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PURPOSE

The purpose of this bill is to provide appropriations for the fiscal
year 2004 beginning October 1, 2003, and ending September 30,
2004, for energy and water development, and for other related pur-
poses. It supplies funds for water resources development programs
and related activities of the Department of the Army, Civil Func-
tions—U.S. Army Corps of Engineers’ Civil Works Program in title
I; for the Department of the Interior’s Bureau of Reclamation in
title II; for the Department of Energy’s energy research activities
(except for fossil fuel programs and certain conservation and regu-
latory functions), including environmental restoration and waste
management, and atomic energy defense activities of the National
Nuclear Security Administration in title III; and for related inde-
pendent agencies and commissions, including the Appalachian Re-
gional Commission, Delta Regional Authority, Denali Commission,
and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission in title IV.

SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The fiscal year 2004 budget estimates for the bill total
$26,946,164,000 in new budget (obligational) authority. The rec-
ommendation of the Committee totals $27,313,000,000. This is
$366,836,000 above the budget estimates and $1,236,805,000 over
the enacted appropriation for the current fiscal year.

The bill, as recommended, is in compliance with the sub-
committee allocation agreed to by the Committee and entered into
the Congressional Record on June 20, 2003.

SUBCOMMITTEE HEARINGS

The Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development of the
Committee on Appropriations held four sessions in connection with
the fiscal year 2004 appropriation bill. Witnesses included officials
and representatives of the Federal agencies under the subcommit-
tee’s jurisdiction.

The subcommittee received numerous statements and letters
from Members of the U.S. Senate and House of Representatives,
Governors, State and local officials and representatives, and hun-
dreds of private citizens of all walks of life throughout the United
States. Information, both for and against many items, was pre-
sented to the subcommittee. The recommendations for fiscal year
2004 therefore, have been developed after careful consideration of
available data.

VOTES IN THE COMMITTEE

By a vote of 29 to 0 the Committee on July 17, 2003, rec-
ommended that the bill, as amended, be reported to the Senate.

(4)



TITLE I—-DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
INTRODUCTION

The Committee remains concerned about the level of the budget
requests for the water resources programs of the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers. The budget request for fiscal year 2004 is about
$450,000,000 less than the amount appropriated to the Corps in
fiscal year 2003. The budget request is extraordinarily unbalanced.
Eight projects account for 29 percent of the proposed Construction,
General budget with the remainder of the projects severely under-
funded. The proposed General Investigations budget, which pro-
vides funding for studies of water resources needs, is decimated.
Only studies in their final year were adequately funded, the re-
mainder were severely underfunded. The proposed Operations and
Maintenance budget appears to show an increase, however, when
accounting for inflation and proposed funding transfers that are
unlikely to be enacted, the final total is less than the amount ap-
propriated in fiscal year 2003. The budget proposed for the Mis-
sissippi River and Tributaries project, is equally inadequate.

If the proposed budget request were enacted, the Corps would be
forced to terminate on-going construction contracts costing the gov-
ernment some $200,000,000 in termination fees, demobilization
costs, and delays in project schedules.

As has been the practice for the last several years, the budget
proposal contained no new construction “starts”. The budget pro-
posal stated that this was done in order to only fund the backlog
of on-going work (estimated at $23,000,000,000 in the budget pro-
posal) and that within 10 years, this backlog would be reduced to
zero. Followed to conclusion, that would mean that within 10 years
the Corps would only be an operation and maintenance agency to
oversee past constructed work. Since there are no other nationwide
agencies that address water resource problems and needs, one can
only assume that all water resource problems will be solved in the
next 10 years or that the Federal Government intends to no longer
fund water resource development.

The Committee does not share the views in the budget proposal
and remains concerned about the huge and increasing backlog of
infrastructure development, maintenance, and repair over which
the Corps has jurisdiction. The proposed budget causes the backlog
of unconstructed projects to increase from $44,000,000,000 to
$52,000,000,000 and ignores an accelerating critical maintenance
backlog which increases from $960,000,000 to $1,100,000,000. This
maintenance backlog will soon become entirely unmanageable
under the weight of an aging and crumbling inventory. Proposing

(6))
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no new discretionary construction starts, underfunding on-going
projects, and providing minimal O&M funding for completed
projects leads the Committee to believe that the budget preparation
may have been influenced by very narrow interest groups as op-
posed to providing for a robust national water resources develop-
ment program. The situation that the proposed budget poses to the
Nation’s economy and quality of life leave the Committee no option
but to step forward in support of these vital projects.

The Committee recommendation for the Corps of Engineers to-
tals $4,426,700. This is $232,700,000 above the budget request for
fiscal year 2003, and is $212,127,000 below the appropriation for
the current year.

BUILDING AND SITE SECURITY

The Committee is aware of the heightened threat of terrorist ac-
tivity since the events of September 11, 2001, and the subsequent
financial burden this places on the Corps of Engineers in managing
the security of the many public assets and critical infrastructure
within its control. In order to offset some of the financial burden
of the Corps of Engineers, the Committee provided $139,000,000 in
the fiscal year 2003 supplemental appropriations bill to defray
some of these costs. The Committee encourages the administration
to include funding for specific security related costs in future budg-
et submissions for the Corps of Engineers, as many of these costs
are recurring.

CENTERS OF EXCELLENCE

The Committee is concerned that Corps of Engineers technical
and planning capabilities have diminished over the past decade.
This diminished capability has been evident in recent controversial
studies such as the Upper Mississippi River and Illinois Waterway
System Navigation Study and the Delaware River Deepening
Study. The Committee urges the Corps of Engineers to review ways
in which it can improve its capability, to include concentrating its
technical and planning expertise in regional centers. The Com-
mittee believes that there is much the Corps can do to leverage its
highly skilled workforce in an effort to better utilize their expertise
on a national level. With constrained budgets and ever-changing
technology, the current work environment lends itself well to the
movement of knowledge and information across great distances in
a matter of minutes. Therefore, the Committee remains committed
to the concept of the regional centers because they will enable the
Corps to maximize its expertise across the country over a wide va-
riety of projects and problems just by tapping its own resources.
Though many problems are regionalized many of their solutions
are not. With the implementation of regional centers the Corps will
be able to manage the Agency’s workload across the Nation rather
than just in a district or division.

BUDGET CONSTRAINTS

The budget allocation for non-Defense discretionary programs
contained in the Energy and Water Development bill for fiscal year
2004 are constrained below what is necessary for a robust, bal-
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anced national water resources program. Faced with these budget
realities, the Committee has had to make tough decisions and
choices in the development of the Corps of Engineers’ budget re-
quest for fiscal year 2004. However, while the budget resources for
non-Defense discretionary programs have remained flat or have de-
clined in real terms, the number of requests of the Committee con-
tinue to increase. This year the Committee received more than
1,200 requests for funding for water projects within the Corps’ Civil
Works program. Many supported the funding level in the budget
request, but a majority of the requests made of the Committee
sought increases over the budgeted amounts or items not contained
in the President’s budget for both fiscal year 2003 and fiscal year
2004.

EXPENDITURE RATES

The Committee is aware that the Corps of Engineers has exer-
cised its existing authorities to take advantage of a good construc-
tion season and as a result, has been executing its construction
program at an increased rate using funds available from under-per-
forming projects. This occurrence has compounded over the last 2
years and has resulted in the Corps executing construction projects
at a rate which far outpaces their respective appropriated amount.
The Committee is very concerned that this practice has led to a sit-
uation where the Corps, despite Congressional intent expressed in
the appropriations Act, makes the decision on where to put its
scarce resources to the best use. Though the Committee under-
stands that the Federal government yields project benefits and cost
savings when a project is completed ahead of schedule or on time,
opposed to later, the Committee is not in favor of projects pro-
ceeding at a faster rate than Congress intended without its concur-
rence. The intent of Congress, with respect to water projects, is
very clear, specifically outlined in the detail tables on a project by
project basis.

Therefore, instead of retracting the Corps’ reprogramming au-
thority, a privilege granted to the Corps, the Committee expects
the Corps, within 3 months of enactment of this Act, to submit a
report to the Senate Appropriations Committee on its management
plan for its appropriations and how it intends to rectify the situa-
tion. Should the Corps not reign in its expenditures to reflect the
Congressional intent; the Committee will seek to retract the Corps
reprogramming authority.

TRUST FUND ACCOUNT USAGE

For fiscal year 2004, the administration proposes to expand the
use of both the Inland Waterways and the Harbor Maintenance
trust funds. In the case of the Inland Waterways Trust Fund, a
fuel-tax fund which offsets construction costs of certain inland wa-
terways projects, the administration proposes to use revenues to
pay for one-quarter of the operations and maintenance costs for all
“high use” Federal inland waterways, in addition to one-half the
operating and maintenance costs for all other Federal inland wa-
terways. During fiscal year 2004, this proposal would translate to
$110,000,000 in additional revenue tapped by the Corps. If the
Congress were to enact this proposal, it would effectively raise the
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inland waterways users’ diesel fuel tax from 20 cents to 34 cents
per gallon.

As for the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, revenue is derived
from receipts from an ad valorem tax imposed on commercial users
of specified U.S. ports. The administration proposes to use the fund
to finance not only 100 percent of the Federal share of the oper-
ation and maintenance costs for ports and harbors, but also all
Federal costs associated with coastal port and channel construc-
tion.

If the Committee were to enact these two proposals, the burden
placed upon both trust funds would be so great that the funds
would likely be bankrupt within a few years’ time. The Committee
believes that the changes contemplated by the administration will
dilute the funds’ target for resources: specific construction projects
in the inland waterways system and the maintenance of certain
ports and harbors. Therefore, the Committee dismisses the trust
fund proposals and encourages the administration, if it is indeed as
concerned with the funding needs of the Corps in these two areas,
‘(cé) increase the budget request for direct appropriations for the

orps.

BASIS OF COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

In development of the fiscal year 2004 funding recommendation
for the Corps of Engineers, the Committee is not able to include
any new construction starts, and has recommended only a limited
number of new study starts in an effort to restore balance to the
water resource program of the Corps, and to address high priority
requests made to the Committee. The limited resources available
have been focused on on-going projects where the Corps has con-
tractual commitments. While the Committee has not been able to
fund all projects at the optimum level, it has endeavored to provide
sufficient funding on each project to mitigate delays and increased
costs, to the greatest extent possible, across the entire Corps’ Civil
Works program. One issue of great concern to the Committee is
that the fiscal year 2004 budget request only funded 18 of the
projects in the preconstruction, engineering, and design phase. The
Committee believes that this was done by the administration as a
means to constrict the future pressure on construction. However,
the administration did not responsibly take into account the fact
that for fiscal year 2003, the Congress included funding for 84 of
these projects, the majority of which have Design Agreements
signed, which are legally binding contracts. As a result of the ad-
ministration not funding these projects, the Committee used its
constrained resources to avoid the Government breeching these
contracts.

GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

$134,141,000
100,000,000
131,700,000

This appropriation funds studies to determine the need, engi-
neering feasibility, economic justification, and the environmental
and social suitability of solutions to water and related land re-
source problems; and for preconstruction engineering and design

Appropriations, 2003
Budget estimate, 2004
Committee recommendation
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work, data collection, and interagency coordination and research

activities.

The budget request and the recommended Committee allowance

are shown on the following table:

CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Projct e l""ﬁg}]’fa' Planning lm’g;yfa' Planning
ALABAMA
BREWTON AND EAST BREWTON, AL 300
CAHABA RIVER WATERSHED, AL 50
VILLAGE CREEK, JEFFERSON COUNTY (BIRMINGHAM WATERSHED) ..... 200
ALASKA
ADAK, AK
AKUTAN HARBOR, AK 100
ANCHORAGE HARBOR DEEPENING, AK 50
BARROW COASTAL STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION, AK .......ccccovvvverirnncn. 200
COFFMAN COVE, AK
CRAIG HARBOR, AK 50
DELONG MOUNTAIN HARBOR, AK 200
EKLUTNA RIVER WATERSHED, AK 100
HAINES HARBOR, AK 100
HOMER HARBOR, AK
KAKTOVIK BEACH EROSION STUDY, AK
KETCHIKAN HARBOR, AK 50
KLAWOCK HARBOR, AK
KNIK BRIDGE CROSSING, AK
KOTZEBUE SMALL BOAT HARBOR, AK 50
LITTLE DIOMEDE HARBOR, AK 50
MATANUSKA, AK
MCGRATH BANK STABILIZATION, AK
MEKORYUK HARBOR, AK 50
PORT LIONS HARBOR, AK 100
REGIONAL PORT STUDY, AK
SAINT GEORGE NAVIGATION IMPROVEMETS, AK ......ovverrverirrerirerirens 50
SKAGWAY, AK
UNALAKLEET HARBOR, AK 50
UNALASKA HARBOR, AK 150
VALDEZ HARBOR EXPANSION, AK 50
WHITTIER BREAKWATER, AK 50
AMERICAN SOMOA
TUTUILA HARBOR, AS A6 | e A6 | i
ARIZONA
AGUA FRIA RIVER, AZ 150 150
CANADA DEL ORO WASH, AZ 100 100
NAVAJO NATION, AZ, NM AND UT 130 130
PIMA COUNTY, AZ 300 300
RILLITO RIVER, PIMA COUNTY, AZ 300 300
RIO SALADO OESTE, SALT RIVER, AZ 250 250
SANTA CRUZ RIVER, GRANT RD TO FT LOWELL RD, AZ 100 100
SANTA CRUZ RIVER, PASEQ DE LAS IGLESIAS, AZ ... 152 152
VA SHLY-AY AKIMEL SALT RIVER RESTORATION PROJ 370 370
ARKANSAS
ARKANSAS RIVER LEVEES, AR
ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION STUDY, AR AND 0K .....c.covveerrerriiniinnae LO70 | oo 1,270
HOT SPRINGS CREEK, AR 32

MAY BRANCH, FORT SMITH, AR
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Project title

Invteig}]iéga- Planning In\/ﬁg}]isga- Planning
NORTH LITTLE ROCK, DARK HOLLOW, AR 200
PINE MOUNTAIN DAM, AR 300
RED RIVER NAVIGATION, SWAR, AR AND LA 150
WHITE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, AR AND MO ......cccoovvvrmrrrnrinnne 300 | cs 500 | v
WHITE RIVER MINIMUM FLOWS, AR 100
WHITE RIVER NAVIGATION, AR 100
CALIFORNIA

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MINI-RAISE), CA ..cvvovvs | v 4,000
ALISO CREEK MAINSTEM, CA 150 150
ARANA GULCH WATERSHED, CA 100 100
ARROYO SECO WATERSHED RESTORATION, CA ..... 150 150
BALLONA CREEK ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA ...... 150 150
BOLINAS LAGOON, CA 200
CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, CA 141 ] e, 141
COAST OF CALIFORNIA, (STORM AND TIDAL), CA 700
COYOTE DAM, CA 100 | oo 100
DESERT HOT SPRINGS, CA 200
GRAYSON AND MURDERER’S CREEKS, CA ..o 400 | e 400
HUMBOLDT BAY LONG TERM SHOAL MANAGEMENT, CA 100
CITY OF INGLEWOOD, CA 300
LA RIVER WATERCOURSE, HEADWORKS AREA, CA 250 250
LA RIVER WATERCOURSE, SAN JOSE CREEK, CA 100 100
LAGUNA DE SANTA ROSA, CA 150 150
LAKE ELSINORE ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA ....coovvvrrierirens 50 50
LLAGAS CREEK, CA
LOWER CACHE CREEK, YOLO COUNTY, CA
LOWER MISSION CREEK, CA
LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CA 150 150
MALIBU CREEK WATERSHED, CA 270 270
MARINA DEL REY AND BALLONA CREEK, CA 150 150
MATILIJA DAM, CA 300 731
MIDDLE CREEK, CA
MORRO BAY ESTUARY, CA 250 250
MUGU LAGOON, CA 150 150
N CA STREAMS, LOWER SACRAMENTO RVR RIPARIAN REVEGETATI ... 200 200
NAPA RIVER, SALT MARSH RESTORATION, CA ... 200 200
NAPA VALLEY WATERSHED MANAGEMENT, CA .. 150 150
NEWPORT BAY/SAN DIEGO CREEK WATERSHED, CA . 186 186
OCEAN BEACH, CA 100 100
ORANGE COUNTY SHORELINE, LOWER SANTA ANA RIVER WATERSH ... 100 100
ORANGE COUNTY, SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA ...covvvverrecreieceenns 150 150
PAJARO RIVER AT WATSONVILLE, CA
PAJARO RIVER BASIN STUDY, CA 100 100
PINE FLAT DAM, FISH AND WILDLIFE HABITAT, CA
POSO CREEK, CA 300 300
PRADO BASIN ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA ... 100 100
RUSSIAN RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA 150 150
SACRAMENTO—SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, CA . 1,100 1,100
SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN COMPREHENSIVE BASIN STUDY, ..... 1,020 | oo | s
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CA 100 100
SAN CLEMENTE SHORELINE, CA 100 215
SAN DIEGO SHORELINE, CA
SAN FRANCISCO BAY, CA 420 420
SAN FRANCISQUITO CREEK, CA 100 100
SAN JACINTO RIVER, CA 100 100
SAN JOAQUIN RB, W STANISLAUS, DEL PUERTO AND SALADO CREE ... 50 50
SAN JOAQUIN RB, WEST STANISLAUS COUNTY, ORESTIMBA CREE ...... 300 | ces 300 | cs
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, CONSUMNES AND MOKELUMNE

RIVERS, 200 | s 200 | s
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Invteigaléga- Planning In\/ﬁgalsga- Planning

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, FRAZIER CREEK, CA 100 100
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, TUOLUMNE RIVER, CA 350 350
SAN JUAN CREEK, SOUTH ORANGE COUNTY, CA 100 100
SAN PABLO BAY WATERSHED, CA 200 200
SANTA ANA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 200 200
SANTA CLARA RIVER, CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, CA 150 150
SANTA ROSA CREEK WATERSHED, CA 120 120
SOLANA-ENCINITAS SHORELINE FEASIBILITY STUDY, CA 400
SONOMA CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, CA 150 150
STRONG AND CHICKEN RANCH SLOUGHS, CA ......cccovveerrmirirerireceneeens 50 50
SUTTER COUNTY, CA 200 200
TAHOE BASIN, CA AND NV 1,000 1,000
TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY, CA 100 100
UPPER GUADALUPE RIVER,CA

UPPER PENITENCIA CREEK, CA 460 460
UPPER SANTA ANA RIVER WATERSHED, CA 150 150
VENTURA AND SANTA BARBARA COUNTY SHORELINE, CA 100 100
VENTURA HARBOR SAND BYPASS, CA 121 | s 121
WESTMINSTER, COYOTE AND CARBON CANYON CREEK WATER-

SHEDS 150 150
WESTMINSTER, EAST GARDEN GROVE, CA ....cooovierierireieceeeienis 100 100
WHITE RIVER AND DEER CREEK, CA 100 100
WHITEWATER RIVER BASIN, CA
WILDCAT AND SAN PABLO CREEKS, CA 100 | v, 100 | s

COLORADO
CHATFIELD, CHERRY CREEK AND BEAR CREEK RESERVOIRS, CO ....... 260 260
FOUNTAIN CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, CO ....oooovverircrierirns . 350 . 350
ZUNI AND SUN VALLEY REACHES, SOUTH PLATTE RIVER, CO ...ccccoovee | v 186 | cvvreerins 186
COMMONWEALTH OF NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS
ROTA HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, CNMI 102 102
TINIAN HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, CNMI 102 102
DELAWARE
DELAWARE COAST, CAPE HENLOPEN TO FENWICK ISLAND, DE .....cccc. | woovevrrireninnns 214 |
CHRISTINA RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, DE 100
FLORIDA
HILLSBOROUGH RIVER, FL 340 340
LAKE WORTH INLET, PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL ...coovvieiveiireiirerirens 370 370
LIDO BAY, SARASOTA COUNTY, FL
LITTLE TALBOT ISLAND, FL
PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL
ST. JOHNS COUNTY. FL 100
ST. PETERSBURG HARBOR, FL
WALTON COUNTY BEACH AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORE, FL ..ccoooves | o 300
WITHLACOOCHEE RIVER, FL 340 340
GEORGIA
ALLATOONA LAKE, GA 150 150
ARABIA MOUNTAIN, GA 150 150
AUGUSTA, GA 300 300
INDIAN, SUGAR, ENTRENCHMENT AND FEDERAL PRISON CREEKS, ...... 175 175
LONG ISLAND, MARSH AND JOHNS CREEKS, GA .....ccccovvrvmrvrreriecireeens 150 150
SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION,GA
SAVANNAH HARBOR ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, GA ..o 150 | i 150
SAVANNAH HARBOR SEDIMENT CONTROL WORKS, GA AND SC ........... 100 100
SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, GA AND SC . 200 200
UTOY, SANDY AND PROCTOR CREEKS, GA 100 100
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS—GENERAL INVESTIGATIONS—Continued

[In thousands of dollars]

Project title

Budget estimate

Committee recommendation

Invteig}]iéga- Planning In\/ﬁg}]isga- Planning
HAWAII
ALA WAI CANAL, OAHU, HI 100 100
BARBERS POINT HARBOR MODIFICATION, OAHU, HI ...ccooereiiiens 100 100
KAHUKU, HI 100 100
KAWAIHAE DEEP DRAFT HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, HAWAIL, HI ............ 100 150
KIHEI AREA EROSION, HI 100 100
NAWILIWILI HARBOR MODIFICATION, KAUAL HI ....ooovceirns 100 100
WAIKIKI EROSION CONTROL, HI
WAILUPE STREAM FLOOD CONTROL STUDY, HI
GUAM
HAGATNA RIVER, GUAM 100 | ceis
IDAHO
BOISE RIVER, BOISE, ID 110 110 | s
LITTLE WOOD RIVER, GOODING, ID 100 100 100
ILLINOIS
ALEXANDER AND PULASKI COUNTIES, IL .ot 103
DES PLAINES RIVER, IL (PHASE 1) 278
ILLINOIS RIVER BASIN RESTORATION, IL 504
ILLINOIS RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, IL .. 148
PEORIA RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT, IL
ROCK RIVER, IL AND WI 48
UPPER MISS AND ILLINOIS NAV STUDY, IL, IA, MN, MO AND WI ......... 3,216
UPPER MISS RVR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, IL, IA, MO, MN AND WI ... 494
WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL
WOOD RIVER LEVEE, IL
INDIANA
INDIANA HARBOR, IN 150
JOHN T. MYERS LOCK AND DAM, IN AND KY
IOWA
DAVENPORT, 1A
DES MOINES AND RACCOON RIVERS, IA ..o 565
FORT DODGE, IA 23
LOWER DES MOINES RIVER, IA AND MO .....oovverrereerrrereceeseeecreneenns 50
KANSAS
BRUSH CREEK BASIN STUDY, KS AND MO
TOPEKA, KS 125
TURKEY CREEK BASIN, KS AND MO
UPPER TURKEY CREEK, KS 229
WALNUT AND WHITEWATER RIVER WATERSHEDS, KS ......cccoovviriirir 160
KENTUCKY
GREENUP LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, KY AND OH
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, JEFFERSON COUNTY, KY ... 200
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, MILL CREEK BASIN, KY 176
METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, SOUTHWEST, KY .......... 225
OHIO RIVER MAIN STEM SYSTEMS STUDY, KY, IL, IN, PA, WV ............ 1,350
DEWEY LAKE WATER REALLOCATION, KY
LOUISIANA
AMITE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA ......... 50
AMITE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, BAYOU MANCHAC, LA .....ccccovvvirennne 100
ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF AND BLACK, L ..... 150

BAYOU SORREL LOCK, LA
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BOSSIER PARISH LEVEE AND FLOOD CONTROL, LA 100
CALCASIEU LOCK, LA 100 100
CALCASIEU RIVER BASIN, LA 50 50
CALCASIEU RIVER PASS SHIP CHANNEL ENLARGEMENT, LA 200
GIWW ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA 100 100
HURRICANE PROTECTION, LA 100 100
JEFFORSON PARISH, LA
LAFAYETTE PARISH, LA 645 | s
LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA ......ccccoonvee. 848 | 1,900
ORLEANS PARISH, LA
PLAQUEMINES PARISH URBAN FLOOD CONTROL, LA ....ovirveoereereeenne 100 100
PORT OF IBERIA, LA 150 1,150
ST. BERNARD PARISH URBAN FLOOD CONTROL, LA . 100 100
ST. CHARLES PARISH URBAN FLOOD CONTROL, LA 100 100
ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST PARISH, LA 100 300
WEST BATON ROUGE PARISH, LA
WEST SHORE-LAKE PONTCHARTAIN, LA
MAINE

SEARSPORT HARBOR, ME 100 | v

MARYLAND
ANACOSTIA RIVER, PG COUNTY LEVEE, MD AND DC .....ccooovvrverrrrirnane 194
BALTIMORE METRO, GWYNN FALLS, MD
CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORELINE EROSION, MD, VA AND DE 200
EASTERN SHORE, MID CHESAPEAKE BAY ISLAND, MD 351
LOWER POTOMAC ESTUARY WATERSHED, ST MARY’S, MD ................. 200
MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER BASIN, MD 100

MASSACHUSETTS

BLACKSTONE RIVER WATERSHED RESTORATION, MA AND RI 50
BOSTON HARBOR (45-FOOT CHANNEL), MA .......ccevvrrrinnc 500
COASTAL MASSACHUSETTS ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, MA .. 170
SOMERSET AND SEARSBURG DAMS, MA AND VT

MICHIGAN
GREAT LAKES NAV SYST STUDY, MI, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA ............. 740
DETRIOT RIVER MASTERPLAN, MI
DETRIOT RIVER SEAWALLS, MI
LANSING, MI
ROUGE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, MI
ROUGE RIVER SUPP PLAN, Mi

MINNESOTA
MINNEHAHA CREEK WATERSHED, UMR LAKE ITASCA TO L&D 2, M ... 250
RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN, MN, ND, SD AND MANITOBA, C ... 1,200
SOUTH WASHINGTON CTY WATERSHED, UMR LAKE ITASCA TO L&D ... 250

MISSISSIPPI
GULFPORT AND HARRISON COUNTY WATERSHED STUDY, MS ... 100
HANCOCK COUNTY SEAWALL RESTORATION, MS 150
PEARL RIVER WATERSHED, MS 400

MISSOURI
CHESTERFIELD, MO
JORDAN CREEK, MO
KANSAS CITYS, MO AND KS 316
MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, UNITS L455 AND R460-471, MO ... 150
RIVER DES PERES,M0
SPRINGFIELD, MO 230
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ST. LOUIS FLOOD PROTECTION, MO
ST. LOUIS HARBOR, MO
SWOPE PARK INDUSTRIAL AREA, KANSAS CITY, MO
ST. LOUIS MISSISSIPPI RIVERFRONT, MO AND IL ..o 151 151
WEARS CREEK, JEFFERSON CITY, MO 100 100

MONTANA
YELLOWSTONE RIVER CORRIDOR, MT 209 209

NEBRASKA
LOWER PLATTE RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NE ......ccccomvrverrrrerrrrrirnreenns 191 | e 191 | e
SAND CREEK WATERSHED, WAHOO, NE 546 | e 546
WESTERN SARPY AND CLEAR CREEK, NE 318 | s 318

NEVADA
LAS VEGAS WASH, NORTH LAS VEGAS, NV ... 50 50
LOWER LAS VEGAS WASH WETLANDS, NV . 50 50
TRUCKEE MEADOWS, NV
WALKER RIVER BASIN, NV 100 | v, 100 | s
NEW HAMPSHIRE

CONNECTICUT RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, NH AND VT ............ 115 115
MERRIMACK RIVER BASIN, NH 400 400
PORTSMOUTH HARBOR AND PISCATAQUA TURNING BASIN, NH ....ccccee | v 100

NEW JERSEY
BARNEGAT BAY ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, NJ
DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, NJ, NY, DE AND PA ......... 50 50
GOFFLE BROOK, BOROUGH OF HAWTHORNE, NJ .....coovoervriciirerirens 25 100
GREAT EGG INLET TO TOWNSEND INLET, NJ .ovoivveeveeiimniveiveriseicns | v | 939 | e
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, HACKENSACK MEADOWLANDS, NJ ....... 100 100
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, LOWER PASSAIC RIVER, NJ ................. 25 25
MANASQUAN INLET TO BARNEGAT INLE, NJ
MID-DELAWARE BASIN COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, NJ 100
NJIWW ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, NJ
NEW JERSEY SHORE PROTECTION, HEREFORD TO CAPE MAY INLE ..... 100 100
NEW JERSEY SHORELINE ALTERNATIVE LONG-TERM NOURISHMENT ... 100 100
LOWER PASSAIC RIVER NJ ENVIRO REST, NJ wooooveerreereceeeeceeeceenns 25 100
PASSAIC RIVER, HARRISON, NJ
PECKMAN RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ 200 200
RAHWAY RIVER BASIN, NJ 150 150
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, HIGHLANDS, NJ . 200 200
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, KEYPORT, NJ . 200 200
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, LEONARDO, NJ .. 150 150
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK, PORT MONMOUTH, NJ
RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK UNION BEACH, NJ
SHREWSBURY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ ... 150 | s 150
SOUTH RIVER, RARITAN RIVER BASIN, NJ
STONY BROOK, MILLSTONE RIVER BASIN, NJ ... 200 200
UPPER PASSAIC RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ
UPPER ROCKAWAY RIVER, NJ 441 441
WOODBRIDGE RIVER BASIN, NJ 150 200

NEW MEXICO
EAST MESA, LAS CRUCES, NM 130 | ceis
ESPANOLA VALLEY, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES, NM .................... 50 510 20
MIDDLE RIO GRANDE BOSQUE, NM 225 300 | crreeeens
RIO GRANDE BASIN, NM, CO AND TX 125 125
SANTA FE, NM 225 300

SW VALLEY FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTIONS STUDY, NM
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NEW YORK
BRONX RIVER BASIN, NY 50 50
BUFFALO RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, NY ....ccovvrvvrvrerercirnens 52 52
FLUSHING BAY CREEK, NY
FREEPORT CREEK, VILLAGE OF FREEPORT, NY 25 25
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, GOWANUS CANAL, NY AND NJ 255 255
HUDSON—RARITAN ESTUARY, NY AND NJ ... 685 785
HUDSON RIVER HABITAT RESTORATION, NY .. 25
JAMAICA BAY, MARINE PARK AND PLUMB BEACH, NY .. 147
LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY 85
NEW YORK HARBOR ANCHORAGE AREAS, NY
NORTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND, ASHAROKEN, NY ... 134
NORTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND, BAYVILLE, NY 170
ONONDAGA LAKE, NY 307
SAW MILL RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NY ... 50
SOUTH SHORE OF STATEN ISLAND, NY 250
UPPER DELAWARE RIVER WATERSHED, NY ....ooveiieirrierieceirerieeenenens 50
UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN ENVIRON RESTORATION, NY ....... 200

NORTH CAROLINA
BOGUE BANKS, NC 400
CURRITUCK SOUND, NC 150
DARE COUNTY BEACHES, HATTERAS AND OCRACOKE ISLANDS, NC ... 150
MANTEQ (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC
NEUSE RIVER BASIN, NC 100
SURF CITY AND NORTH TOPSAIL BEACH, NC ......cccovvrerrirnrirrerierireens 200
TAR RIVER BASIN, NC 100
OHIO

ASHTABULA RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OH
COLUMBUS METR