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- (b) The sums authorized by this section include those necessary for
USC 2284. - SEC. 907. BENEFITS AND' COSTS ATTRIBUTABLE TO ENVIRONMENTAL the Secre ?ary to 'co_mple te local flood protection in the Columbia
MEASURES. - River Basin, as authorized by section 204 of the Flood Control Act of
h and fishing. In the evaluation by the Secretall')y gfg)lerteﬁts and costs <l)f 31 \év:_iter 1950 (64 Stat. 178). .
|dlife. project, the benefits attributable to measures included in a : . : : -
: ;i?)?::t? ?'cs)rp{}?iegurﬁ“&%é*ﬁf ehvironmental quality, including improve- - SEC: 910. CONTINUED PLANNING AND INVESTIGATIONS. 33 USC 2287.

ment of the environment and fish and wildlife enhancement, shall
be, deemed to be at least equal to the costs of siich measures.

USC 2285. SEC. 908. MITIGATION FUND.

There is established an Environmental Protection and Mitigation _
Fund. There is authorized to be appropriated to such fund
$35,000,000 for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 1986.
Amounts in the fund shall be available for undertaking, in advance
of construction of any water resources project authorized to be
constructed by the Secretary, such measures authorized as part of
such project, including the acquisition of lands and interests therein,
as may be necessary to ensure that project-induced losses to fish and
wildlife production and habitat will be mitigated. The Secretary
shall reimburse the Fund for any amounts expended under this
section for a water resources project from the first appropriations
made for construction, including planning and designing, of such
project.

SEC. 909. RIVER BASIN AUTHORIZATIONS.

- (a) In addition to previous authorizations, there is authorized to be
appropriated for the prosecution of the comprehensive plan of devel-
opment of each river basin or project that is referred to below by
‘name -and date of basic authorization, such sums as are necessary
for the -:Secretary 'to complete the comprehensive plan of

- (a):After the Chief of Engineers transmits his recommendations
«for a water resources development project to the Secretary for

transmittal to the Congress, as authorized in the first section of the
Act of December 22, 1944, and before authorization for construction
. of such project, the Chief of Engineers is authorized to undertake
~continued planning and engineering (other than preparation of
- plans and specifications) for such project if the Chief of Engineers
- finds that the project is without substantial controversy and justifies
: further engineering, economic, and environmental Investigations
-and the Chief of Engineers transmits to the Committee on Public
~Works and Transportation of the House of Representatives and the
mmittee on Environment and Public Works of the Senate a
. statement of such findings. In the one-year period after authoriza-
ion for construction of such project, the Chief of Engineers is
uthorized to undertake planning, engineering, and design for such
roject. : ~
- (b) Not later than January 15, 1987, and each January 15 there- Reports.
after, the Secretary shall prepare and ‘transmit a report on the
ctivities undertaken under this section in the preceding fiscal year
0 the Committee on Public Works and Transportation of the House
f Representatives and the Committee on Environment and Public
Works of the Senate.
-(c) The authorization made by this section shall be in addition to
ny .other authorizations for planning, engineering, and design’ of -

|
development.: - " * A ater resources development projects and shall not be construed as
S L e “ limitation on any other such authorization. o
o i, Basin, SHIN . At of Congress vg EC. 911. REVIEW OF COST EFFECTIVENESS OF DESIGN. L
“ Alabama-Coosa River Basin . e . arch 2, 1945 ; ~-During the design of each water resources project which has'a
ﬁiﬁé%%ii%&?ﬁlgasm e gflne 28, 1938 otal cost in excess of $10,000,000, which is authorized before, on;, or
 Arkansas-Red River Basin ' - November T, 1986 after the date of enactment of this Act and undertaken by the
-Baltimore, Harbor ... » December 81, 1970 ecretary, and on which construction has not been initiated as of the
%lﬁﬁfre?a];;in , September 3, 1954 ate of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall require a review of
Central and Southern Florida eesenen June 30, 1948 he cost effectiveness of such design. The review shall employ cost
-Columbia River Basin.. 3’111‘;);1272 11%53% ontrol techniques which will ensure that such project is designed in
Connecticut River Basin ...... Docember 31, 1970 he most-cost-effective way for the life of the project.
‘Gulf Intracoastal Waterway, St. Marks, Tampa......cccceeueee. August 13, 1968 EC. 912. SECTION 221 AGREEMENTS. ‘
Mississippi River and Tributaries May 15, 1928 - S . :
Missouri River Basin . . June 28, 1938 a) Section 221(a) of the Flood Control Act of 1970 is amended— 42 USC
North Branch Susquehanna River Basin .....ccoouinicicinenns 333332’212159836 by inse rting “ or an acceptable separable. -element 1962d-5b.
83;%&;:%52?%&:: May 17, 1950 ~thereof,” after “water resources project”, and by inserting “0,1;
Red Run Drain and Lower Clinton River..........ccovomiirerenss December 31, 1970 the appropriate element of the project, as the.case may be
Red River Waterway August 13'3119‘31%70 = after “for the project”; and : :
Sabine Ri‘t’grRBmi"B P4 13222333 22,1944 +(2) by adding at the end the following: “In any such agree- State and local
g:;rgg::;lin Rl:’::r Ba:sin December 22, 1944 . ‘ment entered into by a State, or a body .f.pohtlc_of the State governments.
Santa Ana River Basin June 22, 1936 ~ which derives its powers from the. State constitution, or a
South Platte River Basin e May 17, 1935{’ 170 governmental entity created by the State.legislature, the agree-
Tampa Harbor ..... : iy Decerhber ST, 137 ment may reflect that it does not obligate future State legisla-
%hmtynl;i;%s?asﬁiver Bosim o e JUNE 28,1938 ive-appropriation: for,vsug_h -performance aqd payr'nent‘wh.en
Wb River Basin i bligating::futur ropriations would: be inconsistent with

White River Basin

ry limitations.” > - -
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WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1986

Ocroger 17, 1986.—Ordered to be printed

Mr. HowaRrb, from the committee of conference,
submitted the following-

CONFERENCE REPORT

[To accompany HR 6]

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (L.R. 6) to pro-
vide for the conservation and development of water and related re-
sources and the improvement and rehabilitation of the Nation’s
water resources infrastructure, having met, after full and free con-
ference, have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Houses as follows: B ‘ '

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate and agree to the same with ‘an amendment as fol-
lows: ;

In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate
amendment insert the following: '

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE AND TABLE OF CONTENTS,

- (a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as the “Water Resources
Development Act of 1986, S

(b) TaBLE oF CONTENTS.—
Title I—Cost Sharing
Title II—Harbor Development
Title IIl—Inland Waterway Transportation System
Title IV—Flood Control
Title V—Shoreline Protection
Title VI—Water Resources Conservation and Development
Title VII—Water Resources Studies
Title VIII—Project Modifications
Title IX—General Provisions .
Title X—Project Deatithorizations .
Title XI—Miscellaneous Programs and Projects
Title XII—Daini-Safety - - E
Title XIII—Namings .. B .
Title XIV—Revenue Provisions
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603(0)(6)); LaConner, Washingtdn: (Section 603(f)(12)); Mound State
Park, Alabama (Section 6)8(a}; Fort Toulouse National Historic
Landmark, Alabama (Sectifyn. 6§8(b)); Interim Measures for Wheel-
ing Creek; GChio (Section 61§); Yaquina Bay. and Harbor, California
(Section 807); Lewisville Lake?Texas (Section 825); Colusa Trough
Drainage . Canal, California (Section 830); Mississippi- River-Gulf
Outlet, Louisiana (Section 844); Dunkirk Harbor, New York-(Sec--

tion 848); Endicott, Johnson City and Vestal, New York (Section -

852); Acequias Irrigation.-System, New Mexico (Section 1113);
Miami River Sediments, Florida, (Section 1162); and Avalon Bay,
California (Section 1169). ' :

Environmental Mitigation F und _

The conferees intend that expenditures from the Environmental
Mitigation Fund established pursuant to Section 908 of the Confer-
ence substitute not be considered as the initiation of construction
of the project. :

Engineering Review T :

Section 911 is adapted from both the Senate and House. bills and
will require 'a new cost-cutting review on all projects with-a total
cost in excess of $10 million. Although not specified in the Confer-
ence Report, the type of study to be undertaken is commonly

known as value: englneering. ‘
Urban and Rural Flood Control Frequency .

- Section 914 of the.conference report provides that in the prepara-

tion of feasibility reports for projects for flood damage prevention
in urban and rural areas, the Secretary shall consider and evaluate
measures to reduce or eliminate damages from flooding without
regard to frequency of flooding, drainage area, and amount of run-
off. Drainage area and amount of discharge have no definite rela-
tion to the amounts of flood damages which may be inflicted, and
no such limitation exists in the case of planning and recommend-
ing projects for flood damage reduction in rural areas. The provi-
sion places all areas on an equal footing. Section 914 should not be
interpreted to direct the Corps to undertake a program to construct

stormwater sewer systems.

Surveying and Mapping S i

The conferees adopted the House provision. Although sectio:
of the Conference substitute will ensure that the Secretar}
continue to be able to obtain quality surveying and mapping s
ices, there exists the potential for the Secretary to abuse th
thority granted here. D S

The Committee on Environment and Public Works of the
and the Committee on Public Works and’ Transportation' ol
House will closely monitor activities carried-out under this pr
sion. : » : o e
Dredged Material Placement . -

- Section. 145-of the Water Resource
thorizes the:Secretary:to :place; clea
- from- navigation:projects:en-beachés-fo

ratio besi ; payithe a
tionarll :(gtzsbea eés'to pay‘the addi- . = .
oppase oS ' aterial on the 'beach as
d to tin Pplann isposal area. - ;
e onfer nﬁe'subﬁtiﬁult;e gmends» section 145 to
2 -ederal-share shall be 50 percent o i-
glonal cost rather ‘thg?nvl_OO percent. This is appp;opriate finth\;siee\lg(gf
the fact that existing law provides for 50 percent Federal cost-shar-
Ing for the protection™f public beaches.

tl.OTl}.le Secretary andﬁ the states should take advantage of this sec-

Fill Material for Beach Erosion and Nourisﬁment

In carrying out Section 935 of the Conference substi he
C%I:ps of Engineers is expected to acquire and utilize fill trlxlltaeée:i};
which is abundant and commonly available. Further in obtaining
such material, the Secretary shall ensure that fragile or rare eco-
systems, including coral reefs, are not disturbed or destroyed.

Navigation Damage Mitigation
The conferees adopted the Senate provision with an increase in

the maximum cost of any individual project carried out pursuant to

Section 940 of the Conference substitute to $2,000,000
It should be clarified that the cost of the ’c’onst’;x"'uctiony- and fie
ation and maintenance of any ‘damage mitigation ' or nt

project constructed pursiant.to this section th
the non-federal ‘sponsor- of ‘the navigstion:prec
the real or expected:damage

for the specific proje nde

1s;har(iing for:theserdamap ’ ﬁ@ o)
ased . only: ongth ; mEnts of (he projest me-

sponsible ot e profect -

CEID) 2,
Projects:co ctedat VentRen igatefdamanes
navigation projectsficonstructedgarpaulllicd erallCOSMSE
constructed

Historical Properties

The Conferees adopt t Ao eRwithgtheRelanihcation!
that Section 943 is:in .n¢ provice e Seoretary
with the authority to repair; re 't YOkt MR-
Federal dams even if such dam h IRegisterNor
Historic Places. .

i)

TITLE X—DEAUTHORIZATION S

The House bill specifically deauthorized approximately 300:Corps
of Engineers projects, or elements of projects, with a total ¢ost éx:
ceeding $11 billion. S SR

The Senate bill specifically deauthorized four projects. S

. Both the House and Senate bills also contained general provi-
i_mns that establish procedures for potential future deauthoriza-
ions: v ‘ ,

bs,titu’ce also e‘stablishe‘s‘ a.general deauthoriza-
zauthg |-by this bill are deauthorized if not
ion, the Secretary is to submit bian-



