chemung River, New York, at
an estimated Federal cost of $10,000,000.

(b) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal
share of the cost of the study and develop-
ment of the strategy shall be 25 percent and
may be provided through in-kind services
and materials.

(c) COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—In conduct-
ing the study and developing the strategy
under this section, the Secretary shall enter
into cooperation agreements to provide fi-
nancial assistance to appropriate Federal,
State, and local government agencies, in-
cluding activities for the implementation of
wetland restoration projects and soil and
water conservation measures.

(d) IMPLEMENTATION.—The Secretary shall
undertake development and implementation
of the strategy authorized by this section in
cooperation with local landowners and local
government officials.

SEC. 567. SEVEN POINTS VISITORS CENTER,
RAYSTOWN LAKE, PENNSYLVANIA.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
struct a visitors center and related public
use facilities at the Seven Points Recreation
Area at Raystown Lake, Pennsylvania, gen-
erally in accordance with the Master Plan
Update (1994) for the Raystown Lake Project.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $2,500,000.

SEC. 568. SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA.

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary shall establish a pilot program for
providing environmental assistance to non-
Federal interests in southeastern Pennsylva-
nia. Such assistance may be in the form of
design and construction assistance for water-
related environmental infrastructure and re-
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source protection and development projects
in southeastern Pennsylvania, including
projects for waste water treatment and re-
lated facilities, water supply, storage, treat-
ment, and distribution facilities, and surface
water resource protection and development.

(b) PuBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The
Secretary may provide assistance for a
project under this section only if the project
is publicly owned.

(c) LocAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-
ance under this section, the Secretary shall
enter into a local cooperation agreement
with a non-Federal interest to provide for de-
sign and construction of the project to be
carried out with such assistance.

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each local cooperation
agreement entered into under this sub-
section shall provide for the following:

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary,
in consultation with appropriate Federal and
State officials, of a facilities or resource pro-
tection and development plan, including ap-
propriate engineering plans and specifica-
tions.

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUC-
TURES.—Establishment of each such legal
and institutional structures as are necessary
to assure the effective long-term operation
of the project by the non-Federal interest.

(3) COST SHARING.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Total project costs under
each local cooperation agreement entered
into under this subsection shall be shared at
75 percent Federal and 25 percent non-Fed-
eral. The non-Federal interest shall receive
credit for the reasonable costs of design
work completed by such interest prior to en-
tering into a local cooperation agreement
with the Secretary for a project. The credit
for such design work shall not exceed 6 per-
cent of the total construction costs of the
project. The Federal share may be in the
form of grants or reimbursements of project
costs.

(B) INTEREST.—In the event of delays in the
funding of the non-Federal share of a project
that is the subject of an agreement under
this section, the non-Federal interest shall
receive credit for reasonable interest in-
curred in providing the non-Federal share of
a project’s cost.

(C) LANDS, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY
CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest shall re-
ceive credit for lands, easements, rights-of-
way, and relocations toward its share of
project costs, including all reasonable costs
associated with obtaining permits necessary
for the construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of such project on publicly owned or
controlled lands, but not to exceed 25 percent
of total project costs.

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Oper-
ation and maintenance costs for projects
constructed with assistance provided under
this section shall be 100 percent non-Federal.

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND
STATE LAws.—Nothing in this section shall
be construed as waiving, limiting, or other-
wise affecting the applicability of any provi-
sion of Federal or State law which would
otherwise apply to a project to be carried out
with assistance provided under this section.

(e) ReEPORT.—Not later than December 31,
1998, the Secretary shall transmit to Con-
gress a report on the results of the pilot pro-
gram carried out under this section, together
with recommendations concerning whether
or not such program should be implemented
on a national basis.

(f) SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this section, the
term ‘“‘Southeastern Pennsylvania’® means
Philadelphia, Bucks, Chester, Delaware, and
Montgomery Counties, Pennsylvania.

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to



H8724

carry out this section $25,000,000 for fiscal

years beginning after September 30, 1996.

Such sums shall remain available until ex-

pended.

SEC. 569. WILLS CREEK, HYNDMAN, PENNSYLVA-
NIA.

The Secretary shall carry out a project for
flood control, Wills Creek, Borough of
Hyndman, Pennsylvania, at an estimated
total cost of $5,000,000. For purposes of sec-
tion 209 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (84
Stat. 1829), benefits attributable to the na-
tional economic development objectives set
forth in such section shall include all pri-
mary, secondary, and tertiary benefits at-
tributable to the flood control project au-
thorized by this section regardless of to
whom such benefits may accrue.

SEC. 570. BLACKSTONE RIVER VALLEY, RHODE IS-
LAND AND MASSACHUSETTS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in coordi-
nation with Federal, State, and local inter-
ests, shall provide technical, planning, and
design assistance in the development and
restoration of the Blackstone River Valley
National Heritage Corridor, Rhode Island,
and Massachusetts.

(b) FEDERAL SHARE.—Funds made available
under this section for planning and design of
a project may not exceed 75 percent of the
total cost of such planning and design.

SEC. 571. EAST RIDGE, TENNESSEE.

The Secretary shall review the flood man-
agement study for the East Ridge and Hamil-
ton County area undertaken by the Ten-
nessee Valley Authority and shall carry out
the project at an estimated total cost of
$25,000,000.

SEC. 572. MURFREESBORO, TENNESSEE.

The Secretary shall carry out a project for
environmental enhancement, Murfreesboro,
Tennessee, in accordance with the Report
and Environmental Assessment, Black Fox,
Murfree and Oaklands Spring Wetlands,
Murfreesboro, Rutherford County, Ten-
nessee, dated August 1994.

SEC. 573. BUFFALO BAYOU, TEXAS.

The non-Federal interest for the projects
for flood control, Buffalo Bayou Basin,
Texas, authorized by section 203 of the Flood
Control Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 1258), and Buf-
falo Bayou and tributaries, Texas, author-
ized by section 101 of the Water Resources
Development Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4610), may
be reimbursed by up to $5,000,000 or may re-
ceive a credit of up to $5,000,000 against re-
quired non-Federal project cost-sharing con-
tributions for work performed by the non-
Federal interest at each of the following lo-
cations if such work is compatible with the
following authorized projects: White Oak
Bayou, Brays Bayou, Hunting Bayou, Gar-
ners Bayou, and the Upper Reach on Greens
Bayou.

SEC. 574. SAN ANTONIO RIVER, TEXAS.

Notwithstanding the last sentence of sec-
tion 215(a) of the Flood Control Act of 1968
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5(a)) and the agreement exe-
cuted on November 7, 1992, by the Secretary
and the San Antonio River Authority, Texas,
the Secretary shall reimburse the San Anto-
nio River Authority an amount not to exceed
$5,000,000 for the work carried out by the Au-
thority under the agreement, including any
amounts paid to the Authority under the
terms of the agreement before the date of
the enactment of this Act.

SEC. 575. NEABSCO CREEK, VIRGINIA.

The Secretary shall carry out a project for
flood control, Neabsco Creek Watershed,
Prince William County, Virginia, at an esti-
mated total cost of $1,500,000.

SEC. 576. TANGIER ISLAND, VIRGINIA.

The Secretary is directed to design and
construct a breakwater at the North Channel
on Tangier Island, Virginia, at a total cost of
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$1,200,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$900,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$300,000. Congress finds that in view of the
historic preservation benefits resulting from
the project authorized by this section, the
overall benefits of the project exceed the
costs of the project.

SEC. 577. HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS.

(&) IN GENERAL.—During any evaluation of
economic benefits and costs for projects set
forth in subsection (b) that occurs after the
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall not consider flood control works
constructed by non-Federal interests within
the drainage area of such projects prior to
the date of such evaluation in the determina-
tion of conditions existing prior to construc-
tion of the project.

(b) SPECIFIC PROJECTS.—The projects to
which subsection (a) apply are—

(1) the project for flood control, Buffalo
Bayou and Tributaries, Texas, authorized by
section 101(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1990 (104 Stat. 4610);

(2) the project for flood control, Cypress
Creek, Texas, authorized by section 3(a)(13)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1988 (102 Stat. 4014); and

(3) the project for flood control, Buffalo
Bayou Basin, authorized by section 203 of the
Flood Control Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 1258).

SEC. 578. PIERCE COUNTY, WASHINGTON.

(&) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary
shall provide technical assistance to Pierce
County, Washington, to address measures
that are necessary to assure that non-Fed-
eral levees are adequately maintained and
satisfy eligibility criteria for rehabilitation
assistance under section 5 of the Act entitled
“An Act authorizing the construction of cer-
tain public works on rivers and harbors for
flood control, and for other purposes’, ap-
proved August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n; 55
Stat. 650). Such assistance shall include a re-
view of the requirements of the Puyallup
Tribe of Indians Settlement Act of 1989 (Pub-
lic Law 101-41) and standards for project
maintenance and vegetation management
used by the Secretary to determine eligi-
bility for levee rehabilitation assistance
with a view toward amending such standards
as needed to make non-Federal levees eligi-
ble for assistance that may be necessary as a
result of future flooding.

(b) LEVEE REHABILITATION.—The Secretary
shall expedite a review to determine the ex-
tent to which requirements of the Puyallup
Tribe of Indians Settlement Act of 1989 lim-
ited the ability of non-Federal interests to
adequately maintain existing non-Federal
levees that were damaged by flooding in 1995
and 1996 and, to the extent that such ability
was limited by such Act, the Secretary shall
carry out the rehabilitation of such levees.
SEC. 579. WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT.

(a) REGIONAL ENTITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Congress encourages the
non-Federal public water supply customers
of the Washington Aqueduct to establish a
non-Federal public or private entity, or to
enter into an agreement with an existing
non-Federal public or private entity, to re-
ceive title to the Washington Aqueduct and
to operate, maintain, and manage the Wash-
ington Agqueduct in a manner that ade-
quately represents all interests of such cus-
tomers.

(2) CONSENT OF CONGRESS.—Congress grants
consent to the jurisdictions which are cus-
tomers of the Washington Aqueduct to estab-
lish a non-Federal entity to receive title to
the Washington Aqueduct and to operate,
maintain, and manage the Washington Aque-
duct.

(3) LIMITATION ON STATUTORY CONSTRUC-
TION.—Nothing in this subsection shall pre-
clude the jurisdictions referred to in this
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subsection from pursuing alternative options
regarding ownership, operation, mainte-
nance, and management of the Washington
Aqueduct.

(b) PROGRESS REPORT AND PLAN.—Not later
than 1 year after the date of the enactment
of this Act, the Secretary shall transmit to
the Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate and the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure of the
House of Representatives a report on the
progress in achieving the objectives of sub-
section (a) and a plan for the transfer of own-
ership, operation, maintenance, and manage-
ment of the Washington Aqueduct to a non-
Federal public or private entity. Such plan
shall include a transfer of ownership, oper-
ation, maintenance, and management of the
Washington Aqueduct that is consistent with
the provisions of this section and a detailed
consideration of any proposal to transfer
such ownership or operation, maintenance,
or management to a private entity.

(c) TRANSFER.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years
after the date of the enactment of this Act,
the Secretary shall transfer, without consid-
eration but subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary considers appropriate
to protect the interests of the United States
and the non-Federal public water supply cus-
tomers, all right, title, and interest of the
United States in the Washington Aqueduct,
its real property, facilities, equipment, sup-
plies, and personalty—

(A) to a non-Federal public or private en-
tity established pursuant to subsection (a);
or

(B) in the event no entity is established
pursuant to subsection (a), a non-Federal
public or private entity selected by the Sec-
retary which reflects, to the extent possible,
a consensus among the non-Federal public
water supply customers.

(2) TRANSFEREE SELECTION CRITERIA.—The
selection of a non-Federal public or private
entity under paragraph (1)(B) shall be based
on technical, managerial, and financial capa-
bilities and on consultation with the non-
Federal public water supply customers and
after opportunity for public input.

(3) ASSUMPTION OF RESPONSIBILITIES.—The
entity to whom transfer under paragraph (1)
is made shall assume full responsibility for
performing and financing the operation,
maintenance, repair, replacement, rehabili-
tation, and necessary capital improvements
of the Washington Aqueduct so as to ensure
the continued operation of the Washington
Aqueduct consistent with its intended pur-
pose of providing an uninterrupted supply of
potable water sufficient to meet the current
and future needs of the Washington Aque-
duct service area.

(4) EXTENSION.—Notwithstanding the 2-
year deadline established in paragraph (1),
the Secretary may provide a 1-time 6-month
extension of such deadline if the Secretary
determines that the non-Federal public
water supply customers are making progress
in establishing an entity pursuant to sub-
section (a) and that such an extension would
likely result in the establishment of such an
entity.

(d) INTERIM BORROWING AUTHORITY.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2),
there is authorized to be appropriated to the
Secretary for fiscal years 1997 and 1998 bor-
rowing authority in amounts sufficient to
cover those obligations which the Army
Corps of Engineers is required to incur in
carrying out capital improvements during
such fiscal years for the Washington Aque-
duct to assure its continued operation until
such time as the transfer under subsection
(c) has taken place, provided that such
amounts do not exceed $16,000,000 for fiscal
year 1997 and $54,000,000 for fiscal year 1998.
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(2) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The borrowing
authority under paragraph (1) shall be pro-
vided to the Secretary by the Secretary of
the Treasury under such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury deter-
mines to be necessary in the public interest
and may be provided only after each of the
non-Federal public water supply customers
of the Washington Aqueduct has entered into
a contractual agreement with the Secretary
to pay its pro rata share of the costs associ-
ated with such borrowing.

(3) IMPACT ON IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM.—Not
later than 6 months after the date of the en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary, in con-
sultation with other Federal agencies, shall
transmit to the Committee on Environment
and Public Works of the Senate and the
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a
report that assesses the impact of the bor-
rowing authority provided under this sub-
section on near-term improvement projects
under the Washington Aqueduct Improve-
ment Program, work scheduled during fiscal
years 1997 and 1998, and the financial liabil-
ity to be incurred.

(e) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the following definitions apply:

(1) WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT.—The term
“Washington Aqueduct’” means the Washing-
ton Aqueduct facilities and related facilities
owned by the Federal Government as of the
date of the enactment of this Act, including
the dams, intake works, conduits, and pump
stations that capture and transport raw
water from the Potomac River to the
Dalecarlia Reservoir, the infrastructure and
appurtenances used to treat water taken
from the Potomac River by such facilities to
potable standards, and related water dis-
tributions facilities.

(2) NON-FEDERAL PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY CUS-
TOMERS.—The term ‘‘non-Federal public
water supply customers’ means the District
of Columbia, Arlington County, Virginia,
and the city of Falls Church, Virginia.

SEC. 580. GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, WEST VIR-
GINIA, FLOOD PROTECTION.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is directed
to design and implement a flood damage re-
duction program for the Greenbrier River
Basin, West Virginia, in the vicinity of Dur-
bin, Cass, Marlinton, Renick, Ronceverte,
and Alderson as generally presented in the
District Engineer’s draft Greenbrier River
Basin Study Evaluation Report, dated July
1994, to the extent provided under subsection
(b) to afford those communities a level of
protection against flooding sufficient to re-
duce future losses to these communities
from the likelihood of flooding such as oc-
curred in November 1985, January 1996, and
May 1996.

(b) FLoOD PROTECTION MEASURES.—The
flood damage reduction program referred to
in subsection (a) may include the following
as the Chief of Engineers determines nec-
essary and advisable in consultation with
the communities referred to in subsection
(@—

(1) local protection projects such as levees,
floodwalls, channelization, small tributary
stream impoundments, and nonstructural
measures such as individual flood proofing;
and

(2) floodplain relocations and resettlement
site developments, floodplain evacuations,
and a comprehensive river corridor and wa-
tershed management plan generally in ac-
cordance with the District Engineer’s draft
Greenbrier River Corridor Management
Plan, Concept Study, dated April 1996.

(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—For purposes of sec-
tion 209 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (84
Stat. 1829), benefits attributable to the na-
tional economic development objectives set
forth therein shall include all primary, sec-
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ondary, and tertiary benefits attributable to
the flood damage reduction program author-
ized by this section regardless to whomever
they might accrue.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $20,000,000 for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996.

SEC. 581. HUNTINGTON, WEST VIRGINIA.

The Secretary may enter into a coopera-
tive agreement with Marshall University,
Huntington, West Virginia, to provide tech-
nical assistance to the Center for Environ-
mental, Geotechnical and Applied Sciences.
SEC. 582. LOWER MUD RIVER, MILTON, WEST VIR-

GINIA.

The Secretary shall review the watershed
plan and the environmental impact state-
ment prepared for the Lower Mud River, Mil-
ton, West Virginia by the Natural Resources
Conservation Service pursuant to the Water-
shed Protection and Flood Prevention Act
(16 U.S.C. 1001 et seq.) and shall carry out the
project.

SEC. 583. WEST VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA
FLOOD CONTROL.

(@) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-
sign and construct flood control measures in
the Cheat and Tygart River Basins, West
Virginia, and the Lower Allegheny, Lower
Monongahela, West Branch Susquehana, and
Juanita River Basins, Pennsylvania, at a
level of protection sufficient to prevent any
future losses to these communities from
flooding such as occurred in January 1996,
but no less than 100 year level of protection.

(b) PRIORITY COMMUNITIES.— In implement-
ing this section, the Secretary shall give pri-
ority to the communities of Parsons and
Rowlesburg, West Virginia, in the Cheat
River Basin and Bellington and Phillipi,
West Virginia, in the Tygart River Basin,
and Connellsville, Pennsylvania, in the
Lower Monongahela River Basin, and Ben-
son, Hooversville, Clymer, and New Beth-
lehem, Pennsylvania, in the Lower Alle-
gheny River Basin, and Patton, Barnesboro,
Coalport and Spangler, Pennsylvania, in the
West Branch Susquehanna River Basin, and
Bedford, Linds Crossings, and Logan Town-
ship in the Juniata River Basin.

(c) CONSIDERATIONS.—For purposes of sec-
tion 209 of the Flood Control Act of 1970, ben-
efits attributable to the national economic
development objectives set forth in such sec-
tion shall include all primary, secondary,
and tertiary benefits attributable to the
flood control measures authorized by this
section regardless of to whom such benefits
may accrue.

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $20,000,000 for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996.

SEC. 584. EVALUATION OF BEACH MATERIAL.

(@) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary and the
Secretary of the Interior shall evaluate pro-
cedures and requirements used in the selec-
tion and approval of materials to be used in
the restoration and nourishment of beaches.
Such evaluation shall address the potential
effects of changing existing procedures and
requirements on the implementation of
beach restoration and nourishment projects
and on the aquatic environment.

(b) CONSULTATION.—In conducting the eval-
uation under this section, the Secretaries
shall consult with appropriate State agen-
cies.

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 6 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretaries shall transmit a report to Con-
gress on their findings under this section.
SEC. 585. NATIONAL CENTER FOR

NANOFABRICATION AND MOLECU-
LAR SELF-ASSEMBLY.

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-

ized to provide financial assistance for not to
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exceed 50 percent of the costs of the nec-

essary fixed and movable equipment for a

National Center for Nanofabrication and Mo-

lecular Self-Assembly to be located in

Evansville, Illinois.

(b) TERMS AND CoNDITIONS.—No financial
assistance may be provided under this sec-
tion unless an application is made to the
Secretary at such time, in such manner, and
containing or accompanied by such informa-
tion as the Secretary may require.

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
There is authorized to be appropriated to
carry out this section $7,000,000 for fiscal
years beginning after September 30, 1996 .
SEC. 586. SENSE OF CONGRESS REGARDING ST.

LAWRENCE SEAWAY TOLLS.

It is the sense of Congress that the Presi-
dent should engage in negotiations with the
Government of Canada for the purposes of—

(1) eliminating tolls along the St. Law-
rence Seaway system; and

(2) identifying ways to maximize the move-
ment of goods and commerce through the St.
Lawrence Seaway.

SEC. 587. PRADO DAM, CALIFORNIA.

(a) SEPARABLE ELEMENT REVIEW.—

(1) ReviEw.—Not later than 6 months after
the date of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall review, in cooperation with
the non-Federal interest, the Prado Dam fea-
ture of the project for flood control, Santa
Ana River Mainstem, California, authorized
by section 401(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4113), with a
view toward determining whether the fea-
ture may be considered a separable element,
as that term is defined in section 103(f) of
such Act.

(2) MODIFICATION OF COST-SHARING REQUIRE-
MENT.—If the Prado Dam feature is deter-
mined to be a separable element under para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall reduce the non-
Federal cost-sharing requirement for such
feature in accordance with section 103(a)(3)
of the Water Resources Development Act of
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(a)(3)) and shall enter into
a project cooperation agreement with the
non-Federal interest to reflect the modified
cost-sharing requirement and to carry out
construction.

(b) DAM SAFETY ADJUSTMENT.—Not later
than 6 months after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary shall deter-
mine the estimated costs associated with
dam safety improvements that would have
been required in the absence of flood control
improvements authorized for the Santa Ana
River Mainstem project referred to in sub-
section (a) and shall reduce the non-Federal
share for the Prado Dam feature of such
project by an amount equal to the Federal
share of such dam safety improvements, up-
dated to current price levels.

TITLE VI—EXTENSION OF EXPENDITURE
AUTHORITY UNDER HARBOR MAINTE-
NANCE TRUST FUND

SEC. 601. EXTENSION OF EXPENDITURE AUTHOR-

ITY UNDER HARBOR MAINTENANCE
TRUST FUND.

Paragraph (1) of section 9505(c) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 (relating to ex-
penditures from Harbor Maintenance Trust
Fund) is amended to read as follows:

““(1) to carry out section 210 of the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986 (as in ef-
fect on the date of the enactment of the
Water Resources Development Act of 1996),”".

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. SHUSTER] and the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
BoRrski] will each be recognized for 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. SHUSTER].
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Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. SHUSTER asked and was given
permission to speak out of order.)

BIPARTISAN COOPERATION CONTRIBUTED TO

AVERSION OF NATIONAL RAILROAD STRIKE

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, with the
Speaker’s permission | will first inform
the House of another matter of great
importance to the country and to the
Congress.

With regard to the potential national
railroad strikes, as of early this morn-
ing, labor and management have
reached agreement on all the outstand-
ing disputes, thereby averting the pos-
sibility of a shutdown and averting the
need for congressional intervention. We
are extremely pleased about this.

The parties reached a voluntary
agreement. The House and Senate, the
White House, and the Department of
Transportation made it very clear that
labor and management should work
out their differences on their own.
They did that. Labor and management
deserve great credit for having done it.

Here in the House, certainly the gen-
tlewoman from New York, Ms. MoL-
INARI, the gentleman from Minnesota,
Mr. OBERSTAR, and the gentleman from
West Virginia, Mr. WiIsg, worked dili-
gently with us; in the Senate, Senators
KasseBaum and KENNEDY; with the
White House working very closely, Mr.
Panetta and Mr. Ickes, and indeed, the
Secretary of Transportation, Mr. Pefa.

So we all worked together 6to
present a united front. The bipartisan
effort created an environment in which
this agreement could be reached and a
national rail strike averted. | thank
the chairman for being able to make
these comments on my time before we
move to the legislation before us
today, the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3592, the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1996, is a
comprehensive authorization of the
water resources programs of the Army
Corps of Engineers. It represents 4
years of bipartisan effort to preserve
and develop the water infrastructure
that is so vital to the Nation’s safety
and economic well-being.

First, let me thank and congratulate
my colleagues on the Committee on
Transportation and Infrastructure for
their vision and tireless efforts in help-
ing move this legislation. 1 want to
give special thanks to Committee
Ranking Member Jim OBERSTAR, Sub-
committee Chairman SHERRY BOEH-
LERT, and Subcommittee Ranking
Member BoB BORskI. Their leadership
and contributions have been outstand-
ing.

H.R. 3592 is the end result of 4 years
of review and preparation. In the 103d
Congress, the House overwhelmingly
passed H.R. 4460, a bill that should have
become the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1994. Unfortunately, that
bill did not become law, and for the
first time since 1986, Congress was un-
able to enact WRDA legislation.

During the 104th Congress, we com-
mitted to restoring certainty to the
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process and fulfilling our commitment
to non-Federal project sponsors, most
of whom had already committed sub-
stantial funds to projects.

We conducted 4 days of hearings, re-
ceiving testimony from over 90 wit-
nesses, including numerous members of
congress, the administration, project
sponsors, national water resources and
environmental organizations, and
State and local officials.

The bill we bring to the floor today
truly represents a fair and balanced
proposal.

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 3592 accomplishes
three important objectives:

First, it reflects the committee’s
continued commitment to improving
the Nation’s water infrastructure.

Second, it responds to policy initia-
tives to modernize Corps of Engineers
activities and to achieve programmatic
reforms.

Third, and this is very important, it
takes advantage of Corps capabilities
and recognizes evolving national prior-
ities by expanding and creating new
authorities for protecting and enhanc-
ing the environment.

In developing this bill, we have tried
hard to be responsive to Members’ re-
quests; however, in today’s tight fiscal
climate, we simply had to establish and
adhere to reasonable criteria. For ex-
ample, we adhered to the cost-sharing
rules established in 1986.

In fact, in the area of flood control,
we have actually increased the non-
Federal share for future projects. In
another area, dredging for navigation
projects, we have revised the rules to
assure consistency and fairness in se-
lecting methods for the disposal of
dredged material.

Another criteria used in preparing
this legislation was the availability of
a Corps report. We have adhered to the
requirement that new projects have a
final Corps of Engineers report, or will
have one within the next few months.
This assures that projects that have
undergone the Corps review process re-
ceive top priority.

Is the bill perfect? Probably not. We
have heard concern about a handful of
provisions and intend to address those
as the bill progresses. There are some
differences between H.R. 3592 and its
Senate counterpart that must be re-
solved. In addition, | understand that
the administration, while generally
supportive of our approach, will sug-
gest some changes to the bill.

Therefore, as we move forward with
this important legislation, | intend to
work with all parties to assure that the
final product reflects a balance of all
interests.

H.R. 3592 is a strong bipartisan bill.
It reflects balance in every sense of the
word and a responsible approach to de-
veloping water infrastructure, preserv-
ing and enhancing the environment,
and strengthening Federal, State, and
local partnerships.

Mr. Speaker, | strongly urge my col-
leagues to support the bill, and | re-
serve the balance of my time.
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Mr. BORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | yield
myself such time as | may consume.

(Mr. BORSKI asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BORSKI. Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure to join with Chairman SHuU-
STER, Chairman BOEHLERT, and ranking
member OBERSTAR in support of the
Water Resources Act of 1996.

I want to compliment Chairman SHuU-
STER and Chairman BOEHLERT for the
totally fair and bipartisan manner in
which this bill was drafted.

The Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee works best when we
work together.

I am pleased that this bill marks a
return to the bipartisan spirit that ex-
isted in the past.

The bill also demonstrates the Trans-
portation and Infrastructure Commit-
tee’s continuing strong commitment to
investment in the Nation’s infrastruc-
ture.

Harbor deepening, inland waterway
improvements and flood control are
vital cornerstones of our Nation’s eco-
nomic vitality.

The ports of America are the doors
that link our Nation to billions of dol-
lars of international trade.

In the Philadelphia area, our port
supports 50,000 jobs—making a vital
contribution to our regional economy.

The 11,000 mile inland waterway sys-
tem provides vital transportation for
bulk farm products and coal.

It is essential that we continue to
provide funding for port and inland wa-
terway projects.

We are also proposing to continue the
expansion of the mission of the Corps
of Engineers to improvement of envi-
ronmental infrastructure.

We should be aggressive in using the
talents and abilities of the Corps of En-
gineers to meet our huge infrastruc-
ture needs.

We should also redirect the corps’
program to address the infrastructure
needs of our Nation’s metropolitan
areas.

In flood control, this bill makes im-
portant changes that | strongly sup-
port.

We have proposed to increase the re-
quirements for mitigation planning be-
fore structural flood control projects
are built.

An upgraded mitigation program will
save us money from start to finish. We
will be able to reduce the cost of
project construction and it is likely
that we will reduce disaster relief
costs.

We are also proposing an increase in
the non-Federal cost sharing for flood
control projects from the current mini-
mum of 25 percent to 35 percent.

This increase is a simple recognition
of our Federal budget situation.

We have dwindling resources avail-
able for these programs.

An increase in the local share will
help spread Federal dollars to more
projects and will help FOCUS resources
on more worthy projects.
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The administration proposed a 50 per-
cent non-Federal share which would
have done even more to spread scarce
Federal dollars and weed out poor qual-
ity projects.

The 50 percent cost-share is some-
thing to consider in the future.

At a hearing last year, | pointed out
that we should be prepared for cuts in
the Corps of Engineers programs as
part of general spending reductions.
Unfortunately, my prediction has be-
come a reality.

The inadequate 602(b) allocation for
energy and water development appro-
priations shows the clear impact of the
balanced budget.

We risk lasting, negative impacts on
our infrastructure investment pro-
grams in the future.

We must work together on a biparti-
san basis to ensure that while we are
getting our Federal fiscal house in
order, programs to invest in critical in-
frastructure needs are protected.

I hope to work with Chairman SHu-
STER, Chairman BOEHLERT, and ranking
member OBERSTAR in that effort in the
same bipartisan manner in which we
drafted the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996.

I urge support for the bill.

Mr. Speaker, I want to express my
thanks to the people who really made
this Bill Happen—Ken Kopocis, Art,
Chan, Barbara Rogers, and Pam Keller
of the Democratic staff of the Water
Resources and Environment Sub-
committee, and Mike Strachn and the
Republican staff of the subcommittee.

Mr. Speaker, | reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr.
DELAY], the majority whip.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
strong support of this legislation.
While this bill authorizes a number of
much needed projects to address infra-
structure needs and environmental res-
toration throughout the Nation, | am
particularly pleased with two provi-
sions in this bill.

One of these is the authorization of
funding to deepen and widen the Hous-
ton ship channel. These improvements
are essential to the economic develop-
ment not only of the region, but of the
country generally.

The Houston ship channel is a criti-
cal economic lifeline between our Na-
tion and the rest of the world. The Port
of Houston draws cargo from every
State in the Nation. It is the No. 1 U.S.
port in foreign tonnage and the second
busiest in total tonnage.

To remain competitive, however, the
ship channel must be improved to per-
mit faster, safer handling of cargo ves-
sels.

The improvements authorized are
also consistent with the port’s and my
enduring commitment to the environ-
ment.

By working with 13 Federal and
State agencies, the port and the Corps
of Engineers arrived at a plan that will
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use the dredged material from the ship
channel project to create over 4,000
acres of additional marsh land to be
used in developing bird islands, boater
destinations, and shoreline erosion
projects.

These beneficial uses have received
the very strong support of several key
environmental groups in the Galveston
Bay area.

The second provision allows certain
flood control districts to carry out
flood control projects with far greater
flexibility than ever before. The Harris
County Flood Control District will
demonstrate to the Corps of Engineers
that it can design and construct flood
projects faster and cheaper when it is
not burdened by Federal redtape.

For too long, excessive Federal regu-
lation has slowed the design and con-
struction of flood projects. Many Har-
ris County flood control projects cur-
rently in the design stage were first au-
thorized for study in the 1940’s.

Bringing these projects to the local
level has the potential to save the Fed-
eral Government hundreds of millions
of dollars. Without the unnecessary
redtape, there can be greater efficiency
and greater input from the affected
community. The result will be tax-
payer savings and projects being com-
pleted much more quickly.

Again, | strongly support this legisla-
tion and urge my colleagues to support
it, as well.

Mr. BORSKI. Mr. Speaker, | yield 2

minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr.
PALLONE].

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Speaker, | thank
the gentleman for yielding time to me.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in today in sup-
port of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996 for very important
reasons: Shore protection and respon-
sible disposal of contaminated dredged
materials. | would like to thank Chair-
man SHUSTER Ranking Member Jim
OBERSTAR, Subcommittee Chairman
SHERRY BOEHLERT, and Ranking Mem-
ber BoB BORskKI for their support on
these critical issues—issues that are
particularly important for my State,
New Jersey.

Included as part of this bill is the
Shore Protection Act, a bill sponsored
by CLAY SHAw and myself as the co-
chairs of the Congressional Coastal
Caucus. This bill will clarify and reaf-
firm the role of the Federal Govern-
ment in shore protection, and—in par-
ticular—beach nourishment activities.
Congress has repeatedly rejected the
administration policy to end Army
Corps participation inshore protection
projects. By passing this bill, we are
taking the additional step of actually
mandating the Federal Government’s
role in shore protection. And for that
reason, I am pleased to support this
bill.

In addition, WRDA 1996 contains pro-
visions that are greatly significant to
the responsible disposal of contami-
nated dredged material, and by that I
mean disposal that does not include
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ocean dumping. These provisions will
allow our ports to be dredged without
threatening our ocean environment or
our coastal economy. | would like to
thank my colleagues from new Jersey
who are on the committee—and in par-
ticular, BoB FRANKS and Bos
MENENDEZ—for their hard work and
support on this issue.

The port provisions in this bill will
take us a long way to getting out of
the ocean for dredged material disposal
by providing for Federal/non-federal
cost-sharing of confined disposal facili-
ties, it will open up the Harbor Mainte-
nance Trust Fund for use on these dis-
posal facilities, it will allow for tipping
fees to be levied for use of these facili-
ties, it authorizes a much needed con-
fined disposal facility for the Port of
New York and New Jersey, and it reau-
thorizes the ongoing sediment decon-
tamination technology demonstration
project for the Port of New York and
New Jersey.

Mr. Speaker, | really do again want
to thank the committee, and the rank-
ing members and the chairman of both
the full committee and subcommittee,
for their support. This is a very impor-
tant bill for the State of New Jersey,
and does a lot and goes a long way to-
wards protecting our ocean environ-
ment.

Mr. SHUSTER. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
WELLER].

Mr. WELLER. | thank the chairman
of the committee for yielding time to
me, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of the
Water Resources Development Act,
1996, which | note passed unanimously
with strong bipartisan support on the
Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. This legislation is essen-
tial if we want to improve our Nation’s
infrastructure by improving and pro-
tecting our communities from flood
problems and improve water infra-
structure. This bipartisan bill will cre-
ate jobs, protect property, lives, and
protect the environment.

I do want to note that approximately
one-fourth of the funding authorized in
this bill is directly related to preserv-
ing and protecting the environment.
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Mr. Speaker, | would like to speak
very briefly about two provisions in
this bill that are very important to my
home State of Illinois and also to my
congressional district, two provisions