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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. STRONG). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

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

WASHINGTON, DC, 
December 9, 2024. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DALE W. 
STRONG to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

MIKE JOHNSON, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 9, 2024, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with time equally 
allocated between the parties and each 
Member other than the majority and 
minority leaders and the minority 
whip limited to 5 minutes, but in no 
event shall debate continue beyond 1:50 
p.m. 

f 

THANKING VIRGINIA’S SEVENTH 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Virginia (Ms. SPANBERGER) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. SPANBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to thank the people of Vir-
ginia’s Seventh District. The greatest 
honor of my life has been to serve them 
in the U.S. House of Representatives. 

For these three terms, I have had the 
privilege of representing a cross-sec-
tion of what makes this extraordinary 
country, the United States of America, 
the greatest in the world. 

I have spoken with hardworking fam-
ilies going through their proudest days 
or their darkest moments. I have met 
with brilliant entrepreneurs who are 
not only pursuing their own dreams 
but making sure their employees can 
succeed. 

I have worked alongside dedicated 
public servants, law enforcement offi-
cers, first responders, and healthcare 
workers, who put the safety of Vir-
ginians first. I have met crop and live-
stock producers who work sunup to 
sundown to keep America fueled and 
fed, and I have represented the men 
and women who put on the military 
uniform to protect our shores. 

As my time serving them in Congress 
comes to an end, I am reflecting on 
what we have achieved together. 

When I was first elected to Congress, 
I promised to work tirelessly for the 
people I serve. I promised to be effec-
tive and responsive. 

In response to Virginia’s seniors 
struggling to afford their medication, I 
voted to lower drug costs for Medicare 
beneficiaries. In response to the 
fentanyl crisis, I worked with both par-
ties to strengthen America’s invest-
ment in prevention, treatment, and re-
covery programs. Both former Presi-
dent Trump and President Biden have 
signed into law the bills that I have led 
to crack down on fentanyl trafficking. 

To fix our crumbling infrastructure, I 
helped negotiate and voted to pass the 
bipartisan infrastructure law which 
has already delivered more than $10 bil-
lion of investment to Virginia. 

In response to the threats from 
America’s adversaries, I led efforts 
that were signed into law to build a na-
tionwide 5G strategy and hold 
cybercriminals accountable, and I 
made clear that I will always stand up 
for the role of U.S. global leadership. 

In response to the threat of climate 
change, I brought farmers, producers, 
conservation groups, and Fortune 500 
companies to the table. We got bipar-

tisan legislation signed into law that 
will not only help protect our natural 
resources but will help protect the bot-
tom line of Virginia’s producers. 

After we heard from retired police of-
ficers struggling to get their benefits, 
we closed a loophole that was stopping 
them from getting the retirement they 
deserved. 

For those who have borne the battle, 
I voted to expand healthcare benefits 
for thousands of Virginia’s veterans 
who have faced toxic exposures. My bill 
was signed into law to deliver surplus 
computers to veterans so they can ac-
cess new job opportunities, and I led 
the charge to make sure America’s 
atomic veterans, many of whom are no 
longer with us, are recognized every 
year. 

For me, being responsive has also 
meant making responsible investments 
in our public schools, our law enforce-
ment, and critical infrastructure. My 
office has secured more than $42 mil-
lion that went directly to 40 projects 
across the Seventh District. I thank 
our local leaders for working with my 
team to realize these investments. 

We have also focused on delivering 
for individual constituents. Since 2019, 
my office has returned nearly $50 mil-
lion to Virginians who have had chal-
lenges with a Federal agency. They are 
seniors who needed help to pay bills. 
They are veterans who finally secured 
the VA benefits they had earned. They 
are Virginia businesses who needed to 
cut through red tape. Along the way, 
we have proved that we could do all of 
this by bringing people together. 

I am honored to be ranked the most 
bipartisan Member of Congress from 
Virginia. It is not a talking point, but 
it is because that is how we make sure 
we achieve progress across the long 
haul. That is how we get things done, 
and we can get things done without 
sacrificing our principles or what 
makes us who we are. 

In office, I have endeavored to be re-
sponsive, transparent, and accountable 
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because that is at the very heart of 
what I believe is a responsibility of 
every Member of Congress. 

In this role, I believe that trust is 
earned, and I promise that I have never 
taken this trust for granted. 

Today, I thank those who have also 
made it possible for me to serve in this 
role. I thank the love of my life, my 
husband, Adam, for being my biggest 
supporter and someone who has made 
it possible for me to serve the people of 
Virginia’s Seventh District every day. I 
thank my daughters, Claire, Charlotte, 
and Catherine, for seeing that every ef-
fort I take in the political space is for 
them, their future, and the future of 
their peers in Virginia and beyond at 
the center of all I do. 

I thank my parents. I am the daugh-
ter of Martin Davis, a retired law en-
forcement officer, and Eileen Davis, a 
nurse. They taught me service, and 
they taught me that a life committed 
to helping others is one that every per-
son can find value and dignity in. 

I thank my sisters, Hilary and Mere-
dith, who are and always have been my 
best friends, my greatest supporters, 
and the two who remind me consist-
ently of who I am. 

I thank my parents-in-law, my 
brothers- and sisters-in-law, my nieces, 
my nephews, my aunts, my uncles, my 
cousins, and my late grandparents, ev-
eryone who had a part in making me 
who I am. 

I also thank every single member of 
Virginia’s Seventh District team. They 
are extraordinary people who have used 
their time, talents, and tenacity to de-
liver results for the people of Virginia. 
I believe in them. They made people 
believe in what is possible with good 
governance. I am grateful for them. I 
am grateful for their service. 

I am so grateful for the privilege to 
have served the people of Virginia’s 
Seventh District. 

f 

CONGRATULATING PENN STATE 
UNIVERSITY’S FOOTBALL TEAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. JOYCE) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to congratulate Penn 
State University’s football team on 
reaching the first NCAA 12-team play-
off. 

With both a shutdown defense and an 
efficient offense that kept the ball 
moving all season long, the Nittany 
Lions have put themselves in a strong 
position to play for a national cham-
pionship title next month. 

While these students have done an in-
credible job on the field to reach this 
position, it is also important to re-
member their success in the classroom. 

Over the past 10 years, Penn State 
University is one of only eight schools 
that has won at least 10 NCAA cham-
pionships while concurrently achieving 
at least a 90 percent graduation rate 
for student athletes. Their commit-

ment to excellence both on and off the 
field are an example for the thousands 
of students across Pennsylvania who 
look to our football team as role mod-
els. 

On behalf of the Nittany Lions na-
tion and across Pennsylvania’s 13th 
Congressional District, I congratulate 
the team on reaching the college foot-
ball playoffs. 

REMEMBERING GARY WASHINGTON 
Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, today, I rise to remember the 
life of a friend, Gary Washington. Gary 
was a member of the Bedford County 
community who dedicated his life to 
serving others. 

After graduating from Bedford High 
School in 1965, Gary’s education and 
work took him away from central 
Pennsylvania until later in life when 
he returned to Bedford to cofound the 
Extended Family Program, which sup-
ports students who are having dif-
ficulty in school. The program, which 
Gary led for 16 years before his retire-
ment, provides a lifeline to students 
who are struggling academically or at 
home. 

Today, Gary is remembered by the 
students that he mentored throughout 
the Extended Family Program and 
those that he coached on the Bedford 
High School football team. 

Later in life, Gary was diagnosed 
with Alzheimer’s disease. He and his 
wonderful wife, Mable, became strong 
advocates for both patients and pa-
tients’ caregivers. 

Throughout his life, Coach Wash-
ington was committed to helping oth-
ers and ensuring that the students in 
Bedford County had the tools and the 
support that they needed in order to 
succeed. 

On behalf of everyone in Pennsylva-
nia’s 13th Congressional District, we 
mourn the loss of Coach Gary Wash-
ington, and we pray for his family and 
for his friends and all of those who 
helped him throughout this journey in 
life. 

NATIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR HIGHWAY 
Mr. JOYCE of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, this week, as we commemo-
rate both the 83rd anniversary of the 
attack at Pearl Harbor and the 80th an-
niversary of the Battle of the Bulge, we 
are reminded of the incredible bravery 
and sacrifice made by our servicemem-
bers. 

The highest decoration that our Na-
tion can bestow upon those who served 
in uniform is the Congressional Medal 
of Honor for acts of bravery at the risk 
of life above and beyond the call of 
duty. 

This week, we have the chance to 
honor the soldiers, the sailors, the air-
men, the marines, and the coast 
guardsmen who have received the 
Medal of Honor by designating U.S. 
State Route 20 as the National Medal 
of Honor Highway. 

Stretching from Massachusetts Bay 
to the Oregon coastline, historic Route 
20 is the longest highway in this great 
country, and it is fitting that this road 

be designated to honor the 3,516 Medal 
of Honor recipients who have fought to 
keep our Nation safe and our Nation 
free. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this important leg-
islation to honor those servicemem-
bers. 

f 

DESIGNATING SINGLE, UNIQUE ZIP 
CODES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of a bill that 
the House will be voting on this week, 
H.R. 8753, which directs the U.S. Postal 
Service to designate a single, unique 
ZIP Code for certain communities. 

H.R. 8753 will provide long overdue 
relief to 45 mostly small towns in 13 
States from Connecticut to California 
by fixing a chaotic situation where the 
residents’ ZIP Codes are hopelessly 
carved up in a hodgepodge that results 
in lost mail, delayed mail, and wrong 
deliveries. 

One of the towns included in H.R. 
8753’s list is the small town of Scot-
land, Connecticut, located in the heart 
of eastern Connecticut, which I have 
the great privilege to represent. 

b 1215 

Scotland is the quintessential his-
toric New England small town with a 
population of 1,576 people. It may be 
small, but its history is rich. 

One of the signers of the Declaration 
of Independence, Samuel Huntington, 
was born in his family’s home located 
in Scotland, and today it is the signifi-
cant part of the Rochambeau National 
History Trail which was the route that 
the American Continental Army under 
the leadership of George Washington 
and John Baptiste Rochambeau 
marched in 1781 from Newport, Rhode 
Island, to Yorktown, Virginia, where 
the Battle of Yorktown took place and 
the small army of colonists defeated 
the greatest military power of the Brit-
ish Empire. 

Today, in 2024, it is a town that the 
U.S. Postal Service has assigned five, 
that is right, five ZIP Codes that 
caused endless aggravation and harm 
to the towns’ residents. Delivery of So-
cial Security notices, checks, Medicare 
information, prescription medication, 
notices from banks, employers, absen-
tee ballots and absentee ballot applica-
tions are all disrupted day in and day 
out. 

Town leaders in my office have tried, 
along with Senator CHRIS MURPHY, to 
get this ridiculous almost Monty 
Pythonesque absurdity resolved for 
many years with the Postal Service, to 
know avail. 

This week’s action by the House will 
mandate that USPS address this prob-
lem once and for all by designating a 
single, unique ZIP Code for these 45 
small towns. 
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Mr. Speaker, this vote has been a 

long time in coming. I recognize the 
town’s first selectman, Mr. Dana Bar-
row, and his predecessor, Mr. Gary 
Greenberg, who have diligently raised 
this issue, along with the town post-
masters, with the Postal Service for 
many years laying out the real-life 
consequences of fragmenting this small 
community and essentially dis-
connecting it to the vital services that 
the residents require. 

This week the House can help Scot-
land, as well as 44 other similarly situ-
ated towns, by passing H.R. 8753. The 
bill was reported out of the House 
Oversight and Accountability Com-
mittee unanimously and has strong, bi-
partisan support. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleague to 
support this measure, send it to the 
Senate for swift passage and to the 
President’s desk. The hardworking, 
taxpaying citizens of these towns de-
serve to get the same level of postal 
service as every other community. 

f 

NATIONAL WREATHS ACROSS 
AMERICA DAY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize a 
very special tradition taking place this 
Saturday, December 14, 2024. 

Every year, on the third Saturday of 
December, thousands of volunteers set 
out in a coordinated wreath-laying 
ceremony across the country and 
around the world. This ceremony is 
known as National Wreaths Across 
America Day. 

In 1992, Morrill Worcester from Har-
rington, Maine, noticed he had an 
abundance of holiday wreaths and de-
cided to take the opportunity to honor 
our country’s fallen soldiers. After con-
tacting his Senator, arrangements 
were made for the wreaths to be placed 
at Arlington in an older section of the 
cemetery. 

This tradition would quietly con-
tinue until 2005 when a photo of the 
tombstones decorated with wreaths 
and covered with snow went viral. 
From there, this quiet annual tribute 
to remember those who made the ulti-
mate sacrifice transformed into a mis-
sion to remember, honor, and teach. 

Since the viral photo, Wreaths 
Across America continues to grow. 
This Saturday, volunteers will lay 
wreaths at more than 2,500 locations in 
the United States, abroad, and at sea. 
This simple gesture is a way for all of 
us to express our appreciation during 
the holiday season. 

Wreaths Across America is built on 
three guiding principles: remember, 
honor, and teach. Each of these prin-
ciples carries profound meaning, re-
minding us of our responsibility to 
those who have given everything in de-
fense of our freedoms. 

First, we remember our fallen heroes. 

Every name engraved on a headstone 
represents a life, a story of courage, 
dedication, and love for our great Na-
tion. By laying a wreath at their final 
resting place, we say their name aloud, 
ensuring that they are never forgotten. 
It is a simple, yet powerful, act re-
minding us that freedom is not free. It 
is paid for by the men and women who 
answer the call of duty. 

Second, we honor those who wear or 
have worn the uniform. Honoring our 
veterans is not limited to one day or 
one ceremony. It is a commitment we 
carry out throughout the year. We 
honor the courage of those who stood 
watch over our Nation, often in the 
face of incredible challenges. We also 
honor their families, who shared in 
their sacrifices and carried the weight 
of their absences. 

Finally, we teach the next genera-
tion. 

Wreaths Across America encourages 
us to pass these lessons on to the next 
generation. When we bring young peo-
ple to participate, whether it is laying 
wreaths or hearing stories of service, 
we ensure that the values of duty, 
courage, and sacrifice are instilled in 
future leaders. These moments of con-
nection are how we keep the memory 
of our veterans alive and ensure their 
contributions are not lost to time. 

This past Saturday, what has become 
known as the country’s longest vet-
erans’ parade, Wreaths Across Amer-
ica’s annual Escort to Arlington, 
kicked off. The official route will trav-
el down the East Coast stopping at 
schools, memorials, and other loca-
tions along the way to spread and to 
remember the fallen, honor those who 
serve, and teach the next generation 
the value of freedom. 

Stops with public events will be held 
in Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and Wash-
ington, D.C., before arriving at Arling-
ton National Cemetery on the morning 
of Saturday, December 14, National 
Wreaths Across America Day. 

This pilgrimage to Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery represents the very 
best of our Nation. More than 250,000 
wreaths will be hauled by tractor-trail-
ers to their destination. 

Mr. Speaker, our veterans remind us 
that our freedom is not guaranteed, 
but it is paid for by our dedicated serv-
icemembers. This small gesture is one 
of the many ways we can thank them 
for their service. 

I also recognize the organizers, vol-
unteers, and participants who make 
Wreaths Across America possible. 
Their dedication ensures that hundreds 
of thousands of veterans are remem-
bered with dignity and respect. 

Mr. Speaker, if you are interested in 
volunteering, please visit 
wreathsacrossamerica.org. 

f 

SUDAN: WORST HUMANITARIAN 
CRISIS IN THE WORLD 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to speak about Sudan, where 
people are suffering the worst humani-
tarian crisis in the world, yet Sudan is 
all but invisible. 

In 2004, I stood with my colleagues in 
the House and Senate, NGOs and move-
ments, and President George W. Bush 
in denouncing genocide in Darfur and 
calling for an end to the killing and re-
pression by Sudanese dictator Omar al- 
Bashir. 

In April of 2019, I celebrated the cour-
age of the Sudanese people who over-
threw Bashir in a nonviolent mass 
movement. I supported their aspira-
tions to create a new democratic, civil-
ian government. Their hopes were frus-
trated in October 2021 when two gen-
erals carried out a military coup 
against the transitional government. 

Then in April 2023, those two gen-
erals, one in charge of the Sudanese 
Armed Forces, the SAF, and the other 
in charge of the Rapid Support Forces, 
the RSF, turned on one another in a 
power struggle that has laid waste to 
Sudan. Both sides have been accused of 
carrying out war crimes, and the RSF 
has been accused of atrocities that 
might rise to the level of genocide in 
Darfur. 

The U.S. must use all of its leverage 
and every tool and mechanism avail-
able to ostracize these warlords and 
those who provide them with funds, 
military aid, and supplies. Yet, after 19 
months of carnage, we have failed to do 
so. 

Meanwhile, the Sudanese people are 
being killed, tortured, raped, and 
starved. They believe that the world 
has forgotten them. Some 26 million 
people need food assistance. Close to 10 
million people have been classified as 
on the cusp of famine or are already in 
its grip. The number of deaths by mal-
nutrition is rising. 

Let me salute the brave Sudanese 
and international groups working day 
and night inside Sudan to provide life- 
saving food, medicine, and services to 
the Sudanese people. 

In northern Darfur, the Zamzam 
camp for internally displaced, where 
more than one-half million people seek 
shelter, has received support from hu-
manitarian networks in my home 
State of Massachusetts for decades. In 
August, Zamzam was officially classi-
fied as ‘‘in famine.’’ In late November, 
the World Food Programme finally 
reached camp Zamzam with critical 
food supplies. Then, during the first 
week in December, the RSF attacked 
Zamzam. Shelling resulted in deaths, 
injuries, and disrupted deliveries of 
emergency supplies. 

The SAF is also carrying out mili-
tary operations in the area around 
Zamzam. 

What is happening in Zamzam is hap-
pening throughout Sudan. Civilians are 
targeted by both sides. Sudanese and 
international humanitarian workers 
are targeted along with their lifesaving 
work. 
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Meanwhile, the U.S. and the inter-

national community condemns such 
actions but do nothing, nothing, Mr. 
Speaker, to end them. 

Foreign actors such as the UAE, 
Egypt, China, Russia, Iran, and compa-
nies based in Turkiye, Egypt, Serbia, 
Yemen, and Russia continue to supply 
the warring sides with weapons and 
supplies. 

One of the greatest abusers, the UAE, 
is accused of supplying the RSF with 
military equipment. Yet, rather than 
sanctioning the UAE, the U.S. recently 
announced that it is sending the UAE 
$1.2 billion in military equipment. 

Mr. Speaker, how can that be? 
Shame on us, and shame on this ad-

ministration. 
I applaud Senator CHRIS VAN HOLLEN 

and Congresswoman SARA JACOBS for 
introducing resolutions of disapproval 
for these arms sales. Shame on the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
and the Senate and House leadership 
for failing to rapidly bring these reso-
lutions to the Senate and House floors 
through regular order in the House and 
expedited procedures in the Senate. 

Last Tuesday, Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee Ranking Member MEEKS intro-
duced H.R. 10268 to impose sanctions on 
those supplying military aid to the 
warring parties and support pathways 
to a cessation of hostilities and peace. 

Many of my House colleagues have 
led letters and introduced resolutions 
on the humanitarian crisis in Sudan, 
but it is simply not enough. 

President Biden, President-elect 
Trump, Congress, and the international 
community must commit to use all 
their leverage to achieve a cessation of 
hostilities, protect civilians, and get 
humanitarian aid inside Sudan. 

Only then will the Sudanese people 
know that they have not been forgot-
ten by the American people and by the 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include in the RECORD a letter 
dated August 16, 2024, addressed to Sec-
retary Blinken and Administrator 
Power, from several Members of Con-
gress; and a letter dated 6 of December 
2024 to Senators Risch and Young from 
several Sudanese and international 
civil society groups. 

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

There was no objection. 
AUGUST 16, 2024. 

DEAR SECRETARY BLINKEN AND ADMINIS-
TRATOR POWER, 

We write with alarm at the catastrophic 
humanitarian emergency unfolding in 
Sudan, emphasized by the declaration of 
famine in the 500,000-person Zamzam refugee 
camp in war-ravaged Darfur—the world’s 
first confirmed famine since 2017. In the face 
of such incredible suffering, the U.S. must 
take extraordinary measures to support Su-
danese civilians. We appreciate the Adminis-
tration’s efforts at the ALPS Group talks in 
Switzerland to address Sudan’s humani-
tarian crisis, including by securing commit-
ments from both parties to provide 
unhindered humanitarian access through 
Adre border crossing and along the Dabbah 

Road for 3 months, which all parties must 
immediately operationalize and expand to 
facilitate a famine response. We urge the 
U.S. to build on the peace talks to prioritize 
the scaling up of humanitarian aid in Sudan, 
through greater resources and staffing for 
Special Envoy Tom Perriello, more con-
certed U.S. leadership to push for creative 
solutions to aid delivery obstacles, support 
for a new pledging conference, and greater 
attention from the UN. 

The lack of international attention has ob-
scured a horrific reality: the war in Sudan is 
the largest humanitarian disaster in the 
world today. The country is experiencing 
higher rates of displacement, death, and 
starvation than during the Darfur genocide 
in the early 2000s. As Special Envoy Tom 
Perriello recently testified, the death toll 
from the war could be as many as 150,000 peo-
ple. Millions of civilians are experiencing vi-
olence, with 6.7 million people at risk of con-
flict-related sexual violence, which dis-
proportionately impacts women and girls. 
According to the Integrated Food Security 
Phase Classification (IPC) system, 26 million 
Sudanese, about half the country’s popu-
lation, are suffering crisis levels of hunger— 
the worst food insecurity in Sudan the IPC 
has ever recorded. By one estimate, two and 
a half million Sudanese could die of hunger- 
related causes in the next four months. 
Sudan is also experiencing the world’s larg-
est displacement crisis: 10 million people 
have been forced from their homes since the 
war began 16 months ago, two million of 
whom have fled to neighboring countries 
where humanitarian assistance is already at 
a breaking point. Sudan is experiencing a 
crisis of historic proportions with lasting 
consequences for U.S. interests in the region. 
There is no time to waste: the United States 
must bring the full weight of our diplomatic 
power and foreign assistance to bear to 
meaningfully improve the conditions on the 
ground. 

Surging humanitarian resources to des-
perate civilians and bringing an end to this 
conflict should be a top priority of the U.S. 
foreign policy agenda, with commensurate 
resources and high-level diplomatic atten-
tion. We encourage the inclusion of relevant 
international partners in a centralized proc-
ess to bring both the Rapid Support Forces 
(RSF) and Sudanese Armed Forces (SAF) to 
the table for further talks to end the war. In 
the meantime, it is essential that the U.S. 
seize the momentum of the ALPS Group 
talks to continue to mobilize its own re-
sources and those of the international com-
munity to dramatically scale up the humani-
tarian response and save civilian lives in 
Sudan. 

Breaking the current stalemate requires 
the work of a robust team backed by serious 
resources, and it is critical that the Special 
Envoy has the support needed to be success-
ful. Alongside the diplomatic line of effort, 
we urge greater U.S. leadership in pushing 
for creative solutions to circumvent the nu-
merous obstacles to aid delivery created by 
the SAF and RSF and to secure consistent 
and sustained access to the Adre border 
crossing after the initial three-month open-
ing period. The risk of recurring impedi-
ments to traditional UN cross-line and cross- 
border humanitarian operations also make 
investing in alternative aid mechanisms all 
the more important. We urge you to ramp up 
support for cash programming and market- 
based assistance and direct greater funding 
to locally-led, grassroots response organiza-
tions like Emergency Response Rooms that 
are leading humanitarian efforts in many 
hard-to-access areas. 

From a broader perspective, we are also 
concerned that only 37% out of the $2.7 bil-
lion of the UN’s humanitarian appeal for 

Sudan is currently funded. We urge the Ad-
ministration to push for another emergency 
pledging conference in light of the recent 
famine declaration and the temporary re-
opening of the Adre crossing, and to engage 
urgently with international partners to en-
courage a multilateral surge of contribu-
tions. The U.S. should also utilize its posi-
tion at the UN to help catalyze international 
action. We hope the U.S. is able to leverage 
the upcoming UN General Assembly to ele-
vate the crisis to the highest levels of global 
action, including urging the UN Security 
Council to hold open briefings on Sudan 
until famine conditions are improved. End-
ing the Sudan crisis will require a deliberate 
and well-resourced U.S. response. We want to 
work with you to ensure the U.S. puts for-
ward a policy that holistically addresses the 
humanitarian, political, economic, and re-
gional impacts of the war. 

Famine is a reality on the ground in Sudan 
and the deprivation at Zamzam camp just 
scratches the surface of a much broader ca-
tastrophe. If we are to stop the suffering, the 
United States and our partners around the 
world must act swiftly and decisively to save 
civilian lives. 

Sincerely, 
Sara Jacobs, Ranking Member, Sub-

committee on Africa; Sydney Kamlager- 
Dove, James P. McGovern, Lois Frankel, 
Norma J. Torres, Jamie Raskin, Abigail 
Davis Spanberger, Greg Casar, Delia C. Ra-
mirez, Raúl M. Grijalva, Jonathan L. Jack-
son, Alma S. Adams, Ph.D., Madeleine Dean, 
Ilhan Omar, Dina Titus, Pramila Jayapal, 
Maxine Waters, Frederica S. Wilson, Nikema 
Williams, Betty McCollum, Gwen S. Moore, 
Eleanor Holmes Norton, Brad Sherman, Ste-
phen F. Lynch, Andy Kim, Maxwell 
Alejandro Frost, Mike Quigley, Seth 
Moulton, Rashida Tlaib, Gerald E. Connolly, 
Sheila Cherfilus-McCormick, Mark 
DeSaulnier, Bennie G. Thompson, Daniel T. 
Kildee, Nydia M. Velázquez, Gabe Amo, Seth 
Magaziner, André Carson, Ami Bera, M.D., 
Jennifer L. McClellan, Kevin Mullin, Danny 
K. Davis, Yvette D. Clarke, Nanette Diaz 
Barragán, Robert Garcia, Henry C. ‘‘Hank’’ 
Johnson, Jr., Teresa Leger Fernández, Rosa 
L. DeLauro, Juan Vargas, Greg Stanton, Wil-
liam R. Keating; Members of Congress. 

KEEP EYES ON SUDAN, 
December 6, 2024. 

Hon. SENATOR JAMES E. RISCH, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Foreign Rela-

tions, U.S. Senate. 
Hon. SENATOR TODD YOUNG, 
Member, Committee on Foreign Relations, U.S. 

Senate. 
DEAR SENATORS RISCH AND YOUNG: Qui 

Potest, Debet! 
We, the undersigned Sudanese and inter-

national civil society groups, write to you 
with an urgent appeal to support the Van 
Hollen-Jacobs legislative package aimed at 
conditioning U.S. arms sales to the United 
Arab Emirates (UAE) on ending its support 
to the Rapid Support Forces (RSF) militia in 
Sudan. These bills represent a crucial step 
toward halting one of the worst humani-
tarian crises of our time. 

The situation in Sudan is dire. Since April 
2023, when a brutal war erupted between the 
Sudanese Armed Forces (SAF) and the RSF, 
our country has descended into unprece-
dented levels of violence and suffering. Mil-
lions of civilians have been displaced, and 
the RSF has been credibly accused of sys-
tematically using starvation, sexual vio-
lence, and ethnic cleansing as weapons of 
war. In January 2024, the UN Darfur Panel of 
Experts unequivocally confirmed the UAE’s 
role in arming the RSF, further fueling this 
catastrophe. The U.S. State Department 
itself has determined that the RSF’s atroc-
ities constitute crimes against humanity and 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:11 Dec 10, 2024 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K09DE7.006 H09DEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E

--



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6449 December 9, 2024 
ethnic cleansing, echoing the genocide in 
Darfur that began two decades ago. 

The United States has a long history of 
leveraging its foreign policy tools to uphold 
human rights and prevent atrocities. Nota-
bly, during the Balkan conflicts of the 1990s, 
the U.S. spearheaded arms embargoes and 
economic sanctions to curtail the flow of 
weapons to perpetrators of ethnic cleansing. 
Such precedents underscore the moral and 
strategic importance of using U.S. influence 
to hold states accountable for actions that 
destabilize regions and perpetuate human 
suffering. 

The UAE’s continued support for the RSF 
through arms transfers not only violates 
international norms but also undermines 
global stability and the values the United 
States seeks to uphold. By halting its arms 
sales to the UAE until it ceases its support 
for the RSF, the United States can send a 
clear message: it will not tolerate impunity 
for those who enable crimes against human-
ity. 

Senator CHRIS VAN HOLLEN and Represent-
ative SARA JACOBS have introduced bills (S. 
5376 and H.R. 8501) and Joint Resolutions of 
Disapproval (S.J. Res. 118 and H.J. Res. 226) 
that would condition U.S. arms sales to the 
UAE on its cessation of support for the RSF. 
These measures are both principled and prag-
matic. Blocking the $1.2 billion sale of Guid-
ed Multiple Launch Rocket Systems 
(GMLRS) and Army Tactical Missile Sys-
tems (ATACMS) to the UAE would increase 
the political costs of its actions in Sudan 
while raising international awareness of the 
devastating conflict in our country. 

Sudan stands on the brink of collapse, and 
the international community’s inaction is 
emboldening perpetrators of mass atrocities. 
Supporting the Van Hollen-Jacobs bills is a 
necessary and timely intervention. It aligns 
with the United States’ commitment to 
human rights, international law, and the 
prevention of atrocity crimes. 

We urge you to cosponsor and advocate for 
the passage of these bills. The United States 
has the leverage to influence the UAE’s ac-
tions, and with that power comes the respon-
sibility to act. By supporting this legisla-
tion, you can help end the suffering of mil-
lions and reaffirm America’s leadership in 
defending human dignity and justice. 

Thank you for your attention to this crit-
ical matter. 

LIST OF SIGNATORIES 
Fikra for Studies and Development 

(FikraSD) 
The Regional Centre for Training and De-

velopment of Civil Society (RCDCS) 
The Strategic Initiative for Women in the 

Horn of Africa (SIHA) 
The Sentry 
Nonviolence International (USA) 
The Raoul Wallenberg Centre for Human 

Rights 
Saferworld 
Sudan Solidarity Campaiqn 
Sudanese Center for Peace and Justice 
Combating Violence against Women Unit— 

Sudan 
Sudanese Center for Human Rights and 

Media Freedom 
McElligott International 
Autumn Development Organization— 

Sudan 
Sudanese Food Bank Organization 
Sudanese Network for Ending War and 

Building Peace 
TopCare LLC 
Sudanese Center for Democracy and Devel-

opment (SCDD) 

f 

DICTATOR ASSAD DEFEATED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

South Carolina (Mr. WILSON) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, yesterday, on Truth Social, 
President-elect Donald Trump cor-
rectly identified that: ‘‘Assad is gone’’. 
. . . ‘‘His protector, Russia, Russia, 
Russia, led by Vladimir Putin . . . be-
cause of Ukraine, where close to 600,000 
Russian soldiers lay wounded or dead 
. . . forever. 

Russia and Iran ‘‘are in a weakened 
state right now, one because of 
Ukraine and a bad economy, the other 
because of Israel and its fighting suc-
cess.’’ 

Courageous Ukrainians, with Presi-
dent Volodymyr Zelenskyy, have deter-
mined Israelis, with Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu, have made an 
achievement for freedom and democ-
racy for the world. With maximum 
pressure by President Donald Trump, 
peace through strength will become a 
reality. Americans should read Na-
tional Review’s ‘‘The Morning Jolt’’ 
with Jim Geraghty today ‘‘The World’s 
Most Murderous Ophthalmologist Calls 
It Quits.’’ 

In conclusion, God bless our troops as 
the global war on terrorism continues. 
Open borders for dictators put all 
Americans at risk of more 9/11 attacks 
imminent, as warned by the FBI. 
Trump will reinstitute existing laws to 
protect American families with peace 
through strength, and our sympathy 
and prayers to beloved Congressman 
MIKE BURGESS on the passing of his 
daughter Christine Burgess. 

f 

SOCIAL SECURITY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Connecticut (Mr. LARSON) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut. Mr. 
Speaker, Social Security, as you know, 
is the number one anti-poverty pro-
gram in this country for the elderly 
and the number one anti-poverty pro-
gram in the country for our children. 

More than 70 million Americans re-
ceive Social Security. Yet, it has been 
more than 54 years since Congress has 
last enacted any legislation to enhance 
Social Security. 

Richard Nixon was the President of 
the United States the last time that 
Congress enhanced the benefits of So-
cial Security. With more than 10,000 
baby boomers a day becoming eligible 
for Social Security, you can under-
stand the impact that this has, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, more than 154,000 people 
in Alabama in your district alone re-
ceive Social Security; 111,000-plus for 
pensions; 19,000 receive disability pay-
ments; more than 9,000 widows; 4,000 
spouses; and more than 9,000 children. 

b 1230 

Mr. Speaker, $275 million a month 
comes into your district to supply the 
people of that district with the essen-
tial benefits they need and to keep 

most of them out of poverty. Where do 
they spend this money? They spend it 
right back in the communities that 
they live in. 

This is an important economic en-
hancement, as well, and Congress has 
not taken any action in more than 54 
years. Now, the Republican Study 
Committee says that it is going to cut 
Social Security. 

The benefits are going to be cut re-
gardless of whether Congress takes no 
action. That is why Congress should 
act and act now. We shouldn’t be look-
ing to cut benefits for the citizens we 
represent. We should be enhancing ben-
efits that haven’t been touched in more 
than 50 years. 

President Trump has now called for 
tax cuts for Social Security. That is 
laudable in and of itself. However, he 
does not pay for them. 

Mr. Speaker, my colleagues know 
that when you don’t pay for those ben-
efits, the money comes directly out of 
the trust fund. The great irony in at-
tempting to say that Congress is going 
to give citizens a tax cut is that what 
Members are really doing is cutting 
benefits by more than 36 percent for all 
those individuals. 

Mr. Speaker, Democrats have a plan 
that calls for a tax cut, as well, but it 
is paid for. The American people need 
to know that these benefits need to be 
paid for, and Congress needs to take ac-
tion. Otherwise, we will continue to 
stress the Social Security trust fund 
that Congress hasn’t acted on in over 
50-plus years. 

I am sure, for a number of people lis-
tening in the audience and our viewers, 
they understand what this means, but 
they probably weren’t aware that it is 
going to take a vote of Congress. This 
isn’t something the President can do 
through executive action or that the 
Supreme Court is going to do. It is 
going to take an act of Congress spe-
cifically on behalf of the individuals we 
are sworn to serve. 

By passing a tax cut that is not paid 
for, what my colleagues are really 
doing is cutting benefits for all recipi-
ents, including those who will receive 
the tax cut. Even though they may get 
some temporary relief, the program 
will be impacted in the long term. 
Meanwhile, people like Elon Musk are 
paying nothing into a system that des-
perately needs the help of Congress. 

f 

PRIORITIZING WELL-BEING OF 
AMERICANS OVER WASHINGTON 
INEFFICIENCY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
California (Mr. LAMALFA) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, secur-
ing our southern border still remains 
one of our most urgent and pressing 
challenges facing our country. 

House Republicans are taking deci-
sive action with the National Defense 
Authorization Act, which we will be 
taking up soon. It is a bill that not 
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only strengthens our military but di-
rectly addresses the border crisis. 

A cornerstone of this plan is the au-
thorization of National Guard deploy-
ments to the southern border. This en-
sures we have the manpower to respond 
effectively to illegal crossings, combat 
the influx of dangerous drugs, and dis-
rupt cartel operations that endanger 
American lives and jeopardize our na-
tional security. 

We are directing resources to where 
they are needed the most: protecting 
the borders and safeguarding the home-
land. Indeed, the cartels have been so 
powerful and so aggressive in what 
they do that it endangers many, many 
lives. We have heard horrific stories 
about the lives that have been taken 
and the trafficking. 

This focused approach prioritizes the 
well-being of all Americans over the in-
efficiency we typically find in Wash-
ington. 

To prepare the folks who serve in our 
military, this bill would help them 
with that. This bill makes significant 
improvements in housing, boosts pay, 
and shortens healthcare wait times. If 
you have dealt with VA on that, which 
we do often, our retired soldiers should 
not have to do such horrific things to 
get the care they need through the VA 
or the Veterans Choice Program 
through any local entity. 

The bill even enhances childcare op-
tions for military families. The legisla-
tion also eliminates divisive policies 
that have no place and no business 
being in the Department of Defense, al-
lowing our military to concentrate 
solely on readiness and morale within 
the military. 

This renewed focus ensures that our 
forces are prepared to succeed in tack-
ling challenges such as the border cri-
sis. House Republicans are delivering a 
comprehensive defense bill that 
prioritizes border security, improves 
the conditions for servicemembers, and 
eliminates wasteful spending. 

Mr. Speaker, more locally, in my dis-
trict in northern California, part of the 
effort will be to set up the new mission 
of collaborative combat aircraft at 
Beale Air Force Base. These drone 
wingmen will make our existing air-
craft more lethal, as well as protect 
the manned aircraft by having these 
drone vehicles available to be part of a 
flight, which will place less emphasis 
on and create less risk for manned air-
craft. 

Drone technology can extend the 
fight longer and farther and allow the 
engagement of many more targets. 

This year’s NDAA invests more 
money into this new drone technology. 
This forward-looking technology en-
hances the existing airframes that we 
have to be able to keep vital air domi-
nance and control in near-term Indo- 
Pacific conflicts. 

Mr. Speaker, this is really great 
technology that is important to incor-
porate so we have less risk to our pi-
lots. We can use existing aircraft in-
stead of having to buy nearly as many 

hyper-expensive new aircraft. It is not 
that I am against it. I am in favor of 
the newest, best aircraft we can get, 
but maybe we don’t have to buy nearly 
as many when the stuff that we have is 
still good for the mission, with the 
wingman approach of these drones 
being able to do a lot of the dirty work 
and take the immediate risk off of the 
manned aircraft. 

The NDAA is something we have to 
pass every year. We need to get this 
done this month and keep that con-
tinuity that our fighting people need to 
get the job done, as certainly it is a 
more dangerous world than it ever has 
been right at this moment with what is 
happening in the Middle East and with 
what is happening in the South Pacific 
with China and its aggression. 

Mr. Speaker, we need to be ready, 
and this legislation will help move us 
in that direction. These new tech-
nologies will lower the risks for our 
fighting people. 

f 

RECOGNIZING KAY GRANGER ON 
HER RETIREMENT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to rec-
ognize Congresswoman KAY GRANGER 
of Texas, who will be retiring at the 
end of the 118th Congress. 

For close to three decades, the gen-
tlewoman has represented Texas’ 12th 
Congressional District in the people’s 
House, and she made history as the 
first Republican woman to represent 
Texas in the people’s House. 

From her staunch support of the 
military to her defense of border secu-
rity, Congresswoman GRANGER has 
built a reputation as a rock-ribbed con-
servative and someone who many look 
up to, especially when she chaired the 
House Appropriations Committee. 

KAY GRANGER’s departure is a serious 
loss to the people’s House. I thank the 
gentlewoman for her years of service to 
this great institution, to her constitu-
ents in Texas’ 12th Congressional Dis-
trict, and to the American people. 

Mr. Speaker, may God continue to 
bless the gentlewoman and her family 
as she enjoys a well-deserved retire-
ment. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 38 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. WEBER of Texas) at 2 p.m. 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Margaret 
Grun Kibben, offered the following 
prayer: 

The Earth belongs to You, O Lord, 
and the fullness thereof. Therefore, let 
the fullness of this day remain in Your 
care and keeping. 

May everything that comes to our 
minds be filled with Your wisdom and 
discernment. Let every sentiment that 
passes through our souls reflect the 
fullness of Your compassion and mercy. 

In all that we do or say today may 
our words and actions be fully laden 
with Your message of love and grace 
for Your people. 

We lift up our heads, our hands, and 
our hearts to seek Your face. We lift up 
our heads, our hands, and our hearts to 
You, O God, the king of glory, that You 
would enter in. 

May Your strength and might lead us 
in the way we should go, and may You 
be glorified in all that we accomplish. 

In Your sovereign name, we pray. 
Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

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

Pursuant to clause 1 of rule I, the 
Journal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. LAR-
SEN) come forward and lead the House 
in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington led the 
Pledge of Allegiance as follows: 

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

f 

RECOGNIZING PENN HIGHLANDS 
DUBOIS 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to recognize Penn 
Highlands DuBois for earning a Path-
way to Excellence designation. 

Penn Highlands DuBois has delivered 
expert health and wellness care to the 
central Pennsylvania region for nearly 
125 years. 

Recently, Penn Highlands DuBois re-
ceived a Pathway to Excellence des-
ignation from the American Nurses 
Credentialing Center. This prestigious 
status is a recognition held by fewer 
than 250 organizations nationwide and 
less than 25 in Pennsylvania. 

The Pathway to Excellence designa-
tion is awarded to healthcare systems 
that create a healthy working environ-
ment where nurses feel empowered and 
valued. 
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To qualify for the designation, a hos-

pital must demonstrate its commit-
ment to the ANCC’s six pathway stand-
ards. These standards include: shared 
decisionmaking, leadership, safety, 
quality, well-being, and professional 
development. 

The healthcare industry, particularly 
in rural communities, has been af-
fected by workforce shortages. When 
organizations like Penn Highlands 
DuBois strive to foster a better work-
ing environment, staff retention im-
proves, and the whole community bene-
fits. 

Mr. Speaker, I congratulate Penn 
Highlands DuBois on the Pathways to 
Excellence designation and recognize 
its commitment to improving work-
place satisfaction. 

f 

SERVICEMEMBER QUALITY OF 
LIFE 

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

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, service-
member quality of life directly impacts 
morale, family stability, and military 
readiness, affecting recruitment and 
retention, as well. 

The NDAA addresses these issues 
with key provisions to improve the 
lives of servicemembers and their fami-
lies. A 14.5 percent pay raise is author-
ized for junior enlisted servicemem-
bers, and a 4.5 percent raise is sup-
ported for all others. 

This pay increase was previously op-
posed by the Biden administration but 
is now a critical part of the bill we will 
be taking up soon to support those who 
serve our country. 

The cost-of-living allowance calcula-
tion is improved to better reflect infla-
tion, particularly for those stationed 
abroad. Inflation has been devastating 
toward the military family incomes. 

The NDAA expands the basic needs 
allowance to support servicemembers 
facing financial challenges. It requires 
the Department of Defense to reassess 
the subsistence allowance to ensure it 
covers the rising cost of necessary 
goods and services. 

These improvements will strengthen 
both the well-being of our servicemem-
bers and military readiness, ensuring 
our forces are better equipped and have 
a higher morale to defend our Nation. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
clause 5(d) of rule XX, the Chair an-
nounces to the House that, in light of 
the resignations of the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. KIM) and the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. SCHIFF), 
the whole number of the House is 431. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 

will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or votes objected 
to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

The House will resume proceedings 
on postponed questions at a later time. 

f 

NATIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR 
HIGHWAY 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 1478) to designate 
United States Route 20 in the States of 
Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Ne-
braska, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, and Massa-
chusetts as the ‘‘National Medal of 
Honor Highway’’, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 1478 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. NATIONAL MEDAL OF HONOR HIGH-

WAY. 
(a) PURPOSE.—The purposes of this Act 

are— 
(1) to honor all current and future Medal of 

Honor recipients; and 
(2) to recognize the valor and service of 

those Medal of Honor recipients. 
(b) DESIGNATION.—United States Route 20 

in each of the States of Oregon, Idaho, Mon-
tana, Wyoming, Nebraska, Iowa, Illinois, In-
diana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and 
Massachusetts shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘National Medal of Honor 
Highway’’. 

(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the highway 
referred to in subsection (b) shall be deemed 
to be a reference to the ‘‘National Medal of 
Honor Highway’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 1478. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
1478, a bill which designates U.S. Route 
20 as the ‘‘National Medal of Honor 
Highway.’’ 

I also thank my colleague from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. KELLY) for sponsoring 
the House companion bill which is H.R. 
3149. 

The Medal of Honor is an award pre-
sented to servicemembers who go above 
and beyond the call of duty and risk 
their own lives to protect the United 
States. 

Formally designating U.S. Route 20 
as the ‘‘National Medal of Honor High-
way’’ honors all 3,519 recipients of the 
Medal of Honor and all future recipi-
ents. 

U.S. Route 20 is the longest contin-
uous highway in our Nation, spanning 
3,365 miles across 12 States. As people 
travel along U.S. Route 20, through Or-
egon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Ne-
braska, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York, and Massa-
chusetts, they will be reminded of the 
recipients and their exemplary service 
to the United States. 

This bill is supported by The Amer-
ican Legion, Congressional Medal of 
Honor Society, Legion of Valor, Medal 
of Honor Historical Society of the 
United States, Military Officers Asso-
ciation of America, Military Order of 
the Purple Heart, and the Vietnam 
Veterans of America. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in support of S. 1478, 
which would designate U.S. Highway 20 
as the ‘‘National Medal of Honor High-
way.’’ U.S. 20 is the longest road in the 
United States, passing through 12 
States between Oregon and Massachu-
setts. 

Currently, all 12 of these States have 
designations at the State level deem-
ing U.S. Route 20 the Medal of Honor 
Highway. This bill would overlay a 
Federal designation. 

Servicemembers are awarded the 
Medal of Honor for embodying the 
highest levels of bravery and valor. We 
owe a great debt of gratitude to every 
recipient of this award. 

This bill is a way to honor all current 
and future recipients and help to en-
sure we remember their acts of her-
oism. 

This legislation’s House companion 
bill was already reported favorably by 
the House Transportation and Infra-
structure Committee by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY), who 
sponsored the House companion bill. 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Missouri for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to speak in 
favor of my legislation that would des-
ignate U.S. Highway 20 as the ‘‘Na-
tional Medal of Honor Highway.’’ 

U.S. Route 20 is America’s longest 
continuous highway, spanning more 
than 3,000 miles from coast to coast, 
from Massachusetts to Oregon and 
across our great country, including 
through my district in Erie County, 
Pennsylvania. 

This bipartisan, bicameral legisla-
tion is critical as it would commemo-
rate all 3,519 recipients of the Medal of 
Honor award both living and deceased. 
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The Medal of Honor is the United 

States’ highest military award for 
valor. The Medal of Honor recognizes 
the extraordinary sacrifice, courage, 
and devotion exhibited by every single 
recipient of the award. We owe them a 
debt we can never repay. 

Redesignating U.S. Route 20 as the 
‘‘National Medal of Honor Highway’’ 
would honor each State’s current and 
future Medal of Honor recipients and 
recipients from any State who travel 
on the highway. 

Legislatures and Governors in all 12 
States along U.S. Route 20 have des-
ignated their State ‘‘Medal of Honor’’ 
highways covering 100 percent of the 
3,365 miles across America. The 12 
States along U.S. Highway 20 account 
for about 62 percent of all Medal of 
Honor recipients since the Civil War. 

The legislation is supported by The 
American Legion, the Legion of Valor, 
Military Order of the Purple Heart, 
Vietnam Veterans of America, and the 
Medal of Honor Historical Society of 
the United States, and other organiza-
tions. 

It is my sincere hope that the mil-
lions of Americans who travel the high-
way each year from Bend, Oregon; to 
Chicago, Illinois; to Erie, Pennsyl-
vania; and to Boston, Massachusetts, 
will take a moment to reflect on the 
extraordinary sacrifice, courage, and 
devotion exhibited by every single 
Medal of Honor recipient. Designating 
this highway is just one way we can ce-
ment their legacy in American history. 

I thank Senator WYDEN for 
partnering and advocating for this bill 
in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill in honoring all of our 
Nation’s brave servicemembers who 
have received the Medal of Honor. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I will note that recipients of 
the Medal of Honor have performed 
great acts of bravery in service to the 
United States. This bill is one way to 
honor the servicemembers. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, this bill honors the brave men and 
women who go above and beyond to 
protect the United States. I commend 
Representative MIKE KELLY for leading 
the House effort to honor our service-
members. The Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee favorably re-
ported the House companion legisla-
tion for this bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support this bill so we can 
send it to the President’s desk and get 
it signed into law. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 1478. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

STRENGTHENING THE COMMER-
CIAL DRIVER’S LICENSE INFOR-
MATION SYSTEM ACT 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 3475) to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to allow the Sec-
retary of Transportation to designate 
an authorized operator of the commer-
cial driver’s license information sys-
tem, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 3475 

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 ‘‘Strength-
ening the Commercial Driver’s License Infor-
mation System Act’’. 
SEC. 2. COMMERCIAL DRIVER’S LICENSE INFOR-

MATION SYSTEM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 31309 of title 49, 

United States Code, is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the first sentence— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘(referred to in this section 

as the ‘Secretary’)’’ after ‘‘Secretary of 
Transportation’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘(referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘information system’)’’ after ‘‘an 
information system’’; and 

(B) in the second sentence, by inserting 
‘‘information’’ before ‘‘system’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘(1) At a minimum, the in-

formation system under this section’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At a minimum, the in-
formation system’’; and 

(ii) by indenting subparagraphs (A) 
through (F) appropriately; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘(2) The 
information system under this section’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—The information sys-
tem’’; 

(3) in subsection (e)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by striking ‘‘under this section’’; and 
(ii) in subparagraph (E), by inserting ‘‘in-

formation’’ after ‘‘of the’’; 
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘commer-

cial driver’s’’; and 
(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘under 

this section’’; 
(4) in subsection (f)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘section 31313(a)’’ and in-

serting ‘‘subsections (a)(2) and (b) of section 
31313’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘section 31313’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘that section’’; 

(5) by redesignating subsections (e) and (f) 
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively; and 

(6) by striking subsection (d) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(d) AUTHORIZED OPERATOR.—The Sec-
retary may authorize a qualified entity (re-
ferred to in this section as the ‘authorized 
operator’)— 

‘‘(1) to operate, maintain, develop, mod-
ernize, and enhance the information system; 
and 

‘‘(2) to collect fees on behalf of the Sec-
retary in accordance with subsection (e); and 

‘‘(3) to use any fees collected in accordance 
with that subsection. 

‘‘(e) FEE SYSTEM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary or the au-

thorized operator, as applicable, may charge 
a reasonable fee for use of the information 
system. 

‘‘(2) AMOUNT OF FEES.—The total amount of 
fees collected under this subsection shall 
equal, as nearly as possible, the total 
amount necessary for the purposes and uses 
described in paragraph (3)(B). 

‘‘(3) USE OF FEES.—Fees collected under 
this subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) be credited to— 
‘‘(i) an appropriation account; or 
‘‘(ii) an account designated by the author-

ized operator; and 
‘‘(B) be available only for the purposes of 

operating, maintaining, developing, modern-
izing, or enhancing, or any other use relating 
to, the information system, including for 
personnel and administration costs relating 
to the information system. 

‘‘(4) AVAILABILITY OF AMOUNTS.—Fees col-
lected under this subsection shall remain 
available until expended for a purpose or use 
described in paragraph (3)(B). 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZED OPERATOR.—If the Sec-
retary designates an authorized operator 
under subsection (d)— 

‘‘(A) the Secretary shall not be charged a 
fee for access to, use of, or data in the infor-
mation system; and 

‘‘(B) the Secretary shall have access to fee 
statements on a quarterly basis.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
31311(a)(21) of title 49, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘By the date estab-
lished by the Secretary under section 
31309(e)(4), the State shall be operating’’ and 
inserting ‘‘The State shall operate’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on S. 3475. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 3475, the Strength-
ening the Commercial Driver’s License 
Information System Act, is important 
legislation and ensures that States are 
able to continue to share commercial 
motor vehicle operator’s driving 
records. 

The Commercial Driver’s License In-
formation System, or the CDLIS, has 
long been maintained and operated by 
the American Association of Motor Ve-
hicle Administrators, AAMVA on be-
half of the States. 

The system allows States to share in-
formation with one another, pre-
venting commercial motor vehicle op-
erators from holding multiple commer-
cial driver’s licenses, or CDLs, in dif-
ferent States. 

b 1415 
CDLIS is used to maintain the prin-

ciple of one commercial motor vehicle 
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license per every one commercial 
motor vehicle driver. Traditionally, 
States paid user fees directly to 
AAMVA, and the fees were used to 
maintain and update CDLIS. 

In 2022, the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration interpreted the 
existing statute and ruled that fees 
could no longer be paid by the States 
directly to AAMVA and, instead, must 
go to the Federal Government, leaving 
CDLIS with no real funding mecha-
nism. 

There have been additional concerns 
raised that the Federal Motor Carrier 
Safety Administration would need to 
directly operate and request new fund-
ing for a system that was previously 
self-sufficient. 

This bill allows the Secretary of 
Transportation to designate an author-
ized operator of the Commercial Driv-
er’s License Information System, 
which would allow States to again pay 
fees directly to AAMVA and continue 
operating under the status quo. 

The bill is supported by AAMVA and 
the American Trucking Associations. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
3475, legislation that is sponsored by 
Senator PETERS. 

This bill would make technical cor-
rections to the Commercial Driver’s 
License Information System, or 
CDLIS, to ensure the system continues 
to function as intended. 

CDLIS is a nationwide database that 
allows States to share information 
about commercial driver records. The 
system assures commercial drivers are 
properly vetted with a single license 
and a complete record, which is critical 
for the safety of our roads. 

Absent this tool, commercial drivers 
could lose their license for safety viola-
tions in one State but then simply 
apply for a license in a different State. 

This legislation ensures the Federal 
Motor Carrier Safety Administration 
can continue to partner with the Amer-
ican Association of Motor Vehicle Ad-
ministrators to access the database 
and records. 

The Department of Transportation 
informed Congress that a technical re-
vision to the law is needed to allow the 
system to continue to operate success-
fully. This legislation provides that 
correction and ensures that any fees 
collected go toward operating and 
maintaining the system. 

Mr. Speaker, the Commercial Driv-
er’s License Information System is the 
backbone of a safe commercial driving 
industry. This bill would ensure the 
continued operation of this critical 
tool and protect other safety priorities, 
and I urge my colleagues to support 
this legislation. 

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

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, the Strengthening the Commercial 

Driver’s License Information System 
Act ensures that States can continue 
to rely on the Commercial Driver’s Li-
cense Information System. This system 
is crucial to maintaining the principle 
of one commercial motor vehicle driver 
to one commercial motor vehicle li-
cense. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 3475. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

THOMAS R. CARPER WATER RE-
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 
2024 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (S. 4367) to provide for im-
provements to the rivers and harbors of 
the United States, to provide for the 
conservation and development of water 
and related resources, and for other 
purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 4367 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 101. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CON-

TENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Thomas R. Carper Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2024’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 
Sec. 101. Short title; table of contents. 

DIVISION A—WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT 

Sec. 1001. Short title. 
Sec. 1002. Secretary defined. 

TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—General Matters 

Sec. 1101. Outreach and access. 
Sec. 1102. Notice to Congress regarding 

WRDA implementation. 
Sec. 1103. Vertical integration and accelera-

tion of studies. 
Sec. 1104. Minimum real estate interest. 
Sec. 1105. Review process. 
Sec. 1106. Processing timelines. 
Sec. 1107. Continuing authority programs. 
Sec. 1108. Stormwater management projects. 
Sec. 1109. Study of water resources develop-

ment projects by non-Federal 
interests. 

Sec. 1110. Construction of water resources 
development projects by non- 
Federal interests. 

Sec. 1111. Annual report to Congress. 
Sec. 1112. Services of volunteers. 
Sec. 1113. Nonrecreation outgrant policy. 
Sec. 1114. Silver Jackets program. 
Sec. 1115. Support of Army civil works mis-

sions. 
Sec. 1116. Temporary relocation assistance 

pilot program. 
Sec. 1117. Harbor deepening. 
Sec. 1118. Inland waterways regional dredge 

pilot program. 

Sec. 1119. Dredged material disposal facility 
partnerships. 

Sec. 1120. Real estate administrative fees. 
Sec. 1121. Databases of Corps recreational 

sites. 
Sec. 1122. Project studies subject to inde-

pendent external peer review. 
Sec. 1123. National coastal mapping pro-

gram. 
Sec. 1124. Removal of abandoned vessels. 
Sec. 1125. Missouri River existing features 

protection. 
Sec. 1126. Inland waterway projects. 
Sec. 1127. Planning assistance for States. 
Sec. 1128. Expedited consideration. 
Sec. 1129. Emerging harbors. 
Sec. 1130. Maximization of beneficial use. 
Sec. 1131. Economic, hydraulic, and hydro-

logic modeling. 
Sec. 1132. Improvements to National Dam 

Safety Program. 
Sec. 1133. Funding to process permits. 
Sec. 1134. Harmful algal bloom demonstra-

tion program. 
Sec. 1135. Corrosion prevention. 
Sec. 1136. Federal breakwaters and jetties. 
Sec. 1137. Eligibility for inter-Tribal consor-

tiums. 
Sec. 1138. Shoreline and riverine protection 

and restoration. 
Sec. 1139. Ability to pay. 
Sec. 1140. Tribal partnership program. 
Sec. 1141. Tribal project implementation 

pilot program. 
Sec. 1142. Federal interest determinations. 
Sec. 1143. Watershed and river basin assess-

ments. 
Sec. 1144. Control of aquatic plant growths 

and invasive species. 
Sec. 1145. Easements for hurricane and 

storm damage reduction 
projects. 

Sec. 1146. Systemwide improvement frame-
work and encroachments. 

Sec. 1147. Remote and subsistence harbors. 
Sec. 1148. Treatment of projects in covered 

communities. 
Sec. 1149. Remote operations at Corps dams. 
Sec. 1150. Reporting and oversight. 
Sec. 1151. Alternate seaports. 
Sec. 1152. Columbia River Basin. 
Sec. 1153. Challenge cost-sharing program 

for management of recreation 
facilities. 

Sec. 1154. Retention of recreation fees. 
Sec. 1155. Sense of Congress related to water 

data. 
Sec. 1156. Sense of Congress relating to com-

prehensive benefits. 
Subtitle B—Grace F. Napolitano Priority for 

Water Supply, Water Conservation, and 
Drought Resiliency Act of 2024 

Sec. 1160. Short title. 
Sec. 1161. Declaration of policy. 
Sec. 1162. Forecast-informed reservoir oper-

ations. 
Sec. 1163. Updates to certain water control 

manuals. 
Sec. 1164. Emergency drought operations 

pilot program. 
Sec. 1165. Leveraging Federal infrastructure 

for increased water supply. 
TITLE II—STUDIES AND REPORTS 

Sec. 1201. Authorization of proposed feasi-
bility studies. 

Sec. 1202. Expedited modification of existing 
feasibility studies. 

Sec. 1203. Expedited completion. 
Sec. 1204. Expedited completion of other fea-

sibility studies. 
Sec. 1205. Corps of Engineers Reports. 
Sec. 1206. Annual report on harbor mainte-

nance needs and trust fund ex-
penditures. 

Sec. 1207. Craig Harbor, Alaska. 
Sec. 1208. Studies for modification of project 

purposes in the Colorado River 
Basin in Arizona. 
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Sec. 1209. Beaver Lake, Arkansas, realloca-

tion study. 
Sec. 1210. Oceanside, California. 
Sec. 1211. Delaware Inland Bays Watershed 

Study. 
Sec. 1212. Sussex County, Delaware. 
Sec. 1213. J. Strom Thurmond Lake, Geor-

gia. 
Sec. 1214. Algiers Canal Levees, Louisiana. 
Sec. 1215. Upper Barataria Basin and 

Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico 
Connection, Louisiana. 

Sec. 1216. Poor Farm Pond Dam, Worcester, 
Massachusetts. 

Sec. 1217. New Jersey hot spot erosion miti-
gation. 

Sec. 1218. New Jersey Shore protection, New 
Jersey. 

Sec. 1219. Excess land report for certain 
projects in North Dakota. 

Sec. 1220. Allegheny River, Pennsylvania. 
Sec. 1221. Buffalo Bayou Tributaries and Re-

siliency study, Texas. 
Sec. 1222. Lake O’ the Pines, Texas. 
Sec. 1223. Matagorda Ship Channel Improve-

ment Project, Texas. 
Sec. 1224. Waco Lake, Texas. 
Sec. 1225. Coastal Washington. 
Sec. 1226. Kanawha River Basin. 
Sec. 1227. Upper Mississippi River System 

Flood Risk and Resiliency 
Study. 

Sec. 1228. Briefing on status of certain ac-
tivities on Missouri River. 

Sec. 1229. Ogallala Aquifer. 
Sec. 1230. National Academy of Sciences 

study on Upper Rio Grande 
Basin. 

Sec. 1231. Upper Susquehanna River Basin 
comprehensive flood damage re-
duction feasibility study. 

Sec. 1232. Technical correction, Walla Walla 
River. 

Sec. 1233. Dam safety assurance consider-
ation. 

Sec. 1234. Sea sparrow accounting. 
Sec. 1235. Report on efforts to monitor, con-

trol, and eradicate invasive spe-
cies. 

Sec. 1236. Deadline for previously required 
list of covered projects. 

Sec. 1237. Examination of reduction of 
microplastics. 

Sec. 1238. Post-disaster watershed assess-
ment for impacted areas. 

Sec. 1239. Study on land valuation proce-
dures for the Tribal Partnership 
Program. 

Sec. 1240. Report to Congress on levee safety 
guidelines. 

Sec. 1241. Public-private partnership user’s 
guide. 

Sec. 1242. Review of authorities and pro-
grams for alternative delivery 
methods. 

Sec. 1243. Cooperation authority. 
Sec. 1244. GAO studies. 

TITLE III—DEAUTHORIZATIONS AND 
MODIFICATIONS 

Sec. 1301. Deauthorization of inactive 
projects. 

Sec. 1302. Specific deauthorizations. 
Sec. 1303. General reauthorizations. 
Sec. 1304. Environmental infrastructure. 
Sec. 1305. Environmental infrastructure 

pilot program. 
Sec. 1306. Conveyances. 
Sec. 1307. Selma, Alabama. 
Sec. 1308. Barrow, Alaska. 
Sec. 1309. Lowell Creek Tunnel, Alaska. 
Sec. 1310. San Francisco Bay, California. 
Sec. 1311. Santa Ana River Mainstem, Cali-

fornia. 
Sec. 1312. Colebrook River Reservoir, Con-

necticut. 
Sec. 1313. Faulkner Island, Connecticut. 
Sec. 1314. Northern estuaries ecosystem res-

toration, Florida. 

Sec. 1315. New Savannah Bluff Lock and 
Dam, Georgia and South Caro-
lina. 

Sec. 1316. Great Lakes and Mississippi River 
Interbasin project, Brandon 
Road, Will County, Illinois. 

Sec. 1317. Larose to Golden Meadow, Lou-
isiana. 

Sec. 1318. Morganza to the Gulf of Mexico, 
Louisiana. 

Sec. 1319. Port Fourchon Belle Pass Chan-
nel, Louisiana. 

Sec. 1320. Upper St. Anthony Falls Lock and 
Dam, Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

Sec. 1321. Missouri River levee system, Mis-
souri. 

Sec. 1322. Stockton Lake, Missouri. 
Sec. 1323. Table Rock Lake, Missouri and 

Arkansas. 
Sec. 1324. Mamaroneck-Sheldrake Rivers, 

New York. 
Sec. 1325. Columbia River Channel, Oregon 

and Washington. 
Sec. 1326. Willamette Valley, Oregon. 
Sec. 1327. Chambers, Galveston, and Harris 

counties, Texas. 
Sec. 1328. Matagorda Ship Channel, Port 

Lavaca, Texas. 
Sec. 1329. San Antonio Channel, San Anto-

nio, Texas. 
Sec. 1330. Lake Champlain Watershed, 

Vermont and New York. 
Sec. 1331. Ediz Hook Beach Erosion Control 

Project, Port Angeles, Wash-
ington. 

Sec. 1332. Western Washington State, Wash-
ington. 

Sec. 1333. Storm damage prevention and re-
duction, coastal erosion, 
riverine erosion, and ice and 
glacial damage, Alaska. 

Sec. 1334. Chattahoochee River Program. 
Sec. 1335. Chesapeake Bay Oyster Recovery 

Program. 
Sec. 1336. Delaware Coastal System Pro-

gram. 
Sec. 1337. Delaware Inland Bays and Dela-

ware Bay Coast Coastal Storm 
Risk Management Study. 

Sec. 1338. Hawaii environmental restoration. 
Sec. 1339. Illinois River basin restoration. 
Sec. 1340. Kentucky and West Virginia envi-

ronmental infrastructure. 
Sec. 1341. Missouri River mitigation, Mis-

souri, Kansas, Iowa, and Ne-
braska. 

Sec. 1342. New York emergency shore res-
toration. 

Sec. 1343. New York and New Jersey Harbor 
and Tributaries, New York and 
New Jersey. 

Sec. 1344. Southeastern North Carolina envi-
ronmental infrastructure. 

Sec. 1345. Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West Vir-
ginia. 

Sec. 1346. Western Lake Erie basin, Ohio, In-
diana, and Michigan. 

Sec. 1347. Ohio and North Dakota. 
Sec. 1348. Oregon environmental infrastruc-

ture. 
Sec. 1349. Pennsylvania environmental in-

frastructure. 
Sec. 1350. Washington Aqueduct. 
Sec. 1351. Washington Metropolitan Area, 

Washington, District of Colum-
bia, Maryland, and Virginia. 

Sec. 1352. Northern West Virginia. 
Sec. 1353. Southern West Virginia. 
Sec. 1354. Upper Mississippi River restora-

tion program. 
Sec. 1355. Acequias irrigation systems. 
Sec. 1356. Additional projects for under-

served community harbors. 
Sec. 1357. Bosque wildlife restoration 

project. 
Sec. 1358. Coastal community flood control 

and other purposes. 
Sec. 1359. Congressional notification of de-

ferred payment agreement re-
quest. 

Sec. 1360. Contracts for water supply. 
Sec. 1361. Expenses for control of aquatic 

plant growths and invasive spe-
cies. 

Sec. 1362. Hopper dredge McFarland replace-
ment. 

Sec. 1363. Lakes program. 
Sec. 1364. Maintenance of navigation chan-

nels. 
Sec. 1365. Maintenance of pile dike system. 
Sec. 1366. Navigation along the Tennessee– 

Tombigbee Waterway. 
Sec. 1367. Rehabilitation of Corps of Engi-

neers constructed dams. 
Sec. 1368. Soil moisture and snowpack moni-

toring. 
Sec. 1369. Waiver of non-Federal share of 

damages related to certain con-
tract claims. 

Sec. 1370. Wilson Lock floating guide wall. 
Sec. 1371. Sense of Congress relating to Mo-

bile Harbor, Alabama. 
Sec. 1372. Sense of Congress relating to shal-

low draft dredging in the Chesa-
peake Bay. 

Sec. 1373. Sense of Congress relating to Mis-
souri River priorities. 

TITLE IV—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

Sec. 1401. Project authorizations. 
Sec. 1402. Special rule. 
Sec. 1403. Additional project authorization 

pursuant to study by non-Fed-
eral interest. 

Sec. 1404. Facility investment. 
DIVISION B—OTHER MATTERS 

TITLE I—FISCALLY RESPONSIBLE 
HIGHWAY FUNDING ACT OF 2024 

Sec. 2101. Short title. 
Sec. 2102. Definitions. 
Sec. 2103. Redistribution of prior TIFIA 

funding. 
Sec. 2104. Redistribution of fiscal year 2025 

TIFIA funding. 
Sec. 2105. Redistribution of fiscal year 2026 

TIFIA funding. 
TITLE II—ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2024 
Sec. 2201. Short title. 

Subtitle A—Public Works and Economic 
Development 

Sec. 2211. Definitions. 
Sec. 2212. Increased coordination. 
Sec. 2213. Grants for public works and eco-

nomic development. 
Sec. 2214. Grants for planning and grants for 

administrative expenses. 
Sec. 2215. Cost sharing. 
Sec. 2216. Regulations on relative needs and 

allocations. 
Sec. 2217. Research and technical assistance; 

university centers. 
Sec. 2218. Investment priorities. 
Sec. 2219. Grants for economic adjustment. 
Sec. 2220. Renewable energy program. 
Sec. 2221. Workforce training grants. 
Sec. 2222. Congressional notification re-

quirements. 
Sec. 2223. Specific flexibilities related to de-

ployment of high-speed 
broadband. 

Sec. 2224. Critical supply chain site develop-
ment grant program. 

Sec. 2225. Updated distress criteria and 
grant rates. 

Sec. 2226. Comprehensive economic develop-
ment strategies. 

Sec. 2227. Office of Tribal Economic Devel-
opment. 

Sec. 2228. Office of Disaster Recovery and 
Resilience. 

Sec. 2229. Establishment of technical assist-
ance liaisons. 

Sec. 2230. Annual report to Congress. 
Sec. 2231. Economic Development Rep-

resentatives. 
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Sec. 2232. Modernization of environmental 

reviews. 
Sec. 2233. GAO report on economic develop-

ment programs. 
Sec. 2234. GAO report on Economic Develop-

ment Administration regula-
tions and policies. 

Sec. 2235. GAO study on rural communities. 
Sec. 2236. General authorization of appro-

priations. 
Sec. 2237. Technical correction. 

Subtitle B—Regional Economic and 
Infrastructure Development 

Sec. 2241. Regional commission authoriza-
tions. 

Sec. 2242. Regional commission modifica-
tions. 

Sec. 2243. Transfer of funds among Federal 
agencies. 

Sec. 2244. Financial assistance. 
Sec. 2245. Northern Border Regional Com-

mission area. 
Sec. 2246. Southwest Border Regional Com-

mission area. 
Sec. 2247. Great Lakes Authority area. 
Sec. 2248. Additional regional commission 

programs. 
Sec. 2249. Establishment of Mid-Atlantic Re-

gional Commission. 
Sec. 2250. Establishment of Southern New 

England Regional Commission. 
Sec. 2251. Denali Commission reauthoriza-

tion. 
Sec. 2252. Denali Housing Fund. 
Sec. 2253. Delta Regional Authority reau-

thorization. 
Sec. 2254. Northern Great Plains Regional 

Authority reauthorization. 

TITLE III—PUBLIC BUILDINGS REFORMS 

Sec. 2301. Amendments to the Federal As-
sets Sale and Transfer Act of 
2016. 

Sec. 2302. Utilizing Space Efficiently and 
Improving Technologies Act. 

Sec. 2303. Impact of Crime on Public Build-
ing Usage Act. 

Sec. 2304. Federal Oversight of Construction 
Use and Safety Act. 

Sec. 2305. Public Buildings Accountability 
Act. 

Sec. 2306. Sale of Webster school. 
Sec. 2307. Real property conveyance. 
Sec. 2308. Think Differently About Building 

Accessibility Act. 
Sec. 2309. Revision of design standards. 
Sec. 2310. Limitation on authorizations. 
Sec. 2311. Conveyance of Federal courthouse 

to the City of Huntsville, Ala-
bama. 

Sec. 2312. Wilbur J. Cohen Federal Building. 
Sec. 2313. Eugene E. Siler, Jr. United States 

Courthouse Annex. 
Sec. 2314. Senator Dianne Feinstein Federal 

Building. 
Sec. 2315. Reuben E. Lawson Federal Build-

ing. 
Sec. 2316. Irene M. Keeley United States 

Courthouse. 
Sec. 2317. Virginia Smith Federal Building. 
Sec. 2318. Harold L. Murphy Federal Build-

ing and United States Court-
house. 

Sec. 2319. Felicitas and Gonzalo Mendez 
United States Courthouse. 

Sec. 2320. Helen Edwards Engineering Re-
search Center. 

DIVISION A—WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 1001. SHORT TITLE. 
This division may be cited as the ‘‘Water 

Resources Development Act of 2024’’. 
SEC. 1002. SECRETARY DEFINED. 

In this division, the term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Army. 

TITLE I—GENERAL PROVISIONS 
Subtitle A—General Matters 

SEC. 1101. OUTREACH AND ACCESS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8117(b) of the 

Water Resources Development Act of 2022 (33 
U.S.C. 2281b(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)(iii), by striking 

‘‘and’’ at the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) ensuring that a potential non-Federal 

interest is aware of the roles, responsibil-
ities, and financial commitments associated 
with a completed water resources develop-
ment project prior to initiating a feasibility 
study (as defined in section 105(d) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2215(d))), including operations, main-
tenance, repair, replacement, and rehabilita-
tion responsibilities.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(B) designate and make publicly available 

a community project advisor at each district 
and division office of the Corps of Engineers 
for— 

‘‘(i) inquiries from potential non-Federal 
interests relating to the water resources de-
velopment authorities of the Secretary; and 

‘‘(ii) any other responsibilities as deter-
mined by the Secretary that are appropriate 
to carry out this section;’’; 

(B) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(C) in subparagraph (E), by striking the pe-
riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) to the maximum extent practicable— 
‘‘(i) develop and continue to make publicly 

available, through a publicly available exist-
ing website, information on the projects and 
studies within the jurisdiction of each dis-
trict of the Corps of Engineers; and 

‘‘(ii) ensure that the information described 
in clause (i) is consistent and made publicly 
available in the same manner across all dis-
tricts of the Corps of Engineers.’’; 

(3) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) GUIDANCE.—The Secretary shall de-
velop and issue guidance to ensure that com-
munity project advisors designated under 
paragraph (2)(B) are adequately fulfilling 
their obligations under that paragraph.’’. 

(b) BRIEFING.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall provide to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a briefing on the status of the imple-
mentation of section 8117 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 
2281b), including the amendments made to 
that section by subsection (a), including— 

(1) a plan for implementing any require-
ments under that section; and 

(2) any potential barriers to implementing 
that section. 
SEC. 1102. NOTICE TO CONGRESS REGARDING 

WRDA IMPLEMENTATION. 
(a) PLAN OF IMPLEMENTATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall develop a plan for imple-
menting this division and the amendments 
made by this division. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In developing the plan 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall— 

(A) identify each provision of this division 
(or an amendment made by this division) 
that will require— 

(i) the development and issuance of guid-
ance, including whether that guidance will 
be significant guidance; 

(ii) the development and issuance of a rule; 
or 

(iii) appropriations; 
(B) develop timelines for the issuance of— 
(i) any guidance described in subparagraph 

(A)(i); and 
(ii) each rule described in subparagraph 

(A)(ii); and 
(C) establish a process to disseminate in-

formation about this division and the 
amendments made by this division to each 
District and Division Office of the Corps of 
Engineers. 

(3) TRANSMITTAL.—On completion of the 
plan under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
transmit the plan to— 

(A) the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives. 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF PRIOR WATER RE-
SOURCES DEVELOPMENT LAWS.— 

(1) DEFINITION OF PRIOR WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT LAW.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘prior water resources development 
law’’ means each of the following (including 
the amendments made by any of the fol-
lowing): 

(A) The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2000 (Public Law 106–541). 

(B) The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2007 (Public Law 110–114). 

(C) The Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2014 (Public Law 113–121). 

(D) The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2016 (Public Law 114–322). 

(E) The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2018 (Public Law 115–270). 

(F) The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2020 (Public Law 116–260). 

(G) The Water Resources Development Act 
of 2022 (Public Law 117–263). 

(2) NOTICE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a written notice of the status of efforts 
by the Secretary to implement the prior 
water resources development laws. 

(B) CONTENTS.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—As part of the notice 

under subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall 
include a list describing each provision of a 
prior water resources development law that 
has not been fully implemented as of the 
date of submission of the notice. 

(ii) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION.—For each 
provision included on the list under clause 
(i), the Secretary shall— 

(I) establish a timeline for implementing 
the provision; 

(II) provide a description of the status of 
the provision in the implementation process; 
and 

(III) provide an explanation for the delay 
in implementing the provision. 

(3) BRIEFINGS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
every 90 days thereafter until the Chairs of 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives determine that 
this division, the amendments made by this 
division, and prior water resources develop-
ment laws are fully implemented, the Sec-
retary shall provide to relevant congres-
sional committees a briefing on the imple-
mentation of this division, the amendments 
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made by this division, and prior water re-
sources development laws. 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—A briefing under subpara-
graph (A) shall include— 

(i) updates to the implementation plan 
under subsection (a); and 

(ii) updates to the written notice under 
paragraph (2). 

(c) ADDITIONAL NOTICE PENDING ISSUANCE.— 
Not later than 30 days before issuing any 
guidance, rule, notice in the Federal Reg-
ister, or other documentation required to 
implement this division, an amendment 
made by this division, or a prior water re-
sources development law (as defined in sub-
section (b)(1)), the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a written notice re-
garding the pending issuance. 

(d) WRDA IMPLEMENTATION TEAM.— 
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) PRIOR WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 

LAW.—The term ‘‘prior water resources de-
velopment law’’ has the meaning given the 
term in subsection (b)(1). 

(B) TEAM.—The term ‘‘team’’ means the 
Water Resources Development Act imple-
mentation team established under paragraph 
(2). 

(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 
establish a Water Resources Development 
Act implementation team that shall consist 
of current employees of the Federal Govern-
ment, including— 

(A) not fewer than 2 employees in the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary of the Army 
for Civil Works; 

(B) not fewer than 2 employees at the head-
quarters of the Corps of Engineers; and 

(C) a representative of each district and di-
vision of the Corps of Engineers. 

(3) DUTIES.—The team shall be responsible 
for assisting with the implementation of this 
division, the amendments made by this divi-
sion, and prior water resources development 
laws, including— 

(A) performing ongoing outreach to— 
(i) Congress; and 
(ii) employees and servicemembers sta-

tioned in districts and divisions of the Corps 
of Engineers to ensure that all Corps of Engi-
neers employees are aware of and imple-
menting provisions of this division, the 
amendments made by this division, and prior 
water resources development laws, in a man-
ner consistent with congressional intent; 

(B) identifying any issues with implemen-
tation of a provision of this division, the 
amendments made by this division, and prior 
water resources development laws at the dis-
trict, division, or national level; 

(C) resolving the issues identified under 
subparagraph (B), in consultation with Corps 
of Engineers leadership and the Secretary; 
and 

(D) ensuring that any interpretation devel-
oped as a result of the process under sub-
paragraph (C) is consistent with congres-
sional intent for this division, the amend-
ments made by this division, and prior water 
resources development laws. 
SEC. 1103. VERTICAL INTEGRATION AND ACCEL-

ERATION OF STUDIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1001(a) of the 

Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c(a)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘3 years 
after the date of initiation’’ and inserting ‘‘4 
years after the date on which the Secretary 
determines the Federal interest for purposes 
of the report pursuant to section 905(b) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2282(b))’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) have a maximum total cost of 
$5,000,000; and’’. 

(b) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in the 
amendments made by subsection (a) shall be 
construed to affect a feasibility study that 
was initiated prior to the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 1104. MINIMUM REAL ESTATE INTEREST. 

(a) REAL ESTATE PLAN.—The Secretary 
shall provide to the non-Federal interest for 
an authorized water resources development 
project a real estate plan for the project that 
includes a description of the real estate in-
terests required for construction, operation 
and maintenance, repair, rehabilitation, or 
replacement of the project, including any 
specific details and legal requirements nec-
essary for implementation of the project. 

(b) IDENTIFICATION OF MINIMUM INTEREST.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—For each authorized water 

resources development project for which an 
interest in real property is required for any 
applicable construction, operation and main-
tenance, repair, rehabilitation, or replace-
ment, the Secretary shall identify the min-
imum interest in the property necessary to 
carry out the applicable activity. 

(2) DETERMINATION.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Secretary shall identify an in-
terest that is less than fee simple title in 
cases where the Secretary determines that— 

(A) such an interest is sufficient for con-
struction, operation and maintenance, re-
pair, rehabilitation, and replacement of the 
applicable project; and 

(B) the non-Federal interest cannot legally 
make available to the Secretary an interest 
in fee simple title for purposes of the project. 

(c) REQUIREMENT.—The non-Federal inter-
est for an authorized water resources devel-
opment project shall provide for the project 
an interest in the applicable real property 
that is the minimum interest identified 
under subsection (b). 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Secretary shall 
annually submit to the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a 
report containing— 

(1) a summary of all instances in which the 
Secretary identified under subsection (b) fee 
simple title as the minimum interest nec-
essary with respect to an activity for which 
the non-Federal interest requested the use of 
an interest less than fee simple title; and 

(2) with respect to each such instance, a 
description of the legal requirements that re-
sulted in identifying fee simple title as the 
minimum interest. 

(e) EXISTING AGREEMENTS.—At the request 
of a non-Federal interest, an agreement en-
tered into under section 221 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b) be-
tween the Secretary and the non-Federal in-
terest before the date of enactment of this 
Act may be amended to reflect the require-
ments of this section. 
SEC. 1105. REVIEW PROCESS. 

Section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) is amended by redesignating sub-
sections (c) and (d) as subsections (d) and (e), 
respectively, and inserting after subsection 
(b) the following: 

‘‘(c) REVIEW PROCESS.— 
‘‘(1) CONSISTENCY.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish clear, concise, and specific guidance 
to be used within the Corps of Engineers and 
by non-Federal entities developing applica-
tions for permission standardizing the review 
process across Districts. 

‘‘(2) PREAPPLICATION MEETING.—At the re-
quest of a non-Federal entity that is plan-
ning on submitting an application for per-
mission pursuant to subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall meet with the non-Federal enti-
ty to— 

‘‘(A) provide clear, concise, and specific de-
sign standards that the non-Federal entity 
must use in the development of the applica-
tion; 

‘‘(B) recommend, based on coordination 
with the non-Federal entity, the appropriate 
number of design packages for submission 
for the proposed action, and the stage of de-
velopment at which such packages should be 
submitted; and 

‘‘(C) identify potential concerns or con-
flicts with such proposed actions. 

‘‘(3) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may use funds accepted from a non-Federal 
entity under subsection (b)(3) for purposes of 
conducting a meeting described in paragraph 
(2).’’. 
SEC. 1106. PROCESSING TIMELINES. 

Not later than 30 days after the end of each 
fiscal year, the Secretary shall ensure that 
the public website for the ‘‘permit finder’’ of 
the Corps of Engineers accurately reflects 
the current status of permits for which funds 
have been contributed under section 214 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2000 (33 U.S.C. 2352). 
SEC. 1107. CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAMS. 

(a) PILOT PROGRAM FOR ALTERNATIVE 
PROJECT DELIVERY FOR CONTINUING AUTHOR-
ITY PROGRAM PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall implement a pilot program, 
in accordance with this subsection, allowing 
a non-Federal interest or the Secretary, at 
the request of the non-Federal interest, to 
carry out a project under a continuing au-
thority program through the use of an alter-
native delivery method. 

(2) PARTICIPATION IN PILOT PROGRAM.—In 
carrying out paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) solicit project proposals from non-Fed-
eral interests by posting program informa-
tion on a public-facing website and reaching 
out to non-Federal interests that have pre-
viously submitted project requests to the 
Secretary; 

(B) review such proposals and select 
projects, taking into consideration geo-
graphic diversity among the selected 
projects and the alternative delivery meth-
ods used for the selected projects; and 

(C) notify the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate of 
each project selected under subparagraph 
(B), including— 

(i) identification of the project name, type, 
and location, and the associated non-Federal 
interest; 

(ii) a description of the type of alternative 
delivery method being used to carry out the 
project; and 

(iii) a description of how the project meets 
the authorized purposes and requirements of 
the applicable continuing authority pro-
gram. 

(3) COST SHARE.—The Federal and non-Fed-
eral shares of the cost of a project carried 
out pursuant to this subsection shall be con-
sistent with the cost share requirements of 
the applicable continuing authority pro-
gram. 

(4) MODIFICATIONS TO PROCESSES.—With re-
spect to a project selected under paragraph 
(3), the Secretary, at the request of the non- 
federal interest, shall to the maximum ex-
tent practicable— 

(A) allow the non-Federal interest to con-
tribute more than the non-Federal share of 
the project required under the applicable 
continuing authority program; 

(B) allow the use of return on Federal in-
vestment as an alternative to benefit-cost 
analysis; 
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(C) allow the use of a real estate acquisi-

tion audit process to replace existing cred-
iting, oversight, and review processes and 
procedures; and 

(D) allow the use of a single contract with 
the non-Federal interest that incorporates 
the feasibility and construction phases. 

(5) REIMBURSEMENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A project selected under 

paragraph (3) that is carried out by a non- 
Federal interest pursuant to this subsection 
shall be eligible for reimbursement for the 
Federal share of the cost of the project if, be-
fore initiation of construction of the 
project— 

(i) the non-Federal interest enters into a 
written agreement with the Secretary under 
section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 
(42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b) consistent with the appli-
cable continuing authority program; and 

(ii) the Secretary— 
(I) reviews the plans for construction of 

the project developed by the non-Federal in-
terest; 

(II) determines that the project meets the 
requirements of the applicable continuing 
authority program; 

(III) determines that the project outputs 
are consistent with the project scope; 

(IV) determines that the plans comply with 
applicable Federal laws and regulations; and 

(V) verifies that the construction docu-
ments, including supporting information, 
have been signed by an Engineer of Record. 

(B) APPLICATION OF REIMBURSEMENT.—The 
Secretary may only provide reimbursement 
under subparagraph (A) if the Secretary cer-
tifies that— 

(i) the non-Federal interest has obligated 
funds for the cost of the project selected 
under paragraph (3) and has requested reim-
bursement of the Federal share of the cost of 
the project; and 

(ii) the project has been constructed in ac-
cordance with— 

(I) all applicable permits or approvals; and 
(II) the requirements of this subsection. 
(C) MONITORING.—The Secretary shall regu-

larly monitor and audit any project being 
constructed by a non-Federal interest pursu-
ant to this subsection to ensure that the con-
struction is carried out in compliance with 
the requirements of— 

(i) this subsection; and 
(ii) the relevant continuing authorities 

program. 
(6) EVALUATIONS AND REPORTING.—The Sec-

retary shall annually submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the progress 
and outcomes of projects carried out pursu-
ant to this subsection, including— 

(A) an assessment of whether the use of al-
ternative delivery methods has resulted in 
cost savings or time efficiencies; and 

(B) identification of changes to laws or 
policies needed in order to implement more 
projects using alternative delivery methods. 

(7) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) ALTERNATIVE DELIVERY METHOD.—The 

term ‘‘alternative delivery method’’ means a 
project delivery method that is not the tra-
ditional design-bid-build method, including 
progressive design-build, public-private part-
nerships, and construction manager at risk. 

(B) CONTINUING AUTHORITY PROGRAM.—The 
term ‘‘continuing authority program’’ has 
the meaning given that term in the section 
7001(c)(1)(D) of Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282d). 

(C) RETURN ON FEDERAL INVESTMENT.—The 
term ‘‘return on Federal investment’’ means, 
with respect to Federal investment in a 
water resources development project, the 
economic return on the investment for the 
Federal Government, taking into consider-

ation qualitative returns for any anticipated 
life safety, risk reduction, economic growth, 
environmental, and social benefits accruing 
as a result of the investment. 

(8) MAXIMUM PROJECTS.—Not more than 25 
projects may be carried out under this sub-
section. 

(9) SUNSET.—The authority to commence 
pursuant to this subsection a project se-
lected under paragraph (3) shall terminate on 
the date that is 10 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(10) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $50,000,000 for each 
of fiscal years 2025 through 2032. 

(b) EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORE-
LINE PROTECTION.—Section 14 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1946 (33 U.S.C. 701r) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$25,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$50,000,000’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(c) STORM AND HURRICANE RESTORATION 
AND IMPACT MINIMIZATION PROGRAM.—Sec-
tion 3(c) of the Act of August 13, 1946 (33 
U.S.C. 426g(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking 
‘‘$37,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$62,500,000’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(d) SMALL RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECTS.—Section 107(b) of the River and 
Harbor Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 577(b)) is amend-
ed by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(e) AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.— 
Section 206 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2330) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(4) DROUGHT RESILIENCE.—A project under 
this section may include measures that en-
hance drought resilience through the res-
toration of wetlands or the removal of 
invasive species.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(3) ANADROMOUS FISH.—Notwithstanding 
paragraph (1), for projects carried out under 
subsection (a)(3), the non-Federal interest 
shall provide 15 percent of the cost of con-
struction, including provision of all lands, 
easements, rights-of-way, and necessary re-
locations.’’; 

(3) in subsection (d), by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000,000’’; and 

(4) in subsection (f), by striking 
‘‘$62,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$75,000,000’’. 

(f) REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIONS; CLEARING 
CHANNELS.—Section 2 of the Act of August 
28, 1937 (33 U.S.C. 701g) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘$7,500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$15,000,000’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘for preventing and miti-
gating flood damages associated with ice 
jams,’’ after ‘‘other debris,’’; and 

(3) by striking ‘‘$500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$1,000,000’’. 

(g) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVE-
MENT OF ENVIRONMENT OR DROUGHT RESIL-
IENCY.—Section 1135 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2309a) is 
amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting ‘‘OR 
DROUGHT RESILIENCY’’ after ‘‘ENVIRONMENT’’; 

(2) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘for the purpose of improv-

ing’’ and inserting the following: ‘‘for the 
purpose of— 

‘‘(1) improving’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 

striking the period at the end and inserting 
‘‘; or’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) providing drought resiliency.’’; 

(3) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘(2) will 
improve’’ and inserting ‘‘(2) will provide for 
drought resilience or will improve’’; 

(4) in subsection (d), by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000,000’’; 

(5) in subsection (h), by striking 
‘‘$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$62,000,000’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(j) DROUGHT RESILIENCE.—Drought resil-

ience measures carried out under this sec-
tion may include— 

‘‘(1) water conservation measures to miti-
gate and address drought conditions; 

‘‘(2) removal of sediment captured behind a 
dam for the purpose of restoring or increas-
ing the authorized storage capacity of the 
project concerned; 

‘‘(3) the planting of native plant species 
that will reduce the risk of drought and the 
incidence of nonnative species; and 

‘‘(4) other actions that increase drought re-
silience, water conservation, or water avail-
ability.’’. 

(h) SHORE DAMAGE PREVENTION OR MITIGA-
TION.—Section 111(c) of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i(c)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$12,500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(i) REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.—Sec-
tion 204(c)(1)(C) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326(c)(1)(C)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(j) SMALL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS.—Sec-
tion 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 
U.S.C. 701s) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking 
‘‘$68,750,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$90,000,000’’; and 

(2) in the third sentence, by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(k) COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PROGRAM.— 
Section 165(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking the subsection heading and 
inserting ‘‘COMMUNITY REVITALIZATION PRO-
GRAM’’; 

(2) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘pilot pro-
gram’’ and inserting ‘‘program’’; 

(3) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘PILOT’’; 
(B) by amending subparagraph (A) to read 

as follows: 
‘‘(A) solicit project proposals from non- 

Federal interests by posting program infor-
mation on a public-facing website and reach-
ing out to non-Federal interests that have 
previously submitted relevant project pro-
posals to the Secretary; and’’; and 

(C) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘a 
total of 20 projects’’ and inserting 
‘‘projects’’; 

(3) by striking paragraph (4); and 
(4) by redesignating paragraph (5) as para-

graph (4); 
(5) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 

inserting ‘‘the’’ before ‘‘Water’’; and 
(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this subsection $150,000,000 for each 
fiscal year.’’. 
SEC. 1108. STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 

PROJECTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a program to carry out studies and 
projects to control, retain, and reuse 
stormwater associated with flood control ef-
forts, in partnership with non-Federal inter-
ests. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) PRIORITIZATION.—In carrying out this 

section, the Secretary shall prioritize studies 
and projects that improve urban flood con-
trol efforts, including through the manage-
ment of stormwater that flows at a rate of 
less than 800 cubic feet per second for the 10- 
percent flood. 
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(2) USE OF NATURAL AND NATURE-BASED FEA-

TURES.—In carrying out a project under this 
section, the Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, seek to incor-
porate natural features and nature-based fea-
tures (as those terms are defined in section 
1184(a) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2289a(a))). 

(3) CONSIDERATION.—In carrying out a 
project under this section, the Secretary 
shall, where appropriate, maximize the use 
of features for the reclamation, recycling, 
and reuse of flood water and stormwater as-
sociated with the project. 

(4) ITEMS PROVIDED BY NON-FEDERAL INTER-
EST.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal interest 
for a project carried out under this section 
shall provide all land, easements, rights-of- 
way, and relocations necessary for the 
project. 

(B) CREDIT.—The value of the land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations pro-
vided under subparagraph (A) shall be cred-
ited toward the non-Federal share of the cost 
of the project. 

(5) 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— 

(A) the non-Federal share of the costs of 
construction required under this section; and 

(B) 100 percent of any operation, mainte-
nance, replacement, and rehabilitation costs 
associated with the project, in accordance 
with regulations prescribed by the Sec-
retary. 

(c) COST-SHARE.— 
(1) STUDY.—Subject to paragraph (3), the 

Federal share of the cost of a study carried 
out under this section shall be 50 percent, ex-
cept that the first $100,000 of the cost of the 
study shall be at Federal expense. 

(2) CONSTRUCTION.—Subject to paragraph 
(3), the non-Federal share of the cost of a 
project carried out under this section shall 
be 35 percent. 

(3) LIMITATION.—The total Federal amount 
expended for a study or project under this 
section shall be not more than $10,000,000. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary to carry out this section $50,000,000 
for each fiscal year. 
SEC. 1109. STUDY OF WATER RESOURCES DEVEL-

OPMENT PROJECTS BY NON-FED-
ERAL INTERESTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 203 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘may undertake a federally 

authorized feasibility study of a proposed 
water resources development project, or,’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘may undertake 
and submit to the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) a federally authorized feasibility 
study of a proposed water resources develop-
ment project; or’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘upon the written ap-
proval’’ and inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) upon the determination’’; 
(iii) in subparagraph (B) (as so des-

ignated)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘undertake’’; and 
(II) by striking ‘‘, and submit the study to 

the Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘or constructed 
by a non-Federal interest pursuant to sec-
tion 204’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘, as soon as practicable,’’; 

and 
(II) by striking ‘‘non-Federal interests to’’ 

and inserting ‘‘non-Federal interests that’’; 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (A) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) provide clear, concise, and trans-
parent guidance for the non-Federal interest 
to use in developing a feasibility study that 
complies with requirements that would 
apply to a feasibility study undertaken by 
the Secretary;’’; 

(iii) in subparagraph (B), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(iv) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) provide guidance to a non-Federal in-

terest on obtaining support from the Sec-
retary to complete elements of a feasibility 
study that may be considered inherently 
governmental and required to be done by a 
Federal agency; and 

‘‘(D) provide contacts for employees of the 
Corps of Engineers that a non-Federal inter-
est may use to initiate coordination with the 
Secretary and identify at what stages coordi-
nation may be beneficial.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) DETERMINATION.—If a non-Federal in-

terest requests to undertake a feasibility 
study on a modification to a constructed 
water resources development project under 
paragraph (1)(B), the Secretary shall expedi-
tiously provide to the non-Federal interest 
the determination required under such para-
graph with respect to whether conceptual 
modifications, as presented by the non-Fed-
eral interest, are consistent with the author-
ized purposes of the project.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘re-

ceives a request under this paragraph’’ and 
inserting ‘‘receives a study submission under 
subsection (a) or receives a request under 
subparagraph (A)’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) ADDITIONAL INFORMATION REQUIRED.— 

The Secretary shall notify a non-Federal in-
terest if, upon initial review of a submission 
received under subsection (a) or a receipt of 
a request under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary requires additional information to 
perform the required analyses, reviews, and 
compliance processes and include in such no-
tification a detailed description of the re-
quired information.’’; 

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

‘‘(4) NOTIFICATION.—Upon receipt of a study 
submission under subsection (a) or receipt of 
a request under paragraph (3)(A), the Sec-
retary shall notify the Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate of 
the submission or request and a timeline for 
completion of the required analyses, reviews, 
and compliance processes and shall notify 
the non-Federal interest of such timeline.’’; 
and 

(C) in paragraph (5), by striking ‘‘receiving 
a request under paragraph (3)’’ and inserting 
‘‘receiving a study submission under sub-
section (a) or a request under paragraph 
(3)(A)’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘If a project’’ and inserting 

the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If a project’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘or modification to the 

project’’ before ‘‘an amount equal to’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) MAXIMUM AMOUNT.—Any credit pro-

vided to a non-Federal interest under this 
subsection may not exceed the maximum 
Federal cost for a feasibility study initiated 
by the Secretary under section 1001(a)(2) of 
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2282c(a)).’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Secretary $1,000,000 for each fiscal year to 
carry out this section.’’. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall update any guidance as nec-
essary to reflect the amendments made by 
this section. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Any non-Federal in-
terest that has entered in a written agree-
ment with the Secretary related to carrying 
out a feasibility study pursuant to section 
203 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231) before the date of en-
actment of this Act may submit to the Sec-
retary a request to amend such agreement to 
reflect the amendments made by this sec-
tion. 
SEC. 1110. CONSTRUCTION OF WATER RE-

SOURCES DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 
BY NON-FEDERAL INTERESTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 204 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2232) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c), by striking paragraph 
(1) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—When requested by a 
non-Federal interest carrying out a project 
or separable element of a project under this 
section, the Secretary shall undertake all 
necessary studies, engineering, and technical 
assistance on construction for any project or 
separable element of a project under this 
section, and provide technical assistance in 
obtaining all necessary permits for the con-
struction, if the non-Federal interest con-
tracts with the Secretary to provide funds to 
the United States funds for the studies, engi-
neering, or technical assistance.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)(A), by striking ‘‘plans’’ 

each place it appears and inserting ‘‘plan’’; 
(B) in paragraph (3)(B), by inserting ‘‘, dis-

crete segment of the project, or separable 
element of the project’’ after ‘‘the project’’; 

(C) in paragraph (5) by striking ‘‘plans’’ 
each place it appears and inserting ‘‘plan’’; 
and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary may not 

provide credit or reimbursement for— 
‘‘(A) activities required by the non-Federal 

interest to initiate design and construction 
that would otherwise not be required by the 
Secretary; or 

‘‘(B) delays incurred by the non-Federal in-
terest resulting in project cost increases.’’. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall update any guidance as nec-
essary to reflect the amendments made by 
this section. 

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Any non-Federal in-
terest that has entered in a written agree-
ment with the Secretary to carry out a 
water resources development project pursu-
ant to section 204 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232) before 
the date of enactment of this Act may sub-
mit to the Secretary a request to amend 
such agreement to reflect the amendments 
made by this section. 
SEC. 1111. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

Section 7001 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2282d) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(1)(D)(iii)— 
(A) in subclause (VIII), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 

and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in subclause (IX), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(X) section 1108 of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 2024.’’; 
(2) by redesignating subsection (g) as sub-

section (i); and 
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(3) by inserting after subsection (f) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(g) NON-FEDERAL INTEREST NOTIFICA-

TION.—After the publication of the annual re-
port under subsection (f), if the proposal of a 
non-Federal interest submitted under sub-
section (b) was included by the Secretary in 
the appendix under subsection (c)(4), the Sec-
retary shall provide written notification to 
the non-Federal interest of such inclusion. 

‘‘(h) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.—Not 
later than 30 days after the publication of 
the annual report under subsection (f), for 
each proposal included in that annual report 
or appendix, the Secretary shall notify each 
Member of Congress that represents the 
State in which that proposal will be located 
that the proposal was included the annual 
report or the appendix.’’. 
SEC. 1112. SERVICES OF VOLUNTEERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may recog-
nize a volunteer providing services under the 
heading ‘‘Department of Defense—Civil—De-
partment of the Army—Corps of Engineers— 
Civil—General Provisions’’ in chapter IV of 
title I of the Supplemental Appropriations 
Act, 1983 (33 U.S.C. 569c) through an award or 
other appropriate means, except that such 
award may not be in the form of a cash 
award. 

(b) PROCESS.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a process to carry out subsection (a). 
SEC. 1113. NONRECREATION OUTGRANT POLICY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall update the policy guidance 
of the Corps of Engineers for the evaluation 
and approval of nonrecreational real estate 
outgrant requests for the installation, on 
lands and waters operated and maintained by 
the Secretary, of infrastructure for the pro-
vision of broadband services. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In updating the policy 
guidance under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall ensure that the policy guidance— 

(1) requires the consideration of benefits to 
the public in evaluating a request described 
in subsection (a); 

(2) requires the Secretary to consider fi-
nancial factors when determining whether 
there is a viable alternative to the installa-
tion for which approval is requested as de-
scribed in subsection (a); 

(3) requires that a request described in sub-
section (a) be expeditiously approved or de-
nied after submission of a completed applica-
tion for such request; and 

(4) requires the Secretary to include in any 
denial of such a request detailed information 
on the justification for the denial. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion affects or alters the responsibility of the 
Secretary— 

(1) to sustain and protect the natural re-
sources of lands and waters operated and 
maintained by the Secretary; or 

(2) to carry out a water resources develop-
ment project consistent with the purposes 
for which such project is authorized. 
SEC. 1114. SILVER JACKETS PROGRAM. 

The Secretary shall continue the Silver 
Jackets program established by the Sec-
retary pursuant to section 206 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1960 (33 U.S.C. 709a) and sec-
tion 204 of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster 
Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (42 
U.S.C. 5134). 
SEC. 1115. SUPPORT OF ARMY CIVIL WORKS MIS-

SIONS. 
Section 8159 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3740) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

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

‘‘(4) West Virginia University to conduct 
academic research on flood resilience plan-

ning and risk management, water resource- 
related emergency management, aquatic 
ecosystem restoration, water quality, hydro-
power (including siting and risk manage-
ment for open- and closed-loop pumped hy-
dropower energy storage), and water re-
source-related recreation (including manage-
ment of water-related resources for recre-
ation) in the State of West Virginia; 

‘‘(5) Delaware State University to conduct 
academic research on water resource ecol-
ogy, water quality, aquatic ecosystem res-
toration, coastal restoration, and water re-
source-related emergency management in 
the State of Delaware, the Delaware River 
Basin, and the Chesapeake Bay watershed; 

‘‘(6) the University of Notre Dame to con-
duct academic research on hazard mitigation 
policies and practices in coastal commu-
nities, including through the incorporation 
of data analysis and the use of risk-based an-
alytical frameworks for reviewing flood 
mitigation and hardening plans and for eval-
uating the design of new infrastructure; 

‘‘(7) Mississippi State University to con-
duct academic research on technology to be 
used in water resources development infra-
structure, analyses of the environment be-
fore and after a natural disaster, and 
geospatial data collection; 

‘‘(8) Western Washington University, Bel-
lingham to conduct academic research on 
water quality, aquatic ecosystem restoration 
(including aquaculture), and the resiliency of 
water resources development projects in the 
Pacific Northwest to natural disasters; 

‘‘(9) the University of North Carolina Wil-
mington to conduct academic research on 
flood mitigation, coastal resiliency, water 
resource ecology, water quality, aquatic eco-
system restoration (including aquaculture), 
coastal restoration, and resource-related 
emergency management in North Carolina 
and Mid-Atlantic region; and 

‘‘(10) California State Polytechnic Univer-
sity, Pomona to conduct academic research 
on integrated design and management of 
water resources development projects, in-
cluding for the purposes of flood risk man-
agement, ecosystem restoration, water sup-
ply, water conservation, and sustainable aq-
uifer management.’’. 
SEC. 1116. TEMPORARY RELOCATION ASSIST-

ANCE PILOT PROGRAM. 

Section 8154(g)(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3735) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(F) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, Norfolk Coastal Storm 
Risk Management, Virginia, authorized by 
section 401(3) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2738).’’. 
SEC. 1117. HARBOR DEEPENING. 

(a) CONSTRUCTION.—Section 101(a)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211(a)(1)) is amended by striking ‘‘50 
feet’’ each place it appears and inserting ‘‘55 
feet’’. 

(b) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Section 
101(b)(1) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2211(b)(1)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘50 feet’’ and inserting 
‘‘55 feet’’. 
SEC. 1118. INLAND WATERWAYS REGIONAL 

DREDGE PILOT PROGRAM. 

Section 8133(c) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3720) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(c) PROJECTS.—In awarding contracts 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall 
consider projects that— 

‘‘(1) improve navigation reliability on in-
land waterways that are accessible year- 
round; 

‘‘(2) increase freight capacity on inland wa-
terways; and 

‘‘(3) have the potential to enhance the 
availability of containerized cargo on inland 
waterways.’’. 
SEC. 1119. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACIL-

ITY PARTNERSHIPS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 217(b) of the 

Water Resources Development Act of 1996 (33 
U.S.C. 2326a(b)) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) NON-FEDERAL USE.—The Secretary— 
‘‘(i) at the request of a non-Federal entity, 

may permit the use of any dredged material 
disposal facility under the jurisdiction of, or 
managed by, the Secretary by the non-Fed-
eral entity if the Secretary determines that 
such use will not reduce the availability of 
the facility for the authorized water re-
sources development project on a channel in 
the vicinity of the disposal facility; 

‘‘(ii) at the request of a non-Federal entity, 
shall permit the non-Federal entity to use a 
non-Federal disposal facility for the disposal 
of material dredged by the non-Federal enti-
ty, regardless of any connection to a Federal 
navigation project, if— 

‘‘(I) permission for such use has been 
granted by the owner of the non-Federal dis-
posal facility; and 

‘‘(II) the Secretary determines that the 
dredged material disposal needs required to 
maintain, perform authorized deepening, or 
restore the navigability and functionality of 
authorized navigation channels in the vicin-
ity of the non-Federal disposal facility for 
the 20-year period following the date of the 
request, including all planned and routine 
dredging operations necessary to maintain 
such channels for the authorized purposes 
during such period, can be met by the avail-
able gross capacity of other dredged material 
disposal facilities in the vicinity of the non- 
Federal disposal facility; and 

‘‘(iii) shall impose fees to recover capital, 
operation, and maintenance costs associated 
with such uses. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATIONS.—The Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(i) delegate determinations under clauses 
(i) and (ii)(II) of subparagraph (A) to the Dis-
trict Commander of the district in which the 
relevant disposal facility is located; and 

‘‘(ii) make such determinations not later 
than 90 days after receiving the applicable 
request.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in the paragraph heading, by striking 

‘‘USE OF FEES’’ and inserting ‘‘FEES’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘Notwithstanding’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(A) USE.—Notwithstanding’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) REDUCTION IN AMOUNT.—In collecting 

any fee under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall reduce the amount imposed under para-
graph (1)(A)(iii) to account for improvements 
made to the non-Federal disposal facility by 
the non-Federal entity to recover the capac-
ity of the non-Federal disposal facility.’’; 
and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) DISPOSITION STUDIES.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIREMENT.—Upon request by the 

owner of a non-Federal disposal facility, the 
Secretary shall carry out a disposition study 
of the non-Federal disposal facility, in ac-
cordance with section 1168 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 
578b), if— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary has not used the non- 
Federal disposal facility for the disposal of 
dredged material during the 20-year period 
preceding the date of the request; and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary determines that the 
non-Federal disposal facility is not needed 
for such use by the Secretary during the 20- 
year period following the date of the request. 
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‘‘(B) CONCLUSIVE PRESUMPTIONS.—For pur-

poses of carrying out a disposition study re-
quired under subparagraph (A), the Sec-
retary shall— 

‘‘(i) consider the non-Federal disposal fa-
cility to be a separable element of a project; 
and 

‘‘(ii) consider a Federal interest in the non- 
Federal disposal facility to no longer exist. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) GROSS CAPACITY.—The term ‘gross ca-

pacity’ means the total quantity of dredged 
material that may be placed in a dredged 
material disposal facility, taking into con-
sideration any additional capacity that can 
be constructed at the facility. 

‘‘(B) NON-FEDERAL DISPOSAL FACILITY.—The 
term ‘non-Federal disposal facility’ means a 
dredged material disposal facility under the 
jurisdiction of, or managed by, the Secretary 
that is owned by a non-Federal entity.’’. 

(b) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in the 
amendments made by subsection (a) shall af-
fect— 

(1) an agreement between the Secretary 
and a non-Federal interest that is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act, except 
that, upon request by the non-Federal inter-
est party to such agreement, the Secretary 
and the non-Federal interest may modify 
such agreement; or 

(2) the inclusion in an agreement between 
the Secretary and a non-Federal interest en-
tered into after the date of enactment of this 
Act of a dredged material disposal facility 
that is included in an agreement between the 
Secretary and a non-Federal interest in ef-
fect on the date of enactment of this Act, un-
less the non-Federal interest is notified and 
agrees. 
SEC. 1120. REAL ESTATE ADMINISTRATIVE FEES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall initiate the development of 
guidance to standardize processes for devel-
oping, updating, and tracking real estate ad-
ministrative fees administered by the Corps 
of Engineers. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—In developing guidance 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) outline standard methodologies to esti-
mate costs for purposes of setting real estate 
administrative fees; 

(2) define the types of activities involved in 
managing real estate instruments that are 
included for purposes of setting such fees; 

(3) establish cost-tracking procedures to 
capture data relating to the activities de-
scribed in paragraph (2) for purposes of set-
ting such fees; 

(4) outline a schedule for divisions or dis-
tricts of the Corps of Engineers to review, 
and update as appropriate, real estate ad-
ministrative fees, including specifying what 
such reviews should entail and the frequency 
of such reviews; and 

(5) provide opportunities for stakeholder 
input on real estate administrative fees. 

(c) PUBLICLY AVAILABLE.—The Secretary 
shall make publicly available on the website 
of each Corps of Engineers district— 

(1) the guidance developed under this sec-
tion; and 

(2) any other relevant information on real 
estate administrative fees, including lists of 
real estate instruments requiring such fees, 
and methodologies used to set such fees. 
SEC. 1121. DATABASES OF CORPS RECREATIONAL 

SITES. 
The Secretary shall regularly update pub-

licly available databases maintained, or co-
operatively maintained, by the Corps of En-
gineers with information on sites operated or 
maintained by the Secretary that are used 
for recreational purposes, including the oper-
ational status of, and the recreational oppor-
tunities available at, such sites. 

SEC. 1122. PROJECT STUDIES SUBJECT TO INDE-
PENDENT EXTERNAL PEER REVIEW. 

Section 2034 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2343) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking subsection (h); and 
(2) by redesignating subsections (i) through 

(l) as subsections (h) through (k), respec-
tively. 
SEC. 1123. NATIONAL COASTAL MAPPING PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-

ized to carry out a national coastal mapping 
program to provide recurring national coast-
al mapping along the coasts of the United 
States to support Corps of Engineers naviga-
tion, flood risk management, environmental 
restoration, and emergency operations mis-
sions. 

(b) SCOPE.—In carrying out the program 
under subsection (a), the Secretary— 

(1) shall disseminate coastal mapping data 
and new or advanced geospatial information 
and remote sensing tools for coastal mapping 
derived from the analysis of such data to the 
Corps of Engineers, other Federal agencies, 
States, and other stakeholders; 

(2) shall implement coastal surveying 
based on findings of the national coastal 
mapping study carried out under section 8110 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3702); 

(3) shall conduct research and development 
on bathymetric liDAR and ancillary tech-
nologies necessary to advance coastal map-
ping capabilities in order to exploit data 
with increased efficiently and greater accu-
racy; 

(4) with respect to any region affected by a 
hurricane rated category 3 or higher, shall— 

(A) conduct coastal mapping of such re-
gion; 

(B) determine volume changes at Federal 
projects in such region; 

(C) quantify damage to navigation infra-
structure in such region; 

(D) assess environmental impacts to such 
region, measure any coastal impacts; and 

(E) make any data gathered under this 
paragraph publicly available not later than 2 
weeks after the acquisition of such data; 

(5) at the request of another Federal entity 
or a State or local government entity, may 
provide subject matter expertise, mapping 
services, and technology evolution assist-
ance; 

(6) may enter into an agreement with an-
other Federal agency or a State agency to 
accept funds from such agency to expand the 
coverage of the program to efficiently meet 
the needs of such agency; 

(7) shall coordinate with representatives of 
the Naval Meteorology and Oceanography 
Command, the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, United States Geo-
logical Survey, and any other representative 
of a Federal agency that the Secretary deter-
mines necessary, to support any relevant 
Federal, State, or local agency through par-
ticipation in working groups, committees, 
and organizations; 

(8) may maintain the panel of senior lead-
ers established under section 8110(e) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022; 
and 

(9) may convene an annual coastal map-
ping community of practice meeting to dis-
cuss and identify technical topics and chal-
lenges to inform such panel in carrying out 
the duties of such panel. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section for each fiscal year 
$15,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended. 
SEC. 1124. REMOVAL OF ABANDONED VESSELS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 19 of the Act of 
March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 414) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘SEC. 19. (a) That when-
ever’’ and inserting the following: 
‘‘SEC. 19. VESSEL REMOVAL BY CORPS OF ENGI-

NEERS. 
‘‘(a) REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTIVE VESSELS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—That whenever’’; 
(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘described in this section’’ 

and inserting ‘‘described in this subsection’’; 
and 

(B) by striking ‘‘under subsection (a)’’ and 
inserting ‘‘under paragraph (1)’’; 

(3) by striking ‘‘(b) The owner’’ and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(2) LIABILITY OF OWNER, LESSEE, OR OPER-
ATOR.—The owner’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) REMOVAL OF ABANDONED VESSEL.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-

ized to remove from the navigable waters of 
the United States a covered vessel that does 
not obstruct the navigation of such waters, 
if— 

‘‘(A) such removal is determined to be in 
the public interest by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with any State in which the vessel 
is located or any Indian Tribe with jurisdic-
tion over the area in which the vessel is lo-
cated, as applicable; and 

‘‘(B) in the case of a vessel that is not 
under the control of the United States by 
reason of seizure or forfeiture, the Com-
mandant of the Coast Guard determines that 
the vessel is abandoned. 

‘‘(2) INTERAGENCY AGREEMENTS.—In remov-
ing a covered vessel under this subsection, 
the Secretary— 

‘‘(A) is authorized to enter into an inter-
agency agreement with the head of any Fed-
eral department, agency, or instrumentality 
that has control of such vessel; and 

‘‘(B) is authorized to accept funds from 
such department, agency, or instrumentality 
for the removal of such vessel. 

‘‘(3) LIABILITY.—The owner of a covered 
vessel shall be liable to the United States for 
the costs of removal, destruction, and dis-
posal of such vessel under this subsection. 

‘‘(4) COVERED VESSEL DEFINED.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In this subsection, the 

term ‘covered vessel’ means a vessel— 
‘‘(i) determined to be abandoned by the 

Commandant of the Coast Guard; or 
‘‘(ii) under the control of the United States 

by reason of seizure or forfeiture pursuant to 
any law. 

‘‘(B) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘covered vessel’ 
does not include— 

‘‘(i) any vessel for which the Secretary has 
removal authority under subsection (a) or 
section 20; 

‘‘(ii) an abandoned barge for which the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard has the au-
thority to remove under chapter 47 of title 
46, United States Code; and 

‘‘(iii) a vessel— 
‘‘(I) for which the owner is not identified, 

unless determined to be abandoned by the 
Commandant of the Coast Guard; or 

‘‘(II) for which the owner has not agreed to 
pay the costs of removal, destruction, or dis-
posal. 

‘‘(5) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $10,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2025 through 2029.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 20 of 
the Act of March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 416) is 
amended by striking ‘‘the preceding section 
of this Act’’ and inserting ‘‘section 19(a)’’. 
SEC. 1125. MISSOURI RIVER EXISTING FEATURES 

PROTECTION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Before carrying out a 

covered action with respect to a covered in- 
river feature, the Secretary shall perform an 
analysis to identify whether such action 
will— 
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(1) contribute to adverse effects of in-

creased water levels during flood events ad-
jacent to the covered in-river feature; 

(2) increase risk of flooding on commercial 
and residential structures and critical infra-
structure adjacent to the covered in-river 
feature; 

(3) decrease water levels during droughts 
adjacent to the covered in-river feature; 

(4) affect the navigation channel, including 
crossflows, velocity, channel depth, and 
channel width, adjacent to the covered in- 
river feature; 

(5) contribute to bank erosion on private 
lands adjacent to the covered in-river fea-
ture; 

(6) affect the operation of ports or harbors 
adjacent to the covered in-river feature; or 

(7) affect harvesting of sand adjacent to 
the covered in-river feature. 

(b) MITIGATION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that a covered action will result in an 
outcome described in subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall mitigate such outcome. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion may be construed to affect the require-
ments of section 906 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2283). 

(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COVERED ACTION.—The term ‘‘covered 

action’’ means the construction of, modifica-
tion of, operational changes to, or implemen-
tation of a covered in-river feature. 

(2) COVERED IN-RIVER FEATURE.—The term 
‘‘covered in-river feature’’ means in-river 
features on the Missouri River used to create 
and maintain dike notches, chutes, and com-
plexes for interception or rearing authorized 
pursuant to section 601(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4143; 113 Stat. 306; 121 Stat. 1155) and section 
334 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1999 (113 Stat. 306; 136 Stat. 3799). 
SEC. 1126. INLAND WATERWAY PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 102(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2212(a)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘65 percent of the costs’’ and in-
serting ‘‘75 percent of the costs’’; and 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘35 
percent of such costs’’ and inserting ‘‘25 per-
cent of such costs’’. 

(b) APPLICATION.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply beginning on 
October 1, 2024, to any construction of a 
project for navigation on the inland water-
ways that is new or ongoing on or after that 
date. 
SEC. 1127. PLANNING ASSISTANCE FOR STATES. 

Section 22(a)(2)(B) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1974 (42 U.S.C. 1962d– 
16(a)(2)(B)) is amended by inserting ‘‘and 
title research for abandoned structures’’ be-
fore the period at the end. 
SEC. 1128. EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION. 

Section 7004(b)(4) of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (128 
Stat. 1374; 132 Stat. 3784) is amended by 
striking ‘‘December 31, 2024’’ and inserting 
‘‘December 31, 2026’’. 
SEC. 1129. EMERGING HARBORS. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall— 

(1) issue guidance for the purpose of car-
rying out section 210(c)(3)(B) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2238(c)(3)(B)); and 

(2) develop a mechanism to accept the non- 
Federal share of funds from a non-Federal in-
terest for maintenance dredging carried out 
under such section. 
SEC. 1130. MAXIMIZATION OF BENEFICIAL USE. 

(a) BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE-
RIAL.—Section 1122 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2326 note) 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall establish a pilot program’’ 
and inserting ‘‘The Secretary is authorized’’; 
and 

(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) promoting resiliency and reducing the 
risk to property and infrastructure of flood-
ing and storm damage;’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘the pilot program’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘this section’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) identify and carry out projects for the 
beneficial use of dredged material;’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)(1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘In carrying out the pilot 

program, the’’ and inserting ‘‘The’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘under the pilot program’’ 

and inserting ‘‘under this section’’; 
(4) in subsection (d), in the matter pre-

ceding paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the pilot 
program’’ and inserting ‘‘this section’’; 

(5) in subsection (f)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘the pilot 

program’’ and inserting ‘‘this section’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘the pilot 

program’’ and inserting ‘‘the implementa-
tion of this section’’; and 

(6) by striking subsection (g) and redesig-
nating subsection (h) as subsection (g). 

(b) REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT.— 
Section 204 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2326) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘reha-
bilitation of projects’’ and inserting ‘‘reha-
bilitation of projects, including projects for 
the beneficial use of dredged materials de-
scribed in section 1122 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 
2326 note),’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(12) Osceola County, Florida.’’. 
(c) BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATE-

RIAL.—Section 125(a)(1) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
2326g) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘It is the policy’’ and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(A) POLICY.—It is the policy’’; and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) NATIONAL GOAL.—To the greatest ex-

tent practicable, the Secretary shall ensure 
that not less than 70 percent by volume (as 
measured in cubic yards) of suitable dredged 
material obtained from the construction or 
operation and maintenance of water re-
sources development projects is used bene-
ficially.’’. 

(d) MAXIMIZATION OF BENEFICIAL USE IN 
DREDGED MATERIAL MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 
Each dredged material management plan for 
a federally authorized water resources devel-
opment project, and each regional sediment 
plan developed under section 204 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 
2326), including any such plan under develop-
ment on the date of enactment of this Act, 
shall— 

(1) maximize the beneficial use of suitable 
dredged material; and 

(2) to the maximum extent practicable, 
prioritize the use of such dredged material in 
water resources development projects in 
areas vulnerable to coastal land loss or 
shoreline erosion. 

(e) TRANSFER OF SUITABLE DREDGED MATE-
RIAL.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to make available to a non-Federal in-
terest, at no additional cost, dredged mate-
rial that the Secretary has determined is in 

excess of the amounts identified as needed 
for use by the Secretary. 

(2) RESPONSIBILITY.—The non-Federal in-
terest shall be responsible for all costs to re-
move and transport such material, and shall 
certify that the non-Federal interest is re-
sponsible for any and all liability related to 
the removal of such material or the use of 
such material once it is removed. 
SEC. 1131. ECONOMIC, HYDRAULIC, AND HYDRO-

LOGIC MODELING. 
(a) MODEL DEVELOPMENT.—The Secretary, 

in collaboration with other Federal and 
State agencies, National Laboratories, and 
nonprofit research institutions (including in-
stitutions of higher education and centers 
and laboratories focused on economics or 
water resources), shall develop, update, and 
maintain economic, hydraulic, and hydro-
logic models, including models for compound 
flooding, for use in the planning, design for-
mulation, modification, and operation of 
water resources development projects and 
water resources planning. 

(b) COORDINATION AND USE OF MODELS AND 
DATA.—In carrying out subsection (a), to the 
extent practicable, the Secretary shall— 

(1) work with the non-Federal interest for 
a water resources development project to 
identify existing relevant economic, hydrau-
lic, and hydrologic models and data; 

(2) utilize, where appropriate, economic, 
hydraulic, and hydrologic models and data 
provided to the Secretary by the agencies, 
laboratories, and institutions described in 
subsection (a); and 

(3) upon written request by a non-Federal 
interest for a project, provide to the non- 
Federal interest draft or working economic, 
hydraulic, and hydrologic models, and any 
data generated by such models with respect 
to the project, not later than 30 days after 
receiving such request; and 

(4) in accordance with section 2017 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (33 
U.S.C. 2342), make final economic, hydraulic, 
and hydrologic models, and any data gen-
erated by such models, available to the pub-
lic, as quickly as practicable, but not later 
than 30 days after receiving a written re-
quest for such models or data. 

(c) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this section 
may be construed to compel or authorize the 
disclosure of data or other information de-
termined by the Secretary to be confidential 
information, privileged information, law en-
forcement information, national security in-
formation, infrastructure security informa-
tion, personal information, or information 
the disclosure of which is otherwise prohib-
ited by law. 

(d) MODEL OUTPUTS.—To the extent prac-
ticable and appropriate, the Secretary shall 
incorporate data generated by models devel-
oped under this section into the formulation 
of feasibility studies for, and the operation 
of, water resources development projects. 

(e) FUNDING.—The Secretary is authorized, 
to the extent and in the amounts provided in 
advance in appropriations Acts, to transfer 
to other Federal and State agencies, Na-
tional Laboratories, and nonprofit research 
institutions, including institutions of higher 
education, such funds as may be necessary to 
carry out subsection (a) from amounts avail-
able to the Secretary. 

(f) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTION CREDIT.—A part-
nership agreement entered into under sec-
tion 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 
U.S.C. 1962d–5b) may provide, at the request 
of the non-Federal interest for the applicable 
project, that the Secretary credit toward the 
non-Federal share of the cost of the project 
the value of economic, hydraulic, and hydro-
logic models required for the project that are 
developed by the non-Federal interest in ac-
cordance with any policies and guidelines ap-
plicable to the relevant partnership agree-
ment pursuant to such section. 
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(g) REVIEW.—The Secretary shall review 

economic, hydraulic, and hydrologic models 
developed under this section in the same 
manner as any such models developed under 
any other authority of the Secretary. 

(h) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COMPOUND FLOODING.—The term ‘‘com-

pound flooding’’ means a flooding event in 
which two or more flood drivers, such as 
coastal storm surge-driven flooding and in-
land rainfall-driven flooding, occur simulta-
neously or in close succession and the poten-
tial adverse effects of the combined flood 
drivers may be greater than that of the indi-
vidual flood driver components. 

(2) ECONOMIC.—The term ‘‘economic’’, as 
used in reference to models, means relating 
to the evaluation of benefits and cost attrib-
utable to a project for an economic justifica-
tion under section 209 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962–2). 
SEC. 1132. IMPROVEMENTS TO NATIONAL DAM 

SAFETY PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 2 of the National 

Dam Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (16) as para-
graph (17); and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (15) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(16) UNDERSERVED COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘underserved community’ means a commu-
nity with a population of less than 50,000 
that has a median household income of less 
than 80 percent of the statewide median 
household income.’’. 

(b) NATIONAL INVENTORY OF DAMS AND LOW- 
HEAD DAMS.—Section 6 of the National Dam 
Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467d) is 
amended to read as follows: 
‘‘SEC. 6. NATIONAL INVENTORY OF DAMS AND 

LOW-HEAD DAMS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of the 

Army shall maintain and update information 
on the inventory of dams and low-head dams 
in the United States. 

‘‘(b) DAMS.—The inventory maintained 
under subsection (a) shall include any avail-
able information assessing each dam based 
on inspections completed by a Federal agen-
cy, a State dam safety agency, or a Tribal 
government. 

‘‘(c) LOW-HEAD DAMS.—The inventory 
maintained under subsection (a) shall in-
clude— 

‘‘(1) the location, ownership, description, 
current use, condition, height, and length of 
each low-head dam; 

‘‘(2) any information on public safety con-
ditions at each low-head dam; and 

‘‘(3) any other relevant information con-
cerning low-head dams. 

‘‘(d) DATA.—In carrying out this section, 
the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(1) coordinate with Federal and State 
agencies, Tribal governments, and other rel-
evant entities; and 

‘‘(2) use data provided to the Secretary by 
those agencies and entities. 

‘‘(e) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary 
shall make the inventory maintained under 
subsection (a) publicly available (including 
on a publicly available website), including— 

‘‘(1) public safety information on the dan-
gers of low-head dams; and 

‘‘(2) a directory of financial and technical 
assistance resources available to reduce safe-
ty hazards and fish passage barriers at low- 
head dams. 

‘‘(f) CLARIFICATION.—Nothing in this sec-
tion provides authority to the Secretary to 
carry out an activity, with respect to a low- 
head dam, that is not explicitly authorized 
under this section. 

‘‘(g) LOW-HEAD DAM DEFINED.—In this sec-
tion, the term ‘low-head dam’ means a river- 
wide artificial barrier that generally spans a 

stream channel, blocking the waterway and 
creating a backup of water behind the bar-
rier, with a drop off over the wall of not less 
than 6 inches and not more than 25 feet.’’. 

(c) REHABILITATION OF HIGH HAZARD POTEN-
TIAL DAMS.—Section 8A of the National Dam 
Safety Program Act (33 U.S.C. 467f–2) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(2), by striking subpara-
graph (C) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(C) GRANT ASSURANCE.—As part of a grant 
agreement under subparagraph (B), the Ad-
ministrator shall require that each eligible 
subrecipient to which the State awards a 
grant under this section provides an assur-
ance from the dam owner, with respect to 
the dam to be rehabilitated, that the dam 
owner will carry out a plan for maintenance 
of the dam during the expected life of the 
dam.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)(2)(C), by striking 
‘‘commit’’ and inserting ‘‘for a project not 
including removal, obtain a commitment 
from the dam owner’’; 

(3) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(e) FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT PLANS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receipt 

of assistance under this section, an eligible 
subrecipient shall demonstrate that a flood-
plain management plan to reduce the im-
pacts of future flood events from a controlled 
or uncontrolled release from the dam or 
management of water levels in the area im-
pacted by the dam— 

‘‘(A) for a removal— 
‘‘(i) is in place; and 
‘‘(ii) identifies areas that would be im-

pacted by the removal of the dam and in-
cludes a communication and outreach plan 
for the project and the impact of the project 
on the affected communities; or 

‘‘(B) for a project not including removal— 
‘‘(i) is in place; or 
‘‘(ii) will be— 
‘‘(I) developed not later than 2 years after 

the date of execution of a project agreement 
for assistance under this section; and 

‘‘(II) implemented not later than 2 years 
after the date of completion of construction 
of the project. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—In the case of a plan 
for a removal, the Administrator may not 
impose any additional requirements or con-
ditions other than the requirements in para-
graph (1)(A). 

‘‘(3) INCLUSIONS.—A plan under paragraph 
(1)(B) shall address— 

‘‘(A) potential measures, practices, and 
policies to reduce loss of life, injuries, dam-
age to property and facilities, public expend-
itures, and other adverse impacts of flooding 
in the area protected or impacted by the 
dam; 

‘‘(B) plans for flood fighting and evacu-
ation; and 

‘‘(C) public education and awareness of 
flood risks. 

‘‘(4) PLAN CRITERIA AND TECHNICAL SUP-
PORT.—The Administrator, in consultation 
with the Board, shall provide criteria, and 
may provide technical support, for the devel-
opment and implementation of floodplain 
management plans prepared under this sub-
section.’’; 

(4) in subsection (g)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Any’’ 

and inserting ‘‘Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (C), any’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) UNDERSERVED COMMUNITIES.—Subpara-

graph (A) shall not apply to a project carried 
out by or for the benefit of an underserved 
community.’’. 

(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
Section 14 of the National Dam Safety Pro-
gram Act (33 U.S.C. 467j) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 

(A) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘2023’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2028’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘and 

low-head dams’’ after ‘‘inventory of dams’’ 
each place it appears; and 

(ii) by amending subparagraph (B) to read 
as follows: 

‘‘(B) MAXIMUM AMOUNT OF ALLOCATION.— 
The amount of funds allocated to a State 
under this paragraph for a fiscal year may 
not exceed the amount that is equal to 4 
times the amount of funds committed by the 
State to implement dam safety activities for 
that fiscal year.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking the subsection heading and 

inserting ‘‘NATIONAL INVENTORY OF DAMS AND 
LOW-HEAD DAMS’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘2023’’ and inserting ‘‘2028’’; 
(3) in subsection (c), by striking ‘‘2023’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2028’’; 
(4) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘2023’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2028’’; 
(5) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘2023’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2028’’; and 
(6) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘2023’’ and 

inserting ‘‘2028’’. 
(e) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 15 of 

the National Dam Safety Program Act (33 
U.S.C. 467o) is repealed. 
SEC. 1133. FUNDING TO PROCESS PERMITS. 

Section 214(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2352(a)) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(D) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘Indian 
Tribe’ means— 

‘‘(i) an Indian Tribe, as such term is de-
fined in section 4 of the Indian Self-Deter-
mination and Education Assistance Act (25 
U.S.C. 5304); and 

‘‘(ii) any entity formed under the author-
ity of one or more Indian Tribes, as so de-
fined.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘Indian Tribe,’’ after 

‘‘public-utility company,’’ each place it ap-
pears; and 

(B) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, in-
cluding an aquatic ecosystem restoration 
project’’ before the period at the end; and 

(3) by striking paragraph (4). 
SEC. 1134. HARMFUL ALGAL BLOOM DEMONSTRA-

TION PROGRAM. 
Section 128 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 610 note) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘or af-
fecting water bodies of regional, national, or 
international importance in the United 
States or its territories’’ after ‘‘projects’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘and 
State agencies’’ and inserting ‘‘, State, and 
local agencies, institutions of higher edu-
cation, and private organizations, including 
nonprofit organizations’’; 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (6), by inserting ‘‘Water-

shed’’ after ‘‘Okeechobee’’; 
(B) in paragraph (13), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 

the end; 
(C) in paragraph (14), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(15) Lake Elsinore, California; and 
‘‘(16) Willamette River, Oregon.’’; 
(4) in subsection (e), by striking 

‘‘$25,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$35,000,000’’; and 
(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(f) PRIORITY.—In carrying out the dem-

onstration program under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall, to the maximum extent pos-
sible, prioritize carrying out program activi-
ties that— 

‘‘(1) reduce nutrient pollution; 
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‘‘(2) utilize natural and nature-based ap-

proaches, including oysters; 
‘‘(3) protect, enhance, or restore wetlands 

or flood plains, including river and 
streambank stabilization; 

‘‘(4) develop technologies for remote sens-
ing, monitoring, or early detection of harm-
ful algal blooms, or other emerging tech-
nologies; and 

‘‘(5) combine removal of harmful algal 
blooms with a beneficial use, including con-
version of retrieved algae biomass into 
biofuel, fertilizer, or other products. 

‘‘(g) AGREEMENTS.—In carrying out the 
demonstration program under subsection (a), 
the Secretary may enter into agreements 
with a non-Federal entity for the use or sale 
of successful technologies developed under 
this section.’’. 

SEC. 1135. CORROSION PREVENTION. 

Section 1033(c) of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2350(c)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; 

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

(3) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) the carrying out of an activity de-
scribed in paragraph (1) or (2) through a pro-
gram in corrosion prevention that is— 

‘‘(A) offered or accredited by an organiza-
tion that sets industry standards for corro-
sion mitigation and prevention; or 

‘‘(B) an industrial coatings applicator pro-
gram that is— 

‘‘(i) an employment and training activity 
(as defined in section 3 of the Workforce In-
novation and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 
3102)); or 

‘‘(ii) registered under the Act of August 16, 
1937 (commonly known as the ‘National Ap-
prenticeship Act’; 50 Stat. 664, chapter 663; 29 
U.S.C. 50 et seq.); and’’. 

SEC. 1136. FEDERAL BREAKWATERS AND JET-
TIES. 

Section 8101 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 2351b) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, pile dike,’’ after ‘‘jetty’’ 
each place it appears; and 

(2) in subsection (b)(2)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘if’’ and all that follows 

through ‘‘the Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘if 
the Secretary’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘breakwater; and’’ and in-
serting ‘‘breakwater and—’’ 

(C) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 
subparagraph (A); 

(D) in subparagraph (A) (as so redesig-
nated), by striking the period at the end and 
inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(E) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) the pile dike has disconnected from an 

authorized navigation project as a result of a 
lack of such regular and routine Federal 
maintenance activity.’’. 

SEC. 1137. ELIGIBILITY FOR INTER-TRIBAL CON-
SORTIUMS. 

Section 221(b)(1) of the Flood Control Act 
of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b(b)(1)) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘and an inter-tribal consortium 
(as defined in section 403 of the Indian Child 
Protection and Family Violence Prevention 
Act (25 U.S.C. 3202))’’ after ‘‘5304))’’. 

SEC. 1138. SHORELINE AND RIVERINE PROTEC-
TION AND RESTORATION. 

Section 212(e)(2) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1999 (33 U.S.C. 2332(e)(2)) 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(L) Shoreline of the State of Connecticut. 
‘‘(M) Winooski River tributary watershed, 

Vermont.’’. 

SEC. 1139. ABILITY TO PAY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 103(m) of the 

Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2213(m)) is amended— 

(1) by striking paragraphs (2) and (3) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(2) CRITERIA.—The Secretary shall deter-
mine the ability of a non-Federal interest to 
pay under this subsection by considering— 

‘‘(A) per capita income data for the county 
or counties in which the project is to be lo-
cated; 

‘‘(B) 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; 

‘‘(C) the financial capabilities of the non- 
Federal interest for the project; 

‘‘(D) the extent to which the non-Federal 
interest is an economically disadvantaged 
community (as defined pursuant to section 
160 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)); and 

‘‘(E) any additional criteria relating to the 
non-Federal interest’s financial ability to 
carry out its cost-sharing responsibilities de-
termined appropriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) PROCEDURES.—For purposes of car-
rying out paragraph (2), the Secretary shall 
develop procedures— 

‘‘(A) to allow a non-Federal interest to 
identify the amount such non-Federal inter-
est would likely be able to pay; and 

‘‘(B) for a non-Federal interest to submit a 
request to the Secretary to reduce the re-
quired non-Federal share.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) EXCEPTION.—This subsection shall not 

apply to project costs greater than the na-
tional economic development plan. 

‘‘(6) REPORT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not less frequently than 

annually, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate a report describ-
ing all determinations of the Secretary 
under this subsection regarding the ability 
of a non-Federal interest to pay. 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in each report required under subpara-
graph (A) a description, for the applicable 
year, of— 

‘‘(i) requests by a non-Federal interest to 
reduce the non-Federal share required in a 
cost-sharing agreement, including— 

‘‘(I) the name of the non-Federal interest 
that submitted to the Secretary a request 
for a determination under this subsection; 
and 

‘‘(II) the name and location of the project; 
‘‘(ii) the determination of the Secretary 

with respect to each such request; 
‘‘(iii) the basis for each such determina-

tion; and 
‘‘(iv) the adjusted share of the costs of the 

project of the non-Federal interest, if appli-
cable. 

‘‘(C) INCLUSION IN CHIEF’S REPORT.—The 
Secretary may include a determination to 
reduce the non-Federal share required in a 
cost-sharing agreement for construction of a 
project in the report of the Chief of Engi-
neers for the project.’’. 

(b) UPDATE TO GUIDANCE.—Not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall update any agency guid-
ance or regulation relating to the ability of 
a non-Federal interest to pay as necessary to 
reflect the amendments made by this sec-
tion. 

(c) PRIORITY PROJECTS.—The Secretary 
shall make a determination under section 
103(m) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986, as amended by this section, of 
the ability to pay of the non-Federal interest 
for the following projects: 

(1) Any authorized water resources devel-
opment project for which the Secretary 
waives the cost-sharing requirement under 
section 1156 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2310). 

(2) Any authorized watercraft inspection 
and decontamination station established, op-
erated, or maintained pursuant to section 
104(d) of the River and Harbor Act of 1958 (33 
U.S.C. 610(d)). 

(3) The Chattahoochee River Program, au-
thorized by section 8144 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 
3724). 

(4) The project for navigation, Craig Har-
bor, Alaska, authorized by section 1401(1) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016 (130 Stat. 1709). 

(5) The project for flood risk management, 
Westminster, East Garden Grove, California 
Flood Risk Management, authorized by sec-
tion 401(2) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2735). 

(6) Modifications to the L–29 levee compo-
nent of the Central and Southern Florida 
project, authorized by section 203 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 1176), in 
the vicinity of the Tigertail camp. 

(7) Any authorized water resources devel-
opment projects in Guam. 

(8) The project for flood risk management, 
Ala Wai Canal, Hawaii, authorized by section 
1401(2) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3837). 

(9) The project for flood control Kentucky 
River and its tributaries, Kentucky, author-
ized by section 6 of the Act of August 11, 1939 
(chapter 699, 53 Stat. 1416). 

(10) The project for flood risk management 
on the Kentucky River and its tributaries 
and watersheds in Breathitt, Clay, Estill, 
Harlan, Lee, Leslie, Letcher, Owsley, Perry, 
and Wolfe Counties, Kentucky, authorized by 
section 8201(a)(31) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3746). 

(11) The project for flood control, Williams-
port, Pennsylvania, authorized by section 5 
of the Act of June 22, 1936 (chapter 688, 49 
Stat. 1573). 

(12) The project for ecosystem restoration, 
Resacas, in the vicinity of the City of 
Brownsville, Texas, authorized by section 
1401(5) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3839). 

(13) Construction of any critical restora-
tion project in the Lake Champlain water-
shed, Vermont and New York, authorized by 
section 542 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2671; 121 Stat. 
1150; 134 Stat. 2680; 136 Stat. 3822). 

(14) Any authorized flood control and 
storm damage reduction project in the 
United States Virgin Islands that was im-
pacted by Hurricanes Irma and Maria. 

(15) Construction of dredged material sta-
bilization and retaining structures related to 
the project for navigation, Lower Willamette 
and Columbia Rivers, from Portland, Oregon, 
to the sea, authorized by the first section of 
the Act of June 18, 1878 (chapter 267, 20 Stat. 
157, chapter 264). 

(16) Any water-related environmental in-
frastructure project authorized by section 
219 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1992 (Public Law 102–580). 
SEC. 1140. TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM. 

Section 203 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘DEFINITION OF INDIAN TRIBE’’ and inserting 
‘‘DEFINITIONS’’; 

(B) by striking ‘‘In this section, the term’’ 
and inserting ‘‘In this section: 

‘‘(1) INDIAN TRIBE.—The terms ‘Indian 
tribe’ and ‘Indian Tribe’ have the meanings 
given the terms’’; and 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:47 Dec 10, 2024 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A09DE7.002 H09DEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH6464 December 9, 2024 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) INTER-TRIBAL CONSORTIUM.—The term 

‘inter-tribal consortium’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 403 of the Indian 
Child Protection and Family Violence Pre-
vention Act (25 U.S.C. 3202). 

‘‘(3) TRIBAL ORGANIZATION.—The term 
‘Tribal organization’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 4 of the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act 
(25 U.S.C. 5304).’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in the matter preceding subparagraph 

(A), by inserting ‘‘, inter-tribal consortiums, 
Tribal organizations,’’ after ‘‘Indian tribes’’; 
and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, 
inter-tribal consortiums, or Tribal organiza-
tions’’ after ‘‘Indian tribes’’; 

(B) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZED ACTIVITIES.—An activity 
conducted under paragraph (1) may address— 

‘‘(A) projects for flood or hurricane and 
storm damage reduction, including erosion 
control and stormwater management (in-
cluding management of stormwater that 
flows at a rate of less than 800 cubic feet per 
second for the 10-percent flood), environ-
mental restoration and protection, and pres-
ervation of cultural and natural resources; 

‘‘(B) watershed assessments and planning 
activities; 

‘‘(C) technical assistance to an Indian 
Tribe, an inter-tribal consortium, or a Tribal 
organization, including— 

‘‘(i) assistance for planning to ameliorate 
flood hazards, to avoid repetitive flood im-
pacts, to anticipate, prepare, and adapt to 
changing hydrological and climatic condi-
tions and extreme weather events, and to 
withstand, respond to, and recover rapidly 
from disruption due to flood hazards; and 

‘‘(ii) the provision of, and integration into 
planning of, hydrologic, economic, and envi-
ronmental data and analyses; 

‘‘(D) projects that improve emergency re-
sponse capabilities and provide increased ac-
cess to infrastructure that may be utilized in 
the event of a severe weather event or other 
natural disaster; and 

‘‘(E) such other projects as the Secretary, 
in cooperation with Indian Tribes, inter-trib-
al consortiums, Tribal organizations, and the 
heads of other Federal agencies, determines 
to be appropriate.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3)(A)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘, an inter-tribal consor-

tium, or a Tribal organization’’ after ‘‘an In-
dian tribe’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, inter-tribal consortium, 
or Tribal organization’’ after ‘‘the Indian 
tribe’’; and 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking 
‘‘$26,000,000’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘$28,500,000’’; 

(3) in subsection (d), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(7) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall an-

nually submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
written notification of determinations made 
by the Secretary of the ability of non-Fed-
eral interests to pay under this subsection. 

‘‘(B) CONTENTS.—In preparing the written 
notification under subparagraph (A), the 
Secretary shall include, for each determina-
tion made by the Secretary— 

‘‘(i) the name of the non-Federal interest 
that submitted to the Secretary a request 
for a determination under paragraph (1)(B); 

‘‘(ii) the name and location of the project; 
and 

‘‘(iii) the determination made by the Sec-
retary and the reasons for the determina-
tion, including the adjusted share of the 
costs of the project of the non-Federal inter-
est, if applicable.’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (e) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(e) PILOT PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a pilot program to carry out water- 
related planning activities or activities re-
lating to the study, design, and construction 
of water resources development projects that 
otherwise meet the requirements of this sec-
tion. 

‘‘(2) PROJECT SELECTION.—The Secretary 
shall carry out not more than 7 activities or 
projects under the pilot program described in 
paragraph (1), of which— 

‘‘(A) one is located along the Mid-Columbia 
River, Washington, Tancum Creek, Wash-
ington, or Similk Bay, Washington; 

‘‘(B) one is located at Big Bend, Lake Oahe, 
Fort Randall, or Gavins Point reservoirs, 
South Dakota; and 

‘‘(C) notwithstanding the limitations de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1)(B), 5 are in prox-
imity to a river system or other aquatic 
habitat within the State of Washington with 
respect to which an Indian Tribe, an inter- 
tribal consortium, or a Tribal organization 
has Tribal treaty rights. 

‘‘(3) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 3 
years after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, and annually thereafter, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a 
report that describes activities or projects 
carried out under the pilot program. 

‘‘(4) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sub-
section authorizes— 

‘‘(A) a project for the removal of a dam 
that otherwise is a project described in para-
graph (2); 

‘‘(B) the study of the removal of a dam; or 
‘‘(C) the study of any Federal dam, includ-

ing the study of power, flood control, or 
navigation replacement, or the implementa-
tion of any functional alteration to that 
dam, that is located along a body of water 
described in paragraph (2).’’. 

SEC. 1141. TRIBAL PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION 
PILOT PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE PROJECT.—The term ‘‘eligible 

project’’ means a project or activity eligible 
to be carried out under the Tribal partner-
ship program under section 203 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 
2269). 

(2) INDIAN TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Indian Tribe’’ 
has the meaning given the term in section 4 
of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304). 

(b) AUTHORIZATION.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall establish and implement 
a pilot program under which Indian Tribes 
may directly carry out eligible projects. 

(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the pilot 
program under this section are— 

(1) to authorize Tribal contracting to ad-
vance Tribal self-determination and provide 
economic opportunities for Indian Tribes; 
and 

(2) to evaluate the technical, financial, and 
organizational efficiencies of Indian Tribes 
carrying out the design, execution, manage-
ment, and construction of 1 or more eligible 
projects. 

(d) ADMINISTRATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the pilot 

program under this section, the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) identify a total of not more than 5 eli-
gible projects that have been authorized for 
construction; 

(B) notify the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works of the Senate and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives on 
the identification of each eligible project 
under the pilot program under this section; 

(C) in collaboration with the Indian Tribe, 
develop a detailed project management plan 
for each identified eligible project that out-
lines the scope, budget, design, and construc-
tion resource requirements necessary for the 
Indian Tribe to execute the project or a sepa-
rable element of the eligible project; 

(D) on the request of the Indian Tribe and 
in accordance with subsection (f)(2), enter 
into a project partnership agreement with 
the Indian Tribe for the Indian Tribe to pro-
vide full project management control for 
construction of the eligible project, or a sep-
arable element of the eligible project, in ac-
cordance with plans approved by the Sec-
retary; 

(E) following execution of the project part-
nership agreement, transfer to the Indian 
Tribe to carry out construction of the eligi-
ble project, or a separable element of the eli-
gible project— 

(i) if applicable, the balance of the unobli-
gated amounts appropriated for the eligible 
project, except that the Secretary shall re-
tain sufficient amounts for the Corps of En-
gineers to carry out any responsibilities of 
the Corps of Engineers relating to the eligi-
ble project and the pilot program under this 
section; and 

(ii) additional amounts, as determined by 
the Secretary, from amounts made available 
to carry out this section, except that the 
total amount transferred to the Indian Tribe 
shall not exceed the updated estimate of the 
Federal share of the cost of construction, in-
cluding any required design; and 

(F) regularly monitor and audit each eligi-
ble project being constructed by an Indian 
Tribe under this section to ensure that the 
construction activities are carried out in 
compliance with the plans approved by the 
Secretary and that the construction costs 
are reasonable. 

(2) DETAILED PROJECT SCHEDULE.—Not later 
than 180 days after entering into an agree-
ment under paragraph (1)(D), each Indian 
Tribe, to the maximum extent practicable, 
shall submit to the Secretary a detailed 
project schedule, based on estimated funding 
levels, that lists all deadlines for each mile-
stone in the construction of the eligible 
project. 

(3) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—On the request 
of an Indian Tribe, the Secretary may pro-
vide technical assistance to the Indian Tribe, 
if the Indian Tribe contracts with and com-
pensates the Secretary for the technical as-
sistance relating to— 

(A) any study, engineering activity, and 
design activity for construction carried out 
by the Indian Tribe under this section; and 

(B) expeditiously obtaining any permits 
necessary for the eligible project. 

(e) COST SHARE.—Nothing in this section 
affects the cost-sharing requirement applica-
ble on the day before the date of enactment 
of this Act to an eligible project carried out 
under this section. 

(f) IMPLEMENTATION GUIDANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 120 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall issue guidance for the imple-
mentation of the pilot program under this 
section that, to the extent practicable, iden-
tifies— 

(A) the metrics for measuring the success 
of the pilot program; 

(B) a process for identifying future eligible 
projects to participate in the pilot program; 
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(C) measures to address the risks of an In-

dian Tribe constructing eligible projects 
under the pilot program, including which en-
tity bears the risk for eligible projects that 
fail to meet Corps of Engineers standards for 
design or quality; 

(D) the laws and regulations that an Indian 
Tribe must follow in carrying out an eligible 
project under the pilot program; and 

(E) which entity bears the risk in the event 
that an eligible project carried out under the 
pilot program fails to be carried out in ac-
cordance with the project authorization or 
this section. 

(2) NEW PROJECT PARTNERSHIP AGREE-
MENTS.—The Secretary may not enter into a 
project partnership agreement under this 
section until the date on which the Sec-
retary issues the guidance under paragraph 
(1). 

(g) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and make publicly available a report 
detailing the results of the pilot program 
under this section, including— 

(A) a description of the progress of Indian 
Tribes in meeting milestones in detailed 
project schedules developed pursuant to sub-
section (d)(2); and 

(B) any recommendations of the Secretary 
concerning whether the pilot program or any 
component of the pilot program should be 
implemented on a national basis. 

(2) UPDATE.—Not later than 5 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives an update to the report under para-
graph (1). 

(3) FAILURE TO MEET DEADLINE.—If the Sec-
retary fails to submit a report by the re-
quired deadline under this subsection, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a detailed explanation of why the dead-
line was missed and a projected date for sub-
mission of the report. 

(h) ADMINISTRATION.—All laws and regula-
tions that would apply to the Secretary if 
the Secretary were carrying out the eligible 
project shall apply to an Indian Tribe car-
rying out an eligible project under this sec-
tion. 

(i) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority to commence an eligible project 
under this section terminates on December 
31, 2029. 

(j) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—In 
addition to any amounts appropriated for a 
specific eligible project, there is authorized 
to be appropriated to the Secretary to carry 
out this section, including the costs of ad-
ministration of the Secretary, $15,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2024 through 2029. 
SEC. 1142. FEDERAL INTEREST DETERMINA-

TIONS. 
Section 905(b) of the Water Resources De-

velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2282(b)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking paragraph (1) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(A) IDENTIFICATION.—As part of the sub-

mission of a work plan to Congress pursuant 
to the joint explanatory statement for an an-
nual appropriations Act or as part of the sub-
mission of a spend plan to Congress for a 
supplemental appropriations Act under 
which the Corps of Engineers receives fund-

ing, the Secretary shall identify the studies 
in the plan— 

‘‘(i) for which the Secretary plans to pre-
pare a feasibility report under subsection (a) 
that will benefit— 

‘‘(I) an economically disadvantaged com-
munity (as defined by the Secretary under 
section 160 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)); or 

‘‘(II) a community other than a commu-
nity described in subclause (I); and 

‘‘(ii) that are designated as a new start 
under the work plan. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—After identifying the 

studies under subparagraph (A) and subject 
to subparagraph (C), the Secretary shall, 
with the consent of the applicable non-Fed-
eral interest for the study, first determine 
the Federal interest in carrying out the 
study and the projects that may be proposed 
in the study. 

‘‘(ii) FEASIBILITY COST SHARE AGREEMENT.— 
The Secretary may make a determination 
under clause (i) prior to the execution of a 
feasibility cost share agreement between the 
Secretary and the non-Federal interest. 

‘‘(C) LIMITATION.—For each fiscal year, the 
Secretary may not make a determination 
under subparagraph (B) for more than 20 
studies identified under subparagraph 
(A)(i)(II). 

‘‘(D) APPLICATION.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Subject to clause (ii) and 

with the consent of the non-Federal interest, 
the Secretary may use the authority pro-
vided under this subsection for a study in a 
work plan submitted to Congress prior to the 
date of enactment of this paragraph if the 
study otherwise meets the requirements de-
scribed in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(ii) LIMITATION.—Subparagraph (C) shall 
apply to the use of authority under clause 
(i).’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(B) in subparagraph (B)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘$200,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$300,000’’; and 
(ii) by striking the period and inserting ‘‘; 

and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) shall be paid from the funding pro-

vided for the study in the applicable work 
plan described in that paragraph.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (4) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(4) TREATMENT.—The cost of a determina-
tion under paragraph (1) shall not be in-
cluded for purposes of the maximum total 
cost under section 1001(a)(2) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2282c(a)(2)).’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) POST-DETERMINATION WORK.—A study 

under this section shall continue after a de-
termination under paragraph (1)(B)(i) with-
out a new investment decision.’’. 
SEC. 1143. WATERSHED AND RIVER BASIN AS-

SESSMENTS. 
Section 729 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2267a) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (12), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 

and inserting a semicolon; 
(B) in paragraph (13), by striking the pe-

riod at the end and inserting a semicolon; 
and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(14) the Walla Walla River Basin; 
‘‘(15) the San Francisco Bay Basin; 
‘‘(16) Connecticut River Watershed, Con-

necticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
and Vermont; 

‘‘(17) Lower Rouge River Watershed, Michi-
gan; and 

‘‘(18) Grand River Watershed, Michigan.’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(g) FEASIBILITY REPORT ON PROJECT SPE-

CIFIC RECOMMENDATIONS FROM ASSESS-
MENTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—At the request of a non- 
Federal interest for an assessment com-
pleted under this section, the Secretary is 
authorized to prepare a feasibility report, in 
accordance with the requirements of section 
905, recommending the construction or modi-
fication of a water resources development 
project to address a water resources need of 
a river basin or watershed of the United 
States identified in the assessment. 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY WATERSHEDS.—In carrying 
out this subsection, the Secretary shall give 
priority to— 

‘‘(A) the watersheds of the island of Maui, 
Hawaii, including the Wahikuli, Honokōwai, 
Kahana, Honokahua, and Honolua water-
sheds, including the coral reef habitat north 
of Lahaina off the northwestern coast of the 
island of Maui; and 

‘‘(B) the watersheds of the Northern Mar-
iana Islands, American Samoa, and Guam.’’. 
SEC. 1144. CONTROL OF AQUATIC PLANT 

GROWTHS AND INVASIVE SPECIES. 
Section 104 of the River and Harbor Act of 

1958 (33 U.S.C. 610) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (e)(3), by inserting ‘‘, and 

monitoring and contingency planning for,’’ 
after ‘‘early detection of’’; and 

(2) in subsection (g)(2)(A), by inserting 
‘‘the Connecticut River Basin,’’ after ‘‘the 
Ohio River Basin,’’. 
SEC. 1145. EASEMENTS FOR HURRICANE AND 

STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION 
PROJECTS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a project 
for hurricane and storm damage reduction 
for which the Secretary is requiring a per-
petual easement, the Secretary shall, upon 
request by the non-Federal interest for the 
project, certify real estate availability and 
proceed to construction of such project with 
a nonperpetual easement if— 

(1) such certification and construction are 
in compliance with the terms of the report of 
the Chief of Engineers for the project and the 
applicable project partnership agreement; 
and 

(2) the Secretary provides the non-Federal 
interest with formal notice that, in the 
event in which the nonperpetual easement 
expires and is not extended, the Secretary 
will be unable to— 

(A) fulfill the Federal responsibility with 
respect to the project or carry out any re-
quired nourishment of the project under the 
existing project authorization; 

(B) carry out repair and rehabilitation of 
the project under section 5 of the Act of Au-
gust 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n); and 

(C) provide any other relevant Federal as-
sistance with respect to the project. 

(b) DISCLOSURE.—For any project for hurri-
cane storm damage risk reduction, or a pro-
posal to modify such a project, that is au-
thorized after the date of enactment of this 
Act for which a perpetual easement is re-
quired for Federal participation in the 
project, the Secretary shall include in the re-
port of the Chief of Engineers for the project 
a disclosure of such requirement. 

(c) MANAGEMENT.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the Secretary shall, at the re-
quest of the non-Federal interest for a 
project for hurricane storm damage risk re-
duction, identify and accept the minimum 
real estate interests necessary to carry out 
the project, in accordance with section 1104. 

(d) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE REDUC-
TION PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—During the 2-year period 
beginning on the date of enactment of this 
Act, notwithstanding any requirement of the 
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Secretary for a covered project to comply 
with the memorandum of the Corps of Engi-
neers entitled ‘‘Standard Estates – Perpetual 
Beach Nourishment and Perpetual Restric-
tive Dune Easement’’ and dated August 4, 
1995, the Secretary shall carry out each cov-
ered project in a manner consistent with the 
previously completed initial construction 
and periodic nourishments of the project, in-
cluding repair and restoration work on the 
project under section 5(a) of the Act of Au-
gust 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(a)). 

(2) COVERED PROJECT DEFINED.—In this sub-
section, the term ‘‘covered project’’ means 
an authorized project for hurricane and 
storm damage reduction in any one of the 
following locations: 

(A) Brevard County, Canaveral Harbor, 
Florida – Mid Reach. 

(B) Brevard County, Canaveral Harbor, 
Florida – North Reach. 

(C) Brevard County, Canaveral Harbor, 
Florida – South Reach. 

(D) Broward County, Florida – Segment II. 
(E) Broward County, Florida – Segment III. 
(F) Dade County, Florida – Main Segment. 
(G) Dade County, Florida – Sunny Isles 

Segment. 
(H) Duval County, Florida. 
(I) Fort Pierce Beach, Florida. 
(J) Lee County, Florida – Captiva. 
(K) Lee County, Florida – Gasparilla. 
(L) Manatee County, Florida. 
(M) Martin County, Florida. 
(N) Nassau County, Florida. 
(O) Palm Beach County, Florida – Jupiter/ 

Carlin Segment. 
(P) Palm Beach County, Florida – Delray 

Segment. 
(Q) Palm Beach County, Florida – Mid 

Town. 
(R) Palm Beach County, Florida – North 

Boca. 
(S) Palm Beach County, Florida – Ocean 

Ridge. 
(T) Panama City Beaches, Florida. 
(U) Pinellas County, Florida – Long Key. 
(V) Pinellas County, Florida – Sand Key 

Segment. 
(W) Pinellas County, Florida –Treasure Is-

land. 
(X) Sarasota, Lido Key, Florida. 
(Y) Sarasota County, Florida – Venice 

Beach. 
(Z) St. Johns County, Florida – St. Augus-

tine Beach. 
(AA) St. Johns County, Florida – Vilano 

Segment. 
(BB) St. Lucie County, Florida – Hutch-

inson Island. 
(3) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that, for the purpose of con-
structing and maintaining a project for hur-
ricane and storm damage risk reduction, the 
minimum estate necessary for easements 
may not exceed the life of the project nor be 
less than 50 years. 

(e) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion may be construed to affect the require-
ments of section 103(d) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2213(d)). 
SEC. 1146. SYSTEMWIDE IMPROVEMENT FRAME-

WORK AND ENCROACHMENTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 5(c) of the Act of 

August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(c)) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) SYSTEMWIDE IMPROVEMENT PLAN.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding the 

status of compliance of a non-Federal inter-
est with the requirements of a levee owner’s 
manual described in paragraph (1), or any 
other eligibility requirement established by 
the Secretary related to the maintenance 
and upkeep responsibilities of the non-Fed-
eral interest, the Secretary shall consider 

the non-Federal interest to be eligible for re-
pair and rehabilitation assistance under this 
section if— 

‘‘(i) in coordination with the Secretary, 
the non-Federal interest develops a system-
wide improvement plan, prior to the natural 
disaster, that— 

‘‘(I) identifies any items of deferred or in-
adequate maintenance and upkeep, including 
any such items identified by the Secretary 
or through periodic inspection of the flood 
control work; 

‘‘(II) identifies any additional measures, 
including repair and rehabilitation work, 
that the Secretary determines necessary to 
ensure that the flood control work performs 
as designed and intended; 

‘‘(III) includes specific timelines for ad-
dressing such items and measures; 

‘‘(IV) requires the non-Federal interest to 
be responsible for the cost of addressing the 
items and measures identified under sub-
clauses (I) and (II); and 

‘‘(ii) the Secretary— 
‘‘(I) determines that the systemwide im-

provement plan meets the requirements of 
clause (i) and the Secretary, acting through 
the District Commander, approves such plan; 
and 

‘‘(II) determines that the non-Federal in-
terest makes satisfactory progress in meet-
ing the timelines described in subclause (III) 
of that clause. 

‘‘(B) GRANDFATHERED ENCROACHMENTS.—At 
the request of the non-Federal interest, the 
Secretary— 

‘‘(i) shall review documentation developed 
by the non-Federal interest showing a cov-
ered encroachment does not negatively im-
pact the integrity of the flood control work; 

‘‘(ii) shall make a written determination 
with respect to whether removal or modifica-
tion of such covered encroachment is nec-
essary to ensure the encroachment does not 
negatively impact the integrity of the flood 
control work; and 

‘‘(iii) may not determine that a covered en-
croachment is a deficiency requiring correc-
tive action unless such action is necessary to 
ensure the encroachment does not negatively 
impact the integrity of the flood control 
work.’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec-
tively; and 

(B) by inserting before subparagraph (B) 
(as so redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(A) COVERED ENCROACHMENT.—The term 
‘covered encroachment’ means a permanent 
nonproject structure that— 

‘‘(i) is located inside the boundaries of a 
flood control work; 

‘‘(ii) is depicted on construction drawings 
or operation and maintenance plans for the 
flood control work that are signed by an en-
gineer of record; and 

‘‘(iii) is determined by the Secretary to be 
an encroachment of such flood control 
work.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 3011 of the Water 

Resources Reform and Development Act of 
2014 (33 U.S.C. 701n note) is repealed. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents contained in section 1(b) of the 
Water Resources Reform and Development 
Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1194) is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 3011. 

(c) TRANSITION.—The amendments made by 
this section shall have no effect on any writ-
ten agreement signed by the Secretary and a 
non-Federal interest pursuant to paragraph 
(2) of section 5(c) of the Act of August 18, 1941 
(33 U.S.C. 701n(c)) (as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of this Act), if the 
non-Federal interest otherwise continues to 

meet the requirements of that paragraph (as 
so in effect). 

(d) PARTICIPATION IN PREPAREDNESS EXER-
CISES.—The Secretary may not condition the 
eligibility of a non-Federal interest for reha-
bilitation assistance under section 5 of the 
Act of August 18, 1941(33 U.S.C. 701n), on the 
participation of the non-Federal interest in 
disaster preparedness exercises that are un-
related to necessary repairs, rehabilitation, 
maintenance, and upkeep of a flood control 
work. 
SEC. 1147. REMOTE AND SUBSISTENCE HARBORS. 

Section 2006 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2242) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking para-
graphs (1) through (3) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) the project would be located in the 
State of Hawaii or Alaska, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the 
United States Virgin Islands, or American 
Samoa; and 

‘‘(2)(A) over 80 percent of the goods trans-
ported through the harbor would be con-
sumed within the United States, as deter-
mined by the Secretary, including consider-
ation of information provided by the non- 
Federal interest; or 

‘‘(B) the long-term viability of the commu-
nity in which the project is located, or the 
long-term viability of a community that is 
located in the region that is served by the 
project and that will rely on the project, 
would be threatened without the harbor and 
navigation improvement.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘benefits of the project to’’ and 
inserting ‘‘benefits of the project to any of’’; 
and 

(B) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting ‘‘; or’’. 
SEC. 1148. TREATMENT OF PROJECTS IN COV-

ERED COMMUNITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out feasi-

bility studies for projects that serve a cov-
ered community, the Secretary shall select 
10 such studies and include in those studies 
the calculation of an alternative benefit-cost 
ratio for the project in order to equitably 
compare such project to projects carried out 
in the contiguous States of the United 
States and the District of Columbia. 

(b) EVALUATION.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall— 

(1) compute the benefit-cost ratio for the 
project in accordance with current law and 
guidance; 

(2) if different from the ratio described in 
paragraph (1), compute an alternative ben-
efit-cost ratio by adjusting the construction 
costs for the project to reflect what con-
struction costs would be if the project were 
carried out in a comparable community in 
the contiguous States that is nearest to the 
community in which the project will be car-
ried out; 

(3) include in the documentation associ-
ated with the feasibility study for the 
project the ratios calculated under para-
graph (1) and paragraph (2); and 

(4) compare the alternative benefit-cost 
ratio calculated under paragraph (2) to the 
standard benefit-cost ratios calculated for 
each project alternative. 

(c) NOTIFICATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—If the tentatively selected 

plan for a project yields a benefit-cost ratio 
less than unity for the project and results in 
the discontinuation of the project, the Sec-
retary shall provide written notice to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate. 
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(2) INCLUSION.—In any written notice pro-

vided under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall include for the project a comparison of 
the benefit-cost ratios described in sub-
section (b)(4). 

(d) REPORT.—After carrying out subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report that summa-
rizes for each project the comparisons of the 
benefit-cost ratios described in subsection 
(b)(4). 

(e) COVERED COMMUNITY DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘covered community’’ 
means a community located in the State of 
Hawaii, the State of Alaska, the Common-
wealth of Puerto Rico, Guam, the Common-
wealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, the 
United States Virgin Islands, or American 
Samoa. 

SEC. 1149. REMOTE OPERATIONS AT CORPS 
DAMS. 

During the 6-year period beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act, with respect 
to a water resources development project 
owned, operated, or managed by the Corps of 
Engineers, the Secretary is authorized to use 
remote operation activities at a navigation 
or hydroelectric power generating facility at 
such project as a replacement for activities 
performed, as of the date of enactment of 
this Act, by personnel under the direction of 
the Secretary at such project, only after the 
Secretary provides written notice to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate that— 

(1) use of the remote operation activities— 
(A) does not affect activities described in 

section 314 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1990 (33 U.S.C. 2321); 

(B) will address any cyber and physical se-
curity risks to such project in accordance 
with applicable Federal law and agency guid-
ance; and 

(C) is necessary to increase the availability 
and capacity, as applicable, of such project, 
including a project on a lower use waterway; 
and 

(2) the remote operation activities were de-
veloped under a public process that included 
engagement with such personnel and other 
stakeholders who may be affected by the use 
of such activities. 

SEC. 1150. REPORTING AND OVERSIGHT. 

(a) INITIAL REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committees on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and Ap-
propriations of the House of Representatives 
and the Committees on Environment and 
Public Works and Appropriations of the Sen-
ate a report detailing the status of the re-
ports described in paragraph (2). 

(2) REPORTS DESCRIBED.—The reports de-
scribed in this paragraph are the following: 

(A) The comprehensive backlog and oper-
ation and maintenance report required under 
section 1001(b)(2) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a(b)(2)). 

(B) The report on managed aquifer re-
charge required under section 8108(d) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 (33 
U.S.C. 2357(d)). 

(C) The plan on beneficial use of dredged 
material required under section 8130(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat. 3717). 

(D) The updated report on Corps of Engi-
neers Reservoirs required under section 8153 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3734). 

(E) The report on dredge capacity required 
under section 8205 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3754). 

(F) The report on the assessment of the 
consequences of changing operation and 
maintenance responsibilities required under 
section 8206 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3756). 

(G) The report on the western infrastruc-
ture study required under section 8208 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat. 3756). 

(H) The report on excess lands for Whittier 
Narrows Dam, California, required under sec-
tion 8213 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3758). 

(I) The report on recreational boating in 
the Great Lakes basin required under section 
8218 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3761). 

(J) The report on the disposition study on 
hydropower in the Willamette Valley, Or-
egon, required under section 8220 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat 3762). 

(K) The report on corrosion prevention ac-
tivities required under section 8234 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat. 3767). 

(L) The report on mitigation for fish and 
wildlife and wetlands losses required under 
section 2036(b) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1092). 

(M) The report on expediting hydropower 
at Corps of Engineers facilities required 
under section 1008(c) of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 2321b). 

(N) The report on divestment authority re-
quired under section 164(c) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 
2668). 

(O) The report on antecedent hydrologic 
conditions required under section 226(a) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2020 (134 Stat. 2697). 

(P) The report on the terrestrial noxious 
weed control pilot program required under 
section 503(d) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 610 note). 

(Q) The report on the Asian Carp preven-
tion and control pilot program required 
under section 509(a)(7) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
610 note). 

(R) The report on investments for recre-
ation areas required under section 8227(b) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3764). 

(S) The report on solar energy opportuni-
ties required under section 8232(b) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat. 3766). 

(3) ELEMENTS.—The Secretary shall include 
in the report required under paragraph (1) 
the following information with respect to 
each report described in paragraph (2): 

(A) A summary of the status of each such 
report, including if the report has been initi-
ated. 

(B) The amount of funds that— 
(i) have been made available to carry out 

each such report; and 
(ii) the Secretary requires to complete 

each such report. 
(C) A detailed assessment of how the Sec-

retary intends to complete each such report, 
including an anticipated timeline for com-
pletion. 

(D) Any available information that is rel-
evant to each such report that would inform 
the committees described in paragraph (1). 

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 10 days 

after the date on which the budget of the 
President for each fiscal year is submitted to 
Congress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code, the Secretary shall sub-

mit to the Committees on Transportation 
and Infrastructure and Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Commit-
tees on Environment and Public Works and 
Appropriations of the Senate a report on the 
status of each covered report. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The Secretary shall include 
in the report required under paragraph (1) 
the following information: 

(A) A summary of the status of each cov-
ered report, including if each such report has 
been initiated. 

(B) The amount of funds that— 
(i) have been made available to carry out 

each such report; and 
(ii) the Secretary requires to complete 

each such report. 
(C) A detailed assessment of how the Sec-

retary intends to complete each covered re-
port, including an anticipated timeline for 
completion. 

(3) PUBLICLY AVAILABLE.—The Secretary 
shall make each report required under para-
graph (1) publicly available on the website of 
the Corps of Engineers. 

(4) NOTIFICATION OF COMMITTEES.—The Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on the Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate on an annual basis a draft of each 
covered report. 

(5) DEFINITION OF COVERED REPORT.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘covered report’’— 

(A) means any report or study required to 
be submitted by the Secretary under this 
Act or any Act providing authorizations for 
water resources development projects en-
acted after the date of enactment of this Act 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate that has not 
been so submitted; and 

(B) does not include a feasibility study (as 
such term is defined in section 105(d) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2215(d)). 

(c) PRIOR GUIDANCE.—Not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary shall issue the guidance re-
quired pursuant to each of the following pro-
visions: 

(1) Section 1043(b)(9) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2201 note). 

(2) Section 8101 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 2351b). 

(3) Section 8107 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b 
note). 

(4) Section 8112 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 2281a). 

(5) Section 8116 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (10 U.S.C. 7036 note). 

(6) Section 8136 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (10 U.S.C. 2667 note). 
SEC. 1151. ALTERNATE SEAPORTS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that meeting the operation and 
maintenance needs at alternate seaports is 
important for the national security of the 
United States. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report that includes an assessment 
of the operation and maintenance needs and 
backlog for Corps of Engineers projects at al-
ternate seaports. 
SEC. 1152. COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN. 

Section 8309 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3780) is amend-
ed— 
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(1) by striking subsection (b)(3); and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) INTERIM PRE-PLANNED FLOOD STOR-

AGE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, with the 

concurrence of the Secretary of State, is au-
thorized to compensate, and make arrange-
ments with, the Government of Canada for 
reserving and operating 3,600,000 acre-feet of 
pre-planned flood storage per operating year 
at Hugh Keenleyside Dam, including oper-
ations that the Government of Canada may 
not be obligated to provide under the Colum-
bia River Treaty, to minimize the flood risk 
in the Columbia River Basin. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
To carry out this subsection, there is author-
ized to be appropriated $37,600,000 for fiscal 
year 2025 and $37,600,000, adjusted for infla-
tion beginning on August 1, 2024, for each of 
fiscal years 2026 and 2027, to remain available 
until expended. 

‘‘(3) SUNSET.—The authority to com-
pensate, and make arrangements with, the 
Government of Canada under this subsection 
shall expire on August 31, 2027. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COLUMBIA RIVER BASIN.—The term ‘Co-

lumbia River Basin’ means the entire United 
States portion of the Columbia River water-
shed. 

‘‘(2) COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY.—The term 
‘Columbia River Treaty’ means the treaty 
relating to cooperative development of the 
water resources of the Columbia River Basin, 
signed at Washington January 17, 1961, and 
entered into force September 16, 1964. 

‘‘(3) FLOOD STORAGE.—The term ‘flood stor-
age’ means the usable space in a reservoir 
that is set aside for impounding and releas-
ing water for flood risk management or oth-
erwise for regulating stream flows to mini-
mize flood risk. 

‘‘(4) GOVERNMENT OF CANADA.—The term 
‘Government of Canada’ means the Govern-
ment of Canada, a Canadian Province, or a 
subdivision or instrumentality thereof. 

‘‘(5) OPERATING YEAR.—The term ‘operating 
year’ means a 12-month period beginning on 
August 1 and ending on July 31. 

‘‘(6) U.S. ENTITY.—The term ‘U.S. entity’ 
means the entity designated by the United 
States under Article XIV of the Columbia 
River Treaty.’’. 
SEC. 1153. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM 

FOR MANAGEMENT OF RECREATION 
FACILITIES. 

Section 225 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (33 U.S.C. 2328) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘To implement’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To implement’’. 
(B) in paragraph (1) (as so designated), by 

striking ‘‘non-Federal public and private en-
tities’’ and inserting ‘‘non-Federal public en-
tities and private nonprofit entities’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Before entering into 

an agreement under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary shall ensure that the non-Federal 
public entity or private nonprofit entity has 
the authority and capability— 

‘‘(A) to carry out the terms of the agree-
ment; and 

‘‘(B) to pay damages, if necessary, in the 
event of a failure to perform.’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) USER FEES.— 
‘‘(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

allow a non-Federal public entity or private 
nonprofit entity that has entered into an 
agreement pursuant to subsection (b) to col-
lect user fees for the use of developed recre-
ation sites and facilities, whether developed 

or constructed by the non-Federal public en-
tity or private nonprofit entity or the De-
partment of the Army. 

‘‘(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERV-
ICES.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal public en-
tity or a private nonprofit entity described 
in subparagraph (A) may use, to manage fee 
collections and reservations under this sec-
tion, any visitor reservation service that the 
Secretary has provided for by contract or 
interagency agreement, subject to such 
terms and conditions as the Secretary deter-
mines to be appropriate. 

‘‘(ii) TRANSFER.—The Secretary may trans-
fer, or cause to be transferred by another 
Federal agency, to a non-Federal public enti-
ty or a private nonprofit entity described in 
subparagraph (A) user fees received by the 
Secretary or other Federal agency under a 
visitor reservation service described in 
clause (i) for recreation facilities and nat-
ural resources managed by the non-Federal 
public entity or private nonprofit entity pur-
suant to a cooperative agreement entered 
into under subsection (b). 

‘‘(2) USE OF FEES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal public en-

tity or private nonprofit entity that collects 
a user fee under paragraph (1)— 

‘‘(i) may retain up to 100 percent of the fees 
collected, as determined by the Secretary; 
and 

‘‘(ii) notwithstanding section 210(b)(4) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d– 
3(b)(4)), shall use any retained amounts for 
operation, maintenance, and management 
activities relating to recreation and natural 
resources at recreation site at which the fee 
is collected. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS.—The use by a non- 
Federal public entity or private nonprofit 
entity of user fees collected under paragraph 
(1)— 

‘‘(i) shall remain subject to the direction 
and oversight of the Secretary; and 

‘‘(ii) shall not affect any existing third- 
party property interest, lease, or agreement 
with the Secretary. 

‘‘(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority 
of a non-Federal public entity or private 
nonprofit entity under this subsection shall 
be subject to such terms and conditions as 
the Secretary determines to be necessary to 
protect the interests of the United States.’’; 
and 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘For purposes’’ and insert-

ing the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘non-Federal public and 

private entities. Any funds received by the 
Secretary under this section’’ and inserting 
the following: ‘‘non-Federal public entities, 
private nonprofit entities, and other private 
entities. 

‘‘(2) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—Any funds re-
ceived by the Secretary under this sub-
section’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) NON-FEDERAL PUBLIC ENTITY.—The 

term ‘non-Federal public entity’ means a 
non-Federal public entity as defined in the 
memorandum issued by the Corp of Engi-
neers on April 4, 2018, and titled ‘Implemen-
tation Guidance for Section 1155, Manage-
ment of Recreation Facilities, of the Water 
Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 2016, 
Public Law 114–322’. 

‘‘(2) PRIVATE NONPROFIT ENTITY.—The term 
‘private nonprofit entity’ means an organiza-
tion that is described in section 501(c) of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt 
from taxation under section 501(a) of that 
Code.’’. 

SEC. 1154. RETENTION OF RECREATION FEES. 
Section 210(b) of the Flood Control Act of 

1968 (16 U.S.C. 460d–3(b)) is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘Notwith-

standing’’ and all that follows through ‘‘to 
establish’’ and inserting ‘‘Subject to para-
graphs (2) and (3), the Secretary of the Army 
may establish’’; 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘vehicle. 
Such maximum amount’’ and inserting ‘‘ve-
hicle, which amount’’; and 

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

‘‘(4) USE OF FUNDS.—The fees collected 
under this subsection shall be credited to the 
currently applicable appropriation, account, 
or fund of the Department of the Army as 
discretionary offsetting collections, and 
shall be available only to the extent provided 
in advance in appropriations Acts, for the 
operation and maintenance of recreation 
sites and facilities under the jurisdiction of 
the Secretary, subject to the condition that 
not less than 80 percent of fees collected at 
recreation areas of a specific water resources 
development project shall be used at such 
project.’’. 
SEC. 1155. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATED TO 

WATER DATA. 
It is the sense of Congress that, for the 

purpose of improving water resources man-
agement, the Secretary should— 

(1) develop and implement a framework for 
integrating, sharing, and using water data; 

(2) identify and prioritize key water data 
needed to support water resources manage-
ment and planning, including— 

(A) water data sets, types, and associated 
metadata; and 

(B) water data infrastructure, tech-
nologies, and tools; 

(3) in consultation with other Federal 
agencies, States, Indian Tribes, local govern-
ments, and relevant stakeholders, develop 
and adopt common national standards for 
collecting, sharing, and integrating water 
data, infrastructure, technologies, and tools; 

(4) ensure that water data is publicly ac-
cessible and interoperable; 

(5) integrate water data and tools through 
nationwide approaches to data infrastruc-
ture, platforms, models, and tool develop-
ment; and 

(6) support the adoption of new tech-
nologies and the development of tools for 
water data collection, sharing, and standard-
ization. 
SEC. 1156. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

COMPREHENSIVE BENEFITS. 
It is the sense of Congress that in carrying 

out any feasibility study, the Secretary 
should follow, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable— 

(1) the guidance described in the memo-
randa relating to ‘‘Comprehensive Docu-
mentation of Benefits in Feasibility Stud-
ies’’, dated April 3, 2020, and April 13, 2020, 
and signed by the Assistant Secretary for 
Civil Works and the Director of Civil Works, 
respectively; and 

(2) the policies described in the memo-
randum relating to ‘‘Policy Directive – Com-
prehensive Documentation of Benefits in De-
cision Document’’ dated January 5, 2021, and 
signed by the Assistant Secretary for Civil 
Works. 
Subtitle B—Grace F. Napolitano Priority for 

Water Supply, Water Conservation, and 
Drought Resiliency Act of 2024 

SEC. 1160. SHORT TITLE. 
This subtitle may be cited as the ‘‘Grace F. 

Napolitano Priority for Water Supply, Water 
Conservation, and Drought Resiliency Act of 
2024’’. 
SEC. 1161. DECLARATION OF POLICY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of the 
United States for the Corps of Engineers, 
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consistent with applicable statutory authori-
ties— 

(1) to maximize opportunities for water 
supply, water conservation measures, and 
drought resiliency efforts at and in the oper-
ation of water resources development 
projects; 

(2) in accordance with section 301(a) of the 
Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b), to 
participate and cooperate with States and 
local interests in developing water supplies 
for domestic, municipal, industrial, and 
other purposes in authorized connection with 
the construction, maintenance, and oper-
ation of water resources development 
projects; and 

(3) in coordination with non-Federal inter-
ests, to enable the adoption of water con-
servation measures and drought resiliency 
measures that are in alignment with the au-
thorized purposes of water resources develop-
ment projects. 

(b) FULL CONSIDERATION.—In support of 
subsection (a), the Secretary shall give full 
consideration to requests and proposals from 
non-Federal interests to utilize the authori-
ties of the Corps of Engineers in furtherance 
of water supply features, water conservation 
measures, and drought resiliency efforts that 
are in alignment the authorized purposes of 
water resources development projects. 

(c) LIMITATION.—Nothing in this section— 
(1) affects, modifies, or changes— 
(A) the authority of a State to manage, 

use, or allocate the water resources of that 
State; 

(B) any water right in existence on the 
date of enactment of this Act; 

(C) any existing water supply agreements 
between the Secretary and the non-Federal 
interest; 

(D) the authorized purposes of a water re-
sources development project; or 

(E) any existing Corps of Engineers au-
thorities; 

(2) preempts or affects any State water law 
or interstate compact governing water; 

(3) diminishes the other priorities and the 
primary or secondary missions of the Corps 
of Engineers; or 

(4) shall be interpreted to supersede or 
modify any written agreement between the 
Federal Government and a non-Federal in-
terest that is in effect on the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. 1162. FORECAST-INFORMED RESERVOIR OP-

ERATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—In updating a water con-

trol manual for any reservoir constructed, 
owned, or operated by the Secretary, includ-
ing a reservoir for which the Secretary is au-
thorized to prescribe regulations for the use 
of storage allocated for flood control or navi-
gation pursuant to section 7 of the Act of De-
cember 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 709), the Secretary 
shall, to the maximum extent practicable, 
incorporate the use of forecast-informed res-
ervoir operations, subject to the availability 
of appropriations. 

(b) GUIDELINES.—The Secretary, in coordi-
nation with relevant Federal and State agen-
cies and non-Federal interests, shall issue 
clear and concise guidelines for incor-
porating the use of forecast-informed res-
ervoir operations into water control manuals 
for reservoirs described in subsection (a). 

(c) ASSESSMENT.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary shall 

carry out an assessment of geographically 
diverse reservoirs described in subsection (a) 
to determine the viability of using forecast- 
informed reservoir operations at such res-
ervoirs. 

(2) PRIORITY AREAS.—In carrying out the 
assessment described in paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall include an assessment of— 

(A) each reservoir located in the South Pa-
cific Division of the Corps of Engineers; and 

(B) reservoirs located in each of the North-
western Division and the South Atlantic Di-
vision of the Corps of Engineers. 

(3) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out this 
subsection, the Secretary shall consult with 
relevant Federal and State agencies and non- 
Federal interests. 

(d) SAVINGS PROVISION.—Nothing in this 
section preempts or affects any State water 
law or any interstate compact governing 
water, or otherwise restricts, affects, or 
amends any other law or the authority of 
any department, instrumentality, or agency 
of the United States related to the operation 
of reservoirs described in subsection (a). 
SEC. 1163. UPDATES TO CERTAIN WATER CON-

TROL MANUALS. 
Section 8109 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3702) is amended 
by inserting ‘‘or that incorporate the use of 
forecast-informed reservoir operations into 
such manuals’’ before the period at the end. 
SEC. 1164. EMERGENCY DROUGHT OPERATIONS 

PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) DEFINITION OF COVERED PROJECT.—In 

this section, the term ‘‘covered project’’ 
means a project— 

(1) that is located in the State of Cali-
fornia, the State of Nevada, or the State of 
Arizona; and 

(2)(A) of the Corps of Engineers for which 
water supply is an authorized purpose; or 

(B) for which the Secretary develops a 
water control manual under section 7 of the 
Act of December 22, 1944 (33 U.S.C. 709). 

(b) EMERGENCY OPERATION DURING 
DROUGHT.—Consistent with other authorized 
project purposes and in coordination with 
the non-Federal interest, in operating a cov-
ered project during a drought emergency in 
the project area, the Secretary may carry 
out a pilot program to operate the covered 
project with water supply as the primary 
project purpose. 

(c) UPDATES.—In carrying out this section, 
the Secretary may update the water control 
manual for a covered project to include 
drought operations and contingency plans. 

(d) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out sub-
section (b), the Secretary shall ensure that— 

(1) operations described in that sub-
section— 

(A) are consistent with water management 
deviations and drought contingency plans in 
the water control manual for the covered 
project; 

(B) impact only the flood pool managed by 
the Secretary; and 

(C) shall not be carried out in the event of 
a forecast or anticipated flood or weather 
event that would require flood risk manage-
ment to take precedence; 

(2) to the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary uses forecast-informed reservoir 
operations; and 

(3) the covered project returns to the oper-
ations that were in place prior to the use of 
the authority provided under that subsection 
at a time determined by the Secretary, in co-
ordination with the non-Federal interest. 

(e) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS.—The Secretary 
may receive and expend funds contributed by 
a non-Federal interest to carry out activities 
under this section. 

(f) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report on the pilot program carried 
out under this section. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in the report under paragraph (1) a de-
scription of the activities of the Secretary 
that were carried out for each covered 

project and any lessons learned from car-
rying out those activities. 

(g) LIMITATIONS.—Nothing in this section— 
(1) affects, modifies, or changes the author-

ized purposes of a covered project; 
(2) affects existing Corps of Engineers au-

thorities, including authorities with respect 
to navigation, hydropower, flood damage re-
duction, and environmental protection and 
restoration; 

(3) affects the ability of the Corps of Engi-
neers to provide for temporary deviations; 

(4) affects the application of a cost-share 
requirement under section 101, 102, or 103 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2211, 2212, 2213); 

(5) supersedes or modifies any written 
agreement between the Federal Government 
and a non-Federal interest that is in effect 
on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(6) supersedes or modifies any amendment 
to an existing multistate water control plan 
for the Colorado River Basin, if applicable; 

(7) affects any water right in existence on 
the date of enactment of this Act; 

(8) preempts or affects any State water law 
or interstate compact governing water; 

(9) affects existing water supply agree-
ments between the Secretary and the non- 
Federal interest; or 

(10) affects any obligation to comply with 
the provisions of any Federal or State envi-
ronmental law, including— 

(A) the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.); 

(B) the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.); and 

(C) the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.). 
SEC. 1165. LEVERAGING FEDERAL INFRASTRUC-

TURE FOR INCREASED WATER SUP-
PLY. 

Section 1118(i) of Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2016 (43 U.S.C. 390b–2(i)) is 
amended by striking paragraph (2) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(2) CONTRIBUTED FUNDS FOR OTHER FED-
ERAL RESERVOIR PROJECTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to receive and expend funds from a non- 
Federal interest or a Federal agency that 
owns a Federal reservoir project described in 
subparagraph (B) to formulate, review, or re-
vise operational documents pursuant to a 
proposal submitted in accordance with sub-
section (a) for such a Federal reservoir 
project. 

‘‘(B) FEDERAL RESERVOIR PROJECTS DE-
SCRIBED.—A Federal reservoir project re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A) is a reservoir 
for which the Secretary is authorized to pre-
scribe regulations for the use of storage allo-
cated for flood control or navigation pursu-
ant to section 7 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (33 U.S.C. 709).’’. 

TITLE II—STUDIES AND REPORTS 
SEC. 1201. AUTHORIZATION OF PROPOSED FEASI-

BILITY STUDIES. 
(a) NEW PROJECTS.—The Secretary is au-

thorized to conduct a feasibility study for 
the following projects for water resources de-
velopment and conservation and other pur-
poses, as identified in the reports titled ‘‘Re-
port to Congress on Future Water Resources 
Development’’ submitted to Congress pursu-
ant to section 7001 of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 2282d) or otherwise reviewed by Con-
gress: 

(1) YAVAPAI COUNTY, ARIZONA.—Project for 
flood risk management, Yavapai County, in 
the vicinity of the City of Cottonwood, Ari-
zona. 

(2) CLEAR LAKE, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
flood risk management and ecosystem res-
toration, Clear Lake, Lake County, Cali-
fornia. 
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(3) COSUMNES RIVER WATERSHED, CALI-

FORNIA.—Project for flood risk management, 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, and re-
lated purposes, Cosumnes River watershed, 
California. 

(4) EASTMAN LAKE, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration and water supply con-
servation and recharge, Eastman Lake, Cali-
fornia. 

(5) HESPERIA, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
flood risk management, city of Hesperia, 
California. 

(6) PILLAR POINT HARBOR, CALIFORNIA.— 
Project for flood risk management and storm 
damage risk reduction, Pillar Point Harbor, 
California. 

(7) PINE FLAT DAM, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, and 
recreation, Pine Flat Dam, Fresno County, 
California. 

(8) RIALTO CHANNEL, CALIFORNIA.—Project 
for flood risk management, Rialto Channel, 
city of Rialto and vicinity, California. 

(9) SALINAS RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
flood risk management and ecosystem res-
toration, Salinas River, California. 

(10) SAN BERNARDINO, CALIFORNIA.—Project 
for flood risk management, city of San 
Bernardino, California. 

(11) SAN DIEGO AND ORANGE COUNTIES, CALI-
FORNIA.—Project for flood and coastal storm 
risk management and ecosystem restoration, 
San Diego and Orange Counties, California. 

(12) SAN DIEGO BAY, CALIFORNIA.—Project 
for flood risk management, including sea 
level rise, San Diego Bay, California. 

(13) SAN FELIPE LAKE AND PAJARO RIVER, 
SAN BENITO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
flood risk management, San Felipe Lake and 
Pajaro River, San Benito County, California. 

(14) SAN MATEO, CALIFORNIA.—Project for 
flood risk management, including 
stormwater runoff reduction, City of San 
Mateo, California. 

(15) SANTA ANA RIVER, ANAHEIM, CALI-
FORNIA.—Project for flood risk management, 
water supply, and recreation, Santa Ana 
River, Anaheim, California. 

(16) SANTA ANA RIVER, JURUPA VALLEY, 
CALIFORNIA.—Project for ecosystem restora-
tion and recreation, Santa Ana River, 
Jurupa Valley, California. 

(17) SWEETWATER RESERVOIR, CALIFORNIA.— 
Project for ecosystem restoration and water 
supply, Sweetwater Reservoir, California. 

(18) COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO.—Project 
for ecosystem restoration and flood risk 
management, Fountain Creek, Monument 
Creek, and Templeton Gap Levee, Colorado 
Springs and Pueblo, Colorado. 

(19) CONNECTICUT SHORELINE, CON-
NECTICUT.—Project for hurricane and storm 
damage risk reduction, Connecticut shore-
line, Connecticut. 

(20) ENFIELD, CONNECTICUT.—Project for 
flood risk management and ecosystem res-
toration, including restoring freshwater 
brook floodplain, Enfield, Connecticut. 

(21) HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT.—Project for 
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, 
Hartford, Connecticut. 

(22) PARK RIVER CONDUIT, CITY OF HART-
FORD, CONNECTICUT.—Project for flood risk 
management, including stormwater manage-
ment, City of Hartford, Connecticut and vi-
cinity. 

(23) NEWINGTON, CONNECTICUT.—Project for 
flood risk management, Newington, Con-
necticut. 

(24) CITY OF NORWALK, CONNECTICUT.— 
Project for flood risk management, City of 
Norwalk, Connecticut, in the vicinity of the 
Norwalk wastewater treatment plant. 

(25) PLYMOUTH, CONNECTICUT.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration, Plymouth, Con-
necticut. 

(26) FAIRFIELD, CONNECTICUT.—Project for 
flood risk management, Rooster River, Fair-
field, Connecticut. 

(27) WESTPORT BEACHES, CONNECTICUT.— 
Project for hurricane and storm damage risk 
reduction and ecosystem restoration, West-
port, Connecticut. 

(28) WINDHAM, CONNECTICUT.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration and recreation, 
Windham, Connecticut. 

(29) DELAWARE INLAND BAYS WATERSHED, 
DELAWARE.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment, hurricane and storm risk reduction, 
and ecosystem restoration, including shore-
line stabilization, Delaware Inland Bays wa-
tershed, Delaware. 

(30) TOWN OF MILTON, DELAWARE.—Project 
for flood risk management, Town of Milton, 
Delaware. 

(31) WILMINGTON, DELAWARE.—Project for 
coastal storm risk management, flood risk 
management, and hurricane and storm risk 
reduction, City of Wilmington, Delaware. 

(32) ANACOSTIA RIVER BANK AND SEAWALLS, 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND MARYLAND.— 
Project for navigation, ecosystem restora-
tion, and recreation, including dredging and 
sediment management, Anacostia River 
bank and seawalls, Washington, District of 
Columbia, and Prince George’s County, 
Maryland. 

(33) FLETCHERS COVE, DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA.—Project for recreation, including dredg-
ing, Fletchers Cove, District of Columbia. 

(34) EAST LAKE TOHOPEKALIGA, FLORIDA.— 
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, including sediment and 
debris management, East Lake 
Tohopekaliga, Florida. 

(35) FLORIDA SPACEPORT SYSTEM MARINE 
INTERMODAL TRANSPORTATION WHARF, FLOR-
IDA.—Project for navigation in the vicinity 
of Cape Canaveral, Florida. 

(36) LAKE CONWAY, FLORIDA.—Project for 
flood risk management, navigation, and eco-
system restoration, including sediment and 
debris management, Lake Conway, Florida. 

(37) MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE, TAMPA, FLOR-
IDA.—Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction and ecosystem restoration 
in the vicinity of MacDill Air Force Base, 
City of Tampa, Florida. 

(38) PALATKA BARGE PORT, PUTNAM COUNTY, 
FLORIDA.—Project for navigation, Palatka 
Barge Port, Putnam County, Florida. 

(39) CAMP CREEK TRIBUTARY, GEORGIA.— 
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, including stream res-
toration, along the Camp Creek Tributary in 
Fulton County, Georgia. 

(40) COLLEGE PARK, GEORGIA.—Project for 
flood risk management, City of College 
Park, Georgia. 

(41) PROCTOR CREEK, SMYRNA, GEORGIA.— 
Project for flood risk management, Proctor 
Creek, Smyrna, Georgia, including Jonquil 
Driver Stormwater Park. 

(42) TYBEE ISLAND, GEORGIA.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration and hurricane and 
storm damage risk reduction, Tybee Island, 
Georgia, including by incorporating other 
Federal studies conducted on the effect of 
the construction of Savannah Harbor Chan-
nel on the shoreline of Tybee Island. 

(43) GUAM.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment and coastal storm risk management, 
Guam. 

(44) HAWAI‘I KAI, HAWAII.—Project for flood 
risk management, Hawai‘i Kai, Hawaii. 

(45) KAIAKA-WAIALUA WATERSHED, HAWAII.— 
Project for flood risk management, Kaiaka- 
Waialua watershed, O‘ahu, Hawaii. 

(46) KAUA‘I, HAWAII.—Project for flood risk 
management and coastal storm risk manage-
ment, County of Kaua‘i, Hawaii. 

(47) MAUI, HAWAII.—Project for flood risk 
management and ecosystem restoration, 
County of Maui, Hawaii. 

(48) BERWYN, ILLINOIS.—Project for com-
prehensive flood risk management, City of 
Berwyn, Illinois. 

(49) BUTTERFIELD CREEK, ILLINOIS.—Project 
for flood risk management and ecosystem 
restoration, Butterfield Creek, Illinois, in-
cluding the villages of Flossmoor, Matteson, 
Park Forest, and Richton Park. 

(50) FRANKLIN PARK, ILLINOIS.—Project for 
flood risk management, ecosystem restora-
tion, and water supply, Village of Franklin 
Park, Illinois. 

(51) ROCKY RIPPLE, INDIANA.—Project for 
flood risk management, Town of Rocky Rip-
ple, Indiana. 

(52) BAYOU RIGAUD TO CAMINADA PASS, LOU-
ISIANA.—Project for navigation, Bayou 
Rigaud to Caminada Pass, Louisiana. 

(53) LAKE PONTCHARTRAIN STORM SURGE RE-
DUCTION PROJECT, LOUISIANA.—Project for 
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, 
Lake Pontchartrain, Orleans, St. Tammany, 
Tangipahoa, Livingston, St. James, St. 
John, St. Charles, Jefferson, and St. Bernard 
Parishes, Louisiana. 

(54) LIVINGSTON PARISH FLOOD PROTECTION, 
LOUISIANA.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment, Livingston Parish, Louisiana. 

(55) NATCHITOCHES, LOUISIANA.—Project for 
flood risk management, City of 
Natchitoches, Louisiana. 

(56) NEW ORLEANS METRO AREA, LOUISIANA.— 
Project for ecosystem restoration and water 
supply, including mitigation of saltwater 
wedges, for the City of New Orleans and met-
ropolitan area, Louisiana. 

(57) COFFEYVILLE, KANSAS.—Project for 
flood risk management, Coffeyville, Kansas. 

(58) BULLSKIN CREEK IN SHELBY COUNTY, 
KENTUCKY.—Project for ecosystem restora-
tion, including bank stabilization, Bullskin 
Creek in Shelby County, Kentucky. 

(59) CUMBERLAND RIVER, CRITTENDEN COUN-
TY, LIVINGSTON COUNTY, AND LYON COUNTY, 
KENTUCKY.—Project for ecosystem restora-
tion, including bank stabilization, Cum-
berland River, Crittenden County, Living-
ston County, and Lyon County, Kentucky. 

(60) FULTON COUNTY, KENTUCKY.—Project 
for flood risk management, including bank 
stabilization, Fulton County, Kentucky. 

(61) SCOTT COUNTY, KENTUCKY.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration, including water sup-
ply, Scott County, Kentucky. 

(62) HAGAMAN CHUTE, LAKE PROVIDENCE, 
LOUISIANA.—Project for navigation, including 
widening and sediment management, 
Hagaman Chute, Lake Providence, Lou-
isiana. 

(63) BALTIMORE INLAND FLOODING, MARY-
LAND.—Project for inland flood risk manage-
ment, City of Baltimore and Baltimore 
County, Maryland. 

(64) MARYLAND BEACHES, MARYLAND.— 
Project for hurricane and storm damage risk 
reduction and flood risk management in the 
vicinity of United States Route 1, Maryland. 

(65) OCEAN CITY, MARYLAND.—Project for 
flood risk management, Ocean City, Mary-
land. 

(66) BEAVERDAM CREEK, PRINCE GEORGE’S 
COUNTY, MARYLAND.—Project for flood risk 
management, Beaverdam Creek, Prince 
George’s County, Maryland, in the vicinity 
of United States Route 50 and railroads. 

(67) CAPE COD CANAL, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
Project for recreation, Cape Cod Canal, in 
the vicinity of Tidal Flats Recreation Area, 
Massachusetts. 

(68) CONNECTICUT RIVER, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
Project for flood risk management along the 
Connecticut River, Massachusetts. 

(69) LEOMINSTER, MASSACHUSETTS.—Project 
for flood risk management, City of Leomin-
ster, Massachusetts. 

(70) LOWER COBB BROOK, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
Project for flood risk management, Lower 
Cobb Brook, City of Taunton, Massachusetts. 
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(71) OAK BLUFFS, MASSACHUSETTS.—Project 

for flood risk management, coastal storm 
risk management, recreation, and ecosystem 
restoration, including shoreline stabilization 
along East Chop Drive, Oak Bluffs, Massa-
chusetts. 

(72) OAK BLUFFS HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
Project for coastal storm risk management 
and navigation, Oak Bluffs Harbor north and 
south jetties, Oak Bluffs, Massachusetts. 

(73) SQUANTUM CAUSEWAY, MASSACHU-
SETTS.—Project for flood and coastal storm 
risk management, Squantum, in the vicinity 
of East Squantum Street and Dorchester 
Street Causeway, Quincy, Massachusetts. 

(74) SUNSET BAY, CHARLES RIVER, MASSACHU-
SETTS.—Project for navigation, flood risk 
management, recreation, and ecosystem res-
toration, including dredging, in the vicinity 
of Sunset Bay, Charles River, cities of Bos-
ton, Watertown, and Newton, Massachusetts. 

(75) TISBURY, MASSACHUSETTS.—Project for 
coastal storm risk management, including 
shoreline stabilization along Beach Road 
Causeway, Tisbury, Massachusetts. 

(76) TOWN NECK BEACH, SANDWICH, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment and coastal storm risk management, 
including shoreline damage prevention and 
mitigation, Town Neck Beach, town of Sand-
wich, Massachusetts. 

(77) WESTPORT HARBOR, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
Project for flood risk management, hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction, and 
navigation, including improvements to the 
breakwater at Westport Harbor, Town of 
Westport, Massachusetts. 

(78) ANN ARBOR, MICHIGAN.—Project for 
water supply, Ann Arbor, Michigan. 

(79) BRIGHTON MILL POND, MICHIGAN.— 
Project for ecosystem restoration, Brighton 
Mill Pond, Michigan. 

(80) CHEBOYGAN, MICHIGAN.—Project for 
flood risk management, Little Black River, 
City of Cheboygan, Michigan. 

(81) DEARBORN AND DEARBORN HEIGHTS, 
MICHIGAN.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment, Dearborn and Dearborn Heights, 
Michigan. 

(82) GRAND TRAVERSE BAY, MICHIGAN.— 
Project for navigation, Grand Traverse Bay, 
Michigan. 

(83) GRAND TRAVERSE COUNTY, MICHIGAN.— 
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, Grand Traverse County, 
Michigan. 

(84) KALAMAZOO RIVER WATERSHED, MICHI-
GAN.—Project for flood risk management and 
ecosystem restoration, Kalamazoo River Wa-
tershed and tributaries, Michigan. 

(85) LUDINGTON, MICHIGAN.—Project for 
coastal storm risk management, including 
feasibility of emergency shoreline protec-
tion, Ludington, Michigan. 

(86) MARYSVILLE, MICHIGAN.—Project for 
coastal storm risk management, including 
shoreline stabilization, City of Marysville, 
Michigan. 

(87) MCCOMB, MISSISSIPPI.—Project for flood 
risk management, city of McComb, Mis-
sissippi. 

(88) MILES CITY, MONTANA.—Project for 
flood risk management, Miles City, Mon-
tana. 

(89) PAHRUMP, NEVADA.—Project for hurri-
cane and storm damage risk reduction and 
flood risk management, Pahrump, Nevada. 

(90) BERKELEY HEIGHTS, NEW PROVIDENCE, 
AND SUMMIT, NEW JERSEY.—Project for flood 
risk management, Township of Berkeley 
Heights, Borough of New Providence, and 
City of Summit, New Jersey. 

(91) BERRY’S CREEK, NEW JERSEY.—Project 
for flood risk management, Berry’s Creek, 
New Jersey. 

(92) FLEISCHER BROOK, NEW JERSEY.— 
Project for flood risk management, Fleischer 
Brook, New Jersey. 

(93) GREAT FALLS RACEWAY, PATERSON, NEW 
JERSEY.—Project for flood risk management 
and hydropower, Paterson, New Jersey. 

(94) GUTTENBERG, NEW JERSEY.—Project for 
flood risk management, Guttenberg, New 
Jersey, in the vicinity of John F. Kennedy 
Boulevard East. 

(95) PASSAIC RIVER BASIN, NEW JERSEY.— 
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Morris, and Passaic Counties, New Jersey. 

(96) PASSAIC RIVER, PATERSON, NEW JER-
SEY.—Project for navigation and flood risk 
management, Passaic River, Paterson, New 
Jersey. 

(97) PAULSBORO, NEW JERSEY.—Project for 
navigation, Borough of Paulsboro, New Jer-
sey. 

(98) VILLAGE OF RIDGEWOOD, NEW JERSEY.— 
Project for flood risk management along the 
Ho-Ho-Kus Brook and Saddle River, Village 
of Ridgewood, New Jersey. 

(99) WOLF CREEK, NEW JERSEY.—Project for 
flood risk management, Wolf Creek, 
Ridgefield, New Jersey. 

(100) DOÑA ANA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.— 
Project for water supply, Doña Ana County, 
New Mexico. 

(101) NAMBE RIVER WATERSHED, NEW MEX-
ICO.—Project for flood risk management and 
ecosystem restoration, including sediment 
and debris management, Nambe River Wa-
tershed, New Mexico. 

(102) OTERO COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.—Project 
for flood risk management, Otero County, 
New Mexico. 

(103) ALLEGHENY RIVER, NEW YORK.—Project 
for navigation and ecosystem restoration, 
Allegheny River, New York. 

(104) BABYLON, NEW YORK.—Project for 
flood risk management, hurricane and storm 
damage risk reduction, navigation, and eco-
system restoration, Town of Babylon, New 
York. 

(105) BRONX RIVER, NEW YORK.—Project for 
flood risk management and hurricane and 
storm damage risk reduction, Bronxville, 
Tuckahoe, and Yonkers, New York. 

(106) BROOKHAVEN, NEW YORK.—Project for 
flood risk management, hurricane and storm 
damage risk reduction, and ecosystem res-
toration, Town of Brookhaven, New York. 

(107) HIGHLANDS, NEW YORK.—Project for 
flood risk management and ecosystem res-
toration, Highland Brook (also known as 
‘‘Buttermilk Falls Brook’’) and tributaries, 
Town of Highlands, Orange County, New 
York. 

(108) INWOOD HILL PARK, NEW YORK.—Project 
for ecosystem restoration, Inwood Hill Park, 
Spuyten Duyvil Creek, Manhattan, New 
York. 

(109) ISLIP, NEW YORK.—Project for flood 
risk management, Town of Islip, New York. 

(110) OYSTER BAY, NEW YORK.—Project for 
coastal storm risk management and flood 
risk management in the vicinity of Tobay 
Beach, Town of Oyster Bay, New York. 

(111) PASCACK BROOK, ROCKLAND COUNTY, 
NEW YORK.—Project for flood risk manage-
ment, Pascack Brook, Rockland County, 
New York, including the Village of Spring 
Valley. 

(112) SOMERS, NEW YORK.—Project for eco-
system restoration and water supply, Town 
of Somers, New York. 

(113) SPARKILL CREEK, ORANGETOWN, NEW 
YORK.—Project for flood risk management 
and streambank erosion, Sparkill Creek, 
Orangetown, New York. 

(114) TURTLE COVE, NEW YORK.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration, Pelham Bay Park, 
Eastchester Bay, in the vicinity of Turtle 
Cove, Bronx, New York. 

(115) CAPE FEAR RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
NORTH CAROLINA.—Project for flood risk man-
agement, in the vicinity of Northeast Cape 
Fear River and Black River, North Carolina. 

(116) LELAND, NORTH CAROLINA.—Project for 
flood risk management, navigation, eco-
system restoration, and recreation, includ-
ing bank stabilization, for Jackeys Creek in 
the Town of Leland, North Carolina. 

(117) MARION, NORTH CAROLINA.—Project for 
flood risk management, including riverbank 
stabilization, along the Catawba River, City 
of Marion, North Carolina. 

(118) PENDER COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.— 
Project for flood risk management in the vi-
cinity of North Carolina Highway 53, Pender 
County, North Carolina. 

(119) PIGEON RIVER, NORTH CAROLINA.— 
Project for flood risk management, Pigeon 
River, in the vicinity of the towns of Clyde 
and Canton, Haywood County, North Caro-
lina. 

(120) COE CREEK, OHIO.—Project for flood 
risk management, Coe Creek, City of Fair-
view Park, Ohio. 

(121) COLD CREEK, OHIO.—Project for eco-
system restoration, Cold Creek, Erie County, 
Ohio. 

(122) DEFIANCE, OHIO.—Project for flood 
risk management, ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, and bank stabilization, Maumee, 
Auglaize, and Tiffin Rivers, Defiance, Ohio. 

(123) DILLON LAKE, MUSKINGUM COUNTY, 
OHIO.—Project for ecosystem restoration, 
recreation, and shoreline erosion protection, 
Dillon Lake, Muskingum and Licking Coun-
ties, Ohio. 

(124) GENEVA-ON-THE-LAKE, OHIO.—Project 
for flood and coastal storm risk manage-
ment, ecosystem restoration, recreation, and 
shoreline erosion protection, Geneva-on-the- 
Lake, Ohio. 

(125) GREAT MIAMI RIVER, OHIO.—Project for 
flood risk management, ecosystem restora-
tion, and recreation, including incorporation 
of existing levee systems, for the Great 
Miami River, Ohio. 

(126) JERUSALEM TOWNSHIP, OHIO.—Project 
for flood and coastal storm risk management 
and shoreline erosion protection, Jerusalem 
Township, Ohio. 

(127) LITTLE KILLBUCK CREEK, OHIO.— 
Project for ecosystem restoration, including 
aquatic invasive species management, Little 
Killbuck Creek, Ohio. 

(128) NILES, OHIO.—Project for flood risk 
management, ecosystem restoration, and 
recreation, City of Niles, Ohio. 

(129) NINE MILE CREEK, CLEVELAND, OHIO.— 
Project for flood risk management, Nine 
Mile Creek, Cleveland, Ohio. 

(130) LAKE TEXOMA, OKLAHOMA AND TEXAS.— 
Project for water supply, including increased 
needs in southern Oklahoma, Lake Texoma, 
Oklahoma and Texas. 

(131) SARDIS LAKE, OKLAHOMA.—Project for 
water supply, Sardis Lake, Oklahoma. 

(132) SIUSLAW RIVER, FLORENCE, OREGON.— 
Project for flood risk management and 
streambank erosion, Siuslaw River, Flor-
ence, Oregon. 

(133) WILLAMETTE RIVER, LANE COUNTY, OR-
EGON.—Project for flood risk management 
and ecosystem restoration, Willamette 
River, Lane County, Oregon. 

(134) ALLEGHENY RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
Project for navigation and ecosystem res-
toration, Allegheny River, Pennsylvania. 

(135) BOROUGH OF NORRISTOWN, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—Project for flood risk management, 
including dredging along the Schuylkill 
River, in the Borough of Norristown and vi-
cinity, Pennsylvania. 

(136) BOROUGH OF POTTSTOWN, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—Project for alternate water supply, 
Borough of Pottstown, Pennsylvania. 

(137) PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
Project for ecosystem restoration and recre-
ation, including shoreline stabilization, 
South Wetlands Park, Philadelphia, Penn-
sylvania. 
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(138) WEST NORRITON TOWNSHIP, PENNSYL-

VANIA.—Project for flood risk management 
and streambank erosion, Stony Creek, in the 
vicinity of Whitehall Road, West Norriton 
Township, Pennsylvania. 

(139) GUAYAMA, PUERTO RICO.—Project for 
flood risk management, Rı́o Guamanı́, Gua-
yama, Puerto Rico. 

(140) NARANJITO, PUERTO RICO.—Project for 
flood risk management, Rı́o Guadiana, 
Naranjito, Puerto Rico. 

(141) OROCOVIS, PUERTO RICO.—Project for 
flood risk management, Rı́o Orocovis, 
Orocovis, Puerto Rico. 

(142) PONCE, PUERTO RICO.—Project for flood 
risk management, Rı́o Inabón, Ponce, Puerto 
Rico. 

(143) SANTA ISABEL, PUERTO RICO.—Project 
for flood risk management, Rı́o 
Descalabrado, Santa Isabel, Puerto Rico. 

(144) YAUCO, PUERTO RICO.—Project for 
flood risk management, Rı́o Yauco, Yauco, 
Puerto Rico. 

(145) UNION COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
Project for flood risk management, water 
supply, and recreation, Union County, South 
Carolina. 

(146) DAVIDSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE.— 
Project for flood risk management, City of 
Nashville, Davidson County, Tennessee. 

(147) GREENE COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—Project 
for water supply, including evaluation of 
Nolichucky River capabilities, Greene Coun-
ty, Tennessee. 

(148) GALVESTON BAY, TEXAS.—Project for 
navigation, Galveston Bay, Texas. 

(149) GUADALUPE COUNTY, TEXAS.—Project 
for flood risk management, Guadalupe Coun-
ty, including City of Santa Clara, Texas. 

(150) HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS.—Project for 
flood risk management and ecosystem res-
toration, Halls Bayou, Harris County, Texas. 

(151) WINOOSKI RIVER BASIN, VERMONT.— 
Project for flood risk management and eco-
system restoration, Winooski River basin, 
Vermont. 

(152) CEDARBUSH CREEK, GLOUCESTER COUN-
TY, VIRGINIA.—Project for navigation, 
Cedarbush Creek, Gloucester County, Vir-
ginia. 

(153) CHICKAHOMINY RIVER, JAMES CITY 
COUNTY, VIRGINIA.—Project for flood and 
coastal storm risk management, Chicka-
hominy River, James City County, Virginia. 

(154) JAMES CITY COUNTY, VIRGINIA.—Project 
for flood risk management and navigation, 
James City County, Virginia. 

(155) TIMBERNECK CREEK, GLOUCESTER COUN-
TY, VIRGINIA.—Project for navigation, 
Timberneck Creek, Gloucester County, Vir-
ginia. 

(156) YORK RIVER, YORK COUNTY, VIRGINIA.— 
Project for flood risk management and 
coastal storm risk management, York River, 
York County, Virginia. 

(157) GRAYS BAY, WASHINGTON.—Project for 
navigation, flood risk management, and eco-
system restoration, Grays Bay, Wahkiakum 
County, Washington. 

(158) WAHKIAKUM COUNTY, WASHINGTON.— 
Project for flood risk management and sedi-
ment management, Grays River, in the vi-
cinity of Rosburg, Wahkiakum County, 
Washington. 

(159) WIND, KLICKITAT, HOOD, DESCHUTES, 
ROCK CREEK, AND JOHN DAY TRIBUTARIES, CO-
LUMBIA RIVER, WASHINGTON.—Project for eco-
system restoration, Wind, Klickitat, Hood, 
Deschutes, Rock Creek, and John Day tribu-
taries, Columbia River, Washington. 

(160) ARCADIA, WISCONSIN.—Project for flood 
risk management, city of Arcadia, Wis-
consin. 

(161) CITY OF LA CROSSE, WISCONSIN.— 
Project for flood risk management, City of 
La Crosse, Wisconsin. 

(162) RIVER FALLS, WISCONSIN.—Project for 
ecosystem restoration, city of River Falls, 
Wisconsin. 

(b) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.—The Sec-
retary is authorized to conduct a feasibility 
study for the following project modifica-
tions: 

(1) BLACK WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS, 
ALABAMA.—Modifications to the project for 
navigation, Coffeeville Lock and Dam, au-
thorized pursuant to section 4 of the Act of 
July 5, 1884 (chapter 229, 23 Stat. 148; 35 Stat. 
818), and portion of the project for naviga-
tion, Warrior and Tombigbee Rivers, Ala-
bama and Mississippi, consisting of the 
Demopolis Lock and Dam on the Warrior- 
Tombigbee Waterway, Alabama, authorized 
by section 2 of the Act of March 2, 1945 (chap-
ter 19, 59 Stat. 17), for construction of new 
locks to maintain navigability. 

(2) LUXAPALILA CREEK, ALABAMA.—Modi-
fications to the project for flood risk man-
agement, Luxapalila Creek, Alabama, au-
thorized pursuant to section 203 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 307). 

(3) OSCEOLA HARBOR, ARKANSAS.—Modifica-
tions to the project for navigation, Osceola 
Harbor, Arkansas, authorized under section 
107 of the River and Harbor Act of 1960 (33 
U.S.C. 577), to evaluate the expansion of the 
harbor. 

(4) FARMINGTON DAM, CALIFORNIA.—Modi-
fications to the project for flood control and 
other purposes, the Calaveras River and 
Littlejohn Creek and tributaries, California, 
authorized by section 10 of the Act of Decem-
ber 22, 1944 (chapter 665, 58 Stat. 902), for im-
proved flood risk management and to sup-
port water supply recharge and storage. 

(5) HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CALI-
FORNIA.—Modifications to the project for 
navigation, Humboldt Harbor and Bay, Cali-
fornia, authorized by the first section of the 
Act of July 3, 1930 (chapter 847, 46 Stat. 932; 
82 Stat. 732; 110 Stat. 3663), for additional 
deepening and widening. 

(6) MADERA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—Modifica-
tions to the project for flood risk manage-
ment, water supply, and ecosystem restora-
tion, Chowchilla River, Ash Slough, and 
Berenda Slough, Madera County, California, 
authorized pursuant to section 6 of the Act 
of June 22, 1936 (chapter 688, 49 Stat. 1595; 52 
Stat. 1225). 

(7) SACRAMENTO RIVER INTEGRATED FLOOD-
PLAIN MANAGEMENT, CALIFORNIA.—Modifica-
tions to the project for flood control, Sac-
ramento River, California, authorized by sec-
tion 2 of the Act of March 1, 1917 (chapter 
144, 39 Stat. 949; 76 Stat. 1197), to enhance 
flood risk reduction, to incorporate natural 
and nature-based features, and to incor-
porate modifications to the portion of such 
project north of the Freemont Weir for the 
purposes of integrating management of such 
system with the adjacent floodplain. 

(8) SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, CALIFORNIA.— 
Modifications to the project for flood con-
trol, Sacramento-San Joaquin Basin 
Streams, California, authorized pursuant to 
the resolution of the Committee on Public 
Works of the House of Representatives 
adopted on May 8, 1964 (docket number 1371), 
for improved flood risk management, includ-
ing dredging. 

(9) THAMES RIVER, CONNECTICUT.—Modifica-
tions to the project for navigation, Thames 
River, Connecticut, authorized by section 2 
of the Act of March 2, 1945 (chapter 19, 59 
Stat. 13), to increase authorized depth. 

(10) WAIMEA RIVER, KAUA‘I, HAWAII.—Modi-
fications to the project for coastal storm 
risk management and ecosystem restoration, 
Waimea River, Kaua‘i, Hawaii, authorized 
pursuant to section 205 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), to improve pro-
tection provided by levees and flood control 
features. 

(11) CHICAGO SANITARY AND SHIP CANAL DIS-
PERSAL BARRIER, ILLINOIS.—Modifications to 
the project for Chicago Sanitary and Ship 
Canal and Dispersal Barrier, Illinois, initi-
ated under section 1135 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2309a; 118 Stat. 1352), for the construction of 
an emergency access boat ramp in the vicin-
ity of Romeoville, Illinois. 

(12) EAST SAINT LOUIS AND VICINITY, ILLI-
NOIS.—Modifications to the project for envi-
ronmental restoration and recreation, au-
thorized by section 1001(18) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 
1052), to reevaluate levels of flood risk man-
agement and integrate the Spring Lake 
Project, as recommended in the report of the 
Chief of Engineers issued on December 22, 
2004. 

(13) DELAWARE RIVER MAINSTEM AND CHAN-
NEL DEEPENING, DELAWARE, NEW JERSEY, AND 
PENNSYLVANIA.—Modifications to the project 
for navigation, Delaware River Mainstem 
and Channel Deepening, Delaware, New Jer-
sey, and Pennsylvania, authorized by section 
101(6) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4802; 113 Stat. 300; 114 
Stat. 2602), to increase the authorized depth. 

(14) HANAPĒPĒ RIVER, HAWAII.—Modifica-
tions to the project for local flood protec-
tion, Hanapēpē River, island of Kaua‘i, Ha-
waii, authorized by section 10 of the Act of 
December 22, 1944 (chapter 665, 58 Stat. 903), 
for ecosystem restoration and to improve 
protection provided by levees and flood con-
trol features. 

(15) LAUPĀHOEHOE HARBOR, HAWAII.—Modi-
fications to the project for navigation, 
Laupāhoehoe Harbor, Hawaii, authorized 
pursuant to section 107 of the River and Har-
bor Act of 1960 (74 Stat. 486), for seawall re-
pair and mitigation. 

(16) CALCASIEU RIVER AND PASS, LOU-
ISIANA.—Modifications to the project for 
navigation, Calcasieu River and Pass, Lou-
isiana, authorized by section 101 of the River 
and Harbor Act of 1960 (74 Stat. 481; 121 Stat. 
1126), including channel deepening and jetty 
improvements. 

(17) MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
OUACHITA RIVER, LOUISIANA.—Modifications 
to the project for flood control of the Mis-
sissippi River in it alluvial valley and for its 
improvement from the Head of Passes to 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri, authorized by the 
first section of the Act of May 15, 1928 (chap-
ter 569, 45 Stat. 534), to include bank sta-
bilization on the portion of the project con-
sisting of the Ouachita River from Monroe to 
Caldwell Parishes, Louisiana. 

(18) MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 
OUACHITA RIVER, LOUISIANA.—Modifications 
to the project for flood control of the Mis-
sissippi River in it alluvial valley and for its 
improvement from the Head of Passes to 
Cape Girardeau, Missouri, authorized by the 
first section of the Act of May 15, 1928 (chap-
ter 569, 45 Stat. 534), to study the feasibility 
of adding 62 miles of the east bank of the 
Ouachita River Levee System at and below 
Monroe Parish to Caldwell Parish, Lou-
isiana. 

(19) NEW BEDFORD, FAIRHAVEN, AND 
ACUSHNET, MASSACHUSETTS.—Modifications 
to the project for hurricane-flood protection 
at New Bedford, Fairhaven, and Acushnet, 
Massachusetts, authorized by section 201 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 305), 
for navigation improvements and evaluation 
of the current barrier function. 

(20) HODGES VILLAGE DAM, OXFORD, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.—Modifications to the project for 
flood risk management, Hodges Village Dam, 
Oxford, Massachusetts, authorized pursuant 
to section 205 of the Flood Control Act of 
1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s), to add recreation and 
ecosystem restoration as a project purpose, 
including in the vicinity of Greenbriar Park. 
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(21) HOLLAND HARBOR, MICHIGAN.—Modifica-

tions to the portion of the project for naviga-
tion Holland (Black Lake), Michigan, au-
thorized by the first section of the Act of 
June 14, 1880 (chapter 211, 21 Stat. 183; 30 
Stat. 1130; 46 Stat. 929; 49 Stat. 1036; 68 Stat. 
1252), consisting of the Federal Channel of 
Holland Harbor, for additional deepening. 

(22) MONROE HARBOR, MICHIGAN.—Modifica-
tions to the project for navigation, Monroe 
Harbor, Michigan, authorized by the first 
section of the Act of July 3, 1930 (chapter 847, 
46 Stat. 930), for additional deepening. 

(23) PORT HURON, MICHIGAN.—Modifications 
to the project for navigation, Channels in 
Lake Saint Clair Michigan, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of August 30, 1935 
(chapter 831, 49 Stat. 1036), for additional 
deepening at the mouth of the Black River, 
Port Huron, Michigan. 

(24) SAINT JOSEPH HARBOR, MICHIGAN.— 
Modifications to the portion of the project 
for navigation, Saint Joseph, Michigan, au-
thorized by the first section of the Act of 
June 14, 1880 (chapter 211, 21 Stat. 183; 30 
Stat. 1130; 49 Stat. 1036; 72 Stat. 299), con-
sisting of the Federal Channel of Saint Jo-
seph Harbor, for additional deepening. 

(25) SAINT MARYS RIVER, MICHIGAN.—Modi-
fications to the project for navigation Mid-
dle and West Neebish channels, Saint Marys 
River, Michigan, authorized by the first sec-
tion of the Act of June 13, 1902 (chapter 1079, 
32 Stat. 361; 70 Stat. 54), to bring the chan-
nels to a consistent depth. 

(26) BAYONNE, NEW JERSEY.—Modifications 
to the project for navigation, Jersey Flats 
and Bayonne, New Jersey, authorized by the 
first section of the Act of September 22, 1922 
(chapter 427, 42 Stat. 1038), for improvements 
to the navigation channel, including channel 
extension, widening, and deepening, in the 
vicinity of Bayonne, New Jersey. 

(27) SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE DAM, NEW HAMP-
SHIRE.—Modifications to the project for flood 
protection and recreation, Surry Mountain 
Lake dam, authorized pursuant to section 5 
of the Act of June 22, 1936 (chapter 688, 49 
Stat. 1572; 52 Stat. 1216; 58 Stat. 892), to add 
ecosystem restoration as a project purpose, 
and to install the proper gates and related 
equipment at Surry Mountain Lake to sup-
port stream flow augmentation releases. 

(28) LONG BEACH, NEW YORK.—Modifications 
to the project for storm damage reduction, 
Atlantic Coast of Long Island from Jones 
Inlet to East Rockaway Inlet, Long Beach Is-
land, New York, authorized by section 
101(a)(21) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3665), to include 
additional replacement of beach groins to 
offer storm protection, erosion prevention, 
and reduce the need for future renourish-
ment. 

(29) BALD HEAD ISLAND, NORTH CAROLINA.— 
Modifications to the project for hurricane- 
flood control protection, Cape Fear to the 
North Carolina-South Carolina State line, 
North Carolina, authorized by section 203 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1966 (80 Stat. 1419), 
to add coastal storm risk management and 
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, 
including shoreline stabilization, as an au-
thorized purpose of the project for the vil-
lage of Bald Head Island, North Carolina. 

(30) MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, TRUMBULL COUN-
TY, OHIO.—Modifications to the project for 
flood risk management and water supply, 
Mosquito Creek Lake, Trumbull County, 
Ohio. 

(31) RENO BEACH-HOWARD FARMS, OHIO.— 
Modifications to the project for flood con-
trol, Reno Beach-Howard Farms, Ohio, au-
thorized by section 203 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1948 (62 Stat. 1178), to improve project 
levees and to provide flood damage risk re-
duction to the portions of Jerusalem Town-

ship, Ohio, not currently benefited by the 
project. 

(32) DELAWARE RIVER, MANTUA CREEK (FORT 
MIFFLIN) AND MARCUS HOOK, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
Modifications to the project for navigation, 
Delaware River, Philadelphia to the sea, au-
thorized by the first section of the Act of 
June 25, 1910 (chapter 382, 36 Stat. 637; 46 
Stat. 921; 49 Stat. 1030; 52 Stat. 803; 59 Stat. 
14; 68 Stat. 1249; 72 Stat. 297), to deepen the 
anchorage areas at Mantua Creek (Fort Miff-
lin) and Marcus Hook. 

(33) LITTLE CONEMAUGH, STONYCREEK, AND 
CONEMAUGH RIVERS, PENNSYLVANIA.—Modi-
fications to the project for ecosystem res-
toration, recreation, and flood risk manage-
ment, Little Conemaugh, Stonycreek, and 
Conemaugh rivers, Pennsylvania. 

(34) CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA.—Modi-
fications to the project for navigation, 
Charleston Harbor, South Carolina, author-
ized by section 1401(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1709), in-
cluding improvements to address potential 
or actual changed conditions on that portion 
of the project that serves the North Charles-
ton Terminal. 

(35) ADDICKS AND BARKER RESERVOIRS, 
TEXAS.—Modifications to the project for 
flood risk management, Addicks and Barker 
Reservoirs, Texas, authorized pursuant to 
the project for Buffalo Bayou and its tribu-
taries, Texas, under section 3a of the Act of 
August 11, 1939 (chapter 699, 53 Stat. 1414; 68 
Stat. 1258). 

(36) GALVESTON BAY AREA, TEXAS.—Modi-
fications to the following projects for deep-
ening and associated dredged material place-
ment, disposal, and environmental mitiga-
tion navigation: 

(A) The project for navigation, Galveston 
Bay Area, Texas City Channel, Texas, au-
thorized by section 201 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4090). 

(B) The project for navigation and environ-
mental restoration, Houston-Galveston Navi-
gation Channels, Texas, authorized by sec-
tion 101(a)(30) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3666). 

(C) The project for navigation, Galveston 
Harbor Channel Extension Project, Houston- 
Galveston Navigation Channels, Texas, au-
thorized by section 1401(1) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 
3836). 

(D) The project for navigation, Houston 
Ship Channel Expansion Channel Improve-
ment Project, Harris, Chambers, and Gal-
veston Counties, Texas, authorized by sec-
tion 401(1) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2734). 

(37) GALVESTON HARBOR CHANNEL EXTENSION 
PROJECT, HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATION 
CHANNELS, TEXAS.—Modifications to the 
project for navigation, Galveston Harbor 
Channel Extension Project, Houston-Gal-
veston Navigation Channels, Texas, author-
ized by section 1401(1) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3836), to 
include further deepening and extension of 
the Federal channel and Turning Basin 2. 

(38) GATHRIGHT RESERVOIR AND FALLING 
SPRING DAM, VIRGINIA.—Modifications to the 
project for navigation and flood control, 
Gathright Reservoir and Falling Spring dam, 
Virginia, authorized by section 10 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 645), to in-
clude recreation as an authorized project 
purpose. 

(39) MOUNT ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, 
WASHINGTON.—Modifications to the project 
for sediment control and navigation, Mount 
St. Helens, Washington, authorized by chap-
ter IV of title I of the Supplemental Appro-
priations Act, 1985 (99 Stat. 318; 114 Stat. 
2612), to include dredging to address flood 
risk management and navigation for feder-

ally authorized channels on the Cowlitz 
River and at the confluence of the Cowlitz 
and Columbia Rivers. 

(40) MONONGAHELA RIVER, WEST VIRGINIA.— 
Modifications to the project for recreation, 
Monongahela River, West Virginia. 

(c) SPECIAL RULE.—Each study authorized 
by subsection (b) shall be considered a new 
phase investigation and afforded the same 
treatment as a general reevaluation. 

(d) SPECIAL RULE, ST. MARYS RIVER, MICHI-
GAN.—The cost of the study under subsection 
(b)(25) shall be at Federal expense. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF FEASIBILITY STUDIES 
FOR PROJECTS FROM CAP AUTHORITIES.— 

(1) CEDAR POINT SEAWALL, SCITUATE, MASSA-
CHUSETTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-
duct a feasibility study for the project for 
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, 
Cedar Point Seawall, Scituate, Massachu-
setts. 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall use any 
relevant information from the project de-
scribed in that paragraph that was carried 
out under section 3 of the Act of August 13, 
1946 (33 U.S.C. 426g). 

(2) JONES LEVEE, PIERCE COUNTY, WASH-
INGTON.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-
duct a feasibility study for the project for 
flood risk management, Jones Levee, Pierce 
County, Washington. 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall use any 
relevant information from the project de-
scribed in that paragraph that was carried 
out under section 205 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s). 

(3) HATCH, NEW MEXICO.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-

duct a feasibility study for the project for 
flood risk management, Hatch, New Mexico. 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall use any 
relevant information from the project de-
scribed in that paragraph that was carried 
out under section 205 of the Flood Control 
Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s). 

(4) FORT GEORGE INLET, JACKSONVILLE, 
FLORIDA.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may con-
duct a feasibility study to modify the project 
for navigation, Fort George Inlet, Jackson-
ville, Florida, to include navigation improve-
ments or shoreline erosion prevention or 
mitigation as a result of the project. 

(B) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub-
paragraph (A), the Secretary shall use any 
relevant information from the project de-
scribed in that paragraph that was carried 
out under section 111 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i). 

SEC. 1202. EXPEDITED MODIFICATION OF EXIST-
ING FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 

The Secretary shall expedite the comple-
tion of the following feasibility studies, as 
modified by this section, and if the Secretary 
determines that a project that is the subject 
of the feasibility study is justified in the 
completed report, may proceed directly to 
preconstruction planning, engineering, and 
design of the project: 

(1) MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CALIFORNIA.—The 
study for navigation, Mare Island Straight 
channel, authorized by section 406 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(113 Stat. 323; 136 Stat. 3753), is modified to 
authorize the Secretary to consider the bene-
fits of deepening the channel to support ac-
tivities of the Secretary of the department 
in which the Coast Guard is operating. 

(2) SAVANNAH HARBOR, GEORGIA.—Section 
8201(b)(4) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3750) is amended 
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by striking ‘‘, without evaluation of addi-
tional deepening’’ and inserting ‘‘, including 
evaluation of additional deepening’’. 

(3) HONOLULU HARBOR, HAWAII.—The study 
to modify the project for navigation, Hono-
lulu, Hawaii, authorized by the first section 
of the Act of March 3, 1905 (chapter 1482, 33 
Stat. 1146; 136 Stat. 3750), is modified to au-
thorize the Secretary to consider the bene-
fits of the project modification on disaster 
resilience and enhanced national security 
from utilization of the harbor by the Depart-
ment of Defense. 

(4) ALEXANDRIA TO THE GULF OF MEXICO, 
LOUISIANA.—The study for flood control, 
navigation, wetland conservation and res-
toration, wildlife habitat, commercial and 
recreational fishing, saltwater intrusion, 
freshwater and sediment diversion, and other 
purposes, in the area drained by the inter-
cepted drainage system of the West 
Atchafalaya Basin Protection Levee, from 
Alexandria, Louisiana to the Gulf of Mexico, 
being carried out under Committee Resolu-
tion 2535 of the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, adopted July 23, 1997, is 
modified to include the parishes of Pointe 
Coupee, Allen, Calcasieu, Jefferson Davis, 
Acadia, Iberville, and Cameron within the 
scope of the study. 

(5) SAW MILL RIVER, NEW YORK.—The study 
for flood risk management and ecosystem 
restoration to address areas in the City of 
Yonkers and the Village of Hastings-on-the- 
Hudson within the 100-year flood zone, Saw 
Mill River, New York, authorized by section 
8201(a)(70) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3748), is modified 
to authorize the Secretary to include within 
the scope of the study areas surrounding the 
City of Yonkers and the Village of Hastings- 
on-the-Hudson and the Village of Elmsford 
and the Village of Ardsley. 
SEC. 1203. EXPEDITED COMPLETION. 

(a) FEASIBILITY STUDIES.—The Secretary 
shall expedite the completion of a feasibility 
study or general reevaluation report (as ap-
plicable) for each of the following projects, 
and if the Secretary determines that the 
project is justified in a completed report, 
may proceed directly to preconstruction 
planning, engineering, and design of the 
project: 

(1) Project for food risk management, 
Upper Guyandotte River Basin, West Vir-
ginia. 

(2) Project for flood risk management, 
Kanawha River Basin, West Virginia, Vir-
ginia, and North Carolina. 

(3) Project for flood risk management, 
Cave Buttes Dam, Phoenix, Arizona. 

(4) Project for flood risk management, 
McMicken Dam and Trilby Wash, Maricopa 
County, Arizona. 

(5) Project for ecosystem restoration, Rio 
Salado Oeste, Phoenix, Arizona. 

(6) Modifications to the portion of the 
project for flood control, water conservation, 
and related purposes, Russian River Basin, 
California, consisting of the Coyote Valley 
Dam, authorized by section 204 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 177; 130 Stat. 
1682), to add environmental restoration as a 
project purpose and to increase water supply 
and improve reservoir operations. 

(7) Project for flood risk management and 
ecosystem restoration, Lower San Joaquin 
River, Lathrop and Manteca, California, as 
described in section 1322(b)(2)(F) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 
1707). 

(8) Project for flood risk management, 
Lower San Joaquin River, San Joaquin Val-
ley, California. 

(9) Beneficial use opportunities at the 
Petaluma River Marsh Restoration project, 
California. 

(10) Modifications to Pine Flat Dam, Cali-
fornia, authorized pursuant to a 1964 Con-
gressional Resolution of the House Com-
mittee on Public Works, and constructed 
pursuant to the Flood Control Act of 1944. 

(11) Project for flood risk management, 
Stratford, Connecticut. 

(12) Modifications to the Broward County 
Water Preserve Areas Project, Broward 
County, Florida, to address costs that exceed 
the maximum project cost pursuant to sec-
tion 902 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4183). 

(13) Modifications to Central and Southern 
Florida, Canal 111 (C-111) South Dade 
Project, Florida, authorized by section 401(7) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2020 (134 Stat. 2741). 

(14) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction and coastal storm risk 
management, Volusia County, Florida, au-
thorized by the resolution of the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, dated February 16, 
2000. 

(15) Project for flood risk management, 
Waimea River, County of Kaua‘i, Hawaii. 

(16) Modifications to the project for flood 
risk management, Cedar River, Cedar Rap-
ids, Iowa, authorized by section 8201(b)(6) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3750). 

(17) Project for ecosystem restoration, 
flood risk management, and recreation, New-
port, Kentucky, authorized by section 
8201(a)(32) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3746). 

(18) Project for navigation, Bayou Sorrel 
Lock, Louisiana, authorized by the resolu-
tion of the United States Senate Committee 
on Public Works on September 29, 1972, and 
the resolution of the House of Representa-
tives Committee on Public Works on October 
12, 1972. 

(19) Project for flood risk management, 
Mississippi River and Tributaries, Morgan 
City, Lower Atchafalaya Basin, Louisiana. 

(20) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction and ecosystem restora-
tion, Southwest Coastal Louisiana, author-
ized by section 1401(8) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1715). 

(21) Project for flood risk management and 
ecosystem restoration, Charles River, Massa-
chusetts, authorized by section 8201(a)(35) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3746). 

(22) General reevaluation report for the 
project for flood risk management, Lower 
Saddle River Flood Protection, New Jersey, 
authorized by section 401(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4119). 

(23) Project for flood risk management, 
Rahway River, Rahway, New Jersey. 

(24) Project for flood risk management 
along the Peckman River Basin in the town-
ships of Verona (and surrounding area), 
Cedar Grove, and West Caldwell, New Jersey, 
authorized by section 8201(a)(58) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 
3747). 

(25) Project for flood risk management, 
Morris County, New Jersey, authorized by 
section 8201(a)(59) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3747). 

(26) Northeast Levee System portion of the 
project for flood control and other purposes, 
Williamsport, Pennsylvania, authorized by 
section 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (chapter 
688, 49 Stat. 1573). 

(27) Project for navigation, Menominee 
River, Menominee, Wisconsin. 

(28) General reevaluation report for the 
project for flood risk management and other 
purposes, East St. Louis and Vicinity, Illi-
nois. 

(29) General reevaluation report for project 
for flood risk management, Green Brook, 
New Jersey. 

(30) Project for ecosystem restoration, Im-
perial Streams Salton Sea, California. 

(31) Modification of the project for naviga-
tion, Honolulu Deep Draft Harbor, Hawaii. 

(32) Project for shoreline damage mitiga-
tion, Burns Waterway Harbor, Indiana. 

(33) Project for hurricane and coastal 
storm risk management, Dare County Beach-
es, North Carolina. 

(34) Modification of the project for flood 
protection and recreation, Surry Mountain 
Lake, New Hampshire, including for consid-
eration of low flow augmentation. 

(35) Project for coastal storm risk manage-
ment, Virginia Beach and vicinity, Virginia. 

(36) Project for secondary water source 
identification, Washington Metropolitan 
Area, Washington, District of Columbia, 
Maryland, and Virginia. 

(b) STUDY REPORTS.—The Secretary shall 
expedite the completion of a Chief’s Report 
or Director’s Report (as applicable) for each 
of the following projects for the project to be 
considered for authorization: 

(1) Modification of the project for naviga-
tion, Norfolk Harbors and Channels, Anchor-
age F segment, Norfolk, Virginia. 

(2) Project for ecosystem restoration, Clai-
borne and Millers Ferry Locks and Dam Fish 
Passage, Lower Alabama River, Alabama. 

(3) Project for flood and storm damage re-
duction, Surf City, North Carolina. 

(4) Project for flood and storm damage re-
duction, Nassau County Back Bays, New 
York. 

(5) Project for flood and storm damage re-
duction, Ala Wai, Hawaii. 

(6) Project for ecosystem restoration, Cen-
tral and South Florida Comprehensive Ever-
glades Restoration Program, Lake Okee-
chobee Watershed Restoration, Florida. 

(7) Project for flood and storm damage re-
duction, Amite River and tributaries, Lou-
isiana. 

(8) Project for ecosystem restoration, Bis-
cayne Bay and Southern Everglades, Florida, 
authorized by section 601 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2680). 

(9) Project for ecosystem restoration and 
recreation, Los Angeles River, California, 
authorized by section 1407(7) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 
1714). 

(c) PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES.—The Sec-
retary shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, expedite completion of the following: 

(1) Project for flood control, Lower Mud 
River, Milton, West Virginia, authorized by 
section 580 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3790; 114 Stat. 2612; 
121 Stat. 1154). 

(2) Project for dam safety modifications, 
Bluestone Dam, West Virginia, authorized 
pursuant to section 5 of the Act of June 22, 
1936 (chapter 688, 49 Stat. 1586). 

(3) Project for flood risk management, 
Tulsa and West–Tulsa Levee System, Tulsa 
County, Oklahoma, authorized by section 
401(2) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2735). 

(4) Project for flood risk management, Lit-
tle Colorado River, Navajo County, Arizona. 

(5) Project for flood risk management, Rio 
de Flag, Flagstaff, Arizona. 

(6) Project for ecosystem restoration, Va 
Shly’Ay Akimel, Maricopa Indian Reserva-
tion, Arizona. 

(7) Project for aquatic ecosystem restora-
tion, Quincy Bay, Illinois, Upper Mississippi 
River Restoration Program. 

(8) Major maintenance on Laupāhoehoe 
Harbor, County of Hawai‘i, Hawaii. 

(9) Project for flood risk management, 
Green Brook, New Jersey. 
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(10) Water control manual update for water 

supply and flood control, Theodore Roosevelt 
Dam, Globe, Arizona. 

(11) Repairs to recontour and stabilize the 
slope at Lake Dardanelle Lock and Dam, Ar-
kansas. 

(12) Project for environmental restoration, 
Hamilton Airfield, California, authorized by 
section 101(b)(3) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 279; 121 Stat. 
1110). 

(13) Water control manual update for 
Oroville Dam, Butte County, California. 

(14) Water control manual update for New 
Bullards Dam, Yuba County, California. 

(15) Project for flood and storm risk man-
agement and ecosystem restoration at the 
San Francisco International Airport, Cali-
fornia, authorized by section 142 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 
2930). 

(16) San Francisco Bay Beneficial Use Pilot 
Project, California, being carried out under 
section 1122 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1645). 

(17) Project for flood risk management in 
Westminster, East Garden Grove, California, 
authorized by section 401(2) of Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 
2735). 

(18) Comprehensive plan for the Chattahoo-
chee River Basin Program, authorized by 
section 8144 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3724). 

(19) Repairs to the project for flood risk 
management, federally authorized levee, 
Grand Tower and Degognia and Fountain 
Bluff Levee System, Illinois, in the vicinity 
of the community of Cora. 

(20) Repairs to the project for flood risk 
management, Covington levee system, Cov-
ington, Kentucky. 

(21) Project for navigation, Kentucky Lock 
and Dam, Tennessee River, Kentucky, au-
thorized by section 101(a)(13) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 
3664). 

(22) Project for flood risk management, 
Morgan City, Louisiana. 

(23) Project for hurricane and storm risk 
reduction, Upper Barataria Basin, Louisiana. 

(24) Project for ecosystem restoration, 
Mid-Chesapeake Bay, Maryland. 

(25) Maintenance dredging for the Back 
River Channel project, Weymouth, Massa-
chusetts. 

(26) Project for navigation, Big Bay Harbor 
of Refuge, Michigan. 

(27) Project for George W. Kuhn Head-
waters Outfall, Michigan. 

(28) Improvements to the Red Run Inter- 
County Drain Restoration project, Macomb 
and Oakland Counties, Michigan. 

(29) Updated hydrologic analysis for the 
town of Estancia, Torrance County, New 
Mexico. 

(30) Environmental impact statement to 
accompany the feasibility study for the 
project for navigation, Wilmington Harbor, 
North Carolina, conducted pursuant to sec-
tion 203 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231), and conditionally 
authorized by section 403(a)(5) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 
2743). 

(31) Maintenance dredging at the Rocky 
River Harbor, Ohio. 

(32) The portion of the project for flood 
control and other purposes, Williamsport, 
Pennsylvania, authorized by section 5 of the 
Act of June 22, 1936 (chapter 688, 49 Stat. 
1573), to bring the Northwest Levee System 
into compliance with current flood mitiga-
tion standards. 

(33) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, San Juan Metropolitan 
Area Coastal Storm Risk Management, Puer-
to Rico, authorized by section 8401(3) of the 

Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat. 3842). 

(34) Sediment management plan along the 
Missouri River, Lewis and Clark Lake, South 
Dakota. 

(35) Project for navigation, Gulf Intra-
coastal Waterway, Brazos River Floodgates 
and Colorado River Locks, Texas, authorized 
by section 401(1) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2734). 

(36) Project for hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction and shoreline erosion pro-
tection, Bolongo Bay, St. Thomas, United 
States Virgin Islands. 

(37) Maintenance dredging of the federally 
authorized navigation channels, Parrotts 
Creek, Jackson Creek, and Horn Harbor, Vir-
ginia. 

(38) Project for navigation, Seattle Harbor 
Navigation Improvement Project, Wash-
ington, authorized by section 1401(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2018 
(132 Stat. 3836), deepening the East Waterway 
at the Port of Seattle. 

(39) Project for shoreline stabilization, 
Clarksville, Indiana. 

(d) CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAMS.— 
The Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, expedite completion of the fol-
lowing projects: 

(1) Projects for flood control under section 
205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 
701s) for the following areas: 

(A) Ak-Chin Levee, Pinal County, Arizona. 
(B) McCormick Wash, Globe, Arizona. 
(C) Rose and Palm Garden Washes, Doug-

las, Arizona. 
(D) Lower Santa Cruz River, Arizona. 
(E) North, South, and Middle Fork, Ken-

tucky River, Kentucky, including the devel-
opment of a flood warning emergency evacu-
ation plan. 

(F) Swannanoa River watershed, Buncombe 
County, North Carolina. 

(2) Project for aquatic ecosystem restora-
tion under section 206 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 
2330) for the following areas: 

(A) Corazon de los Tres Rios del Norte, 
Pima County, Arizona. 

(B) Lake Elsinore, California. 
(3) Project for hurricane and storm damage 

reduction under section 3 of the Act of Au-
gust 13, 1946 (33 U.S.C. 426g), Stratford, Con-
necticut. 

(4) Project modifications for improvements 
to the environment, under section 1135 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2309a), for the following areas: 

(A) Hayward Creek and Eaton Pond water-
shed, Massachusetts. 

(B) Smelt Brook Tributary to the Wey-
mouth-Fore River, Massachusetts. 

(C) Surry Mountain Lake, New Hampshire. 
(5) Project for emergency streambank ero-

sion and shoreline protection under section 
14 of the Flood Control Act of 1946 (33 U.S.C. 
701r) for Muddy Creek, Otoe County, Ne-
braska. 

(e) TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM.—The 
Secretary shall, to the maximum extent 
practicable, expedite completion of the fol-
lowing projects and studies in the following 
locations under the Tribal partnership pro-
gram under section 203 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 
2269): 

(1) Maricopa (Ak-Chin) Indian Reservation, 
Arizona. 

(2) Pima-Maricopa Irrigation Project, asso-
ciated with the Gila River Indian Commu-
nity, Arizona. 

(3) Navajo Nation, Bird Springs, Arizona. 
(f) WATERSHED ASSESSMENTS.— 
(1) GREAT LAKES COASTAL RESILIENCY 

STUDY.—The Secretary shall, to the max-
imum extent practicable, expedite the Great 
Lakes Coastal Resiliency Study authorized 

by section 1219 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 3811; 134 Stat. 
2683; 136 Stat. 3752). 

(2) UPPER MISSISSIPPI AND ILLINOIS RIV-
ERS.—The Secretary shall, to the maximum 
extent practicable, expedite completion of 
the watershed assessment for flood risk man-
agement, Upper Mississippi and Illinois Riv-
ers, authorized by section 1206 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 
1686; 134 Stat. 2687). 

(g) EXPEDITED PROSPECTUS.—The Secretary 
shall prioritize the completion of the pro-
spectus for the United States Moorings Fa-
cility, Portland, Oregon, required for author-
ization of funding from the revolving fund 
established by the first section of the Civil 
Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 
576). 

(h) DISPOSITION STUDY.—The Secretary 
shall expedite completion of the disposition 
study for the Lower St. Anthony Falls Lock 
and Dam, Minnesota, pursuant to section 216 
of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 
549a). 
SEC. 1204. EXPEDITED COMPLETION OF OTHER 

FEASIBILITY STUDIES. 
(a) CEDAR PORT NAVIGATION AND IMPROVE-

MENT DISTRICT CHANNEL DEEPENING PROJECT, 
BAYTOWN, TEXAS.—The Secretary shall expe-
dite the review and coordination of the feasi-
bility study for the project for navigation, 
Cedar Port Navigation and Improvement 
District Channel Deepening Project, Bay-
town, Texas, under section 203(b) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2231(b)). 

(b) SABINE–NECHES WATERWAY NAVIGATION 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT, TEXAS.—The Sec-
retary shall expedite the review and coordi-
nation of the feasibility study for the project 
for navigation, Sabine–Neches Waterway, 
Texas, under section 203(b) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2231(b)). 

(c) LA QUINTA EXPANSION PROJECT, 
TEXAS.—The Secretary shall expedite the re-
view and coordination of the feasibility 
study for the project for navigation, La 
Quinta Ship Channel, Corpus Christi, Texas, 
under section 203(b) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231(b)). 

(d) RAYMONDVILLE DRAIN PROJECT, 
TEXAS.—The Secretary shall expedite the re-
view and coordination of the feasibility 
study for the project for flood control, 
Raymondville Drain Project, Lower Rio 
Grande Basin, Texas, under section 203(b) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231(b)). 
SEC. 1205. CORPS OF ENGINEERS REPORTS. 

(a) REPORT ON RECREATIONAL ACCESS FOR 
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report on access for individuals 
with disabilities to covered recreational 
areas. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in the report submitted under para-
graph (1)— 

(A) existing policies or guidance for com-
plying with the requirements of the Ameri-
cans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
12101 et seq.) at covered recreational areas; 

(B) a complete list of covered recreational 
areas, and the status of each covered rec-
reational area with respect to compliance 
with the requirements of such Act; 

(C) identification of policy changes, inter-
nal guidance changes, or changes to shore-
line management plans that may result in 
increased access for individuals with disabil-
ities to covered recreational areas, including 
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access to fishing-related recreational activi-
ties at covered recreational areas; 

(D) an analysis of barriers that exist for 
covered recreational areas to fully comply 
with the requirements of such Act; and 

(E) identification of specific covered rec-
reational areas that could be improved or 
modified to better accommodate visitors 
with disabilities, including to increase rec-
reational fishing access for individuals with 
disabilities. 

(3) COVERED RECREATIONAL AREA DEFINED.— 
In this subsection, the term ‘‘covered rec-
reational area’’ means all sites constructed, 
owned, operated, or maintained by the Sec-
retary that are used for recreational pur-
poses. 

(b) REPORT ON TURBIDITY IN THE WILLAM-
ETTE VALLEY, OREGON.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report on instances of high tur-
bidity in a reservoir in the Willamette Val-
ley resulting from a drawdown in the res-
ervoir. 

(2) SCOPE.—In carrying out subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall— 

(A) collaborate with any relevant Federal, 
State, and non-Federal entities; 

(B) identify and report instances during 
the 10-year period preceding the date of en-
actment of this Act in which turbidity con-
cerns have arisen following a drawdown at a 
reservoir in the Willamette Valley, including 
Foster Lake and Green Peter Lake; 

(C) report on turbidity monitoring that the 
Secretary performs during drawdowns to 
identify, and if necessary correct, turbidity 
issues; 

(D) provide a summary of turbidity moni-
toring records collected during drawdowns 
with respect to which turbidity concerns 
have been raised by the public, including a 
comparison between turbidity prior to a 
drawdown, during a drawdown, and following 
refilling; 

(E) identify lessons learned associated with 
turbidity resulting from drawdowns and indi-
cate how changes based on those lessons 
learned are being implemented; and 

(F) identify opportunities to minimize 
monetary strains on non-Federal entities 
caused by increased turbidity levels. 

(c) REPORT ON SECURITY AT SOO LOCKS, 
MICHIGAN.— 

(1) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a non-classified report that— 

(A) highlights any security deficiencies 
that exist with respect to the Soo Locks; 

(B) highlights any supply chain, logistical, 
and economic effects that would result from 
a malfunction or failure of the Soo Locks; 

(C) highlights any effects on the Great 
Lakes Navigation System that would result 
from such a malfunction or failure; 

(D) highlights any potential threats to the 
integrity of the Soo Locks; 

(E) details the Corps of Engineers security 
measures in place to protect the Soo Locks; 
and 

(F) contains recommendations, as nec-
essary, and cost estimates for such rec-
ommendations, for— 

(i) strengthening security measures for the 
Soo Locks; and 

(ii) reducing the effects on the supply 
chain that would result from a malfunction 
or failure of the Soo Locks. 

(2) SOO LOCKS DEFINED.—In this subsection, 
the term ‘‘Soo Locks’’ means the locks at 
Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan, authorized by 
section 1149 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4254; 121 Stat. 
1131). 

(d) REPORT ON FLORIDA SEAGRASS REHA-
BILITATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and each 
year thereafter for 4 years, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a 
report on any planned or ongoing efforts to 
promote, rehabilitate, and enhance the 
growth of seagrasses in Florida stormwater 
treatment areas. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall coordinate 
with relevant Federal, State, and local agen-
cies and other regional stakeholders. 

(3) FLORIDA STORMWATER TREATMENT AREA 
DEFINED.—In this subsection, the term ‘‘Flor-
ida stormwater treatment area’’ means a 
stormwater treatment area in the State of 
Florida authorized by or pursuant to section 
601 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 2000 (114 Stat. 2680; 121 Stat. 1268; 132 Stat. 
3786). 

(e) REPORT ON SHORELINE USE PERMITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report describing the use of the au-
thority under part 327 of title 36, Code of 
Federal Regulations, with respect to the 
issuance of new, or modifications to existing, 
shoreline use permits at the Table Rock 
Lake project of the Corps of Engineers, lo-
cated in Missouri and Arkansas, authorized 
as one of the multipurpose reservoir projects 
in the White River Basin by section 4 of the 
Act of June 28, 1938 (chapter 795, 52 Stat. 
1218). 

(2) CONTENTS.—The Secretary shall include 
in the report required under paragraph (1)— 

(A) a review of existing regulatory and ad-
ministrative requirements related to the 
lease, rent, sublease, or other usage agree-
ment by a permittee for permitted facilities 
under a shore19 line use permit, including a 
floating, non-floating, or fixed-floating 
structure; 

(B) a description of the authority and pub-
lic-interest rationale for such requirements, 
including impacts on local businesses, prop-
erty owners, and prospective lessors, renters, 
or other contractual users of such facilities; 
and 

(C) a description of the authority for the 
transfer of shoreline use permits upon trans-
fer of the permitted facility by sale or other 
means. 

(f) REPORT ON RELOCATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report on the policies of the Corps 
of Engineers relating to using property 
buyouts as part of coastal storm risk man-
agement projects. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In developing the re-
port under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall 
consider ways in which current policies on 
mandatory property buyouts may— 

(A) diminish the incentives for local com-
munities to work with the Corps of Engi-
neers; and 

(B) increase vulnerabilities of communities 
to flood risk, including communities de-

scribed in the guidance issued by the Sec-
retary under section 160 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note). 

(g) REPORT ON FUEL EFFICIENCY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report on fuel efficiency of each 
vessel within the fleet of vessels owned by 
the Corps of Engineers. 

(2) CONTENTS.—In the report submitted 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall in-
clude the following: 

(A) A list of vessels that are commercially 
available and may be used to carry out the 
missions of the Corps of Engineers that can 
be incorporated into the fleet of vessels 
owned by the Corps of Engineers to increase 
fuel efficiency of such fleet. 

(B) A list of modifications that can be 
made to increase fuel efficiency of such fleet 
and the associated cost of such modifica-
tions. 

(C) A life cycle cost analysis of replacing 
vessels owned by the Corps of Engineers with 
vessels that are more fuel efficient. 

(D) A description of technologies used or 
available to the Secretary to evaluate fuel 
efficiency of each vessel owned by the Corps 
of Engineers. 

(E) A description of other opportunities to 
increase fuel efficiency of each such vessel. 

(F) A description of potential cost savings 
by increasing fuel efficiency of such vessels. 

(G) A description of State or local policies 
or requirements regarding efficiencies or 
emissions of vessels, or related technology, 
that the Secretary must comply with at 
water resources development projects, and 
any impact such policies and requirements 
have on project costs. 

(h) REPORT ON BOAT RAMPS.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate a report detail-
ing— 

(1) the number of boat ramps constructed 
by the Secretary that are located at a site 
constructed, owned, operated, or maintained 
by the Secretary; 

(2) the number of such boat ramps that are 
operational; and 

(3) the number of such boat ramps that re-
quire maintenance in order to be made oper-
ational. 

(i) REPORT ON BRIDGE INVENTORY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report on bridges owned, operated, 
and maintained by the Corps of Engineers. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary shall in-
clude in the report required under paragraph 
(1)— 

(A) a list of bridges carrying passengers 
that are— 

(i) not located in recreational areas; and 
(ii) not required to be owned, operated, and 

maintained by the Corps of Engineers for the 
proper functioning of water resources devel-
opment projects; 

(B) a description of the location of such 
bridges and applicable State authority or po-
litical subdivision to which has requested 
such bridges may be transferred or conveyed 
under section 109 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1950 (33 U.S.C. 534); and 
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(C) a description of measures taken by the 

Corps of Engineers to reduce the number of 
bridges owned, operated, and maintained by 
the Corps of Engineers. 

(j) REPORT ON MINIMUM REAL ESTATE IN-
TEREST.— 

(1) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that through this Act, as well as 
through section 1115 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2018, Congress has pro-
vided the Secretary all of the authority, and 
all of the direction, needed to acquire inter-
ests in real estate that are less than fee sim-
ple title. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report indicating whether the Sec-
retary agrees with the sense of Congress in 
paragraph (1). 

(3) DISAGREEMENT.—Should the result of 
report required by paragraph (2) be that the 
Secretary disagrees with the sense of Con-
gress in paragraph (1), not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report specifying recommendations 
and technical drafting assistance for statu-
tory language that would provide the Sec-
retary the intended authority as expressed in 
paragraph (1). 

(k) REPORT ON ICE JAM PREVENTION AND 
MITIGATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report on efforts by the Secretary to 
prevent and mitigate flood damages associ-
ated with ice jams. 

(2) INCLUSION.—The Secretary shall include 
in the report under paragraph (1)— 

(A) an assessment of the projects carried 
out pursuant to section 1150 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 
701s note), if applicable; and 

(B) a description of— 
(i) the challenges associated with pre-

venting and mitigating ice jams; 
(ii) the potential measures that may pre-

vent or mitigate ice jams, including the ex-
tent to which additional research and the de-
velopment and deployment of technologies 
are necessary; and 

(iii) actions taken by the Secretary to pro-
vide non-Federal interests with technical as-
sistance, guidance, or other information re-
lating to ice jam events; and 

(iv) how the Secretary plans to conduct 
outreach and engagement with non-Federal 
interests and other relevant State and local 
agencies to facilitate an understanding of 
the circumstances in which ice jams could 
occur and the potential impacts to critical 
public infrastructure from ice jams. 

(l) ASSESSMENT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out an assessment of the extent to which the 
existing authorities and programs of the Sec-
retary allow the Corps of Engineers to con-
struct water resources development projects 
abroad. 

(2) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 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 that— 

(A) describes— 
(i) the findings of the assessment under 

paragraph (1); 

(ii) how each authority and program as-
sessed under paragraph (1) has been used by 
the Secretary to construct water resources 
development projects abroad, if applicable; 
and 

(iii) the extent to which the Secretary 
partners with other Federal agencies when 
carrying out such projects; and 

(B) includes any recommendations that re-
sult from the assessment under paragraph 
(1). 
SEC. 1206. ANNUAL REPORT ON HARBOR MAINTE-

NANCE NEEDS AND TRUST FUND EX-
PENDITURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—On the date on which the 
budget of the President is submitted to Con-
gress pursuant to section 1105 of title 31, 
United States Code, for fiscal year 2026, and 
for each fiscal year thereafter, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a 
report describing— 

(1) with respect to the fiscal year for which 
the budget is submitted, the operation and 
maintenance costs associated with harbors 
and inland harbors described in section 
210(a)(2) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238(a)(2)), includ-
ing a description of the costs required to 
achieve and maintain the constructed width 
and depth for such harbors and inland har-
bors and the costs for expanded uses at eligi-
ble harbors and inland harbors (as defined in 
section 210(d)(2) of such Act), on a project- 
by-project basis; 

(2) as of the date on which the report is 
submitted, expenditures and deposits into 
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund estab-
lished under section 9505 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986; 

(3) an identification of the amount of fund-
ing requested in the budget of the President 
for the operation and maintenance costs as-
sociated with such harbors and inland har-
bors, on a project-by-project basis; 

(4) an explanation of how the amount of 
funding described in paragraph (2) complies 
with the requirements of section 102 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 
U.S.C. 2238 note); 

(5) an identification of the unmet oper-
ation and maintenance needs associated with 
such harbors and inland harbors, on a 
project-by-project basis, that remains after 
accounting for the amount identified under 
paragraph (3); and 

(6) a description of deposits made into the 
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund in the fiscal 
year preceding the fiscal year of the applica-
ble budget submission and the sources of 
such deposits. 

(b) ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENT.—In the first 
report required to be submitted under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall identify, to 
the maximum extent practicable, transpor-
tation cost savings realized by achieving and 
maintaining the constructed width and 
depth for the harbors and inland harbors de-
scribed in section 210(a)(2) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986, on a 
project-by-project basis. 

(c) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary 
shall make the report submitted under sub-
section (a) publicly available, including on a 
publicly available website. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) ASSESSMENT OF HARBORS AND INLAND 

HARBORS.—Section 210(e)(3) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2238(e)(3)) is repealed. 

(2) HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST FUND DE-
POSITS AND EXPENDITURES.—Section 330 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (26 U.S.C. 9505 note) and the item related 
to such section in the table of contents for 
such Act, are repealed. 

SEC. 1207. CRAIG HARBOR, ALASKA. 
The cost of completing a general reevalua-

tion report for the project for navigation, 
Craig Harbor, Alaska, authorized by section 
1401(1) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1708) shall be at Federal 
expense. 
SEC. 1208. STUDIES FOR MODIFICATION OF 

PROJECT PURPOSES IN THE COLO-
RADO RIVER BASIN IN ARIZONA. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall carry out 
a study of a project of the Corps of Engineers 
in the Colorado River Basin in the State of 
Arizona to determine whether to include 
water supply as a project purpose of that 
project if a request for such a study to mod-
ify the project purpose is made to the Sec-
retary by— 

(1) the non-Federal interest for the project; 
or 

(2) in the case of a project for which there 
is no non-Federal interest, the Governor of 
the State of Arizona. 

(b) COORDINATION.—The Secretary, to the 
maximum extent practicable, shall coordi-
nate with relevant State and local authori-
ties in carrying out this section. 

(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—If, after carrying 
out a study under subsection (a) with respect 
to a project described in that subsection, the 
Secretary determines that water supply 
should be included as a project purpose for 
that project, the Secretary shall submit to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives a recommendation 
for the modification of the project purpose of 
that project. 
SEC. 1209. BEAVER LAKE, ARKANSAS, REALLOCA-

TION STUDY. 
The Secretary shall expedite the comple-

tion of a study for the reallocation of water 
supply storage, carried out in accordance 
with section 301 of the Water Supply Act of 
1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b), for the Beaver Water 
District, Beaver Lake, Arkansas. 
SEC. 1210. OCEANSIDE, CALIFORNIA. 

The Secretary— 
(1) shall— 
(A) expedite the completion of the study of 

plans for mitigation and beach restoration 
authorized by section 414 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2636); and 

(B) produce a report of the Chief of Engi-
neers with a recommended plan for mitiga-
tion and beach restoration based on updated 
sediment sampling and analysis; and 

(2) may, if the Secretary determines that 
the mitigation and beach restoration plans 
described in such study are technically fea-
sible and environmentally acceptable, pro-
ceed directly to preconstruction planning, 
engineering, and design of the mitigation 
and beach restoration work. 
SEC. 1211. DELAWARE INLAND BAYS WATERSHED 

STUDY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a study on the restoration of aquatic 
ecosystems in the Delaware Inland Bays wa-
tershed. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out the study 

under subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 
(A) conduct a comprehensive analysis of 

ecosystem restoration needs in the Delaware 
Inland Bays watershed, including— 

(i) saltmarsh restoration; 
(ii) shoreline stabilization; and 
(iii) stormwater management; 
(B) identify sources for the beneficial use 

of dredged materials; and 
(C) recommend feasibility studies for 

projects to address the needs identified under 
this paragraph. 

(2) NATURAL OR NATURE-BASED FEATURES.— 
To the maximum extent practicable, a feasi-
bility study that is recommended under 
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paragraph (1)(C) shall consider the use of 
natural features or nature-based features (as 
those terms are defined in section 1184(a) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2016 (33 U.S.C. 2289a(a))). 

(c) CONSULTATION AND USE OF EXISTING 
DATA.— 

(1) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall consult with applicable— 

(A) Federal, State, and local agencies; 
(B) Indian Tribes; 
(C) non-Federal interests; and 
(D) other stakeholders, as determined ap-

propriate by the Secretary. 
(2) USE OF EXISTING DATA.—To the max-

imum extent practicable, in carrying out the 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall use existing data provided to the Sec-
retary by entities described in paragraph (1). 

(d) FEASIBILITY STUDIES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-

ized to conduct feasibility studies rec-
ommended under subsection (b)(1)(C). 

(2) CONGRESSIONAL AUTHORIZATION.—The 
Secretary may not begin construction for a 
project recommended by a feasibility study 
described in paragraph (1) unless the project 
has been authorized by Congress. 

(e) REPORT.—Not later than 3 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to Congress a report that 
includes— 

(1) the results of the study carried out 
under subsection (a); and 

(2) a description of actions taken under 
this section, including any feasibility studies 
conducted under subsection (b)(1)(C). 
SEC. 1212. SUSSEX COUNTY, DELAWARE. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that consistent nourishments of 
Lewes Beach, Delaware, are important for 
the safety and economic prosperity of Sussex 
County, Delaware. 

(b) GENERAL REEVALUATION REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a general reevaluation report for the 
project for Delaware Bay Coastline, Roo-
sevelt Inlet, and Lewes Beach, Delaware. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The general reevaluation 
report under paragraph (1) shall include a de-
termination of— 

(A) the area that the project should in-
clude; and 

(B) how section 111 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1968 (33 U.S.C. 426i) should be applied 
with respect to the project. 
SEC. 1213. J. STROM THURMOND LAKE, GEORGIA. 

(a) ENCROACHMENT RESOLUTION PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

the Secretary shall prepare, and submit to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, an encroachment 
resolution plan for a portion of the project 
for flood control, recreation, and fish and 
wildlife management, J. Strom Thurmond 
Lake, Georgia and South Carolina, author-
ized by section 10 of the Act of December 22, 
1944 (chapter 665, 58 Stat. 894). 

(2) LIMITATION.—The encroachment resolu-
tion plan under paragraph (1) shall only 
apply to encroachments known to the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers as of the effective 
date of this provision on the portion of the J. 
Strom Thurmond Lake project lands that 
abut the six (6) former Cottage Site prop-
erties, situated in Georgia and previously 
disposed of by the United States, known as 
Keg Creek, Ridge Road, Rousseau Creek, 
Soap Creek, Pistol Creek, and Elbert County 
Subdivisions. 

(b) CONTENTS.—Subject to subsection (c), 
the encroachment resolution plan under sub-
section (a) shall include— 

(1) a description of the nature and number 
of encroachments; 

(2) a description of the circumstances that 
contributed to the development of the en-
croachments; 

(3) an assessment of the impact of the en-
croachments on operation and maintenance 
of the project described in subsection (a) for 
its authorized purposes; 

(4) an analysis of alternatives to the re-
moval of encroachments to mitigate any im-
pacts identified in the assessment under 
paragraph (3); 

(5) a description of any actions necessary 
or advisable to prevent further encroach-
ments; and 

(6) an estimate of the cost and timeline to 
carry out the plan, including actions de-
scribed under paragraph (5). 

(c) RESTRICTION.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, the encroachment resolution 
plan under subsection (a) shall minimize ad-
verse impacts to private landowners while 
maintaining the functioning of the project 
described in that subsection for its author-
ized purposes. 

(d) NOTICE AND PUBLIC COMMENT.— 
(1) TO OWNERS.—In preparing the encroach-

ment resolution plan under subsection (a), 
not later than 30 days after the Secretary 
identifies an encroachment, the Secretary 
shall notify the owner of the encroachment. 

(2) TO PUBLIC.—The Secretary shall provide 
an opportunity for the public to comment on 
the encroachment resolution plan under sub-
section (a) before the completion of the plan. 

(e) MORATORIUM.—The Secretary shall not 
take action to compel removal of an en-
croachment covered by the encroachment 
resolution plan under subsection (a) unless 
Congress specifically authorizes such action. 

(f) SAVINGS PROVISION.—This section does 
not— 

(1) grant any rights to the owner of an en-
croachment; or 

(2) impose any liability on the United 
States for operation and maintenance of the 
project described in subsection (a) for its au-
thorized purposes. 
SEC. 1214. ALGIERS CANAL LEVEES, LOUISIANA. 

Section 8340(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3795) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘resume operation, mainte-
nance, repair, rehabilitation, and replace-
ment of the’’ and inserting ‘‘operate, main-
tain, repair, replace, and rehabilitate all fea-
tures of the West Bank and Vicinity, New 
Orleans, Louisiana Hurricane Protection 
Project along the’’; and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Levees, Louisiana’’. 
SEC. 1215. UPPER BARATARIA BASIN AND 

MORGANZA TO THE GULF OF MEX-
ICO CONNECTION, LOUISIANA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 
evaluate constructing a connection between 
the Upper Barataria Basin Hurricane and 
Storm Damage Risk Reduction project, Lou-
isiana, authorized by section 8401(3) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 U.S.C. 3839), and the project for hurri-
cane and storm damage reduction, Morganza 
to the Gulf of Mexico, Louisiana, authorized 
by section 1001(24) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1053). 

(b) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall complete the 
evaluation described in subsection (a) and 
submit to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate any 
recommendations related to constructing a 
connection between the projects described in 
such subsection. 
SEC. 1216. POOR FARM POND DAM, WORCESTER, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a disposition study under section 216 of 

the Flood Control Act of 1970 (33 U.S.C. 549a) 
for the deauthorization and potential re-
moval of the Poor Farm Pond Dam, Worces-
ter, Massachusetts. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
18 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the status of 
the disposition study required under sub-
section (a). 
SEC. 1217. NEW JERSEY HOT SPOT EROSION MITI-

GATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-

duct one or more studies on the effects of hot 
spot erosion on authorized coastal storm 
risk management projects in the State of 
New Jersey, which shall include, with re-
spect to each affected project included in a 
study— 

(1) the specific area of the project that is 
affected by hot spot erosion; and 

(2) the impact of hot spot erosion on the ef-
fectiveness of the project in meeting the pur-
pose of coastal storm risk management. 

(b) FORM.—A study conducted under sub-
section (a) may be in the form of a general 
reevaluation report, an engineering docu-
mentation report, or any other method of as-
sessment that the Secretary determines ap-
propriate. 

(c) RECOMMENDATIONS.—Based on the study 
or studies carried out under subsection (a), 
the Secretary shall develop recommenda-
tions for mitigating the effects of hot spot 
erosion on authorized coastal storm risk 
management projects in the State of New 
Jersey, which may include recommendations 
relating to— 

(1) the design and construction of seawalls, 
jetties, berms, groins, breakwaters, or other 
physical structures; 

(2) the use of natural features and nature- 
based features, including living shorelines; 
and 

(3) modifications to authorized project de-
signs or renourishment schedules. 

(d) HOT SPOT EROSION DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘hot spot erosion’’ means 
the loss of sediment in a specific, con-
centrated area, significantly faster than in 
immediately surrounding areas, due to nat-
ural processes. 
SEC. 1218. NEW JERSEY SHORE PROTECTION, 

NEW JERSEY. 
In carrying out any study pursuant to the 

study resolution of the Committee on Public 
Works and Transportation of the House of 
Representatives dated December 10, 1987, the 
Secretary is authorized to include rec-
ommendations for ecosystem restoration. 
SEC. 1219. EXCESS LAND REPORT FOR CERTAIN 

PROJECTS IN NORTH DAKOTA. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
subject to subsection (b), the Secretary shall 
submit 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 identifies any real property asso-
ciated with the project of the Corps of Engi-
neers at Lake Oahe, North Dakota, that the 
Secretary determines— 

(1) is not needed to carry out the author-
ized purposes of the project; and 

(2) may be transferred to the Standing 
Rock Sioux Tribe to support recreation op-
portunities for the Tribe, including, at a 
minimum— 

(A) Walker Bottom Marina, Lake Oahe; 
(B) Fort Yates Boat Ramp, Lake Oahe; 
(C) Cannonball District, Lake Oahe; and 
(D) any other real property that may be 

used for recreation opportunities identified 
by the Tribe. 
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(b) INCLUSION.—If the Secretary determines 

that there is not any real property that may 
be transferred to the Standing Rock Sioux 
Tribe as described in subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall include in the report required 
under that subsection— 

(1) a list of the real property considered by 
the Secretary; 

(2) an explanation of why the real property 
identified under paragraph (1) is needed to 
carry out the authorized purposes of the 
project described in subsection (a); and 

(3) a description of how the Secretary has 
recently utilized the real property identified 
under paragraph (1) to carry out the author-
ized purpose of the project described in sub-
section (a). 
SEC. 1220. ALLEGHENY RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the Allegheny River is an important 

waterway that can be utilized more to sup-
port recreational, environmental, and navi-
gation needs in Pennsylvania; 

(2) ongoing efforts to increase utilization 
of the Allegheny River will require con-
sistent hours of service at key locks and 
dams; and 

(3) to the maximum extent practicable, the 
lockage levels of service at locks and dams 
along the Allegheny River should be pre-
served until after the completion of the fea-
sibility study for the project for navigation 
and ecosystem restoration, Allegheny River, 
Pennsylvania, authorized by section 1201. 
SEC. 1221. BUFFALO BAYOU TRIBUTARIES AND 

RESILIENCY STUDY, TEXAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall expe-

dite completion of the Buffalo Bayou Tribu-
taries and Resiliency Study, Texas, carried 
out pursuant to title IV of the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2018 (132 Stat. 76). 

(b) REPORTS.—The final report of the Chief 
of Engineers for the study described in sub-
section (a) shall contain recommendations 
for projects that— 

(1) align with community objectives; 
(2) avoid or minimize adverse effects on the 

environment and community; and 
(3) promote the resiliency of infrastruc-

ture. 
(c) DEADLINE.—Not later than December 31, 

2025, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate the final report de-
scribed in subsection (b). 
SEC. 1222. LAKE O’ THE PINES, TEXAS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after date on enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report that identifies opportunities 
for potential exchange of land or flowage 
easements associated with the Lake O’ the 
Pines, Texas, project in and adjacent to tract 
LP-E-546-1E that the Secretary determines 
could be accomplished consistent with the 
existing project purposes of the Lake O’ the 
Pines, Texas, project. 

(b) LAKE O’ THE PINES, TEXAS, PROJECT DE-
FINED.—In this section, the term ‘‘Lake O’ 
the Pines, Texas, project’’ means the portion 
of the general plan for flood control on Red 
River, Texas, Oklahoma, Arkansas, and Lou-
isiana, below Denison Dam, Texas and Okla-
homa, authorized by section 10 of the Flood 
Control Act of 1946 (60 Stat. 647), at Lake O’ 
the Pines, Texas. 
SEC. 1223. MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL IMPROVE-

MENT PROJECT, TEXAS. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the Secretary should provide 
the necessary resources to expedite the com-
pletion of the required documentation for 

the Matagorda Ship Channel Improvement 
Project in order to ensure that the project is 
not further delayed. 

(b) EXPEDITE.—The Secretary shall, to the 
maximum extent practicable, expedite the 
completion of the required documentation 
for the Matagorda Ship Channel Improve-
ment Project, including— 

(1) the supplemental environmental impact 
statement and the associated record of deci-
sion; 

(2) the dredged material management plan; 
and 

(3) a post-authorization change report, if 
applicable. 

(c) PRECONSTRUCTION PLANNING, ENGINEER-
ING, AND DESIGN.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that the Matagorda Ship Channel Im-
provement Project is justified in a completed 
report and if the project requires an addi-
tional authorization from Congress pursuant 
to that report, the Secretary shall proceed 
directly to preconstruction planning, engi-
neering, and design on the project. 

(d) DEFINITION OF MATAGORDA SHIP CHAN-
NEL IMPROVEMENT PROJECT.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘Matagorda Ship Channel Improve-
ment Project’’ means the project for naviga-
tion, Matagorda Ship Channel Improvement 
Project, Port Lavaca, Texas, authorized by 
section 401(1) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2734). 
SEC. 1224. WACO LAKE, TEXAS. 

The Secretary shall, to the maximum ex-
tent practicable, expedite the review of, and 
give due consideration to, the request from 
the City of Waco, Texas, that the Secretary 
apply section 147 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 701q–1) to 
the embankment adjacent to Waco Lake in 
Waco, Texas. 
SEC. 1225. COASTAL WASHINGTON. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-
ized to carry out comprehensive studies for 
riverine and coastal flooding of coastal areas 
in the State of Washington. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out a 
study under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) conduct a comprehensive analysis of 
current riverine and coastal flooding and 
corresponding risk reduction measures with 
an emphasis on resiliency to maintain or en-
hance current levels of risk management in 
response to changing conditions; 

(2) establish a method of projecting sea 
level rise with limited tide gage information 
and develop applicable tools to address the 
unique coastal flooding process in the Pa-
cific Northwest region; 

(3) conduct research and development to 
understand the atmospheric, oceanic, geo-
logic, and coastal forcing and response con-
ditions necessary to develop a numerical 
modeling system that may be used for devel-
oping coastal hazard data, and how to best 
include that information in such a modeling 
system; 

(4) identify coastal vulnerabilities and 
risks in riverine and coastal areas due to sea 
level change, extreme weather, and increased 
coastal storm risk; 

(5) identify Tribal and economically dis-
advantaged communities (as defined by the 
Secretary under section 160 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note)) with riverine and coastal flooding 
vulnerabilities and risks; and 

(6) recommend actions necessary to protect 
critical public infrastructure, communities, 
and critical natural or cultural resources. 

(c) DATA NEEDS.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall, to the maximum 
extent practicable and where appropriate, 
use existing data provided to the Secretary 
by Federal and State agencies, Indian Tribes, 
and other stakeholders, including data ob-
tained through other Federal programs. 

SEC. 1226. KANAWHA RIVER BASIN. 
Section 1207 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1686) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary shall’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) PROJECTS AND SEPARABLE ELEMENTS.— 

For an authorized project or a separable ele-
ment of an authorized project that is rec-
ommended as a result of a study carried out 
by the Secretary under subsection (a) bene-
fitting an economically disadvantaged com-
munity (as defined by the Secretary under 
section 160 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)) in the 
State of West Virginia, the non-Federal 
share of the cost of the project or separable 
element of a project shall be 10 percent.’’. 
SEC. 1227. UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SYSTEM 

FLOOD RISK AND RESILIENCY 
STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall con-
duct a study to evaluate and recommend 
local and systemic measures to improve 
flood resiliency and reduce flood risk in the 
floodplain, including the floodway, of the 
Upper Mississippi River System. 

(b) COMPONENTS.—In carrying out the 
study required under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall— 

(1) develop recommendations to reduce 
costs and damages associated with flooding 
and enable people located in areas adjacent 
to, and economies dependent on, the Upper 
Mississippi River System to be more resil-
ient to flood events; 

(2) identify opportunities to support navi-
gation, environmental sustainability, and 
environmental restoration goals for the 
Upper Mississippi River System, including 
recommending measures that are incidental 
flood risk measures that may achieve such 
goals; 

(3) describe the existing flood risk condi-
tions of the Upper Mississippi River System; 

(4) develop and recommend integrated, 
comprehensive, and systems-based ap-
proaches for flood risk reduction and flood-
plain management to minimize the threat to 
life, health, safety, and property resulting 
from flooding by using structural and non-
structural measures in the Upper Mississippi 
River System; 

(5) investigate and provide recommenda-
tions for modifications to authorized water 
resources development projects in Upper 
Mississippi River States within the flood-
plain of the Upper Mississippi River System, 
including modifications to the authorized 
purposes of such projects to further flood 
risk management and resiliency; 

(6) perform a systemic analysis of flood re-
siliency and flood risk to determine the fea-
sibility of protecting authorized water re-
sources development projects for flood con-
trol and navigation in the Upper Mississippi 
River System; 

(7) develop management plans and actions, 
to be carried out by the responsible Federal 
agency or State government, to reduce flood 
risk and improve resiliency in the Upper 
Mississippi River System; 

(8) identify and provide recommendations 
for any necessary changes to Federal or 
State law to carry out recommendations pro-
vided pursuant to this section; 

(9) recommend followup studies of problem 
areas in the Upper Mississippi River System 
for which data or technology does not allow 
immediate solutions; and 

(10) recommend additional monitoring of, 
or systemic adaptive management measures 
for, authorized water resources development 
projects to respond to changing conditions in 
the Upper Mississippi River System. 
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(c) COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION.—In 

carrying out the study required under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) coordinate with the Upper Mississippi 
River States, including collectively through 
the Upper Mississippi River Basin Associa-
tion; 

(2) consult with the appropriate Federal 
agencies, levee and drainage districts, and 
units of local government, and the Mis-
sissippi River Commission; and 

(3) seek and consider input from the Upper 
Mississippi navigation industry, agriculture 
and conservation organizations, and other 
interested parties in such States. 

(d) CONTINUATION OF STUDY.—The following 
studies shall be considered a continuation of 
the study carried out under subsection (a): 

(1) Any study recommended to be carried 
out in a report that the Chief of Engineers 
prepares for the study conducted under this 
section. 

(2) Any study spun off from the study con-
ducted under this section before completion 
of such study. 

(e) CORPS OF ENGINEERS DISTRICT.—The 
Secretary shall carry out the study required 
under subsection (a) through the St. Louis 
District in the Mississippi Valley Division of 
the Corps of Engineers. 

(f) COST SHARE.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the study carried out under sub-
section (a) and any study carried out pursu-
ant to subsection (d) shall be 75 percent. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER STATE.—The 

term ‘‘Upper Mississippi River State’’ means 
any of the States of Illinois, Iowa, Min-
nesota, Missouri, or Wisconsin. 

(2) UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SYSTEM.—The 
term ‘‘Upper Mississippi River System’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 1103(b) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 652(b)). 
SEC. 1228. BRIEFING ON STATUS OF CERTAIN AC-

TIVITIES ON MISSOURI RIVER. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 30 days 

after the date on which the consultation 
under section 7 of the Endangered Species 
Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536) that was reiniti-
ated by the Secretary for the operation of 
the Missouri River Mainstem Reservoir Sys-
tem, the operation and maintenance of the 
Bank Stabilization and Navigation Project, 
the operation of the Kansas River Reservoir 
System, and the implementation of the Mis-
souri River Recovery Management Plan is 
completed, the Secretary shall brief on the 
outcomes of such consultation the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—The briefing required 
under subsection (a) shall include a discus-
sion of— 

(1) any biological opinions that result from 
the consultation described under subsection 
(a), including any actions that the Secretary 
is required to undertake pursuant to such bi-
ological opinions; and 

(2) any forthcoming requests from the Sec-
retary to Congress to provide funding in 
order carry out the actions described in 
paragraph (1). 
SEC. 1229. OGALLALA AQUIFER. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in coordi-
nation with relevant Federal and state agen-
cies and non-Federal interests, is authorized 
to conduct a comprehensive study on water 
supply, availability, drought resilience, aqui-
fer recharge, and causes of aquifer depletion, 
for those regions overlying the Ogallala Aq-
uifer. 

(b) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall be construed as authorizing a fea-
sibility study or providing construction au-

thority for any project to divert or facilitate 
the diversion of water outside of the Mis-
souri River Basin. 
SEC. 1230. NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES 

STUDY ON UPPER RIO GRANDE 
BASIN. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall seek 
to enter into an agreement with the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences to prepare a re-
port containing— 

(1) the results of a study on the manage-
ment and operations by the Corps of Engi-
neers of the dams and reservoirs in the Upper 
Rio Grande Basin, including the Heron, El 
Vado, Abiquiu, Cochiti, Jemez Canyon, and 
Elephant Butte dams and reservoirs; and 

(2) recommendations for future manage-
ment and operation strategies for the Corps 
of Engineers for such dams and reservoirs 
with a goal of optimizing currently author-
ized project purposes and enhancing resil-
iency, including to drought and weather 
variations. 

(b) CONSULTATION.—In preparing the report 
under subsection (a), the National Academy 
of Sciences shall consult with relevant Fed-
eral agencies. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this section, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate the report prepared under subsection 
(a). 
SEC. 1231. UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN 

COMPREHENSIVE FLOOD DAMAGE 
REDUCTION FEASIBILITY STUDY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall, at 
the request of a non-Federal interest, com-
plete a feasibility study for comprehensive 
flood damage reduction, Upper Susquehanna 
River Basin, New York. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
feasibility study under subsection (a), the 
Secretary shall— 

(1) use, for purposes of meeting the require-
ments of a final feasibility study, informa-
tion from the feasibility study completion 
report entitled ‘‘Upper Susquehanna River 
Basin, New York, Comprehensive Flood 
Damage Reduction’’ and dated January 2020; 
and 

(2) re-evaluate project benefits, as deter-
mined using the framework described in the 
final rule promulgated by the Corps of Engi-
neers under Docket Number COE–2023–0005, 
including a consideration of economically 
disadvantaged communities (as defined by 
the Secretary under section 160 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note)). 
SEC. 1232. TECHNICAL CORRECTION, WALLA 

WALLA RIVER. 
Section 8201(a)(76) of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3744) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(76) WALLA WALLA RIVER BASIN, OREGON 
AND WASHINGTON.— 

‘‘(A) NURSERY REACH, WALLA WALLA RIVER, 
OREGON.—Project for ecosystem restoration, 
Nursery Reach, Walla Walla River, Oregon. 

‘‘(B) MILL CREEK, WALLA WALLA RIVER 
BASIN, WASHINGTON.—Project for ecosystem 
restoration, Mill Creek and Mill Creek Flood 
Control Zone District Channel, Wash-
ington.’’. 
SEC. 1233. DAM SAFETY ASSURANCE CONSIDER-

ATION. 
The Secretary shall expedite the review of, 

and give due consideration to, a request from 
the relevant Federal power marketing ad-
ministration that the Secretary apply sec-
tion 1203 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 467n) to the 
projects for dam safety at Garrison Dam, 
North Dakota and Oahe Dam, South Dakota. 

SEC. 1234. SEA SPARROW ACCOUNTING. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall share 

data and coordinate with relevant Federal, 
State, and local agencies to obtain an accu-
rate count of Cape Sable Seaside Sparrows in 
Florida during each year and, to the max-
imum extent practicable, during the 5-year 
period preceding each such year. 

(b) SUBMISSION OF INFORMATION TO CON-
GRESS.—Not later than 90 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter during the 10-year period begin-
ning on such date of enactment, the Sec-
retary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate the information obtained under sub-
section (a). 
SEC. 1235. REPORT ON EFFORTS TO MONITOR, 

CONTROL, AND ERADICATE 
INVASIVE SPECIES. 

(a) DEFINITION OF INVASIVE SPECIES.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘invasive species’’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 1 of 
Executive Order 13112 (42 U.S.C. 4321 note; re-
lating to invasive species). 

(b) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall conduct, and submit 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 re-
sults of, an assessment of the efforts by the 
Secretary to monitor, control, and eradicate 
invasive species at water resources develop-
ment projects across the United States. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The report under sub-
section (b) shall include— 

(1) a description of— 
(A) the statutory authorities and programs 

used by the Secretary to monitor, control, 
and eradicate invasive species at water re-
sources development projects; and 

(B) a geographically diverse sample of suc-
cessful projects and activities carried out by 
the Secretary to monitor, control, and eradi-
cate invasive species at water resources de-
velopment projects; 

(2) a discussion of— 
(A) the impact of invasive species on the 

ability of the Secretary to carry out the civil 
works mission of the Corps of Engineers; 

(B) the research conducted and techniques 
and technologies used by the Secretary con-
sistent with the applicable statutory au-
thorities described in paragraph (1)(A) to 
monitor, control, and eradicate invasive spe-
cies at water resources development 
projects; and 

(C) the extent to which the Secretary has 
partnered with States and units of local gov-
ernment to monitor, control, and eradicate 
invasive species at water resources develop-
ment projects within the boundaries of those 
States or units of local government; 

(3) an update on the status of the plan de-
veloped by the Secretary pursuant to section 
1108(c) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 2263a(c)); and 

(4) recommendations, including legislative 
recommendations, to further the efforts of 
the Secretary to monitor, control, and eradi-
cate invasive species at water resources de-
velopment projects. 
SEC. 1236. DEADLINE FOR PREVIOUSLY RE-

QUIRED LIST OF COVERED 
PROJECTS. 

Notwithstanding the deadline in paragraph 
(1) of section 8236(c) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3769), the 
Secretary shall provide to the Comptroller 
General of the United States the list of cov-
ered ongoing water resources development 
projects under that paragraph by not later 
than 30 days after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 
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SEC. 1237. EXAMINATION OF REDUCTION OF 

MICROPLASTICS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 18 months 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the Secretary, acting through the Director 
of the Engineer Research and Development 
Center and, where appropriate, in consulta-
tion with other Federal agencies, shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives a report that 
identifies potential measures that may be 
implemented to reduce the release of micro-
plastics into the environment associated 
with carrying out the civil works missions of 
the Corps of Engineers. 

(b) FOCUS AREAS.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall, at a min-
imum,— 

(1) review and identify measures to reduce 
the release of microplastics associated with 
sandblasting or hydro-blasting vessels owned 
or operated by the Corps of Engineers; 

(2) determine the extent to which natural 
features or nature-based features can be used 
effectively to reduce the release of micro-
plastics into the environment; and 

(3) describe the potential costs and bene-
fits, and the effects on the timeline for car-
rying out water resources development 
projects, of implementing measures to re-
duce the release of microplastics into the en-
vironment. 
SEC. 1238. POST-DISASTER WATERSHED ASSESS-

MENT FOR IMPACTED AREAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall carry 

out a post-disaster watershed assessment 
under section 3025 of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 2267b) for the following areas: 

(1) Areas of Maui, Hawaii, impacted by the 
August 2023 wildfires. 

(2) Areas near Belen, New Mexico, im-
pacted by the April 2022 wildfires. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
18 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Secretary shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representative and the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate a report on the status of the post- 
disaster watershed assessments carried out 
under subsection (a). 
SEC. 1239. STUDY ON LAND VALUATION PROCE-

DURES FOR THE TRIBAL PARTNER-
SHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITION OF TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP 
PROGRAM.—In this section, the term ‘‘Tribal 
Partnership Program’’ means the Tribal 
Partnership Program established under sec-
tion 203 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2000 (33 U.S.C. 2269). 

(b) STUDY REQUIRED.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall carry out, and submit 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 describing 
the results of, a study on appropriate proce-
dures for determining the value of real es-
tate and cost-share contributions for 
projects under the Tribal Partnership Pro-
gram. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The report required 
under subsection (b) shall include— 

(1) an evaluation of the procedures used for 
determining the valuation of real estate and 
contribution of real estate value to cost- 
share for projects under the Tribal Partner-
ship Program, including consideration of 
cultural factors that are unique to the Tribal 
Partnership Program and land valuation; 

(2) a description of any existing Federal 
authorities that the Secretary intends to use 
to implement policy changes that result 
from the evaluation under paragraph (1); and 

(3) recommendations for any legislation 
that may be needed to revise land valuation 
or cost-share procedures for the Tribal Part-
nership Program pursuant to the evaluation 
under paragraph (1). 
SEC. 1240. REPORT TO CONGRESS ON LEVEE 

SAFETY GUIDELINES. 
(a) DEFINITION OF LEVEE SAFETY GUIDE-

LINES.—In this section, the term ‘‘levee safe-
ty guidelines’’ means the levee safety guide-
lines established under section 9005(c) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 (33 
U.S.C. 3303a(c)). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary, in coordination with other applicable 
Federal agencies, shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report on the levee safety 
guidelines. 

(c) INCLUSIONS.—The report under sub-
section (b) shall include— 

(1) a description of— 
(A) the levee safety guidelines; 
(B) the process utilized to develop the 

levee safety guidelines; and 
(C) the extent to which the levee safety 

guidelines are being used by Federal, State, 
Tribal, and local agencies; 

(2) an assessment of the requirement for 
the levee safety guidelines to be voluntary 
and a description of actions taken by the 
Secretary and other applicable Federal agen-
cies to ensure that the guidelines are vol-
untary; and 

(3) any recommendations of the Secretary, 
including the extent to which the levee safe-
ty guidelines should be revised. 
SEC. 1241. PUBLIC-PRIVATE PARTNERSHIP 

USER’S GUIDE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall develop and make publicly 
available on an existing website of the Corps 
of Engineers a guide on the use of public-pri-
vate partnerships for water resources devel-
opment projects. 

(b) INCLUSIONS.—In developing the guide 
under subsection (a), the Secretary shall in-
clude— 

(1) a description of— 
(A) applicable authorities and programs of 

the Secretary that allow for the use of pub-
lic-private partnerships to carry out water 
resources development projects; and 

(B) opportunities across the civil works 
program of the Corps of Engineers for the 
use of public-private partnerships, including 
at recreational facilities; 

(2) a summary of prior public-private part-
nerships for water resources development 
projects, including lessons learned and best 
practices from those partnerships and 
projects; 

(3) a discussion of— 
(A) the roles and responsibilities of the 

Corps of Engineers and non-Federal interests 
when using a public-private partnership for a 
water resources development project, includ-
ing the opportunities for risk-sharing; and 

(B) the potential benefits associated with 
using a public-private partnership for a 
water resources development project, includ-
ing the opportunities to accelerate funding 
as compared to the annual appropriations 
process; and 

(4) a description of the process for exe-
cuting a project partnership agreement for a 
water resources development project, includ-
ing any unique considerations when using a 
public-private partnership. 

(c) FLEXIBILITY.—The Secretary may sat-
isfy the requirements of this section by 
modifying an existing partnership handbook 
in accordance with this section. 

SEC. 1242. REVIEW OF AUTHORITIES AND PRO-
GRAMS FOR ALTERNATIVE DELIV-
ERY METHODS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act and 
subject to subsections (b) and (c), the Sec-
retary shall carry out a study of the authori-
ties and programs of the Corps of Engineers 
that facilitate the use of alternative delivery 
methods for water resources development 
projects. 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out the 
study under subsection (a)— 

(1) the authorities and programs that are 
studied shall include— 

(A) section 204 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2232); 

(B) section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 
1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b); and 

(C) section 5014 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note); and 

(2) the Secretary shall— 
(A) evaluate the implementation chal-

lenges, if any, associated with the authori-
ties and programs described in paragraph (1); 

(B) analyze the quantity and types of tech-
nical assistance provided to non-Federal in-
terests by the Secretary under the programs 
and authorities described in paragraph (1); 
and 

(C) assess— 
(i) how each authority and program de-

scribed in paragraph (1) has been used by the 
Secretary and, if applicable, the non-Federal 
interest to facilitate an alternative delivery 
method; 

(ii) the roles and responsibilities of the 
Secretary and the non-Federal interest 
under the authorities and programs de-
scribed in paragraph (1); and 

(iii) the benefits to the Civil Works Pro-
gram of the Corps of Engineers that have ac-
crued from carrying out a water resources 
development project under 1 or more of the 
programs and authorities described in para-
graph (1). 

(c) REPORT.—The Secretary shall submit 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 that— 

(1) describes the findings of the study 
under subsection (a); and 

(2) includes— 
(A) a list of the water resources develop-

ment projects that have been carried out 
pursuant to the authorities and programs de-
scribed in subsection (b)(1); 

(B) a description of the lessons learned and 
best practices identified by the Secretary 
with respect to carrying out the authorities 
and programs described in subsection (b)(1); 
and 

(C) any recommendations to facilitate an 
increased use of an alternative delivery 
method for water resources development 
projects, including legislative recommenda-
tions. 

(d) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date on which the report required 
under subsection (c) is submitted, the Sec-
retary shall, as necessary, update any imple-
mentation guidance to reflect the findings of 
the study under subsection (a). 

(e) DEFINITION OF ALTERNATIVE DELIVERY 
METHOD.—In this section, the term ‘‘alter-
native delivery method’’ means a project de-
livery method that is not the traditional de-
sign-bid-build method, including progressive 
design-build, public-private partnerships, 
and construction manager at risk. 
SEC. 1243. COOPERATION AUTHORITY. 

Section 234 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1996 (33 U.S.C. 2323a) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (c), by inserting ‘‘, includ-
ing the planning and design expertise,’’ after 
‘‘expertise’’; and 
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(2) in subsection (d)(1), by striking 

‘‘$1,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$2,500,000’’. 
SEC. 1244. GAO STUDIES. 

(a) REVIEW OF THE ACCURACY OF PROJECT 
COST ESTIMATES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Comptroller Gen-
eral’’) shall initiate a review of the accuracy 
of the project cost estimates developed by 
the Corps of Engineers for completed and on-
going water resources development projects 
carried out by the Secretary. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In carrying out para-
graph (1), the Comptroller General shall de-
termine the factors, if any, that impact the 
accuracy of the estimates described in that 
subparagraph, including— 

(A) applicable statutory requirements, in-
cluding— 

(i) section 1001 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2282c); and 

(ii) section 905(b) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2282(b)); 
and 

(B) applicable guidance, regulations, and 
policies of the Corps of Engineers. 

(3) INCORPORATION OF PREVIOUS REPORT.—In 
carrying out paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General may incorporate applicable informa-
tion from the report carried out by the 
Comptroller General under section 8236(c) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3769). 

(4) REPORT.—On completion of the review 
conducted under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report on the findings of 
the review and any recommendations that 
result from the review. 

(b) REPORT ON PROJECT LIFESPAN AND IN-
DEMNIFICATION CLAUSE IN PROJECT PARTNER-
SHIP AGREEMENTS.— 

(1) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(A) there are significant concerns about 
whether— 

(i) the indemnification clause, which was 
first applied in 1910 to flood control projects, 
should still be included in project partner-
ship agreements prepared by the Corps of En-
gineers for water resources development 
projects; and 

(ii) non-Federal interests for water re-
sources development projects should be re-
quired to assume full responsibility for 
OMRR&R of water resources development 
projects in perpetuity; 

(B) non-Federal interests have reported 
that the indemnification clause and 
OMRR&R requirements are a barrier to en-
tering into project partnership agreements 
with the Corps of Engineers; 

(C) critical water resources development 
projects are being delayed by years, or not 
pursued at all, due to the barriers described 
in subparagraph (B); and 

(D) legal structures have changed since the 
indemnification clause was first applied and 
there may be more suitable tools available 
to address risk and liability issues. 

(2) ANALYSIS.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall conduct an analysis of 
the implications of— 

(A) the indemnification clause; and 
(B) the assumption of OMRR&R respon-

sibilities by non-Federal interests in per-
petuity for water resources development 
projects. 

(3) INCLUSIONS.—The analysis under para-
graph (2) shall include— 

(A) a review of risk for the Federal Govern-
ment and non-Federal interests with respect 
to removing requirements for the indem-
nification clause; 

(B) an assessment of whether the indem-
nification clause is still necessary given the 
changes in engineering, legal structures, and 
water resources development projects since 
1910, with a focus on the quantity and types 
of claims and takings over time; 

(C) an identification of States with State 
laws that prohibit those States from enter-
ing into agreements that include an indem-
nification clause; 

(D) a comparison to other Federal agencies 
with respect to how those agencies approach 
indemnification and OMRR&R requirements 
in projects, if applicable; 

(E) a review of indemnification and 
OMRR&R requirements for projects that 
States require with respect to agreements 
with cities and localities, if applicable; 

(F) an analysis of the useful lifespan of 
water resources development projects, in-
cluding any variations in that lifespan for 
different types of water resources develop-
ment projects and how changing weather 
patterns and increased extreme weather 
events impact that lifespan; 

(G) a review of situations in which non- 
Federal interests have been unable to meet 
OMRR&R requirements; and 

(H) a review of policy alternatives to 
OMRR&R requirements, such as allowing ex-
tension, reevaluation, or deauthorization of 
water resources development projects. 

(4) REPORT.—On completion of the analysis 
under paragraph (2), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that includes— 

(A) the results of the analysis; and 
(B) any recommendations for changes 

needed to existing law or policy of the Corps 
of Engineers to address those results. 

(5) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) INDEMNIFICATION CLAUSE.—The term 

‘‘indemnification clause’’ means the indem-
nification clause required in project partner-
ship agreements for water resources develop-
ment projects under sections 101(e)(2) and 
103(j)(1)(A) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2211(e)(2), 
2213(j)(1)(A)). 

(B) OMRR&R.—The term ‘‘OMRR&R’’, with 
respect to a water resources development 
project, means operation, maintenance, re-
pair, replacement, and rehabilitation. 

(c) REVIEW OF CERTAIN PERMITS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate a review of the 
section 408 program. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The review by the 
Comptroller General under paragraph (1) 
shall include, at a minimum— 

(A) an identification of trends related to 
the number and types of permits applied for 
each year under the section 408 program; 

(B) an evaluation of— 
(i) the materials developed by the Sec-

retary to educate potential applicants 
about— 

(I) the section 408 program; and 
(II) the process for applying for a permit 

under the section 408 program; 
(ii) the public website of the Corps of Engi-

neers that tracks the status of permits 
issued under the section 408 program, includ-
ing whether the information provided by the 
website is updated in a timely manner; 

(iii) the ability of the districts and divi-
sions of the Corps of Engineers to— 

(I) consistently administer the section 408 
program; 

(II) make timely decisions on a permit re-
quested under the section 408 program; and 

(III) carry out a preapplication meeting 
with the relevant non-Federal entity re-
questing a permit under the section 408 pro-
gram that provides clear, concise, and spe-
cific information on the technical require-
ments of an application for such a permit; 
and 

(iv) the extent to which the Secretary car-
ries out the process for issuing a permit 
under the section 408 program concurrently 
with the review required under the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.), if applicable; 

(C) a determination of the factors, if any, 
that impact the ability of the Secretary to 
adhere to the timelines required for review-
ing and making a decision on an application 
for a permit under the section 408 program; 

(D) ways to expedite the review of applica-
tions for permits under the section 408 pro-
gram, including the use of categorical per-
missions or the establishment of a single of-
fice within the Corps of Engineers to review 
applications for such permits. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the review 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of the review and any 
recommendations that result from the re-
view. 

(4) DEFINITION OF SECTION 408 PROGRAM.—In 
this subsection, the term ‘‘section 408 pro-
gram’’ means the program administered by 
the Secretary pursuant to section 14 of the 
Act of March 3, 1899 (33 U.S.C. 408). 

(d) CORPS OF ENGINEERS MODERNIZATION 
STUDY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of 
opportunities for the Corps of Engineers to 
modernize the civil works program through 
the use of technology, where appropriate, 
and the best available engineering practices. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—In conducting the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall include an assess-
ment of the extent to which— 

(A) existing engineering practices and 
technologies, including digital infrastruc-
ture and 3D modeling technologies, could be 
better utilized by the Corps of Engineers to— 

(i) improve study, planning, and design ef-
forts of the Corps of Engineers to further the 
benefits of water resources development 
projects of the Corps of Engineers; 

(ii) reduce delays and cost overruns of 
water resources development projects, in-
cluding through the improvement of environ-
mental review and permitting processes; 

(iii) provide cost savings over the lifecycle 
of a project, including through improved de-
sign processes or a reduction of operation 
and maintenance costs; 

(iv) facilitate information sharing and 
complex water resources projects, and im-
prove productivity of the Corp of Engineers; 
and 

(v) improve data collection and data shar-
ing capabilities; and 

(B) the Corps of Engineers— 
(i) currently utilizes the engineering prac-

tices and technologies identified under sub-
paragraph (A), including any challenges as-
sociated with— 

(I) costs and the acquisition process; 
(II) the application of such practices and 

technologies; 
(III) interoperability of such technologies 

with the other systems and technologies of 
the Corps of Engineers; and 
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(IV) security concerns associated with such 

technologies and how such concerns may be 
addressed; 

(ii) has effective processes to share best 
practices associated with the engineering 
practices and technologies identified under 
subparagraph (A) among the districts, divi-
sions, and headquarters of the Corps of Engi-
neers; and 

(iii) partners with National Laboratories, 
academic institutions, and other Federal 
agencies. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of the analysis and 
any recommendations that result from the 
analysis. 

(e) STUDY ON EASEMENTS RELATED TO 
WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT 
PROJECTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of 
the use of covered easements that may be 
provided to the Secretary by non-Federal in-
terests in relation to the construction, oper-
ation, or maintenance of a project for flood 
risk management, hurricane and storm dam-
age risk reduction, or ecosystem restoration. 

(2) SCOPE.—In carrying out the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall— 

(A) review— 
(i) the report submitted by the Secretary 

under section 8235(b) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3768); and 

(ii) the existing statutory, regulatory, and 
policy requirements and procedures relating 
to the use of covered easements; and 

(B) assess— 
(i) the minimum rights in property that 

are necessary to construct, operate, or main-
tain projects for flood risk management, 
hurricane and storm damage risk reduction, 
or ecosystem restoration; 

(ii) whether increased use of covered ease-
ments in relation to projects described in 
clause (i) could promote greater participa-
tion from cooperating landowners in address-
ing local flooding or ecosystem restoration 
challenges; 

(iii) whether such increased use could re-
sult in cost savings in the implementation of 
the projects described in clause (i), without 
any reduction in project benefits; and 

(iv) the extent to which the Secretary 
should expand what is considered by the Sec-
retary to be part of a series of estates 
deemed standard for construction, operation, 
or maintenance of a project for flood risk 
management, hurricane and storm damage 
risk reduction, or ecosystem restoration. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of the analysis, includ-
ing any recommendations, including legisla-
tive recommendations, as a result of the 
analysis. 

(4) DEFINITION OF COVERED EASEMENT.—In 
this subsection, the term ‘‘covered ease-
ment’’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 8235(c) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3768). 

(f) MODERNIZATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL RE-
VIEWS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate a review of the 
efforts of the Secretary to facilitate im-
proved environmental review processes for 

project studies, including through the con-
sideration of expanded use of categorical ex-
clusions, environmental assessments, or pro-
grammatic environmental impact state-
ments. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the re-
view under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General of the United States shall— 

(A) describe the actions the Secretary is 
taking or plans to take to implement the 
amendments to the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 
made by section 321 of the Fiscal Responsi-
bility Act of 2023 (Public Law 118–5); 

(B) describe the existing categorical exclu-
sions most frequently used by the Secretary 
to streamline the environmental review of 
project studies; 

(C) consider— 
(i) whether the adoption of additional cat-

egorical exclusions, including those used by 
other Federal agencies, would facilitate the 
environmental review of project studies; 

(ii) whether the adoption of new pro-
grammatic environmental impact state-
ments would facilitate the environmental re-
view of project studies; and 

(iii) whether agreements with other Fed-
eral agencies would facilitate a more effi-
cient process for the environmental review of 
project studies; and 

(D) identify— 
(i) any discrepancies or conflicts, as appli-

cable, between the amendments to the Na-
tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) made by section 321 of the 
Fiscal Responsibility Act of 2023 (Public Law 
118–5) and— 

(I) section 2045 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2348); and 

(II) section 1001 of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2282c); and 

(ii) other issues, as applicable, relating to 
section 2045 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 2348) that are im-
peding the implementation of that section 
consistent with congressional intent. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the review 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of the review, includ-
ing any legislative recommendations, as a 
result of the review. 

(4) DEFINITION OF PROJECT STUDY.—In this 
subsection, the term ‘‘project study’’ means 
a feasibility study for a project carried out 
pursuant to section 905 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 
2282). 

(g) STUDY ON DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL 
SITE CONSTRUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General 
shall conduct a study that— 

(A) assesses the costs and limitations of 
the construction of various types of dredged 
material disposal sites, with a particular 
focus on aquatic confined placement struc-
tures in the Lower Columbia River; and 

(B) includes a comparison of— 
(i) the operation and maintenance needs 

and costs associated with the availability of 
aquatic confined placement structures; and 

(ii) the operation and maintenance needs 
and costs associated with the lack of avail-
ability of aquatic confined placement struc-
tures. 

(2) REPORT.—On completion of the study 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of the study, and any 

recommendations that result from that 
study. 

(h) GAO STUDY ON DISTRIBUTION OF FUND-
ING FROM THE HARBOR MAINTENANCE TRUST 
FUND.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of 
the distribution of funding from the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In conducting the 
analysis under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall assess— 

(A) the implementation of provisions re-
lated to the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund 
in the Water Resources Development Act of 
2020 (134 Stat. 2615) and the amendments 
made by that Act by the Corps of Engineers, 
including— 

(i) changes to the budgetary treatment of 
funding from the Harbor Maintenance Trust 
Fund; and 

(ii) amendments to the definitions of the 
terms ‘‘donor ports’’, ‘‘medium-sized donor 
parts’’, and ‘‘energy transfer ports’’ under 
section 2106(a) of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
2238c(a)), including— 

(I) the reliability of metrics, data for those 
metrics, and sources for that data used by 
the Corps of Engineers to determine if a port 
satisfies the requirements of 1 or more of 
those definitions; and 

(II) the extent of the impact of cyclical 
dredging cycles for operations and mainte-
nance activities and deep draft navigation 
construction projects on the ability of ports 
to meet the requirements of 1 or more of 
those definitions; and 

(B) the amount of Harbor Maintenance 
Trust Fund funding in the annual appropria-
tions Acts enacted after the date of enact-
ment of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2615), including an anal-
ysis of— 

(i) the allocation of funding to donor ports 
and energy transfer ports (as those terms are 
defined in section 2106(a) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2238c(a))) and the use of that fund-
ing by those ports; 

(ii) activities funded pursuant to section 
210 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2238); and 

(iii) challenges associated with expending 
the remaining balance of the Harbor Mainte-
nance Trust Fund. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report describing the findings of the analysis 
and any recommendations that result from 
that analysis. 

(5) DEFINITION OF HARBOR MAINTENANCE 
TRUST FUND.—In this subsection, the term 
‘‘Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund’’ means 
the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund estab-
lished by section 9505(a) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986. 

(i) STUDY ON ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of— 

(A) the costs and benefits of the environ-
mental justice initiatives of the Secretary 
with respect to the civil works program; and 

(B) the positive and negative effects on the 
civil works program of those environmental 
justice initiatives. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—The analysis under para-
graph (1) shall include, at a minimum, a re-
view of projects carried out by the Secretary 
during fiscal year 2023 and fiscal year 2024 
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pursuant to the environmental justice initia-
tives of the Secretary with respect to the 
civil works program. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report describing any findings of the anal-
ysis. 

(j) STUDY ON DONOR PORTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
initiate a review of the treatment of donor 
ports under section 2106 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2238c) that includes— 

(A) a description of the funding available 
to donor ports under such section, including 
a description of how eligibility for such 
donor ports has been modified; 

(B) a summary of all funds that have been 
provided to donor ports under such section; 

(C) an assessment of how the Secretary 
provides funding under such section to donor 
ports, including— 

(i) a complete description of the process 
and data used to determine eligibility; and 

(ii) the impact construction and mainte-
nance projects, including maintenance 
dredging and deep draft navigation construc-
tion projects, have on donor port eligibility; 

(D) an assessment of other major container 
ports that are not currently eligible as a 
donor port under such section and a descrip-
tion of the criteria that exclude such con-
tainer ports from eligibility; and 

(E) recommendations to improve the provi-
sion of funds under such section. 

(2) REPORT.—Upon completion of the re-
view required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report containing the 
results of such review. 

(k) STUDY ON CORPS OF ENGINEERS DIS-
ASTER PREPAREDNESS, RESPONSE, AND RE-
LATED INFORMATION COLLECTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of 
Corps of Engineers disaster preparedness and 
response activities, including— 

(A) an accounting of postdisaster expendi-
tures from the ‘‘Corp of Engineers–Civil– 
Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies’’ ac-
count and from any post-disaster supple-
mental appropriations Act for each of fiscal 
years 2004 through 2023, including— 

(i) any budget requests made for such ac-
count or supplemental appropriations for the 
civil works program of the Corp of Engi-
neers; 

(ii) the total combined amount of funding 
for each fiscal year from such account and 
such appropriations Act; 

(iii) the amounts transferred to such ac-
count from other accounts of the Corps of 
Engineers to cover a funding shortfall for 
postdisaster activities in each fiscal year; 

(iv) the name and location of the author-
ized water resources development projects 
impacted by the transfer of funds described 
in clause (iii); 

(v) a summary of the activities and actions 
carried out with amounts available in such 
account or from such supplemental appro-
priations Acts, including the amount pro-
vided for salaries and expenses; and 

(B) an assessment and description of— 
(i) any contributing factors that resulted 

in any annual variability in the amounts de-
scribed in clauses (i), (ii), and (iii); and 

(ii) budgetary trends in the provision of 
post-disaster assistance that may impact fu-
ture spending through such account or from 
such supplemental appropriations Acts; and 

(iii) any impact of post-disaster supple-
mental appropriations on emergency re-
sponse activities; 

(C) an evaluation of— 
(i) the publicly available information on 

disaster response and preparedness related to 
authorized water resources development 
projects, such as levees; 

(ii) the impacts of natural disasters on au-
thorized water resources development 
projects, including how such disasters affect 
the performance of such projects and resil-
iency of such projects to such disasters; and 

(iii) whether the Corps of Engineers uti-
lizes, or shares with non-Federal interests, 
information regarding such impacts in as-
sessing whether modifications to such 
projects would reduce the likelihood of re-
petitive impacts or be in the public interest; 
and 

(D) recommendations to improve the provi-
sion of assistance for response to natural dis-
asters under section 5 of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n). 

(2) REPORT.—Upon completion of the anal-
ysis required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the findings 
of such analysis. 

(l) STUDY ON HOMELESS ENCAMPMENTS ON 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS PROPERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of— 

(A) unauthorized homeless encampments 
on water resources development projects 
constructed by the Corps of Engineers and 
lands owned or under the control of the 
Corps of Engineers; 

(B) any actual or potential impacts of such 
encampments on the construction, operation 
and maintenance, or management of such 
projects and lands, including potential im-
pacts on flood risk reduction or ecosystem 
restoration efforts, water quality, or public 
safety; 

(C) efforts to remove or deter such encamp-
ments from such projects and lands, or re-
move any materials associated with such en-
campments that are unauthorized to be 
present and pose a potential threat to public 
safety, including manmade, flammable mate-
rials in urban and arid regions; and 

(D) constraints on the ability of the Corps 
of Engineers to remove or deter such en-
campments due to Federal, State, or local 
laws, regulations, or ordinances. 

(2) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the 
analysis required under paragraph (1), the 
Comptroller General shall consult with the 
Secretary, the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency, and other relevant Federal, State, 
and local government officials and interested 
parties. 

(3) REPORT.—Upon completion of the anal-
ysis required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the findings 
of such analysis. 

(m) STUDY ON FEDERAL-STATE DATA SHAR-
ING EFFORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of 
the coordination of the Secretary with other 
Federal and State agencies and academic in-

stitutions in carrying out the development, 
update, modernization, and utilization of sci-
entific, peer-reviewed data on the predict-
ability of future resiliency, sea-level rise, 
and flood impacts. 

(2) SCOPE.—In conducting the analysis re-
quired under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General shall— 

(A) consult with the Secretary, the heads 
of other relevant Federal and State agencies, 
and academic institutions that collect, ana-
lyze, synthesize, and utilize scientific, peer- 
reviewed data on the predictability of future 
resiliency, sea-level rise, and flooding 
events; 

(B) examine the methodologies and mecha-
nisms for collecting, analyzing, synthesizing, 
and verifying such data; and 

(C) review and report on the opportunities 
for, and appropriateness of, the Secretary 
and relevant non-Federal interests to utilize 
such data in the planning, design, construc-
tion, and operation and maintenance of au-
thorized water resources development 
projects. 

(3) REPORT.—Upon completion of the anal-
ysis required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the findings 
of such analysis. 

(n) STUDY ON INSTITUTIONAL BARRIERS TO 
NATURE-BASED FEATURES.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of— 

(A) nature-based features that are incor-
porated into authorized water resources de-
velopment projects by the Corps of Engineers 
and the type of such projects; 

(B) any limitation on the authority of the 
Secretary to incorporate nature-based fea-
tures into authorized water resources devel-
opment projects; 

(C) regulatory processes necessary for the 
use of nature-based features, including per-
mitting timelines; 

(D) the level of efficacy and effectiveness 
of nature-based features at authorized water 
resources development projects that have— 

(i) utilized such nature-based features; and 
(ii) undergone extreme weather events, in-

cluding hurricanes; and 
(E) institutional barriers within the Corps 

of Engineers preventing broader consider-
ation and integration of nature-based fea-
tures, including— 

(i) staff experience with, and expertise on, 
nature-based features; 

(ii) official Corps of Engineers guidance on 
nature-based features; 

(iii) time constraints or other expediency 
expectations; or 

(iv) life cycle costs associated with incor-
porating nature-based features into water re-
sources development projects. 

(2) REPORT.—Upon completion of the anal-
ysis required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the findings 
of such analysis. 

(3) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 
term ‘‘nature-based feature’’ has the mean-
ing given the terms ‘‘natural feature’’ and 
‘‘nature-based feature’’ in section 1184 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2016 (32 
U.S.C. 2289a). 

(o) STUDY ON ECOSYSTEM SERVICES.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate an analysis of 
the use of ecosystem restoration by the 
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Corps of Engineers for flood control or flood 
risk management projects. 

(2) SCOPE.—In conducting the analysis 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall assess— 

(A) how the Corps of Engineers complies, 
integrates, and prioritizes ecosystem res-
toration in benefit-cost analysis and genera-
tion of project alternatives; 

(B) the geographic distribution and fre-
quency of ecosystem restoration for flood 
control or flood risk management projects; 

(C) the rationale and benefit-cost analyses 
that drive decisions to incorporate eco-
system restoration into flood control or 
flood risk management projects; 

(D) the additional long-term comprehen-
sive benefits to local communities related to 
ecosystem restoration for flood control or 
flood risk management projects; 

(E) recommendations for prioritizing eco-
system restoration as a tool for flood control 
and flood risk management projects; and 

(F) the percentage of the annual construc-
tion budget utilized for ecosystem restora-
tion projects over the past 5 years at flood 
control or flood risk management projects. 

(3) REPORT.—Upon completion of the anal-
ysis required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate a report on the findings 
of such analysis. 

(p) STUDY ON TRIBAL COORDINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall initiate a review of the 
Corps of Engineers procedures to address the 
discovery of Tribal historic or cultural re-
sources, including village sites, burial sites, 
and human remains, at authorized water re-
sources development projects. 

(2) SCOPE.—In conducting the review re-
quired under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General shall— 

(A) evaluate the implementation of the 
Tribal Liaison requirements under section 
8112 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 2281a); 

(B) describe the procedures used by the 
Corps of Engineers when Tribal historic or 
cultural resources are identified at author-
ized water resources development projects, 
including— 

(i) coordination with relevant Tribes, Fed-
eral, State, and local agencies; 

(ii) the role and effectiveness of the Tribal 
Liaison; 

(iii) recovery and reburial standards; 
(iv) any differences in procedures used by 

each Corps of Engineers district; and 
(v) as applicable, the implementation of 

the requirements of section 306108 of title 54, 
United States Code (formerly known as sec-
tion 106 of the National Historic Preserva-
tion Act) or the Native American Graves 
Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. 
3001 et seq); and 

(C) provide recommendations to improve 
the coordination between the Corps of Engi-
neers and Tribes for the identification and 
recovery of Tribal historic and cultural re-
sources discovered at authorized water re-
sources development projects. 

(3) PRIORITIZATION.—In conducting the re-
view required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall prioritize reviewing 
procedures used by the Sacramento District 
in the South Pacific Division of the Corps of 
Engineers. 

(4) REPORT.—Upon completion of the re-
view required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works of the Senate a report on the findings 
of such review. 

(q) STUDY ON THE CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
ROLE IN SUPPORT OF FEMA MISSIONS AND RE-
LATED INFORMATION COLLECTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall complete a review of 
the Corps of Engineers and its role in sup-
port of Federal Emergency Management 
Agency missions beginning with fiscal year 
2014, including— 

(A) a description with costs and funding 
sources of all data, methodological advice, 
information, models, and analysis that the 
Corps of Engineers has provided to the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency to-
gether with an assessment of the fitness of 
such information for policy purposes in rela-
tion to— 

(i) floodplain mapping; 
(ii) flood insurance, including the Risk 

Rating 2.0 flood insurance pricing method-
ology; and 

(iii) determination of the flood risk reduc-
tion provided by structural and non-
structural flood risk reduction projects, in-
cluding levee systems, both accredited and 
non-accredited; and 

(B) evaluation of the Corps of Engineers 
application of and compliance with section 
515 of the Treasury and General Government 
Appropriations Act, 2001 (commonly known 
as the ‘‘Information Quality Act of 2000’’) 
(Public Law 106–554, 114 Stat. 2763A–153) and 
the Foundations for Evidence-Based Policy-
making Act of 2018 (Public Law 115–435, 132 
Stat. 5529), including the amendments made 
by that Act, and associated guidelines issued 
by the Office of Management and Budget, in 
ensuring the fitness of data and information 
used by the Corps of Engineers and the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency as 
foundations for agency guidance, rules, and 
policymaking. 

(2) SCOPE.—In conducting the review re-
quired under paragraph (1), the Comptroller 
General shall examine— 

(A) discharge of the Secretary’s duties 
under section 3014 of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (42 
U.S.C. 4131); and 

(B) administration of activities pursuant 
to National Levee Safety Act of 2007 (33 
U.S.C. 3301 et seq.), section 1123 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2018 (33 U.S.C. 
3306), and section 8121 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 3307), in 
order to establish— 

(i) an assessment of Corps of Engineers use 
of peer review under section 515 of the Treas-
ury and General Government Appropriations 
Act, 2001 (commonly known as the ‘‘Informa-
tion Quality Act of 2000’’) (Public Law 106– 
554, 114 Stat. 2763A–153); 

(ii) the degree to which data, methodo-
logical advice, information, models, and 
analysis are freely accessible to the public; 

(iii) the degree to which data, methodo-
logical advice, information, models, and 
analysis are transparent and reproducible by 
the public; 

(iv) the views of the public and affected 
parties on how the Corps of Engineers should 
uphold the data quality and evidence-based 
policymaking objectives of such section 515 
of the Treasury and General Government Ap-
propriations Act, 2001 and the Foundations 
for Evidence-Based Policymaking Act of 2018 
(Public Law 115–435, 132 Stat. 5529), including 
the amendments made by that Act; 

(v) the immediate and long-term impacts 
of the Corps of Engineers support to Federal 
Emergency Management Agency for affected 
communities, units of local government (in-
cluding levee and drainage districts), and 
property owners, including the prioritization 

and justification of flood risk management 
projects; 

(vi) the degree to which Federal coordina-
tion is occurring with affected communities, 
units of local government (including levee 
and drainage districts), and property owners 
in the formulation of agency guidance, rules, 
and policymaking, including agency adher-
ence to section 1317 of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 
4024) in the formulation of the Risk Rating 
2.0 flood insurance pricing methodology; 

(vii) recommendations to the Secretary for 
improving compliance with the provisions of 
law referred to in clause (iv); and 

(viii) recommendations to Congress, as ap-
propriate, on legislation improving Corps of 
Engineers compliance with the provisions of 
law referred to in clause (iv). 

(3) CONSULTATION.—In carrying out the re-
view required under paragraph (1), the Comp-
troller General shall consult with the Office 
of the Engineer Inspector General of the 
Corps of Engineers, the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, levee and drainage dis-
tricts, and units of local government. 

(4) REPORT.—Upon completion of the re-
view required under paragraph (1) and (2), 
the Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate a report on the 
findings of such review. 

(r) REPORT ON MATERIAL CONTAMINATED BY 
A HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE AND THE CIVIL 
WORKS PROGRAM.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General carry out a review of the im-
pact of material contaminated by a haz-
ardous substance on the civil works program 
of the Corps of Engineers, including relevant 
policies, regulations, or guidance of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In developing the re-
view under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) describe— 
(i) with respect to water resources develop-

ment projects— 
(I) the applicable statutory authorities 

that require the removal of material con-
taminated by a hazardous substance; 

(II) the roles and responsibilities of the 
Secretary and non-Federal interests for iden-
tifying and removing material contaminated 
by a hazardous substance; and 

(III) the currently required remediation 
standards for water resources development 
projects where material contaminated by 
hazardous substances are identified, if appli-
cable; and 

(ii) any regulatory actions or decisions 
made by another Federal agency that im-
pact— 

(I) the removal of material contaminated 
by a hazardous substance; and 

(II) the ability of the Secretary to carry 
out the civil works program of the Corps of 
Engineers; 

(B) discuss the impact of material con-
taminated by a hazardous substance on— 

(i) the timely completion of construction 
of water resources development projects; 

(ii) the operation and maintenance of 
water resources development projects, in-
cluding dredging activities of the Corps of 
Engineers to maintain authorized Federal 
depths at ports and along the inland water-
ways; and 

(iii) costs associated with carrying out the 
civil works program of the Corps of Engi-
neers; and 

(C) include any other information that the 
Secretary determines to be appropriate to 
facilitate an understanding of the impact of 
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material contaminated by a hazardous sub-
stance on the civil works program of the 
Corps of Engineers. 

(3) REPORT.—On completion of the review 
under paragraph (1), the Comptroller General 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of such assessment, in-
cluding any legislative recommendations 
that result from such assessment. 

TITLE III—DEAUTHORIZATIONS AND 
MODIFICATIONS 

SEC. 1301. DEAUTHORIZATION OF INACTIVE 
PROJECTS. 

Section 301 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 579d–2) is 
amended by striking subsections (a) through 
(c) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this sec-
tion are— 

‘‘(1) to identify water resources develop-
ment projects, and separable elements of 
projects, authorized by Congress that are no 
longer viable for construction due to— 

‘‘(A) a lack of local support; 
‘‘(B) a lack of available Federal or non- 

Federal resources; or 
‘‘(C) an authorizing purpose that is no 

longer relevant or feasible; 
‘‘(2) to create an expedited and definitive 

process for Congress to deauthorize water re-
sources development projects and separable 
elements that are no longer viable for con-
struction; and 

‘‘(3) to allow the continued authorization 
of water resources development projects and 
separable elements that are viable for con-
struction. 

‘‘(b) PROPOSED DEAUTHORIZATION LIST.— 
‘‘(1) PRELIMINARY LIST OF PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall de-

velop a preliminary list of each water re-
sources development project, or separable 
element of a project, authorized for con-
struction before June 10, 2014, for which— 

‘‘(i) planning, design, or construction was 
not initiated before the date of enactment of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2024; or 

‘‘(ii) planning, design, or construction was 
initiated before the date of enactment of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2024, 
but for which no funds, Federal or non-Fed-
eral, were obligated for planning, design, or 
construction of the project or separable ele-
ment of the project during the current fiscal 
year or any of the 10 preceding fiscal years. 

‘‘(B) USE OF COMPREHENSIVE CONSTRUCTION 
BACKLOG AND OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 
REPORT.—The Secretary may develop the 
preliminary list from the comprehensive 
construction backlog and operation and 
maintenance reports developed pursuant to 
section 1001(b)(2) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 579a). 

‘‘(2) PREPARATION OF PROPOSED DEAUTHOR-
IZATION LIST.— 

‘‘(A) PROPOSED LIST AND ESTIMATED DE-
AUTHORIZATION AMOUNT.—The Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(i) prepare a proposed list of projects for 
deauthorization comprised of a subset of 
projects and separable elements identified on 
the preliminary list developed under para-
graph (1) that are projects or separable ele-
ments described in subsection (a)(1), as de-
termined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(ii) include with such proposed list an es-
timate, in the aggregate, of the Federal cost 
to complete such projects. 

‘‘(B) DETERMINATION OF FEDERAL COST TO 
COMPLETE.—For purposes of subparagraph 
(A), the Federal cost to complete shall take 
into account any allowances authorized by 
section 902 of the Water Resources Develop-

ment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2280), as applied 
to the most recent project schedule and cost 
estimate. 

‘‘(3) PUBLIC COMMENT AND CONSULTATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall so-

licit comments from the public and the Gov-
ernors of each applicable State on the pro-
posed deauthorization list prepared under 
paragraph (2)(A). 

‘‘(B) COMMENT PERIOD.—The public com-
ment period shall be 90 days. 

‘‘(4) PREPARATION OF FINAL DEAUTHORIZA-
TION LIST.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pre-
pare a final deauthorization list by— 

‘‘(i) considering any comments received 
under paragraph (3); and 

‘‘(ii) revising the proposed deauthorization 
list prepared under paragraph (2)(A) as the 
Secretary determines necessary to respond 
to such comments. 

‘‘(B) APPENDIX.—The Secretary shall in-
clude as part of the final deauthorization list 
an appendix that— 

‘‘(i) identifies each project or separable ele-
ment on the proposed deauthorization list 
that is not included on the final deauthoriza-
tion list; and 

‘‘(ii) describes the reasons why the project 
or separable element is not included on the 
final deauthorization list. 

‘‘(c) SUBMISSION OF FINAL DEAUTHORIZATION 
LIST TO CONGRESS FOR CONGRESSIONAL RE-
VIEW; PUBLICATION.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the close of the comment 
period under subsection (b)(3), the Secretary 
shall— 

‘‘(A) submit the final deauthorization list 
and appendix prepared under subsection 
(b)(4) to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate; and 

‘‘(B) publish the final deauthorization list 
and appendix in the Federal Register. 

‘‘(2) EXCLUSIONS.—The Secretary shall not 
include in the final deauthorization list sub-
mitted under paragraph (1) any project or 
separable element with respect to which 
Federal funds for planning, design, or con-
struction are obligated after the develop-
ment of the preliminary list under sub-
section (b)(1)(A) but prior to the submission 
of the final deauthorization list under para-
graph (1)(A) of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 1302. SPECIFIC DEAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) EAST SAN PEDRO BAY, CALIFORNIA.—The 
study for the project for ecosystem restora-
tion, East San Pedro Bay, California, author-
ized by the resolution of the Committee on 
Public Works of the Senate, dated June 25, 
1969, relating to the report of the Chief of 
Engineers for Los Angeles and San Gabriel 
Rivers, Ballona Creek, is no longer author-
ized beginning on the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(b) DEAUTHORIZATION OF DESIGNATED POR-
TIONS OF THE LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE 
AREA, CALIFORNIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The portion of the project 
for flood risk management, Los Angeles 
County Drainage Area, California, author-
ized by section 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 
(chapter 688, 49 Stat. 1589; 50 Stat. 167; 52 
Stat. 1215; 55 Stat. 647; 64 Stat. 177; 104 Stat. 
4611; 136 Stat. 3785), consisting of the flood 
channels described in paragraph (2), are no 
longer authorized beginning on the date that 
is 18 months after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(2) FLOOD CHANNELS DESCRIBED.—The flood 
channels referred to in paragraph (1) are the 
following flood channels operated and main-
tained by the Los Angeles County Flood Con-
trol District, as generally defined in Corps of 
Engineers operations and maintenance 

manuals and as may be further described in 
an agreement entered into under paragraph 
(3): 

(A) Arcadia Wash Channel (Auburn Branch 
Channel). 

(B) Arcadia Wash Channel (Baldwin Ave. 
Branch Channel). 

(C) Arcadia Wash Channel (East Branch 
Channel). 

(D) Arcadia Wash Channel (Lima St. 
Branch Channel). 

(E) Bel Aire Dr./Sunset Canyon Channel. 
(F) Big Dalton Wash Channel. 
(G) Big Dalton Wash Channel (East Branch 

Inlet Channel). 
(H) Blanchard Canyon Channel. 
(I) Blue Gum Canyon Channel. 
(J) Brand Canyon Channel. 
(K) Childs Canyon Channel. 
(L) Dead Horse Canyon Channel. 
(M) Dunsmuir Canyon Channel. 
(N) Eagle Canyon Channel. 
(O) Elmwood Canyon Channel. 
(P) Emerald Wash Channel. 
(Q) Emerald Wash Channel (West Branch). 
(R) Hay Canyon Channel. 
(S) Higgins and Coldwater Canyon. 
(T) Hillcrest Canyon Channel. 
(U) La Tuna Canyon Channel. 
(V) Little Dalton Diversion Channel. 
(W) Little Dalton Wash Channel. 
(X) Live Oak Wash Channel. 
(Y) Mansfield St. Channel. 
(Z) Marshall Creek Channel. 
(AA) Marshall Creek Channel (West 

Branch). 
(BB) Rexford-Monte Mar Branch. 
(CC) Royal Boulevard Channel. 
(DD) Rubio Canyon Diversion Channel. 
(EE) San Dimas Wash Channel. 
(FF) Sawtelle Channel. 
(GG) Shields Canyon Channel. 
(HH) Sierra Madre Villa Channel. 
(II) Sierra Madre Wash. 
(JJ) Sierra Madre Wash Inlet. 
(KK) Snover Canyon Channel. 
(LL) Stough Canyon Channel. 
(MM) Thompson Creek Channel. 
(NN) Walnut Creek Channel. 
(OO) Webber Canyon Channel. 
(PP) Westwood Branch Channel. 
(QQ) Wilson Canyon Channel. 
(RR) Winery Canyon Channel. 
(3) AGREEMENT.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall seek to enter into an agree-
ment with the Los Angeles County Flood 
Control District to ensure that the Los An-
geles County Flood Control District— 

(A) will continue to operate, maintain, re-
pair, rehabilitate, and replace as necessary, 
the flood channels described in paragraph 
(2)— 

(i) in perpetuity at no cost to the United 
States; and 

(ii) in a manner that does not reduce the 
level of flood protection of the project de-
scribed in paragraph (1); 

(B) will retain public ownership of all real 
property required for the continued func-
tioning of the flood channels described in 
paragraph (2), consistent with authorized 
purposes of the project described in para-
graph (1); 

(C) will allow the Corps of Engineers to 
continue to operate, maintain, repair, reha-
bilitate, and replace any appurtenant struc-
tures, such as rain and stream gages, exist-
ing as of the date of enactment of this Act 
and located within the flood channels subject 
to deauthorization under paragraph (1) as 
necessary to ensure the continued func-
tioning of the project described in paragraph 
(1); and 

(D) will hold and save the United States 
harmless from damages due to floods, 
breach, failure, operation, or maintenance of 
the flood channels described in paragraph (2). 
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(4) ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS.—The Secretary 

may accept and expend funds voluntarily 
contributed by the Los Angeles County 
Flood Control District to cover the adminis-
trative costs incurred by the Secretary to— 

(A) enter into an agreement under para-
graph (3); and 

(B) monitor compliance with such agree-
ment. 

(c) BRIDGEPORT HARBOR, CONNECTICUT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The portion of the project 

for navigation, Bridgeport Harbor, Con-
necticut, authorized by the first section of 
the Act of July 24, 1946 (chapter 595, 60 Stat. 
634; 72 Stat. 297), described in paragraph (2) is 
no longer authorized beginning on the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(2) PORTION DESCRIBED.—The portion of the 
project referred to in paragraph (1) is gen-
erally the northeastern corner of the Federal 
Turning Basin at Bridgeport Harbor, imme-
diately south of the previous Cilco Terminal 
and current Dolphins Cove Marina— 

(A) beginning at a point N622921.65, 
E882983.49; 

(B) running east approximately 1243 feet to 
a point N622079.26, E883897.46; 

(C) running southwest approximately 754 
feet to N622244.84, E883162.02; and 

(D) running approximately 700 feet to the 
point of beginning. 

(d) THAMES RIVER, CONNECTICUT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 

enactment of this Act, the 25-foot-deep chan-
nel portion of the project for navigation, 
Thames River, Connecticut, authorized by 
the first section of the Act of July 3, 1930 
(chapter 847, 46 Stat. 918), consisting of the 
area described in paragraph (2), is no longer 
authorized. 

(2) AREA DESCRIBED.—The area referred to 
in paragraph (1) is the area— 

(A) beginning at a point N706550.83, 
E1179497.53; 

(B) running southeasterly about 808.28 feet 
to a point N705766.32, E1179692.10; 

(C) running southeasterly about 2219.17 feet 
to a point N703725.88, E1180564.64; 

(D) running southeasterly about 1594.84 
feet to a point N702349.59, E1181370.46; 

(E) running southwesterly about 483.01 feet 
to a point N701866.63, E1181363.54; 

(F) running northwesterly about 2023.85 
feet to a point N703613.13, E1180340.96; 

(G) running northwesterly about 2001.46 
feet to a point N705453.40, E1179554.02; and 

(H) running northwesterly about 1098.89 
feet to the point described in paragraph (1). 

(e) JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FLORIDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 

enactment of this Act, the project for navi-
gation, Jacksonville Harbor, Florida, author-
ized by section 301 of the River and Harbor 
Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 1090; 113 Stat. 276; 119 
Stat. 2260; 128 Stat. 1364), is modified to de-
authorize the portion of the project de-
scribed in paragraph (2). 

(2) PORTION DESCRIBED.—The portion of the 
project referred to in paragraph (1) is the 
area bounded by the following coordinates: 

(A) E 458361.31, N 2176371.67. 
(B) E 458278.7499, N 2175769.9847. 
(C) E 457946.66, N 2175527.99. 
(f) MASARYKTOWN CANAL, FLORIDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The portion of the project 

for the Four River Basins, Florida, author-
ized by section 203 of the Flood Control Act 
of 1962 (76 Stat. 1183) described in paragraph 
(2) is no longer authorized beginning on the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) PORTION DESCRIBED.—The portion of the 
project referred to in paragraph (1) is the 
Masaryktown Canal C–534, which spans ap-
proximately 5.5 miles from Hernando Coun-
ty, between Ayers Road and County Line 
Road east of United States Route 41, and 
continues south to Pasco County, dis-
charging into Crews Lake. 

(g) SAINT PETERSBURG HARBOR, FLORIDA.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 

enactment of this Act, the portion of the 
project for navigation, Saint Petersburg Har-
bor, Florida, authorized by section 101 of the 
River and Harbor Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 165), 
consisting of the area described in paragraph 
(2) is no longer authorized. 

(2) AREA DESCRIBED.—The area referred to 
in paragraph (1) is the portion of the Federal 
channel located within Bayboro Harbor, at 
approximately -82.635353 W and 27.760977 N, 
south of the Range 300 line and west of the 
Station 71+00 line. 

(h) NORTH BRANCH, CHICAGO RIVER, ILLI-
NOIS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, the portion of the 
project for navigation North Branch channel, 
Chicago River, Illinois, authorized by section 
22 of the Act of March 3, 1899 (chapter 425, 30 
Stat. 1156), consisting of the area described 
in paragraph (2) is no longer authorized. 

(2) AREA DESCRIBED.—The area referred to 
in paragraph (1) is the approximately one- 
mile long segment of the North Branch 
Channel on the east side of Goose Island, 
Chicago River, Illinois. 

(i) CHERRYFIELD DAM, MAINE.—The project 
for flood control, Narraguagus River, 
Cherryfield Dam, Maine, authorized by, and 
constructed pursuant to, section 205 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 U.S.C. 701s) is 
no longer authorized beginning on the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(j) PAPILLION CREEK WATERSHED, NE-
BRASKA.—Beginning on the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the project for flood pro-
tection and other purposes in the Papillion 
Creek Basin, Nebraska, authorized by sec-
tion 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1968 (82 
Stat. 743) is modified to deauthorize the por-
tions of the project known as Dam Site 7 and 
Dam Site 12. 

(k) TRUCKEE RIVER, NEVADA.—Beginning 
on the date of enactment of this Act, the 
project for flood risk management, Truckee 
Meadows, Nevada, authorized by section 
7002(2) of the Water Resources Reform and 
Development Act of 2014 (128 Stat. 1366), is no 
longer authorized. 

(l) NEWTOWN CREEK FEDERAL NAVIGATION 
CHANNEL, NEW YORK.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, the project for navi-
gation, Newtown Creek Federal navigation 
channel, New York, authorized by the first 
section of the Act of March 2, 1919 (chapter 
95, 40 Stat. 1276; 446 Stat. 920; 50 Stat. 845) is 
modified to deauthorize a portion of the 
channel in East Branch, consisting of the 
area described in paragraph (2). 

(2) AREA DESCRIBED.—The area referred to 
in paragraph (1) is the area beginning at a 
point North 40.718066 and West 73.923931, and 
extending upstream. 

(m) SOURIS RIVER BASIN, NORTH DAKOTA.— 
The Talbott’s Nursery portion, consisting of 
approximately 2,600 linear feet of levee, of 
stage 4 of the project for flood control, 
Souris River Basin, North Dakota, author-
ized by section 1124 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4243; 101 
Stat. 1329–111), is no longer authorized begin-
ning on the date of enactment of this Act. 

(n) MONROE BAY AND CREEK FEDERAL CHAN-
NEL, VIRGINIA.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 
enactment of this Act, the project for navi-
gation, Monroe Bay and Creek, Virginia, au-
thorized by the first section of the Act of 
July 3, 1930 (chapter 847, 46 Stat. 922), is 
modified to deauthorize a portion of the 
turning and anchorage basin, consisting of 
the area described in paragraph (2). 

(2) AREA DESCRIBED.—The area referred to 
in paragraph (1) is 500 feet wide by 300 feet 
long of the turning and anchorage basin 

starting at the upstream limit (end) of the 
turning and anchorage basin near Robins 
Grove Port. This area is further defined by 
the following coordinates, Easting: 
1322718.74, Northing: 209016.31; Easting: 
1323145.05, Northing: 208755.00; Easting: 
1322988.29, Northing: 208499.27; Easting: 
1322561.97, Northing: 208760.59. 

(o) SEATTLE HARBOR, WASHINGTON.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Beginning on the date of 

enactment of this Act, the project for navi-
gation, Seattle Harbor, Washington, author-
ized by the first section of the Act of August 
30, 1935 (chapter 831, 49 Stat. 1039), is modi-
fied to deauthorize the portion of the project 
within the East Waterway consisting of the 
area described in paragraph (2). 

(2) AREA DESCRIBED.—The area referred to 
in paragraph (1) is the area— 

(A) beginning at the southwest corner of 
Block 386, Plat of Seattle Tidelands (said 
corner also being a point on the United 
States pierhead line); 

(B) thence north 90°00’00’’ west along the 
projection of the south line of Block 386, 
206.58 feet to the centerline of the East Wa-
terway; 

(C) thence north 14°30’00’’ east along the 
centerline and parallel with the northwest-
erly line of Block 386, 64.83 feet; 

(D) thence north 33°32’59’’ east, 235.85 feet; 
(E) thence north 39°55’22’’ east, 128.70 feet; 
(F) thence north 14°30’00’’ east parallel 

with the northwesterly line of Block 386, 
280.45 feet; 

(G) thence north 90°00’00’’ east, 70.00 feet to 
the pierhead line and the northwesterly line 
of Block 386; and 

(H) thence south 14°30’00’’ west, 650.25 feet 
along said pierhead line and northwesterly 
line of Block 386 to the point of beginning. 

(p) STUDY ON ADDITIONAL DEAUTHORIZA-
TION.—Not later than 18 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit a report to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate on the impacts of deauthorizing of 
the portions of the project for flood protec-
tion on the Lower San Joaquin River and 
tributaries, California, authorized by section 
10 of the Act of December 22, 1944 (chapter 
665, 58 Stat. 901) consisting of the right bank 
of the San Joaquin River between levee 
miles 0.00 on the left bank of the Tuolumne 
River and levee mile 3.76 on the San Joaquin 
River, California. 
SEC. 1303. GENERAL REAUTHORIZATIONS. 

(a) LAS VEGAS, NEVADA.—Section 529(b)(3) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2000 (114 Stat. 2658; 119 Stat. 2255; 125 Stat. 
865; 136 Stat. 4631) is amended by striking 
‘‘$40,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$60,000,000’’. 

(b) INVASIVE SPECIES IN ALPINE LAKES 
PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 507(c) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2020 (16 U.S.C. 
4701 note) is amended by striking ‘‘2028’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2030’’. 

(c) ENVIRONMENTAL BANKS.—Section 309(e) 
of the Coastal Wetlands Planning, Protec-
tion and Restoration Act (16 U.S.C. 3957(e)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘12’’ and inserting ‘‘14’’. 

(d) LEVEE SAFETY INITIATIVE.—Section 
9005(g)(2)(E)(i) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2007 (33 U.S.C. 3303a(g)(2)(E)(i)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘2028’’ and inserting 
‘‘2030’’. 

(e) NON-FEDERAL IMPLEMENTATION PILOT 
PROGRAM.—Section 1043(b) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2201 note) is amended by striking 
‘‘2026’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘2030’’. 

(f) ASIAN CARP PREVENTION AND CONTROL 
PILOT PROGRAM.—Section 509(a) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
610 note) is amended— 
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(1) in paragraph (2)(C)(ii), by striking 

‘‘2024’’ and inserting ‘‘2030’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘2 years 

thereafter’’ and inserting ‘‘2 years after the 
date of enactment of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2024’’. 

(g) TRANSFER OF EXCESS CREDIT.—Section 
1020 of the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 2223) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2028’’ and inserting 
‘‘2030’’ each place it appears. 

(h) PILOT PROGRAMS ON THE FORMULATION 
OF CORPS OF ENGINEERS PROJECTS IN RURAL 
COMMUNITIES AND ECONOMICALLY DISADVAN-
TAGED COMMUNITIES.—Section 118 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 
U.S.C. 2201 note) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘5 years 
and 10 years’’ and inserting ‘‘5 years, 10 
years, and 15 years’’; 

(2) in subsection (g), by striking ‘‘10 years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘15 years’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(h) PRIORITY PROJECTS.—In carrying out 

this section, the Secretary shall prioritize 
the following projects: 

‘‘(1) The project for flood risk manage-
ment, city of Rialto, California, authorized 
by section 1201 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2024. 

‘‘(2) The project for ecosystem restoration 
and recreation, Santa Ana River, Jurupa 
Valley, California, authorized by section 1201 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2024. 

‘‘(3) The project for flood control and other 
purposes, Kentucky River and its tribu-
taries, Kentucky, authorized by section 6 of 
the Act of August 11, 1939 (chapter 699, 53 
Stat. 1416). 

‘‘(4) The project for flood risk manage-
ment, Kentucky River, Kentucky, authorized 
by section 8201(a)(31) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3746). 

‘‘(5) The project for navigation, Hagaman 
Chute, Lake Providence, Louisiana, author-
ized by section 1201 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2024. 

‘‘(6) The project for flood risk manage-
ment, Otero County, New Mexico, authorized 
by section 1201 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2024. 

‘‘(7) The project for flood control and other 
purposes, Susquehanna River Basin, Wil-
liamsport, Pennsylvania, authorized by sec-
tion 5 of the Act of June 22, 1936 (chapter 688, 
49 Stat. 1573). 

‘‘(8) The project for flood risk management 
and ecosystem restoration, Winooski River 
basin, Vermont, authorized by section 1201 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2024. 

‘‘(9) The project for flood risk management 
and sediment management, Grays River, 
Wahkiakum County, Washington, authorized 
by section 1201 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2024.’’. 

(i) REHABILITATION OF EXISTING LEVEES.— 
Section 3017(e) of the Water Resources Re-
form and Development Act of 2014 (33 U.S.C. 
3303a note) is amended by striking ‘‘2028’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2033’’. 

(j) EXTENSION FOR CERTAIN INVASIVE SPE-
CIES PROGRAMS.—Section 104(b)(2)(A) of the 
River and Harbor Act of 1958 (33 U.S.C. 
610(b)(2)(A)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘each of fiscal 
years 2021 through 2024’’ and inserting ‘‘each 
of fiscal years 2025 through 2029’’; and 

(2) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘2028’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2029’’. 
SEC. 1304. ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) NEW PROJECTS.—Section 219(f) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 121 Stat. 1258; 136 
Stat. 3808) is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(406) BUCKEYE, ARIZONA.—$12,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water reclamation, City of Buckeye, Ari-
zona. 

‘‘(407) FLAGSTAFF, ARIZONA.—$5,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing facilities for water reclamation, with-
drawal, treatment, and distribution), Flag-
staff, Arizona. 

‘‘(408) GLENDALE, ARIZONA.—$5,200,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing stormwater management), drainage sys-
tems, and water quality enhancement, Glen-
dale, Arizona. 

‘‘(409) PAGE, ARIZONA.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including 
water reclamation, City of Page, Arizona. 

‘‘(410) SAHUARITA, ARIZONA.—$4,800,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water reclamation, in the town of 
Sahuarita, Arizona. 

‘‘(411) TOHONO O’ODHAM NATION, ARIZONA.— 
$10,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture (including facilities for withdrawal, 
treatment, and distribution), Tohono 
O’odham Nation, Arizona. 

‘‘(412) TUCSON, ARIZONA.—$30,000,000 for en-
vironmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure (including 
water reclamation and recycled water sys-
tems), Tucson, Arizona. 

‘‘(413) WINSLOW, ARIZONA.—$3,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water reclamation, City of Winslow, Ari-
zona. 

‘‘(414) ADELANTO, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
City of Adelanto, California. 

‘‘(415) APTOS, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
town of Aptos, California. 

‘‘(416) SACRAMENTO AND SAN JOAQUIN RIV-
ERS, BAY-DELTA, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing stormwater management), drainage sys-
tems, and water quality enhancement, Sac-
ramento and San Joaquin Rivers, San Fran-
cisco Bay–Sacramento–San Joaquin River 
Delta watershed, California. 

‘‘(417) BISHOP, CALIFORNIA.—$2,500,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
city of Bishop, California. 

‘‘(418) BLOOMINGTON, CALIFORNIA.— 
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in Bloomington, California. 

‘‘(419) BUTTE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$50,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, water supply, environmental restora-
tion, and surface water resource protection 
in Butte County, California. 

‘‘(420) CALIFORNIA CITY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$1,902,808 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in the city 
of California City, California. 

‘‘(421) CARSON, CALIFORNIA.—$11,000,000 for 
water and water supply infrastructure in the 
City of Carson, California. 

‘‘(422) CEDAR GLEN, CALIFORNIA.—$35,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply and water storage, in 
Cedar Glen, California. 

‘‘(423) CULVER CITY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply and drinking water, in 
City of Culver City, California. 

‘‘(424) COLTON, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the city of 
Colton, California. 

‘‘(425) EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$50,000,000 for water and wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater man-

agement, drinking water, and water supply, 
in the City of Los Angeles, California, in-
cluding Sun Valley. 

‘‘(426) FRESNO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$20,000,000 for water and water supply infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, surface water resource protection, and 
environmental restoration, in Fresno Coun-
ty, California. 

‘‘(427) GEORGETOWN DIVIDE PUBLIC UTILITY 
DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA.—$20,500,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including 
water supply and water storage, for commu-
nities served by the Georgetown Divide Pub-
lic Utility District, California. 

‘‘(428) GRAND TERRACE, CALIFORNIA.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the city of Grand Terrace, Cali-
fornia. 

‘‘(429) HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA.—$15,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding related environmental infrastruc-
ture, in the city of Hayward, California. 

‘‘(430) HOLLISTER, CALIFORNIA.—$5,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in 
the city of Hollister, California. 

‘‘(431) KERN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$50,000,000 for water and water supply infra-
structure in Kern County, California. 

‘‘(432) LAKE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in Lake County, California. 

‘‘(433) LAKE TAHOE BASIN.—$20,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, in the communities within 
the Lake Tahoe Basin in Nevada and Cali-
fornia. 

‘‘(434) LA QUINTA, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, in the 
City of La Quinta, California. 

‘‘(435) LAKEWOOD, CALIFORNIA.—$8,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in 
the city of Lakewood, California. 

‘‘(436) LAWNDALE, CALIFORNIA.—$6,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, and envi-
ronmental infrastructure, in the city of 
Lawndale, California. 

‘‘(437) LONE PINE, CALIFORNIA.—$7,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the town of 
Lone Pine, California. 

‘‘(438) LOMITA, CALIFORNIA.—$5,500,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply and stormwater manage-
ment, in the city of Lomita, California. 

‘‘(439) LOS BANOS, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city 
of Los Banos, California. 

‘‘(440) LOS OLIVOS, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in 
the town of Los Olivos, California. 

‘‘(441) LYNWOOD, CALIFORNIA.—$12,000,000 for 
water and water supply infrastructure in the 
city of Lynwood, California. 

‘‘(442) MADERA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$27,500,000 for water and water supply infra-
structure in Madera County, California. 

‘‘(443) MILPITAS, CALIFORNIA.—$15,000,000 for 
water and water supply infrastructure in the 
city of Milpitas, California. 

‘‘(444) MONTECITO, CALIFORNIA.—$18,250,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply and stormwater man-
agement, in the town of Montecito, Cali-
fornia. 

‘‘(445) OAKLAND-ALAMEDA ESTUARY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$30,000,000 for environmental infra-
structure, including water and wastewater 
infrastructure (including stormwater man-
agement), drainage systems and water qual-
ity enhancement, Oakland-Alameda Estuary, 
Oakland and Alameda Counties, California. 
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‘‘(446) OXNARD, CALIFORNIA.—$40,000,000 for 

water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, conservation, water reuse 
and related facilities, environmental restora-
tion, and surface water resource protection, 
in the city of Oxnard, California. 

‘‘(447) PATTERSON, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply and environmental res-
toration, in the city of Patterson, California. 

‘‘(448) POMONA, CALIFORNIA.—$35,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply and drinking water, in Po-
mona, California. 

‘‘(449) ROHNERT PARK, CALIFORNIA.— 
$10,000,000 for water and water supply infra-
structure in the city of Rohnert Park, Cali-
fornia. 

‘‘(450) SALINAS, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, in the city of Salinas, Cali-
fornia. 

‘‘(451) SAN BENITO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in San Be-
nito County, California. 

‘‘(452) SAN BUENAVENTURA, CALIFORNIA.— 
$18,250,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water reclamation, City 
of San Buenaventura, California. 

‘‘(453) SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$200,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in San 
Diego County, California. 

‘‘(454) SOUTH GATE, CALIFORNIA.—$5,000,000 
for water and water supply infrastructure in 
the city of South Gate, California. 

‘‘(455) SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$5,000,000 for water and wastewater 
infrastructure, including drinking water and 
water supply, in San Luis Obispo County, 
California. 

‘‘(456) STANISLAUS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply and 
stormwater management, in Stanislaus 
County, California. 

‘‘(457) TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY WATERSHED, 
CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and waste-
water infrastructure, Tijuana River Valley 
Watershed, California. 

‘‘(458) TULARE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$20,000,000 for water and water supply infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, surface water resource protection, and 
environmental restoration, in Tulare Coun-
ty, California. 

‘‘(459) WATSONVILLE, CALIFORNIA.— 
$28,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the city of Watsonville, Cali-
fornia. 

‘‘(460) YOLO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$20,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply and 
stormwater management, in Yolo County, 
California. 

‘‘(461) YORBA LINDA WATER DISTRICT, CALI-
FORNIA.—$6,500,000 for water and water sup-
ply infrastructure in communities served by 
the Yorba Linda Water District, California. 

‘‘(462) EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO.— 
$20,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture and stormwater management, El Paso 
County, Colorado. 

‘‘(463) FREMONT COUNTY, COLORADO.— 
$50,000,000 for water and water supply infra-
structure, in Fremont County, Colorado. 

‘‘(464) EAST HAMPTON, CONNECTICUT.— 
$25,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, in the 
town of East Hampton, Connecticut. 

‘‘(465) EAST LYME, CONNECTICUT.—$25,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply, in the town of East 
Lyme, Connecticut. 

‘‘(466) REHOBOTH BEACH, LEWES, DEWEY, 
BETHANY, SOUTH BETHANY, FENWICK ISLAND, 
DELAWARE.—$25,000,000 for environmental in-
frastructure, including water and waste-
water infrastructure, Rehoboth Beach, 
Lewes, Dewey, Bethany, South Bethany, and 
Fenwick Island, Delaware. 

‘‘(467) WILMINGTON, DELAWARE.—$25,000,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure, Wil-
mington, Delaware. 

‘‘(468) PICKERING BEACH, KITTS HUMMOCK, 
BOWERS BEACH, SOUTH BOWERS BEACH, SLAUGH-
TER BEACH, PRIME HOOK BEACH, MILTON, MIL-
FORD, DELAWARE.—$25,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and 
wastewater infrastructure, Pickering Beach, 
Kitts Hummock, Bowers Beach, South Bow-
ers Beach, Slaughter Beach, Prime Hook 
Beach, Milton, and Milford, Delaware. 

‘‘(469) BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA.— 
$50,000,000 for water and water-related infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, water storage and treatment, surface 
water protection, and environmental res-
toration, in Broward County, Florida. 

‘‘(470) DELTONA, FLORIDA.—$31,200,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
City of Deltona, Florida. 

‘‘(471) LONGBOAT KEY, FLORIDA.—$2,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the 
Town of Longboat Key, Florida. 

‘‘(472) MARION COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$10,000,000 
for water and water supply infrastructure, 
including water supply, in Marion County, 
Florida. 

‘‘(473) OVIEDO, FLORIDA.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water storage and treatment, in the city 
of Oviedo, Florida. 

‘‘(474) OSCEOLA COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$5,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply, and environmental res-
toration, in Osceola County, Florida. 

‘‘(475) CENTRAL FLORIDA.—$45,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, in Brevard County, Orange 
County, and Osceola County, Florida. 

‘‘(476) COASTAL GEORGIA, GEORGIA.— 
$50,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture (including stormwater management and 
water supply), in Bryan, Camden, Chatham, 
Effingham, Glynn, and McIntosh Counties, 
Georgia. 

‘‘(477) MUSCOGEE, HENRY, AND CLAYTON 
COUNTIES, GEORGIA.—$10,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and 
wastewater infrastructure (including 
stormwater management), Muscogee, Henry, 
and Clayton Counties, Georgia. 

‘‘(478) COBB COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$5,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure, Cobb 
County, Georgia. 

‘‘(479) DEKALB COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$40,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding drinking water and water treatment, 
in DeKalb County, Georgia. 

‘‘(480) PORTERDALE, GEORGIA.—$10,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, water sup-
ply, and environmental restoration in the 
city of Porterdale, Georgia. 

‘‘(481) BURLEY, IDAHO.—$20,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including 
water treatment, in the city of Burley, 
Idaho. 

‘‘(482) BELVIDERE, ILLINOIS.—$17,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
city of Belvidere, Illinois. 

‘‘(483) CALUMET CITY, ILLINOIS.—$10,000,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure, Cal-
umet City, Illinois. 

‘‘(484) DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—$5,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-

cluding water supply and drinking water, in 
the village of Clarendon Hills, Illinois. 

‘‘(485) FOX RIVER, ILLINOIS.—$9,500,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water storage and treatment, in the vil-
lages of Lakemoor, Island Lake, and Volo, 
and McHenry County, Illinois. 

‘‘(486) GERMAN VALLEY, ILLINOIS.—$5,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding drinking water and water treatment, 
in the village of German Valley, Illinois. 

‘‘(487) LASALLE, ILLINOIS.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, drinking 
water, water treatment, and environmental 
restoration, in the city of LaSalle, Illinois. 

‘‘(488) ROCKFORD, ILLINOIS.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing drinking water and water treatment, in 
the city of Rockford, Illinois. 

‘‘(489) SAVANNA, ILLINOIS.—$2,000,000 for 
water and water supply infrastructure, in-
cluding drinking water, in the city of Sa-
vanna, Illinois. 

‘‘(490) SHERRARD, ILLINOIS.—$7,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing drinking water and water treatment, in 
the village of Sherrard, Illinois. 

‘‘(491) WYANDOTTE COUNTY AND KANSAS CITY, 
KANSAS.—$35,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater 
management (including combined sewer 
overflows), Wyandotte County and Kansas 
City, Kansas. 

‘‘(492) BROWNSVILLE, KENTUCKY.—$14,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply and drinking water, in 
the city of Brownsville, Kentucky. 

‘‘(493) MONROE, LOUISIANA.—$7,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, water supply, 
and drinking water, in the city of Monroe, 
Louisiana. 

‘‘(494) POINTE CELESTE, LOUISIANA.— 
$50,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including pump stations, in 
Pointe Celeste, Louisiana. 

‘‘(495) EASTHAMPTON, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
$10,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture (including wastewater treatment plant 
outfalls), Easthampton, Massachusetts. 

‘‘(496) FRANKLIN, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
$1,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Franklin, Massachu-
setts. 

‘‘(497) NORTHAMPTON, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
$5,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including pump stations, 
Hockanum Road, Northampton, Massachu-
setts. 

‘‘(498) WINTHROP, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
$1,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Winthrop, Massachu-
setts. 

‘‘(499) MILAN, MICHIGAN.—$3,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply and drinking water, in the 
city of Milan, Michigan. 

‘‘(500) SOUTHEAST MICHIGAN.—$58,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management and water sup-
ply, in Genesee, Macomb, Oakland, Wayne, 
and Washtenaw Counties, Michigan. 

‘‘(501) ELYSIAN, MINNESOTA.—$5,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, in the city of Elysian, Min-
nesota. 

‘‘(502) LE SUEUR, MINNESOTA.—$3,200,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water supply, in the city of Le Sueur, 
Minnesota. 

‘‘(503) BYRAM, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
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water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing stormwater management), drainage sys-
tems, and water quality enhancement, 
Byram, Mississippi. 

‘‘(504) COLUMBIA, MISSISSIPPI.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing water quality enhancement and water 
supply, in the city of Columbia, Mississippi. 

‘‘(505) DIAMONDHEAD, MISSISSIPPI.— 
$7,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture and drainage systems, Diamondhead, 
Mississippi. 

‘‘(506) HANCOCK COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.— 
$7,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture (including stormwater management), 
drainage systems, and water quality en-
hancement, Hancock County, Mississippi. 

‘‘(507) LAUREL, MISSISSIPPI.—$5,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the city of 
Laurel, Mississippi. 

‘‘(508) MADISON, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing stormwater management), drainage sys-
tems, and water quality enhancement, Madi-
son, Mississippi. 

‘‘(509) MOSS POINT, MISSISSIPPI.—$11,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the city 
of Moss Point, Mississippi. 

‘‘(510) OLIVE BRANCH, MISSISSIPPI.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, water quality enhancement, and water 
supply, in the city of Olive Branch, Mis-
sissippi. 

‘‘(511) PEARL, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for en-
vironmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure (including 
stormwater management), drainage systems, 
and water quality enhancement, Pearl, Mis-
sissippi. 

‘‘(512) PICAYUNE, MISSISSIPPI.—$5,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the city of 
Picayune, Mississippi. 

‘‘(513) STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI.—$6,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding drinking water, water treatment, 
water quality enhancement, and water sup-
ply, in the city of Starkville, Mississippi. 

‘‘(514) LAUGHLIN, NEVADA.—$29,000,000 for 
water infrastructure, including water supply, 
in the town of Laughlin, Nevada. 

‘‘(515) NYE COUNTY, NEVADA.—$10,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing water wellfield and pipeline in the 
Pahrump Valley), Nye County, Nevada. 

‘‘(516) PAHRUMP, NEVADA.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
town of Pahrump, Nevada. 

‘‘(517) STOREY COUNTY, NEVADA.—$10,000,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing facilities for withdrawal, treatment, and 
distribution), Storey County, Nevada. 

‘‘(518) NEW HAMPSHIRE.—$25,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure, New Hamp-
shire. 

‘‘(519) BELMAR, NEW JERSEY.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing related environmental infrastructure and 
stormwater management in Belmar Town-
ship, New Jersey. 

‘‘(520) CAPE MAY COUNTY, NEW JERSEY.— 
$40,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture (including water supply, desalination, 
and facilities for withdrawal, treatment, and 
distribution), Cape May County, New Jersey. 

‘‘(521) COLESVILLE, NEW JERSEY.—$10,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in 
Colesville, New Jersey. 

‘‘(522) DEPTFORD TOWNSHIP, NEW JERSEY.— 
$4,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Deptford Township, New Jersey. 

‘‘(523) LACEY TOWNSHIP, NEW JERSEY.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including related environmental 
infrastructure and stormwater management, 
in Lacey Township, New Jersey. 

‘‘(524) MERCHANTVILLE, NEW JERSEY.— 
$18,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the borough of Merchantville, 
New Jersey. 

‘‘(525) PARK RIDGE, NEW JERSEY.—$10,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in 
the borough of Park Ridge, New Jersey. 

‘‘(526) WASHINGTON TOWNSHIP, NEW JER-
SEY.—$3,200,000 for water and wastewater in-
frastructure in Washington Township, 
Gloucester County, New Jersey. 

‘‘(527) BERNALILLO, NEW MEXICO.—$20,000,000 
for wastewater infrastructure in the town of 
Bernalillo, New Mexico. 

‘‘(528) BOSQUE FARMS, NEW MEXICO.— 
$10,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure in 
the village of Bosque Farms, New Mexico. 

‘‘(529) CARMEL, NEW YORK.—$3,450,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the town of 
Carmel, New York. 

‘‘(530) DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Dutchess County, New York. 

‘‘(531) KINGS COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 
$100,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), 
in Kings County, New York. 

‘‘(532) MOHAWK RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NEW 
YORK.—$100,000,000 for water and wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater man-
agement, surface water resource protection, 
environmental restoration, and related in-
frastructure, in the vicinity of the Mohawk 
River and tributaries, including the counties 
of Albany, Delaware, Fulton, Greene, Ham-
ilton, Herkimer, Lewis, Madison, Mont-
gomery, Oneida, Otsego, Saratoga, 
Schoharie, and Schenectady, New York. 

‘‘(533) MOUNT PLEASANT, NEW YORK.— 
$2,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Mount Pleasant, New 
York. 

‘‘(534) NEW ROCHELLE, NEW YORK.— 
$20,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture (including stormwater management), 
New Rochelle, New York. 

‘‘(535) NEWTOWN CREEK, NEW YORK.— 
$25,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), 
in the vicinity of Newtown Creek, New York 
City, New York. 

‘‘(536) NEW YORK COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 
$60,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), 
in New York County, New York. 

‘‘(537) ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Orange County, New York. 

‘‘(538) SLEEPY HOLLOW, NEW YORK.— 
$2,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the village of Sleepy Hollow, New 
York. 

‘‘(539) ULSTER COUNTY, NEW YORK.— 
$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Ulster County, New York. 

‘‘(540) RAMAPO, NEW YORK.—$4,000,000 for 
water infrastructure, including related envi-
ronmental infrastructure, in the town of 
Ramapo, New York. 

‘‘(541) RIKERS ISLAND, NEW YORK.— 
$25,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-

ment (including combined sewer overflows) 
on Rikers Island, New York. 

‘‘(542) YORKTOWN, NEW YORK.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
town of Yorktown, New York. 

‘‘(543) CANTON, NORTH CAROLINA.—$41,025,650 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the 
town of Canton, North Carolina. 

‘‘(544) FAIRMONT, NORTH CAROLINA.— 
$7,137,500 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, in the town of Fairmont, North 
Carolina. 

‘‘(545) MURPHY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$1,500,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply, in the town of Murphy, 
North Carolina. 

‘‘(546) ROBBINSVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA.— 
$3,474,350 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the town of Robbinsville, North 
Carolina. 

‘‘(547) WEAVERVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA.— 
$4,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the town of Weaverville, North 
Carolina. 

‘‘(548) CITY OF AKRON, OHIO.—$5,500,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing drainage systems), City of Akron, Ohio. 

‘‘(549) APPLE CREEK, OHIO.—$350,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the village 
of Apple Creek, Ohio. 

‘‘(550) ASHTABULA COUNTY, OHIO.—$1,500,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing water supply and water quality enhance-
ment), Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

‘‘(551) BLOOMINGBURG, OHIO.—$6,500,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing facilities for withdrawal, treatment, and 
distribution), Bloomingburg, Ohio. 

‘‘(552) BROOKLYN HEIGHTS, OHIO.—$170,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding stormwater management, in the vil-
lage of Brooklyn Heights, Ohio. 

‘‘(553) CHAGRIN FALLS REGIONAL WATER SYS-
TEM, OHIO.—$3,500,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure in the villages of 
Bentleyville, Chagrin Falls, Moreland Hills, 
and South Russell, and the Townships of 
Bainbridge, Chagrin Falls, and Russell, Ohio. 

‘‘(554) CUYAHOGA COUNTY, OHIO.—$11,500,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing combined sewer overflows), Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

‘‘(555) EAST CLEVELAND, OHIO.—$13,000,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing stormwater management), East Cleve-
land, Ohio. 

‘‘(556) ERIE COUNTY, OHIO.—$16,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management (including com-
bined sewer overflows) in Erie County, Ohio. 

‘‘(557) HURON, OHIO.—$7,100,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the city of 
Huron, Ohio. 

‘‘(558) KELLEYS ISLAND, OHIO.—$1,000,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure in the village of 
Kelleys Island, Ohio. 

‘‘(559) NORTH OLMSTED, OHIO.—$1,175,165 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the 
city of North Olmsted, Ohio. 

‘‘(560) PAINESVILLE, OHIO.—$11,800,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, in the City of 
Painesville, Ohio. 

‘‘(561) SOLON, OHIO.—$14,137,341 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including 
stormwater management (including com-
bined sewer overflows), in the city of Solon, 
Ohio. 
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‘‘(562) SUMMIT COUNTY, OHIO.—$25,000,000 for 

water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing related environmental infrastructure, in 
Summit County, Ohio. 

‘‘(563) STARK COUNTY, OHIO.—$24,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing related environmental infrastructure, in 
Stark County, Ohio. 

‘‘(564) STRUTHERS, OHIO.—$500,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure (including 
wastewater infrastructure, stormwater man-
agement, and sewer improvements), Struth-
ers, Ohio. 

‘‘(565) TOLEDO AND OREGON, OHIO.— 
$10,500,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the cities of Toledo and Oregon, 
Ohio. 

‘‘(566) VERMILION, OHIO.—$15,400,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure in the city of 
Vermilion, Ohio. 

‘‘(567) WESTLAKE, OHIO.—$750,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including 
stormwater management, in the city of 
Westlake, Ohio. 

‘‘(568) STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA.—$30,000,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure and 
water supply infrastructure (including facili-
ties for water storage, withdrawal, treat-
ment, and distribution), in the city of Still-
water, Oklahoma. 

‘‘(569) BEAVERTON, OREGON.—$10,000,000 for 
water supply in the city of Beaverton, Or-
egon. 

‘‘(570) CLACKAMAS COUNTY, OREGON.— 
$50,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including combined sewer over-
flows, in Clackamas County, Oregon. 

‘‘(571) WASHINGTON COUNTY, OREGON.— 
$50,000,000 for water infrastructure and water 
supply in Washington County, Oregon. 

‘‘(572) PENNSYLVANIA.—$38,600,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure, Pennsyl-
vania. 

‘‘(573) BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
$7,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, 
stormwater management, drinking water, 
and water treatment, in Berks County, 
Pennsylvania. 

‘‘(574) CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
$7,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply, 
stormwater management, drinking water, 
and water treatment, in Chester County, 
Pennsylvania. 

‘‘(575) FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—$2,000,000 for water and wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater man-
agement, in Franklin Township, Pennsyl-
vania. 

‘‘(576) INDIAN CREEK, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
$50,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure in 
the boroughs of Telford, Franconia, and 
Lower Safford, Pennsylvania. 

‘‘(577) PEN ARGYL, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
$5,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in the borough of Pen Argyl, Penn-
sylvania. 

‘‘(578) CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, SOUTH CARO-
LINA.—$3,000,000 for water and wastewater in-
frastructure and other environmental infra-
structure (including stormwater manage-
ment), Chesterfield County, South Carolina. 

‘‘(579) CHERAW, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$8,800,000 
for water, wastewater, and other environ-
mental infrastructure in the town of Cheraw, 
South Carolina. 

‘‘(580) FLORENCE COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
$40,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Florence County, South Caro-
lina. 

‘‘(581) LAKE CITY, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
$15,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater manage-

ment in the city of Lake City, South Caro-
lina. 

‘‘(582) TIPTON COUNTY, TENNESSEE.— 
$35,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure and 
water supply infrastructure, including facili-
ties for withdrawal, treatment, and distribu-
tion, Tipton County, Tennessee. 

‘‘(583) TIPTON, HAYWOOD, AND FAYETTE 
COUNTIES, TENNESSEE.—$50,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including re-
lated environmental infrastructure and 
water supply, in Tipton, Haywood, and Fay-
ette Counties, Tennessee. 

‘‘(584) AUSTIN, TEXAS.—$50,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the city of 
Austin, Texas. 

‘‘(585) AMARILLO, TEXAS.—$38,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management and water stor-
age and treatment systems, in the City of 
Amarillo, Texas. 

‘‘(586) BROWNSVILLE, TEXAS.—$40,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, in the 
City of Brownsville, Texas. 

‘‘(587) CLARENDON, TEXAS.—$5,000,000 for 
water infrastructure, including water stor-
age, in the city of Clarendon, Texas. 

‘‘(588) QUINLAN, TEXAS.—$1,250,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the city of 
Quinlan, Texas. 

‘‘(589) RUNAWAY BAY, TEXAS.—$7,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management and water stor-
age and treatment systems, in the city of 
Runaway Bay, Texas. 

‘‘(590) WEBB COUNTY, TEXAS.—$20,000,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure and water supply 
in Webb County, Texas. 

‘‘(591) ZAPATA COUNTY, TEXAS.—$20,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, in-
cluding water supply, in Zapata County, 
Texas. 

‘‘(592) KING WILLIAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA.— 
$1,300,000 for wastewater infrastructure in 
King William County, Virginia. 

‘‘(593) POTOMAC RIVER, VIRGINIA.—$1,000,000 
for wastewater infrastructure, environ-
mental infrastructure, and water quality im-
provements, in the vicinity of the Potomac 
River, Virginia. 

‘‘(594) CHELAN, WASHINGTON.—$9,000,000 for 
water infrastructure, including water supply, 
storage, and distribution, in the city of Che-
lan, Washington. 

‘‘(595) COLLEGE PLACE, WASHINGTON.— 
$5,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, 
including water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture, including water supply and storage, in 
the city of College Place, Washington. 

‘‘(596) FERNDALE, WASHINGTON.—$4,000,000 
for water, wastewater, and environmental in-
frastructure, in the city of Ferndale, Wash-
ington. 

‘‘(597) LYNDEN, WASHINGTON.—$4,000,000 for 
water, wastewater, and environmental infra-
structure, in the city of Lynden, Wash-
ington. 

‘‘(598) OTHELLO, WASHINGTON.—$14,000,000 
for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (includ-
ing water supply, storage, and treatment, 
and aquifer storage and recovery), in the city 
of Othello, Washington.’’. 

(b) PROJECT MODIFICATIONS.— 
(1) CONSISTENCY WITH REPORTS.—Congress 

finds that the project modifications de-
scribed in this subsection are in accordance 
with the reports submitted to Congress by 
the Secretary under section 7001 of the Water 
Resources Reform and Development Act (33 
U.S.C. 2282d), titled ‘‘Report to Congress on 
Future Water Resources Development’’, or 
have otherwise been reviewed by Congress. 

(2) MODIFICATIONS.— 
(A) ALABAMA.—Section 219(f)(274) of the 

Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 136 Stat. 3808) is 

amended by striking ‘‘$50,000,000’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$85,000,000’’. 

(B) ALAMEDA AND CONTRA COSTA COUNTIES, 
CALIFORNIA.—Section 219(f)(80) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 
4835; 113 Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 1258) is amended 
by striking ‘‘$25,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$45,000,000’’. 

(C) CALAVERAS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—Sec-
tion 219(f)(86) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 
334; 121 Stat. 1259; 136 Stat. 3816) is amended 
by striking ‘‘$13,280,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$16,300,000’’. 

(D) CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
Section 219(f)(87) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 
Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 1259) is amended— 

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘WATER DISTRICT’’ and inserting ‘‘COUNTY’’; 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘$80,000,000, of which not 
less than’’ before ‘‘$23,000,000’’; 

(iii) by inserting ‘‘shall be’’ after 
‘‘$23,000,000’’; and 

(iv) by inserting ‘‘service area, and of 
which not less than $57,000,000 shall be for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management and water sup-
ply, within the service areas for the Delta 
Diablo Sanitation District and the Ironhouse 
Sanitary District, Contra Costa County’’ 
after ‘‘Water District’’. 

(E) LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—Sec-
tion 219(f)(93) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 
334; 121 Stat. 1259; 136 Stat. 3816) is amend-
ed— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$103,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$128,000,000’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Santa Clarity Valley’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Santa Clarita Valley’’. 

(F) LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA ENVI-
RONMENTAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM.—Section 
8319 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3785) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (d)(3), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(E) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A)(i), the Federal share of the 
cost of a project under this section benefit-
ting an economically disadvantaged commu-
nity (as defined by the Secretary under sec-
tion of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)) shall be 90 
percent.’’; and 

(ii) in subsection (e)(1), by striking 
‘‘$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(G) LOS OSOS, CALIFORNIA.— 
(i) PROJECT DESCRIPTION.—Section 219(c)(27) 

of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 114 Stat. 2763A–219; 121 
Stat. 1209) is amended by striking ‘‘Waste-
water’’ and inserting ‘‘Water and waste-
water’’. 

(ii) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR 
CONSTRUCTION ASSISTANCE.—Section 219(e)(15) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 110 Stat. 3757; 121 Stat. 
1192) is amended by striking ‘‘$35,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$43,000,000’’. 

(H) SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
Section 219(f)(101) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 
Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 1260) is modified by strik-
ing ‘‘$9,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$24,000,000’’. 

(I) SOUTH PERRIS, CALIFORNIA.—Section 
219(f)(52) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 
114 Stat. 2763A–220; 134 Stat. 2718) is amended 
by striking ‘‘$50,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(J) KENT, DELAWARE.—Section 219(f)(313) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 136 Stat. 
3810) is amended by striking ‘‘$35,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$40,000,000’’. 
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(K) NEW CASTLE, DELAWARE.—Section 

219(f)(314) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3810) is amended by striking 
‘‘$35,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$40,000,000’’. 

(L) SUSSEX, DELAWARE.—Section 219(f)(315) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 136 Stat. 
3810) is amended by striking ‘‘$35,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$40,000,000’’. 

(M) PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA.—Section 
219(f)(129) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1261) is amended by striking 
‘‘$7,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$57,500,000’’. 

(N) ATLANTA, GEORGIA.—Section 219(e)(5) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 110 Stat. 3757; 113 Stat. 
334) is amended by striking ‘‘$75,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(O) EAST POINT, GEORGIA.—Section 
219(f)(136) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1261; 136 Stat. 3817) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$15,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$20,000,000’’. 

(P) GUAM.—Section 219(f)(323) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1992 (136 Stat. 
3811) is amended by striking ‘‘$10,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$35,000,000’’. 

(Q) MAUI, HAWAII.—Section 219(f)(328) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 136 Stat. 3811) is 
modified by striking ‘‘$20,000,000’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘$50,000,000’’. 

(R) COOK COUNTY AND LAKE COUNTY, ILLI-
NOIS.—Section 219(f)(54) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 
4835; 113 Stat. 336; 114 Stat. 2763A–221) is 
amended by striking ‘‘$100,000,000’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$149,000,000’’. 

(S) FOREST PARK, ILLINOIS.—Section 
219(f)(330) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3811) is amended by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$50,000,000’’. 

(T) MADISON AND ST. CLAIR COUNTIES, ILLI-
NOIS.—Section 219(f)(55) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 
4835; 113 Stat. 334; 114 Stat. 2763A–221; 134 
Stat. 2718; 136 Stat. 3817) is amended— 

(i) by inserting ‘‘(including stormwater 
management)’’ after ‘‘wastewater assist-
ance’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘$100,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$150,000,000’’. 

(U) SOUTH CENTRAL ILLINOIS.—Section 
219(f)(333) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended— 

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘MONTGOMERY AND CHRISTIAN COUNTIES, ILLI-
NOIS’’ and inserting ‘‘SOUTH CENTRAL ILLI-
NOIS’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Montgomery County and 
Christian County’’ and inserting ‘‘Mont-
gomery County, Christian County, Fayette 
County, Shelby County, Jasper County, 
Richland County, Crawford County, and 
Lawrence County’’. 

(V) WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—Section 
219(f)(334) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3808) is amended by striking 
‘‘$30,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$36,000,000’’. 

(W) BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—Section 
219(f)(21) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 
114 Stat. 2763A–220; 121 Stat. 1226; 136 Stat. 
3817) is amended by striking ‘‘$90,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(X) EAST ATCHAFALAYA BASIN AND AMITE 
RIVER BASIN REGION, LOUISIANA.—Section 
5082(i) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1226) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$40,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$45,000,000’’. 

(Y) LAFOURCHE PARISH, LOUISIANA.—Section 
219(f)(146) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1262) is amended by striking 
‘‘$2,300,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$7,300,000’’. 

(Z) SOUTH CENTRAL PLANNING AND DEVELOP-
MENT COMMISSION, LOUISIANA.—Section 
219(f)(153) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 
121 Stat. 1262; 136 Stat. 3817) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$12,500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$17,500,000’’. 

(AA) SOUTHEAST LOUISIANA REGION, LOU-
ISIANA.—Section 5085(i) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 
1228) is amended by striking ‘‘$17,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$22,000,000’’. 

(BB) FITCHBURG, MASSACHUSETTS.—Section 
219(f)(336) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended by striking 
‘‘$20,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’. 

(CC) HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS.—Section 
219(f)(337) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended by striking 
‘‘$20,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’. 

(DD) LAWRENCE, MASSACHUSETTS.—Section 
219(f)(338) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended by striking 
‘‘$20,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’. 

(EE) LOWELL, MASSACHUSETTS.—Section 
219(f)(339) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended by striking 
‘‘$20,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’. 

(FF) METHUEN, MASSACHUSETTS.—Section 
219(f)(340) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended by striking 
‘‘$20,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$30,000,000’’. 

(GG) MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN.—Section 
219(f)(345) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3812) is amended by striking 
‘‘$40,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$90,000,000’’. 

(HH) MICHIGAN.—Section 219(f)(157) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1992 
(106 Stat. 4825; 113 Stat. 336; 121 Stat. 1262; 136 
Stat. 3818) is amended— 

(i) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘MICHIGAN COMBINED SEWER OVERFLOWS’’ and 
inserting ‘‘MICHIGAN’’; and 

(ii) in subparagraph (A) by striking 
‘‘$85,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$160,000,000’’. 

(II) BILOXI, MISSISSIPPI.—Section 219(f)(163) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat, 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 
1263) is amended by striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$10,000,000’’. 

(JJ) DESOTO COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—Section 
219(f)(30) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 
114 Stat. 2763A–220; 119 Stat. 282; 119 Stat. 
2257; 122 Stat. 1623; 134 Stat. 2718) is amended 
by striking ‘‘$130,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$170,000,000’’. 

(KK) JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI.—Section 
219(f)(167) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1263; 136 Stat. 3818) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$125,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$139,000,000’’. 

(LL) MADISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—Sec-
tion 219(f)(351) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 
334; 136 Stat. 3813) is amended by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$24,000,000’’. 

(MM) MERIDIAN, MISSISSIPPI.—Section 
219(f)(352) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3813) is amended by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$26,000,000’’. 

(NN) RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—Section 
219(f)(354) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 

136 Stat. 3813) is amended by striking 
‘‘$10,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$24,000,000’’. 

(OO) NORTHERN MISSOURI.—Section 
8353(d)(3) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3800) is amended 
by adding at the end: 

‘‘(E) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding sub-
paragraph (A)(i), the Federal share of the 
cost of a project under this section benefit-
ting an economically disadvantaged commu-
nity (as defined by the Secretary under sec-
tion 160 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2020 (33 14 U.S.C. 2201 note)) shall be 90 
percent.’’. 

(PP) ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI.—Section 
219(f)(32) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 337; 
121 Stat. 1233; 134 Stat. 2718) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$70,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(QQ) CAMDEN, NEW JERSEY.—Section 
219(f)(357) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 336; 
136 Stat. 3813) is amended by striking 
‘‘$119,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$143,800,000’’. 

(RR) CENTRAL NEW MEXICO.—Section 593(h) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1999 (113 Stat. 380; 119 Stat. 2255; 136 Stat. 
3820) is amended by striking ‘‘$100,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$150,000,000’’. 

(SS) KIRYAS JOEL, NEW YORK.—Section 
219(f)(184) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1264) is amended by striking 
‘‘$5,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$25,000,000’’. 

(TT) QUEENS, NEW YORK.—Section 
219(f)(377) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3814) is amended by striking 
‘‘$119,200,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$190,000,000’’. 

(UU) NEW YORK CITY WATERSHED.—Section 
552(a) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3780; 136 Stat. 3821) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(3) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out this 
section, the Secretary may consider natural 
and nature-based infrastructure.’’. 

(VV) NORTH CAROLINA.—Section 5113 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2007 
(121 Stat. 1237) is amended in subsection (f) 
by striking ‘‘$13,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$50,000,000’’. 

(WW) CLEVELAND, OHIO.—Section 219(f)(207) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 
1265) is amended by striking ‘‘$2,500,000 for 
Flats East Bank’’ and inserting ‘‘$25,500,000’’. 

(XX) CINCINNATI, OHIO.—Section 219(f)(206) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 
1265) is amended by striking ‘‘$1,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$31,000,000’’. 

(YY) MIDWEST CITY, OKLAHOMA.—Section 
219(f)(231) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1266; 134 Stat 2719) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$5,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$15,000,000’’. 

(ZZ) WOODWARD, OKLAHOMA.—Section 
219(f)(236) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
121 Stat. 1266) is amended by striking 
‘‘$1,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000’’. 

(AAA) SOUTHWESTERN OREGON.—Section 
8359 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3802) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (e)(1), by striking 
‘‘$50,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$100,000,000’’ ; 
and 

(ii) in subsection (f), by inserting ‘‘Lin-
coln,’’ after ‘‘Lane,’’. 

(BBB) HATFIELD BOROUGH, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
Section 219(f)(239) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 
Stat. 334; 121 Stat. 1266) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘$310,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$3,000,000’’. 
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(CCC) NORTHEAST PENNSYLVANIA.—Section 

219(f)(11) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334) 
is amended by striking ‘‘$20,000,000 for water 
related infrastructure’’ and inserting 
‘‘$70,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, including water supply’’. 

(DDD) PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.—Sec-
tion 219(f)(243) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 
334; 121 Stat. 1266) is amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘$1,600,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$3,000,000’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘water supply and’’ before 
‘‘wastewater’’. 

(EEE) PHOENIXVILLE BOROUGH, CHESTER 
COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—Section 219(f)(68) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 114 Stat. 
2763A–221) is amended by striking ‘‘$2,400,000 
for water and sewer infrastructure’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$10,000,000 for water and wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater infra-
structure and water supply’’. 

(FFF) LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SOUTH 
CAROLINA.—Section 219(f)(25) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 
4835; 113 Stat. 336; 114 Stat. 2763A–220; 117 
Stat. 1838; 130 Stat. 1677; 132 Stat. 3818; 134 
Stat. 2719; 136 Stat. 3818) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$165,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$235,000,000’’. 

(GGG) MOUNT PLEASANT, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
Section 219(f)(393) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 
Stat. 334; 136 Stat. 3815) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘$7,822,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$20,000,000’’. 

(HHH) SMITH COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—Section 
219(f)(395) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3815) is amended by striking 
‘‘$19,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$69,500,000’’. 

(III) DALLAS COUNTY REGION, TEXAS.—Sec-
tion 5140 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1251) is amended 
in subsection (i) by striking ‘‘$40,000,000’’ and 
inserting ‘‘$100,000,000’’. 

(JJJ) TEXAS.—Section 5138 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 
1250; 136 Stat. 3821) is amended in subsection 
(i) by striking ‘‘$80,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$200,000,000’’. 

(KKK) WESTERN RURAL WATER.—Section 595 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1999 (113 Stat. 383; 117 Stat. 139; 117 Stat. 142; 
117 Stat. 1836; 118 Stat. 440; 121 Stat. 1219; 123 
Stat. 2851; 128 Stat. 1316; 130 Stat. 1681; 134 
Stat. 2719; 136 Stat. 3822) is amended— 

(i) in subsection (a)— 
(I) by redesignating paragraphs (1) and (2) 

as paragraphs (2) and (3), respectively; and 
(II) by inserting before paragraph (2) (as so 

redesignated) the following: 
‘‘(1) NON-FEDERAL INTEREST.—The term 

‘non-Federal interest’ includes an entity de-
clared to be a political subdivision of the 
State of New Mexico.’’; 

(ii) in subsection (c)(1)— 
(I) by inserting by inserting ‘‘, including 

natural and nature-based infrastructure’’ 
after ‘‘water-related environmental infra-
structure’’; 

(II) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; and 

(III) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(E) drought resilience measures; and’’; 

and 
(iii) in subsection (i)— 
(I) in paragraph (1), by striking 

‘‘$800,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$850,000,000’’; 
and 

(II) in paragraph (2), by striking 
‘‘$200,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$250,000,000’’. 

(LLL) MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN.—Section 
219(f)(405) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4835; 113 Stat. 334; 
136 Stat. 3816) is amended by striking 
‘‘$4,500,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$11,000,000’’. 

(3) EFFECT ON AUTHORIZATION.—Notwith-
standing the operation of section 6001(e) of 
the Water Resources Reform and Develop-
ment Act of 2014 (as in effect on the day be-
fore the date of enactment of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2016), any 
project included on a list published by the 
Secretary pursuant to such section the au-
thorization for which is amended by this sub-
section remains authorized to be carried out 
by the Secretary. 
SEC. 1305. ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE 

PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding sub-

section (b) of section 219 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 
4835) and subject to the availability of appro-
priations, in carrying out projects under 
that section benefitting an economically dis-
advantaged community (as defined by the 
Secretary under section 160 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note)), the Secretary may increase the 
Federal share of the cost of those projects to 
not more than 90 percent. 

(b) LIMITATION.—The total amount ex-
pended for an increased Federal share for all 
projects under subsection (a) shall not ex-
ceed $10,000,000 for each fiscal year. 

(c) TERMINATION.—The authority provided 
by this section expires on the date that is 7 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 1306. CONVEYANCES. 

(a) GENERALLY APPLICABLE PROVISIONS.— 
(1) SURVEY TO OBTAIN LEGAL DESCRIPTION.— 

The exact acreage and the legal description 
of any real property to be conveyed under 
this section shall be determined by a survey 
that is satisfactory to the Secretary. 

(2) APPLICABILITY OF PROPERTY SCREENING 
PROVISIONS.—Section 2696 of title 10, United 
States Code, shall not apply to any convey-
ance under this section. 

(3) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE.—An entity to 
which a conveyance is made under this sec-
tion shall be responsible for all reasonable 
and necessary costs, including real estate 
transaction and environmental documenta-
tion costs, associated with the conveyance. 

(4) LIABILITY.—An entity to which a con-
veyance is made under this section shall hold 
the United States harmless from any liabil-
ity with respect to activities carried out, on 
or after the date of the conveyance, on the 
real property conveyed. The United States 
shall remain responsible for any liability 
with respect to activities carried out, before 
such date, on the real property conveyed. 

(5) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Secretary may require that any convey-
ance under this section be subject to such 
additional terms and conditions as the Sec-
retary considers necessary and appropriate 
to protect the interests of the United States. 

(b) CITY OF LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA.— 
(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-

retary may convey, without consideration to 
the City of Los Angeles, California, all right, 
title, and interest of the United States in 
and to the real property described in para-
graph (2), for the purpose of housing a fire 
station, swiftwater rescue facility, and fire-
fighter training facility. 

(2) PROPERTY.—The property to be con-
veyed under this subsection is the approxi-
mately 11.25 acres of land, including im-
provements on that land, located at 5101 Se-
pulveda Boulevard, Sherman Oaks, Cali-
fornia. 

(3) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines at any time that the property con-
veyed under this subsection is not in accord-
ance with the purpose specified in paragraph 
(1), all right, title, and interest in and to the 
property shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

(c) SALINAS DAM AND RESERVOIR, CALI-
FORNIA.— 

(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-
retary may convey, without consideration, 
to the County of San Luis Obispo, California, 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the real property described 
in paragraph (2). 

(2) PROPERTY.—The property to be con-
veyed under this subsection is Salinas Dam 
and Reservoir (Santa Margarita Lake), Cali-
fornia. 

(3) SAFETY REQUIREMENTS.—The Secretary 
shall, in consultation with appropriate Fed-
eral and non-Federal entities, ensure the 
property described in paragraph (2) meets ap-
plicable State and Federal dam safety re-
quirements before conveying such property 
under this subsection. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that the property conveyed under this 
subsection is not used for a public purpose, 
all right, title, and interest in and to the 
property shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

(d) DILLARD ROAD, INDIANA.— 
(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—The Sec-

retary shall convey to the State of Indiana 
all right, title, and interest of the United 
States, together with any improvements on 
the land, in and to the property described in 
paragraph (2). 

(2) PROPERTY.—The property to be con-
veyed under this subsection is the approxi-
mately 11.85 acres of land and road ease-
ments associated with Dillard Road, includ-
ing improvements on that land, located in 
Patoka Township, Crawford County, Indiana. 

(3) DEED.—The Secretary shall convey the 
property under this subsection by quitclaim 
deed under such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

(4) REVERSION.—If the Secretary deter-
mines that the property conveyed under this 
subsection is not used for a public purpose, 
all right, title, and interest in and to the 
property shall revert, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, to the United States. 

(e) PORT OF SKAMANIA COUNTY, WASH-
INGTON.— 

(1) CONVEYANCE AUTHORIZED.—Upon receipt 
from the Port of Skamania County, Wash-
ington, of an amount that is not less than 
fair market value, as determined by the Sec-
retary, the Secretary shall convey to the 
Port of Skamania County, Washington, all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to the real property described in para-
graph (2). 

(2) PROPERTY.—The property to be con-
veyed under this subsection is the approxi-
mately 1.6 acres of land, including improve-
ments on that land, consisting of the fol-
lowing: Lot I–2 in the Fifth Addition to the 
Plats of Relocated North Bonneville re-
corded in Volume B of Plat Records, Pages 51 
and 52, Skamania County Auditor’s File No. 
94016. 

(3) WAIVER OF PROPERTY SCREENING PROVI-
SION.—Section 401(e) of Public Law 100–581 
(102 Stat. 2944) shall not apply to the convey-
ance under this subsection. 

(f) TECHNICAL CORRECTION.—Section 
8377(e)(3)(B) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3825) is amended 
by striking ‘‘reserved an retained’’ and in-
serting ‘‘reserved and retained’’. 
SEC. 1307. SELMA, ALABAMA. 

The Federal share of the cost of the project 
for flood risk management, Selma Flood 
Risk Management and Bank Stabilization, 
Alabama, authorized by section 8401(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2022 
(136 Stat. 3838), shall be 100 percent. 
SEC. 1308. BARROW, ALASKA. 

For purposes of implementing the coastal 
erosion project, Barrow, Alaska, authorized 
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pursuant to section 116 of the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies 
Appropriations Act, 2010 (123 Stat. 2851) the 
Secretary may consider the North Slope Bor-
ough to be in compliance with section 402(a) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1986 (33 U.S.C. 701b–12(a)) on adoption by the 
North Slope Borough Assembly of a flood-
plain management plan to reduce the im-
pacts of flood events in the immediate flood-
plain area of the project, if the plan— 

(1) was developed in consultation with the 
Secretary and the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency in ac-
cordance with the guidelines developed 
under section 402(c) of such Act; and 

(2) is approved by the Secretary. 
SEC. 1309. LOWELL CREEK TUNNEL, ALASKA. 

Section 5032(a)(2) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1205; 134 
Stat. 2719) is amended by striking ‘‘20’’ and 
inserting ‘‘25’’. 
SEC. 1310. SAN FRANCISCO BAY, CALIFORNIA. 

Section 142 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1976 (90 Stat. 2930; 100 Stat. 
4158) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘(a) The Secretary’’; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘, Contra Costa,’’ before 
‘‘and Solano’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(b) ADDITIONAL PURPOSES.—In carrying 

out subsection (a), the Secretary shall— 
‘‘(1) include the ocean shorelines of each 

county; 
‘‘(2) with respect to the bay and ocean 

shorelines of each county— 
‘‘(A) investigate measures to adapt to ris-

ing sea levels; 
‘‘(B) consider the needs of economically 

disadvantaged communities within the study 
area, including identification of areas in 
which infrastructure for transportation, 
wastewater, housing, and other economic as-
sets of such communities are most vulner-
able to flood or shoreline risks; and 

‘‘(C) to the maximum extent practicable, 
consider the use of natural features or na-
ture-based features and the beneficial use of 
dredged materials; and 

‘‘(3) with respect to the bay and ocean 
shorelines, and streams running to the bay 
and ocean shorelines, of each county, inves-
tigate the effects of proposed flood or shore-
line protection, coastal storm risk reduction, 
environmental infrastructure, and other 
measures or improvements on— 

‘‘(A) the local economy, including recre-
ation; 

‘‘(B) aquatic ecosystem restoration, en-
hancement, or expansion efforts or opportu-
nities; 

‘‘(C) public infrastructure protection and 
improvement; 

‘‘(D) stormwater runoff capacity and con-
trol measures, including those that may 
mitigate flooding; 

‘‘(E) erosion of beaches and coasts; and 
‘‘(F) any other measures or improvements 

relevant to adapting to rising sea levels.’’. 
SEC. 1311. SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CALI-

FORNIA. 
(a) SANTA ANA CREEK, INCLUDING SANTIAGO 

CREEK.— 
(1) MODIFICATION.—The project for flood 

control, Santa Ana River Mainstem Project, 
including Santiago Creek, California, au-
thorized by section 401(a) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 
4113; 101 Stat. 1329–111; 104 Stat. 4611; 110 
Stat. 3713; 121 Stat. 1115), is modified to re-
quire the Secretary to treat construction of 
the Santiago Creek Channel as a separable 
element of the project. 

(2) PROHIBITION.—The Secretary may not 
construct the Santiago Creek Channel unless 
such construction minimizes the impacts to 

existing trees in, or adjacent to, the 
Santiago Creek Channel. 

(3) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall affect the authorization for 
other portions of the project described in 
paragraph (1). 

(4) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) SANTIAGO CREEK CHANNEL.—The term 

‘‘Santiago Creek Channel’’ means the por-
tion of the project for flood control, Santa 
Ana River Mainstem Project, including 
Santiago Creek, California, authorized by 
section 401(a) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4113; 101 Stat. 
1329–111; 104 Stat. 4611; 110 Stat. 3713; 121 
Stat. 1115), consisting of Santiago Creek 
downstream of the I–5 Interstate Highway to 
the confluence with the Santa Ana River. 

(B) SEPARABLE ELEMENT.—The term ‘‘sepa-
rable element’’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 103 of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213). 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary shall provide the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate with an update on implementation of 
the project for flood control, Santa Ana 
River Mainstem, including Santiago Creek, 
California, authorized by section 401(a) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(100 Stat. 4113; 101 Stat. 1329–111; 104 Stat. 
4611; 110 Stat. 3713; 121 Stat. 1115). 

(2) SPECIFICATIONS.—In providing the up-
date required under paragraph (1), the Sec-
retary is directed to provide specific infor-
mation on— 

(A) efforts by the Secretary and the non- 
Federal interest for the project to acquire 
the lands or interests in lands necessary to 
implement the project; 

(B) the status of potential reimbursement 
requests by the non-Federal interest for such 
lands or interests; and 

(C) the status of ongoing requests by the 
non-Federal interest for approval by the Sec-
retary of pending land (or interest in land) 
appraisals and litigation settlements associ-
ated with such lands or interests in lands. 
SEC. 1312. COLEBROOK RIVER RESERVOIR, CON-

NECTICUT. 
(a) CONTRACT TERMINATION REQUEST.—Not 

later than 90 days after the date on which 
the Secretary receives a request from the 
Metropolitan District of Hartford County, 
Connecticut, to terminate the Colebrook 
River Reservoir contract, the Secretary shall 
offer to amend the contract to release to the 
United States all rights of the Metropolitan 
District of Hartford, Connecticut, to utilize 
water storage space in the reservoir project 
to which the contract applies. 

(b) RELIEF OF CERTAIN OBLIGATIONS.—On 
execution of the amendment described in 
subsection (a), the Metropolitan District of 
Hartford County, Connecticut, shall be re-
lieved of the obligation to pay the percent-
age of the annual operation and maintenance 
expense, the percentage of major replace-
ment cost, and the percentage of major reha-
bilitation cost allocated to the water supply 
storage specified in the Colebrook River Res-
ervoir contract for the reservoir project to 
which the contract applies. 

(c) COLEBROOK RIVER RESERVOIR CONTRACT 
DEFINED.—In this section, the term 
‘‘Colebrook River Reservoir contract’’ means 
the contract between the United States and 
the Metropolitan District of Hartford Coun-
ty, Connecticut, numbered DA–19–016– 
CIVENG–65–203, with respect to the 
Colebrook River Reservoir in Connecticut. 
SEC. 1313. FAULKNER ISLAND, CONNECTICUT. 

Section 527 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3767) is amended 

by striking ‘‘$4,500,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$8,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1314. NORTHERN ESTUARIES ECOSYSTEM 

RESTORATION, FLORIDA. 
Section 8215(b) of the Water Resources De-

velopment Act of 2022 is amended by adding 
at the end the following: 

‘‘(6) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the cost of carrying out paragraph (1) shall 
be 90 percent.’’. 
SEC. 1315. NEW SAVANNAH BLUFF LOCK AND 

DAM, GEORGIA AND SOUTH CARO-
LINA. 

Section 1319(c) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2016 (130 Stat. 1703; 136 
Stat. 3792) is amended— 

(1) by amending paragraph (1) to read as 
follows: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Project is modi-
fied to include— 

‘‘(A) full repair of the New Savannah Bluff 
Lock and Dam structure; 

‘‘(B) modification of the structure such 
that the structure is able to maintain a sta-
ble pool with the same daily average ele-
vation as is achieved by the existing struc-
ture, as measured at both the United States 
Geological Survey Gage 02196999, located at 
the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam, and 
the United States Geological Survey Gage 
02196670, located in the vicinity of the Fifth 
Street Bridge, Augusta, Georgia, which at 
the New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam is be-
tween 114.5 and 115 feet National Geodetic 
Vertical Datum of 1929 (NGVD29); 

‘‘(C) construction of a fish passage struc-
ture as recommended in the report of the 
Chief of Engineers for the Project, dated Au-
gust 17, 2012, or such other Project feature 
that appropriately mitigates impacts to fish 
habitat caused by the Project without re-
moving the dam; and 

‘‘(D) conveyance by the Secretary to Au-
gusta-Richmond County, Georgia, of the 
park and recreation area adjacent to the 
New Savannah Bluff Lock and Dam, without 
consideration.’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(C) CEILING.—The costs of construction to 
be paid by the Georgia Ports Authority as a 
non-Federal interest for the Project for the 
modifications authorized under paragraph (1) 
shall not exceed the costs that would be paid 
by such non-Federal interest for construc-
tion of the fish passage structure rec-
ommended in the report of the Chief of Engi-
neers for the Project, dated August 17, 2012.’’; 
and 

(3) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘the cost 
sharing of the Project as provided by law’’ 
and inserting ‘‘the cost sharing of the fish 
passage structure as recommended in the re-
port of the Chief of Engineers for the 
Project, dated August 17, 2012’’. 
SEC. 1316. GREAT LAKES AND MISSISSIPPI RIVER 

INTERBASIN PROJECT, BRANDON 
ROAD, WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS. 

After completion of construction of the 
project for ecosystem restoration, Great 
Lakes and Mississippi River Interbasin 
project, Brandon Road, Will County, Illinois, 
authorized by section 401(5) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 
2740; 134 Stat. 2742; 136 Stat. 3793), the Fed-
eral share of operation and maintenance 
costs of the project shall be 90 percent for 
the 10-year period beginning on the date on 
which Federal funds are first provided for 
such costs. 
SEC. 1317. LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LOU-

ISIANA. 
(a) SCOPING OF EVALUATION.— 
(1) STUDY.—Not later than June 30, 2025, 

the Secretary shall complete a study of the 
following relating to the covered project: 
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(A) Any project modifications undertaken 

by the non-Federal interest for the covered 
project since 2005 not constructed in accord-
ance with section 14 of the Act of March 3, 
1899 (33 U.S.C. 408). 

(B) Current elevations required for the cov-
ered project to meet the 100-year level of risk 
reduction. 

(C) Whether project modifications under-
taken by the non-Federal interest for the 
covered project since 2005 were injurious to 
the covered project or the public. 

(D) Any deviations from design guidelines 
acceptable for the covered project. 

(E) Improvements needed for the covered 
project to address any deficiencies according 
to current design guidelines of the Corps of 
Engineers district in which the covered 
project is located. 

(F) A re-evaluation of project economics. 
(2) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 

completing the study under paragraph (1), 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress a re-
port that includes— 

(A) the results of the study; 
(B) a recommendation for a pathway into a 

systemwide improvement plan created pur-
suant to section 5(c)(2) of the Act of August 
18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(c)) (as amended by 
this Act); and 

(C) recommendations for improvement to 
the covered project to address any defi-
ciencies. 

(b) COVERED PROJECT DEFINED.—In this 
section, the term ‘‘covered project’’ means 
the Larose to Golden Meadow project, Lou-
isiana, authorized by the Flood Control Act 
of 1965 as the Grand Isle and vicinity project. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $3,000,000. 
SEC. 1318. MORGANZA TO THE GULF OF MEXICO, 

LOUISIANA. 
Section 1001(24) of the Water Resources De-

velopment Act of 2007 (121 Stat. 1053) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(C) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit 
toward the non-Federal share of the cost of 
the project described in subparagraph (A) the 
cost of work carried out by the non-Federal 
interest for interim flood protection after 
March 31, 1989, if the Secretary determines 
that the work— 

‘‘(i) is integral to the project; 
‘‘(ii) complies with all applicable Federal 

laws, regulations, and policies that were in 
place at the time the work was completed; 
and 

‘‘(iii) notwithstanding the date described 
in this subparagraph, is otherwise in compli-
ance with the requirements of section 221 of 
the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d- 
5b).’’. 
SEC. 1319. PORT FOURCHON BELLE PASS CHAN-

NEL, LOUISIANA. 
(a) STUDY REQUEST.—If the non-Federal in-

terest for the Port Fourchon project requests 
to undertake a feasibility study for a modi-
fication to the project under section 
203(a)(1)(B) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1986 (as amended by this Act), 
the Secretary shall provide to the non-Fed-
eral interest, not later than 30 days after the 
date on which the Secretary receives such 
request, a determination in accordance with 
section 203(a)(3) of such Act (as amended by 
this Act). 

(b) NOTIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL ANALYSES 
AND REVIEWS.—Not later than 30 days after 
receiving a feasibility study for modification 
to the Port Fourchon project submitted by 
the non-Federal interest for the project 
under section 203(a) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231(a)), 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) review the study and determine, in ac-
cordance with section 203(b)(3)(C) such Act 

(as added by this Act), whether additional in-
formation is needed for the Secretary to per-
form the required analyses, reviews, and 
compliance processes; 

(2) provide the non-Federal interest with a 
comprehensive list of additional information 
needs, as applicable; and 

(3) if additional information is not needed, 
inform the non-Federal interest that the 
study submission is complete. 

(c) ANALYSIS, REVIEW, AND COMPLIANCE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraphs (2) 

and (3), not later than 180 days after the Sec-
retary receives the study for the Port 
Fourchon project described in subsection (b), 
the Secretary shall complete the analyses, 
review, and compliance processes for the 
project required under section 203(b) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986, 
issue a finding of no significant impact or a 
record of decision, and submit such finding 
or decision to the non-Federal interest. 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The Secretary may delay 
the issuance of the finding or record of deci-
sion required under paragraph (1) if— 

(A) the Secretary has not received nec-
essary information or approvals from an-
other entity, including the non-Federal in-
terest, in a manner that affects the ability of 
the Secretary to meet any requirements 
under State, local, or Federal law; or 

(B) significant new information or cir-
cumstances, including a major modification 
to an aspect of the Port Fourchon project, 
requires additional analysis by the Sec-
retary. 

(3) NOTIFICATION OF ADDITIONAL TIME.—If 
the Secretary determines that more than 180 
days will be required to carry out paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall notify the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Sen-
ate, and the non-Federal interest and de-
scribe the basis for requiring additional 
time. 

(d) PORT FOURCHON PROJECT DEFINED.—In 
this section, the term ‘‘Port Fourchon 
project’’ means the project for navigation, 
Port Fourchon Belle Pass Channel, Lou-
isiana, authorized by section 403(a)(4) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 
(134 Stat. 2743). 
SEC. 1320. UPPER ST. ANTHONY FALLS LOCK AND 

DAM, MINNEAPOLIS, MINNESOTA. 
Section 356(f) of the Water Resources De-

velopment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2724) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraph (4) as para-
graph (5); and 

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

‘‘(4) CONSIDERATIONS.—In carrying out 
paragraph (1), as expeditiously as possible 
and to the maximum extent practicable, the 
Secretary shall take all possible measures to 
reduce the physical footprint required for 
easements described in subparagraph (A) of 
that paragraph, including an examination of 
the use of crane barges on the Mississippi 
River.’’. 
SEC. 1321. MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, MIS-

SOURI. 
Section 111 of the Energy and Water Devel-

opment and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act, 2009 (123 Stat. 607) is amended by strik-
ing ‘‘$7,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$65,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1322. STOCKTON LAKE, MISSOURI. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall im-
plement the reallocation of storage at 
Stockton Lake, Missouri, and enter into a 
water storage agreement with the Commis-
sion consistent with section 301(b) of the 
Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 390b(b)) 
and Public Law 88–140 (77 Stat. 249), as de-
scribed in the final Stockton Lake Water 
Supply Storage Reallocation Feasibility 

Study with Integrated Environment Assess-
ment and Director’s Memorandum dated 
September 23, 2024, subject to the following 
modifications: 

(1) The contract between the United States 
and the Commission shall provide for the re-
allocation of two storage spaces, Storage 
Space No. 1 and Storage Space No. 2, in two 
phases. 

(2) The total volume of storage to be re-
allocated, and the total volume of storage in-
cluded in each storage space, shall be con-
sistent with the Director’s Memorandum. 

(3) The Commission shall have the option 
to select a commencement date for Storage 
Space No. 2 at any time between the tenth 
and fifteenth anniversary of the effective 
date of the storage contract. 

(4) The first cost for Storage Space No. 1 
shall be the updated cost of storage as of fis-
cal year 2010. 

(5) The first cost for Storage Space No. 2 
shall be the updated cost of storage as of the 
effective date of the storage contract. 

(6) No payment shall be required for Stor-
age Space No. 2 until the date described in 
paragraph (3), provided that after the tenth 
anniversary of the effective date of the stor-
age contract, interest shall be charged on 
the outstanding balance for Storage Space 
No. 2 at the rate specified in Article 5(a) of 
the Model Format for Water Storage Agree-
ments of the Corps of Engineers. 

(7) The Commission may elect to pay for 
any portion of Storage Space No. 2 at the 
same price, on the same schedule, and under 
the same terms as the payment for Storage 
Space No. 1, but notwithstanding any such 
election, Storage Space No. 2 shall not be 
utilized for municipal and industrial water 
supply purposes prior to the commencement 
date described in paragraph (3). 

(8) All costs associated with implementing 
the recommendation described in the Memo-
randum of the Director of Civil Works to 
raise the level of the multipurpose pool shall 
be paid at Federal expense. 

(b) CREDIT TO THE HYDROPOWER PURPOSE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sec-

tion— 
(A) losses to the Federal hydropower pur-

pose of the Stockton Lake project shall be 
offset by a reduction in the costs allocated 
to the Federal hydropower purpose; and 

(B) the reduction described in subpara-
graph (A) shall be determined by the Admin-
istrator of the Southwest Power Administra-
tion. 

(2) NO INCREASED PAYMENTS.—The Sec-
retary may not increase the amounts of pay-
ments from water users under a water supply 
contract under this section due to the cred-
its and reimbursement required to be paid by 
this section. 

(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall affect the Secretary’s authority 
under the Water Supply Act of 1958 (43 U.S.C. 
390b). 

(d) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘Commission’’ refers to the Southwest Mis-
souri Joint Municipal Water Utility Com-
mission. 
SEC. 1323. TABLE ROCK LAKE, MISSOURI AND AR-

KANSAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall per-

mit the ongoing presence of an eligible 
structure at the Table Rock Lake project 
until— 

(1) the abandonment of such eligible struc-
ture by the holder of a license for right-of- 
way for such eligible structure; or 

(2) the failure of such eligible structure. 
(b) APPLICATION.—This section shall apply 

only to— 
(1) the owner of an eligible structure as of 

the date of enactment of this Act; and 
(2) one subsequent owner of that eligible 

structure. 
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(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ABANDONMENT.—The term ‘‘abandon-

ment’’, with respect to an eligible structure, 
means the allowance of the structure to 
come into a state of disrepair without the 
demonstrated intent by the owner to repair. 

(2) ELIGIBLE STRUCTURE.—The term ‘‘eligi-
ble structure’’ means a structure for human 
habitation, including a septic system— 

(A) for which a license for right-of-way has 
been provided by the Secretary and is in ef-
fect on the date of enactment of this Act; 

(B) that is located on fee land or land sub-
ject to a flowage easement; and 

(C) that does not impact the reservoir level 
or pose a failure risk to the dam of the Table 
Rock Lake project. 

(3) FEE LAND.—The term ‘‘fee land’’ means 
the land acquired in fee title by the United 
States for the Table Rock Lake project. 

(4) TABLE ROCK LAKE PROJECT.—The term 
‘‘Table Rock Lake project’’ means the Table 
Rock Lake project of the Corps of Engineers, 
located in Missouri and Arkansas, authorized 
as one of the multipurpose reservoir projects 
in the White River Basin by section 4 of the 
Act of June 28, 1938 (chapter 795, 52 Stat. 
1218). 
SEC. 1324. MAMARONECK-SHELDRAKE RIVERS, 

NEW YORK. 
The non-Federal share of the cost of fea-

tures of the project for flood risk manage-
ment, Mamaroneck-Sheldrake Rivers, New 
York, authorized by section 1401(2) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2018 
(132 Stat. 3837), benefitting an economically 
disadvantaged community (as defined pursu-
ant to section 160 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)) 
shall be 10 percent. 
SEC. 1325. COLUMBIA RIVER CHANNEL, OREGON 

AND WASHINGTON. 
Subject to the availability of appropria-

tions, in carrying out maintenance activities 
on the project for navigation, Columbia 
River Channel, Oregon and Washington, au-
thorized by section 101(b)(13) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 
280), the Secretary is authorized to include, 
as part of the full operating costs of the Cut-
ter Suction Dredge provided by the non-Fed-
eral interest for the project, any costs of re-
placing the Cutter Suction Dredge that the 
Secretary and the non-Federal interest agree 
are necessary. 
SEC. 1326. WILLAMETTE VALLEY, OREGON. 

The Secretary may not complete its review 
of, and consultation with other Federal 
agencies on, the operation and maintenance 
of the projects for flood control, navigation, 
and other purposes, Willamette River Basin, 
Oregon, authorized by section 4 of the Act of 
June 28, 1938 (chapter 795, 52 Stat. 1222; 62 
Stat. 1178; 64 Stat. 177; 68 Stat. 1264; 74 Stat. 
499; 100 Stat. 4144), until the Secretary pre-
pares and formally analyzes an alternative 
that ceases hydropower operations at the 
projects, notwithstanding hydropower being 
an authorized purpose of such projects. 
SEC. 1327. CHAMBERS, GALVESTON, AND HARRIS 

COUNTIES, TEXAS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—On receipt of a written 

request of the Port of Houston Authority, 
the Secretary shall— 

(1) review the land owned and easements 
held by the United States for the Federal 
project for navigation, Houston Ship Chan-
nel, Texas, authorized by section 101 of the 
River and Harbor Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 298; 74 
Stat. 486; 79 Stat. 1091; 100 Stat. 4170; 110 
Stat. 3666); and 

(2) convey to the Port of Houston Author-
ity, or, in the case of an easement, release to 
the owner of the fee title to the land subject 
to such easement, for an amount that is not 
less than the fair market value of the prop-
erty, any such land and easements described 

in paragraph (1) that the Secretary deter-
mines are no longer required for project pur-
poses. 

(b) ACTIONS.—In carrying out subsection 
(a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) not consider any land or easements in 
locations identified by the Secretary or non- 
Federal interest as required for the preferred 
plan, or any subsequent modification there-
of, for the feasibility study for the project 
for navigation, Cedar Port Navigation and 
Improvement District Channel Deepening 
Project, Baytown, Texas, under section 
203(b) of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2231(b)); 

(2) determine the exact acreage and the 
legal description of any real property to be 
conveyed under this section based on a sur-
vey that is satisfactory to the Secretary; 

(3) ensure that the Port of Houston Au-
thority is provided the right of first refusal 
for any potential release or conveyance of 
excess easements; 

(4) work alongside the Port of Houston Au-
thority in identifying opportunities for land 
exchanges, where possible; and 

(5) ensure that any conveyance or release 
of excess easements, or exchange of land, 
does not interfere with any Federal naviga-
tion project that has been constructed or is 
authorized to be constructed. 

(c) DEED.—The Secretary shall convey the 
property under this section by quitclaim 
deed under such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.— 
The Secretary may require that any convey-
ance or release of an easement under this 
section be subject to such additional terms 
and conditions as the Secretary considers 
necessary and appropriate to protect the in-
terests of the United States. 

(e) COSTS OF CONVEYANCE OR RELEASE OF 
AN EASEMENT.—An entity to which a convey-
ance or release of an easement is made under 
this section shall be responsible for all rea-
sonable and necessary costs, including real 
estate transaction and environmental docu-
mentation costs, associated with the convey-
ance or release of the easement. 

(f) WAIVER OF REAL PROPERTY SCREENING 
REQUIREMENTS.—Section 2696 of title 10, 
United States Code, shall not apply to the 
conveyance of land or release of an easement 
under this section. 

(g) LIABILITY.—An entity to which a con-
veyance or release is made under this section 
shall hold the United States harmless from 
any liability with respect to activities car-
ried out, on or after the date of the convey-
ance or release, on the real property con-
veyed or with respect to which an easement 
is released. The United States shall remain 
responsible for any liability with respect to 
activities carried out, before such date, on 
the real property conveyed or with respect to 
which an easement is released. 
SEC. 1328. MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL, PORT 

LAVACA, TEXAS. 
The Federal share of the costs of the plan-

ning, design, and construction for the correc-
tive action recommended in the report titled 
‘‘Matagorda Ship Channel Project Deficiency 
Report (Entrance to Matagorda Ship Chan-
nel)’’ and published by the Secretary in June 
2020 for the project for navigation, 
Matagorda Ship Channel, Port Lavaca, 
Texas, authorized by section 101 of the River 
and Harbor Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 298), shall be 
90 percent. 
SEC. 1329. SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL, SAN ANTO-

NIO, TEXAS. 
The project for flood control, San Antonio 

channel improvement, Texas, authorized by 
section 203 of the Flood Control Act of 1954 
as part of the project for flood protection on 

the Guadalupe and San Antonio Rivers, 
Texas (68 Stat. 1259; 90 Stat. 2921; 114 Stat. 
2611), is modified to require the Secretary to 
carry out the project substantially in ac-
cordance with Alternative 7, as identified in 
the final General Re-evaluation Report and 
Environmental Assessment for the project, 
dated January 2014. 
SEC. 1330. LAKE CHAMPLAIN WATERSHED, 

VERMONT AND NEW YORK. 
Section 542(e)(1)(A) of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2672) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, or in the case of a 
critical restoration project benefitting an 
economically disadvantaged community (as 
defined as defined by the Secretary under 
section 160 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)), 10 per-
cent of the total costs of the project’’ after 
‘‘project’’. 
SEC. 1331. EDIZ HOOK BEACH EROSION CONTROL 

PROJECT, PORT ANGELES, WASH-
INGTON. 

The cost share for operation and mainte-
nance costs for the project for beach erosion 
control, Ediz Hook, Port Angeles, Wash-
ington, authorized by section 4 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1974 (88 Stat. 
15), shall be in accordance with the cost 
share described in section 101(b)(1) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2211(b)(1)). 
SEC. 1332. WESTERN WASHINGTON STATE, WASH-

INGTON. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary may establish a program to provide 
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in Chelan County, Island County, 
King County, Kittitas County, Pierce Coun-
ty, San Juan County, Snohomish County, 
Skagit County, and Whatcom County, Wash-
ington. 

(b) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form 
of design and construction assistance for 
water-related environmental infrastructure 
and resource protection and development 
projects in the counties listed in subsection 
(a), including projects for wastewater treat-
ment and related facilities, water supply and 
related facilities, environmental restoration, 
and surface water resource protection and 
development. 

(c) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project 
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned. 

(d) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-

ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b) 
with the non-Federal interest with respect to 
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership 
agreement for a project entered into under 
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State 
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications. 

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the 
project by the non-Federal interest. 

(3) COST SHARING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 

cost of a project under this section— 
(i) shall be 75 percent; and 
(ii) may be provided in the form of grants 

or reimbursements of project costs. 
(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a 

delay in the funding of the Federal share of 
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a project that is the subject of an agreement 
under this section, the non-Federal interest 
shall receive credit for reasonable interest 
accrued on the cost of providing the non- 
Federal share of the project cost. 

(C) CREDIT FOR LAND, EASEMENTS, AND 
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwithstanding section 
221(a)(4)(G) of the Flood Control Act of 1970 
(42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b(a)(4)(G)), the non-Federal 
interest shall receive credit for land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward 
the non-Federal share of project cost (includ-
ing all reasonable costs associated with ob-
taining permits necessary for the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance of the 
project on publicly owned or controlled 
land), except that the credit may not exceed 
25 percent of total project costs. 

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be 
100 percent. 

(E) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding subpara-
graph (A), the Federal share of the cost of a 
project under this section benefitting an eco-
nomically disadvantaged community (as de-
fined by the Secretary under section 160 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)) shall be 90 percent. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated $242,000,000 to carry out this 
section. 

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSES.—Not 
more than 10 percent of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section may be 
used by the Secretary to administer projects 
under this section at Federal expense. 

(f) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
219(f)(404) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1992 is repealed. 
SEC. 1333. STORM DAMAGE PREVENTION AND RE-

DUCTION, COASTAL EROSION, 
RIVERINE EROSION, AND ICE AND 
GLACIAL DAMAGE, ALASKA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 8315 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 
3783) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by inserting 
‘‘RIVERINE EROSION,’’ after ‘‘COASTAL ERO-
SION,’’; and 

(2) in subsection (a), in the matter pre-
ceding paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘riverine 
erosion,’’ after ‘‘coastal erosion,’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) The table of contents in section 2(b) of 

the James M. Inhofe National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2023 (136 Stat. 
2429) is amended by striking the item relat-
ing to section 8315 and inserting the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘Sec. 8315. Storm damage prevention and re-

duction, coastal erosion, 
riverine erosion, and ice and 
glacial damage, Alaska.’’. 

(2) The table of contents in section 8001(b) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2022 (136 Stat. 3693) is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 8315 and insert-
ing the following: 
‘‘Sec. 8315. Storm damage prevention and re-

duction, coastal erosion, 
riverine erosion, and ice and 
glacial damage, Alaska.’’. 

SEC. 1334. CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER PROGRAM. 
Section 8144 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3724) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘comprehensive plan’’ each 
place it appears and inserting ‘‘plans’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘COMPREHENSIVE PLAN’’ and inserting ‘‘IM-
PLEMENTATION PLANS’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘2 years’’ and inserting ‘‘4 

years’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘a comprehensive Chat-
tahoochee River Basin restoration plan to 
guide the implementation of projects’’ and 
inserting ‘‘plans to guide implementation of 
Chattahoochee River Basin restoration 
projects’’; and 

(3) in subsection (j), by striking ‘‘3 years’’ 
and inserting ‘‘5 years’’. 
SEC. 1335. CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY 

PROGRAM. 
Section 704(b)(1) of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2263 note) 
is amended, in the second sentence, by strik-
ing ‘‘$100,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$120,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1336. DELAWARE COASTAL SYSTEM PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 

is to provide for the collective planning and 
implementation of coastal storm risk man-
agement and hurricane and storm risk reduc-
tion projects in Delaware to provide greater 
efficiency and a more comprehensive ap-
proach to life safety and economic growth. 

(b) DESIGNATION.—The following projects 
for coastal storm risk management and hur-
ricane and storm risk reduction shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Delaware 
Coastal System Program’’ (referred to in 
this section as the ‘‘Program’’): 

(1) The project for navigation mitigation 
and hurricane and storm damage reduction, 
Delaware Bay coastline, Roosevelt Inlet- 
Lewes Beach, Delaware, authorized by sec-
tion 101(a)(13) of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 276). 

(2) The project for hurricane and storm 
damage reduction, Delaware Coast from 
Cape Henlopen to Fenwick Island, Bethany 
Beach/South Bethany Beach, Delaware, au-
thorized by section 101(a)(15) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 
276). 

(3) The project for hurricane and storm 
damage reduction, Delaware Coast from 
Cape Henlopen to Fenwick Island, Delaware, 
authorized by section 101(b)(11) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 
2577). 

(4) The project for storm damage reduction 
and shoreline protection, Rehoboth Beach 
and Dewey Beach, Delaware, authorized by 
section 101(b)(6) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3667). 

(5) Indian River Inlet, Delaware. 
(6) The project for hurricane and storm 

damage risk reduction, Delaware Beneficial 
Use of Dredged Material for the Delaware 
River, Delaware, authorized by section 401(3) 
of the Water Resources Development Act of 
2020 (134 Stat. 2736; 136 Stat. 3788), as modi-
fied by subsection (e) of this section. 

(c) MANAGEMENT.—The Secretary shall 
manage the projects described in subsection 
(b) as components of a single, comprehensive 
system, recognizing the interdependence of 
the projects. 

(d) COST-SHARE.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the Federal share of 
the cost of each of the projects described in 
paragraphs (1) through (5) of subsection (b) 
shall be 80 percent. 

(e) BROADKILL BEACH, DELAWARE.—The 
project for hurricane and storm damage risk 
reduction, Delaware Beneficial Use of 
Dredged Material for the Delaware River, 
Delaware, authorized by section 401(3) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 
(134 Stat. 2736; 136 Stat. 3788), is modified to 
include the project for hurricane and storm 
damage reduction, Delaware Bay coastline, 
Delaware and New Jersey–Broadkill Beach, 
Delaware, authorized by section 101(a)(11) of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
1999 (113 Stat. 275). 

(f) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section 
101(a)(15) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 276) is amended— 

(1) in the paragraph heading, by striking 
‘‘HENELOPEN’’ and inserting ‘‘HENLOPEN’’; 
and 

(2) by striking ‘‘Henelopen’’ and inserting 
‘‘Henlopen’’. 
SEC. 1337. DELAWARE INLAND BAYS AND DELA-

WARE BAY COAST COASTAL STORM 
RISK MANAGEMENT STUDY. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED COMMU-

NITY.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘economically 

disadvantaged community’’ has the meaning 
given the term pursuant to section 160 of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 
U.S.C. 2201 note). 

(B) INCLUSION.—The term ‘‘economically 
disadvantaged community’’ includes unin-
corporated communities within the study 
area. 

(2) STUDY.—The term ‘‘study’’ means the 
Delaware Inland Bays and Delaware Bay 
Coast Coastal Storm Risk Management 
Study, authorized by the resolution of the 
Committee on Public Works and Transpor-
tation of the House of Representatives dated 
October 1, 1986, and the resolution of the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate dated June 23, 1988. 

(b) STUDY, PROJECTS, AND SEPARABLE ELE-
MENTS.—Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in order to assist the economi-
cally disadvantaged communities in the area 
of the study, the non-Federal share of the 
costs of carrying out the study, or project 
construction or a separable element of a 
project authorized based on the study, shall 
be 10 percent. 

(c) COST SHARING AGREEMENT.—The Sec-
retary shall seek to expedite any amend-
ments to any existing cost-share agreement 
for the study in accordance with this sec-
tion. 

(d) LIMITATION.—Amounts made available 
to carry out the study, or project construc-
tion or a separable element of a project au-
thorized based on the study, shall not be 
used for coastal storm risk management 
projects that provide for ongoing construc-
tion beachfill projects along the Atlantic 
Coast. 
SEC. 1338. HAWAII ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORA-

TION. 
Section 444 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3747; 113 Stat. 
286) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘and environmental res-
toration’’ and inserting ‘‘environmental res-
toration, and coastal storm risk manage-
ment’’; and 

(2) by inserting ‘‘Hawaii,’’ after ‘‘Guam,’’. 
SEC. 1339. ILLINOIS RIVER BASIN RESTORATION. 

Section 519(c)(2) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2000 (114 Stat. 2654; 121 
Stat. 1221) is amended by striking ‘‘2010’’ and 
inserting ‘‘2029’’. 
SEC. 1340. KENTUCKY AND WEST VIRGINIA ENVI-

RONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary shall establish a program to provide 
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in Kentucky and West Virginia. 

(b) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form 
of design and construction assistance for 
water-related environmental infrastructure 
and resource protection and development 
projects in Kentucky and West Virginia, in-
cluding projects for wastewater treatment 
and related facilities, water supply and re-
lated facilities, environmental restoration, 
and surface water resource protection and 
development. 

(c) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project 
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned. 
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(d) 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) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State 
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications. 

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the 
project by the non-Federal interest. 

(3) COST SHARING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 

cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion— 

(i) shall be 75 percent; and 
(ii) may be provided in the form of grants 

or reimbursements of project costs. 
(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a 

delay in the funding of the Federal share of 
a project that is the subject of a local co-
operation agreement under this section, the 
non-Federal interest shall receive credit for 
reasonable interest incurred in providing the 
non-Federal share of the project cost. 

(C) LAND, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY 
CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest shall re-
ceive credit for land, easements, rights-of- 
way, and relocations toward the non-Federal 
share of project costs (including all reason-
able costs associated with obtaining permits 
necessary for the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the project on publicly 
owned or controlled land), but such credit 
may not exceed 25 percent of total project 
costs. 

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be 
100 percent. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated $75,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion, to be divided between the States de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSES.—Not 
more than 10 percent of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section may be 
used by the Corps of Engineers to administer 
projects under this section. 
SEC. 1341. MISSOURI RIVER MITIGATION, MIS-

SOURI, KANSAS, IOWA, AND NE-
BRASKA. 

(a) ACQUISITION OF LANDS.—In acquiring 
any land, or interests in land, to satisfy the 
total number of acres required for the cov-
ered project, the Secretary— 

(1) may only acquire land, or an interest in 
land, that— 

(A) is on the riverward side of levees; or 
(B) will contribute to future flood risk re-

siliency projects; 
(2) may only acquire land, or an interest in 

land, with the approval of the Governor of 
the State in which the land is located; and 

(3) may not acquire land, or an interest in 
land, by eminent domain. 

(b) APPLICATION OF LANDS.—The Secretary 
shall apply all covered land toward the num-
ber of acres required for the covered project 
in accordance with section 334 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 
306; 136 Stat. 3799). 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COVERED LAND.—The term ‘‘covered 

land’’ means any land or interests in land 
that— 

(A) is acquired by a Federal agency other 
than the Corps of Engineers; 

(B) is located within the meander belt of 
the lower Missouri River; and 

(C) the Secretary, in consultation with the 
head of any Federal agency that has ac-
quired the land or interest in land, deter-
mines meets the purposes of the covered 
project. 

(2) COVERED PROJECT.—The term ‘‘covered 
project’’ means the project for mitigation of 
fish and wildlife losses, Missouri River Bank 
Stabilization and Navigation Project, Mis-
souri, Kansas, Iowa, and Nebraska, author-
ized by section 601(a) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4143; 113 
Stat. 306; 121 Stat. 1155; 136 Stat. 2395). 
SEC. 1342. NEW YORK EMERGENCY SHORE RES-

TORATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is author-

ized to repair or restore a federally author-
ized hurricane and storm damage reduction 
structure or project or a public beach located 
in the covered geographic area pursuant to 
section 5(a) of the Act of August 18, 1941 (33 
U.S.C. 701n(a)), if— 

(1) the structure, project, or public beach is 
damaged by wind, wave, or water action as-
sociated with a Nor’easter; and 

(2) the Secretary determines that the dam-
age prevents— 

(A) in the case of a structure or project, 
the adequate functioning of the structure or 
project for the authorized purposes of the 
structure or project; or 

(B) in the case of a public beach, the ade-
quate functioning of the beach as a natural 
barrier to inundation, wave attack, or ero-
sion coinciding with hurricanes, coastal 
storms, or Nor’easters. 

(b) JUSTIFICATION.—The Secretary may 
carry out a repair or restoration activity 
under subsection (a) without the need to 
demonstrate that the activity is justified 
solely by national economic development 
benefits if— 

(1) the Secretary determines that— 
(A) such activity is necessary to restore 

the adequate functioning of the structure, 
project, or public beach for the purposes de-
scribed in subsection (a)(2), as applicable; 
and 

(B) such activity is warranted to protect 
against loss to life or property of the com-
munity protected by the structure, project, 
or public beach; and 

(2) in the case of a public beach, the non- 
Federal interest agrees to participate in, and 
comply with, applicable Federal floodplain 
management and flood insurance programs. 

(c) PRIORITIZATION.—Repair or restoration 
activities carried out by the Secretary under 
subsection (b) shall be given equal budgetary 
consideration and priority as activities justi-
fied solely by national economic develop-
ment benefits. 

(d) LIMITATIONS.—An activity carried out 
under subsection (a) for a public beach shall 
not— 

(1) repair or restore the beach beyond its 
natural profile; or 

(2) be considered initial construction of the 
hurricane and storm damage reduction 
project. 

(e) SAVINGS PROVISION.—The authority pro-
vided by this section shall be in addition to 
any authority provided by section 5(a) of the 
Act of August 18, 1941 (33 U.S.C. 701n(a)), to 
repair or restore federally authorized hurri-
cane or shore protective structure or project 
located in the covered geographic area dam-
aged or destroyed by wind, wave, or water 
action of other than an ordinary nature. 

(f) SUNSET.—The authority of the Sec-
retary to carry out an activity under sub-
section (a) for a public beach shall expire on 
the date that is 10 years after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(1) COVERED GEOGRAPHIC AREA.—The term 

‘‘covered geographic area’’ means— 

(A) Fire Island National Seashore, New 
York; and 

(B) the hamlets of Massapequa Park, 
Massapequa, Amityville, Copiague, 
Lindenhurst, West Babylon, Babylon, West 
Islip, West Bay Shore, Brightwaters, Bay 
Shore, Islip, East Islip, Great River, 
Oakdale, West Sayville, Saville, Bayport, 
Blue Point, Patchogue, East Patchogue, 
Bellport, Brookhaven, Shirley, Mastic 
Beach, Mastic, Moriches, Center Moriches, 
East Moriches, and Eastport, New York. 

(2) NOR’EASTER.—The term ‘‘Nor’easter’’ 
means a synoptic-scale, extratropical cy-
clone in the western North Atlantic Ocean. 

(3) PUBLIC BEACH.—The term ‘‘public 
beach’’ means a beach within the geographic 
boundary of an unconstructed federally au-
thorized hurricane and storm damage reduc-
tion project that is— 

(A) a publicly owned beach; or 
(B) a privately owned beach that is avail-

able for public use, including the availability 
of reasonable public access, in accordance 
with Engineer Regulation 1165–2–130, pub-
lished by the Corps of Engineers, dated June 
15, 1989. 
SEC. 1343. NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR 

AND TRIBUTARIES, NEW YORK AND 
NEW JERSEY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The study for flood and 
storm damage reduction for the New York 
and New Jersey Harbor and Tributaries 
project, authorized by the Act of June 15, 
1955 (chapter 140, 69 Stat. 132, 134 Stat. 2676) 
and being carried out pursuant to the Dis-
aster Relief Appropriations Act, 2013 (Public 
Law 113–2), is modified to require the Sec-
retary, upon the request of the non-Federal 
interest for the project, to include within the 
scope of such study an investigation of, and 
recommendations relating to, projects and 
activities to maximize the net public bene-
fits, including ecological benefits and soci-
etal benefits, from the reduction of the com-
prehensive flood risk within the geographic 
scope of the project from the isolated and 
compound effects of factors described in sec-
tion 8106(a) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 2282g). 

(b) ASSOCIATED PROJECTS.—The Secretary 
is authorized to carry out projects and ac-
tivities recommended pursuant to subsection 
(a) if such projects and activities otherwise 
meet the criteria for projects carried out 
under a continuing authority program (as 
defined in section 7001(c)) of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014 
(33 U.S.C. 2282d(c)). 

(c) CONTINUATION.—Any study rec-
ommended to be carried out in a report that 
the Chief of Engineers prepares for such 
study shall be considered a continuation of 
the study described in subsection (a). 

(d) CONSIDERATION; CONSULTATION.—In de-
veloping recommendations pursuant to sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall— 

(1) consider the use of natural and nature- 
based features; 

(2) consult with applicable Federal and 
State agencies and other stakeholders within 
the geographic scope of the project; and 

(3) solicit public comments. 
(e) INTERIM PROGRESS; REPORT TO CON-

GRESS.—Not later than 3 years after the date 
of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall 
transmit to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate a 
report detailing— 

(1) any recommendations made pursuant to 
subsection (a); 

(2) any projects or activities carried out 
under subsection (b); 

(3) any additional, site-specific areas with-
in the geographic scope of the project for 
which additional study is recommended by 
the Secretary; and 
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(4) any interim actions related to reduc-

tion of comprehensive flood risk within the 
geographic scope of the project undertaken 
by the Secretary during the study period. 

(f) EXPEDITED CONSIDERATION.—The Sec-
retary shall expedite the completion of the 
study described in subsection (a) and any 
further study, project, or activity rec-
ommended pursuant to this section. 

(g) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Any additional ac-
tion authorized by this section shall not 
delay any existing study, engineering, or 
planning work underway as of the date of en-
actment of this Act. 
SEC. 1344. SOUTHEASTERN NORTH CAROLINA EN-

VIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary shall establish a program to provide 
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in Southeastern North Carolina. 

(b) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form 
of design and construction assistance for 
water-related environmental infrastructure 
and resource protection and development in 
Southeastern North Carolina, including 
projects for wastewater treatment and re-
lated facilities, environmental restoration, 
and surface water resource protection and 
development. 

(c) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project 
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned. 

(d) COST SHARING.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 

cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion— 

(A) shall be 75 percent; and 
(B) may be provided in the form of grants 

or reimbursements of project costs. 
(2) EXCEPTION.—Notwithstanding para-

graph (1), the Federal share of the cost of a 
project under this section benefitting an eco-
nomically disadvantaged community (as de-
fined by the Secretary under section of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 2020 (33 
U.S.C. 2201 note)) shall be 90 percent. 

(e) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-

ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b) 
with the non-Federal interest with respect to 
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership 
agreement for a project entered into under 
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State 
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications. 

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the 
project by the non-Federal interest. 

(f) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a 
delay in the funding of the Federal share of 
a project under this section, the non-Federal 
interest shall receive credit for reasonable 
interest incurred in providing the non-Fed-
eral share of the project cost. 

(g) LAND, EASEMENTS, AND RIGHTS-OF-WAY 
CREDIT.—The non-Federal interest shall re-
ceive credit for land, easements, rights-of- 
way, and relocations toward the non-Federal 
share of project costs (including all reason-
able costs associated with obtaining permits 
necessary for the construction, operation, 
and maintenance of the project on publicly 
owned or controlled land), but such credit 
may not exceed 25 percent of total project 
costs. 

(h) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-

nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be 
100 percent. 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) There is authorized to be appropriated 

$50,000,000 to carry out this section; and 
(2) Not more than 10 percent of the 

amounts made available to carry out this 
section may be used by the Corps of Engi-
neers to administer projects under this sec-
tion. 

(j) SOUTHEASTERN NORTH CAROLINA DE-
FINED.—Southeastern North Carolina in-
cludes the North Carolina counties of 
Duplin, Sampson, Robeson, Bladen, Colum-
bus, Scotland, Hoke, Brunswick, New Han-
over, Pender, and Cumberland. 
SEC. 1345. OHIO, PENNSYLVANIA, AND WEST VIR-

GINIA. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ABANDONED MINE DRAINAGE.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘abandoned 

mine drainage’’ means discharge from land 
subject to title IV of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 
U.S.C. 1231 et seq.). 

(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘‘abandoned 
mine drainage’’ includes discharges from an 
area where reclamation bonds have been for-
feited under section 509 of the Surface Min-
ing Control Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1259), for 
which funds are applied to complete the rec-
lamation obligations initially required of the 
mining operator. 

(2) TREATMENT TECHNOLOGIES.—The term 
‘‘treatment technologies’’ means tech-
nologies that either change the composition 
of the abandoned mine drainage to form 
other compounds that are less dangerous to 
human health or the environment, or limit 
contaminant mobility by physical or chem-
ical means. 

(3) TREATMENT WORKS FOR ABANDONED MINE 
DRAINAGE.—The term ‘‘treatment works for 
abandoned mine drainage’’ means a facility 
or system designed to collect, aggregate, and 
treat abandoned mine drainage from sources 
or sites within a designated watershed or 
area using treatment technologies. 

(b) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-
retary may establish a pilot program to pro-
vide financial assistance to non-Federal in-
terests for the establishment of treatment 
works for abandoned mine drainage in Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Such as-
sistance shall be in the form of the reim-
bursement of costs for the design and con-
struction of the treatment works for aban-
doned mine drainage. 

(c) GOAL.—The goal of this pilot program is 
to initiate the cleanup process by imple-
menting activities to reduce or treat acid 
mine drainage from abandoned and forfeited 
mine drainage and bond forfeiture sites, as 
defined under the Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act of 1977. This cleanup 
supports water treatment and infrastructure 
improvements aimed at practical uses, in-
cluding but not limited to agricultural, in-
dustrial or recreational applications. 

(d) PUBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The 
Secretary may provide assistance under this 
section only if the treatment works for aban-
doned mine drainage is publicly owned. 

(e) PRIORITIZATION.—The Secretary shall 
prioritize assistance under this section to ef-
forts that— 

(1) reduce abandoned mine drainage from 
multiple sources; or 

(2) include a centralized water treatment 
system to reduce the abandoned mine drain-
age from multiple sources or sites within a 
designated watershed area over the greatest 
number of stream miles. 

(f) AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing financial 

assistance under this section, the Secretary 
shall enter into an agreement with the non- 
Federal interest. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each agreement en-
tered under this subsection shall provide for 
the following: 

(A) PLAN.—The non-Federal interest shall 
develop the design and construction of the 
treatments works for abandoned mine drain-
age, in consultation with the appropriate 
regulatory agencies addressing restoration of 
the impaired waters, which shall include the 
total cost of the restoration work to be fund-
ed under the agreement. 

(B) PERMITS.—The non-Federal interest 
shall be responsible for obtaining all permits 
and licenses necessary for the design and 
construction of the treatment works for 
abandoned mine drainage and for ensuring 
compliance with all requirements of such 
permits and licenses. The Secretary to the 
maximum extent possible shall expedite 
processing of any permits, variances, or ap-
provals necessary to facilitate the comple-
tion of projects receiving assistance under 
this section. 

(C) COSTS.—The non-Federal interest shall 
be responsible for all costs in excess of the 
total cost of design and construction, as de-
termined under subparagraph (A), including 
any and all costs associated with any liabil-
ity that might arise in connection with the 
treatment works for abandoned mine drain-
age. 

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—Oper-
ation and maintenance costs are a non-Fed-
eral responsibility. Such costs shall not be 
included in the total cost of the treatment 
works for abandoned mine drainage in sub-
section (A). 

(3) FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.—Federal assist-
ance shall be 75 percent of the total cost of 
the treatment works for abandoned mine 
drainage as determined in the agreement 
under subsection 2(A). 

(g) PROVISION OF FEDERAL ASSISTANCE.— 
Providing of Federal assistance under this 
section shall in no way establish any liabil-
ity for the Secretary associated with any 
treatment technologies associated with the 
treatment works for abandoned mine drain-
age. This includes the applicability of any 
provision of Federal or State law. 

(h) EXCLUSIONS.—None of the funds author-
ized by this section shall be used in relation 
to abandoned mine drainage associated with 
a facility for which a party identified is re-
sponsible for response, removal or remedi-
ation activities under the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), 
the Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 
6901et seq.), or the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.). 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this section $50,000,000, to remain 
available until expended. 
SEC. 1346. WESTERN LAKE ERIE BASIN, OHIO, IN-

DIANA, AND MICHIGAN. 
Section 441 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 328) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘flood 
control,’’ and inserting ‘‘flood risk manage-
ment, hurricane and storm damage risk re-
duction,’’; 

(2) in subsection (b), by striking ‘‘the 
study’’ and inserting ‘‘any study under this 
section’’; and 

(3) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) TREATMENT OF STUDIES.—Any study 
carried out by the Secretary under this sec-
tion after the date of enactment of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 2024 shall be 
treated as a continuation of the initial study 
carried out under this section. 

‘‘(d) PROJECTS.—A project resulting from a 
study carried out under this section may be 
implemented pursuant to section 212.’’. 
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SEC. 1347. OHIO AND NORTH DAKOTA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 594 of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 
382; 119 Stat. 2261; 121 Stat. 1140; 121 Stat. 
1944; 136 Stat. 3821) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(3)(A)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘IN GENERAL’’ and inserting 

‘‘PROJECT COSTS’’; 
(B) by striking ‘‘The Federal share of’’ and 

inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

clause (iii), the Federal share of’’; 
(C) by striking ‘‘The Federal share may’’ 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(ii) FORM.—The Federal share may’’; and 
(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) EXCEPTION.—The non-Federal share 

of the cost of a project under this section 
benefitting an economically disadvantaged 
community (as defined by the Secretary 
under section 160 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)) 
shall be 10 percent.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (h) by striking 
‘‘$250,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$300,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1348. OREGON ENVIRONMENTAL INFRA-

STRUCTURE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary may establish a program to provide 
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in the State of Oregon. 

(b) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form 
of design and construction assistance for 
water-related environmental infrastructure 
and resource protection and development 
projects in the State of Oregon, including 
projects for wastewater treatment and re-
lated facilities, water supply and related fa-
cilities, environmental restoration, and sur-
face water resource protection and develop-
ment. 

(c) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project 
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned. 

(d) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-

ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b) 
with the non-Federal interest with respect to 
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership 
agreement for a project entered into under 
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State 
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications. 

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the 
project by the non-Federal interest. 

(3) COST SHARING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 

cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion— 

(i) shall be 75 percent; and 
(ii) may be provided in the form of grants 

or reimbursements of project costs. 
(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a 

delay in the funding of the Federal share of 
a project that is the subject of a partnership 
agreement under this section, the non-Fed-
eral interest shall receive credit for reason-
able interest incurred in providing the non- 
Federal share of the project cost. 

(C) CREDIT FOR LAND, EASEMENTS, AND 
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwithstanding section 
221(a)(4)(G) of the Flood Control Act of 1970 
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(4)(G)), the non-Federal 
interest shall receive credit for land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward 

the non-Federal share of project cost (includ-
ing all reasonable costs associated with ob-
taining permits necessary for the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance of the 
project on publicly owned or controlled 
land), but such credit may not exceed 25 per-
cent of total project costs. 

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be 
100 percent. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated $40,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion. 

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSE.—Not 
more than 10 percent of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section may be 
used by the Corps of Engineers district of-
fices to administer projects under this sec-
tion at Federal expense. 
SEC. 1349. PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL IN-

FRASTRUCTURE. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Sec-

retary may establish a program to provide 
environmental assistance to non-Federal in-
terests in the State of Pennsylvania. 

(b) FORM OF ASSISTANCE.—Assistance pro-
vided under this section may be in the form 
of design and construction assistance for 
water-related environmental infrastructure 
and resource protection and development 
projects in the State of Pennsylvania, in-
cluding projects for wastewater treatment 
and related facilities, water supply and re-
lated facilities, environmental restoration, 
and surface water resource protection and 
development. 

(c) OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Sec-
retary may provide assistance for a project 
under this section only if the project is pub-
licly owned. 

(d) PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assist-

ance under this section to a non-Federal in-
terest, the Secretary shall enter into a part-
nership agreement under section 221 of the 
Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b) 
with the non-Federal interest with respect to 
the project to be carried out with such as-
sistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each partnership 
agreement for a project entered into under 
this subsection shall provide for the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Development by the Secretary, in con-
sultation with appropriate Federal and State 
officials, of a facilities or resource protec-
tion and development plan, including appro-
priate engineering plans and specifications. 

(B) Establishment of such legal and insti-
tutional structures as are necessary to en-
sure the effective long-term operation of the 
project by the non-Federal interest. 

(3) COST SHARING.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 

cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion— 

(i) shall be 75 percent; and 
(ii) may be provided in the form of grants 

or reimbursements of project costs. 
(B) CREDIT FOR INTEREST.—In case of a 

delay in the funding of the Federal share of 
a project that is the subject of a partnership 
agreement under this section, the non-Fed-
eral interest shall receive credit for reason-
able interest incurred in providing the non- 
Federal share of the project cost. 

(C) CREDIT FOR LAND, EASEMENTS, AND 
RIGHTS-OF-WAY.—Notwithstanding section 
221(a)(4)(G) of the Flood Control Act of 1970 
(42 U.S.C. 1962d-5b(a)(4)(G)), the non-Federal 
interest shall receive credit for land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward 
the non-Federal share of project cost (includ-
ing all reasonable costs associated with ob-
taining permits necessary for the construc-

tion, operation, and maintenance of the 
project on publicly owned or controlled 
land), but such credit may not exceed 25 per-
cent of total project costs. 

(D) OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE.—The 
non-Federal share of operation and mainte-
nance costs for projects constructed with as-
sistance provided under this section shall be 
100 percent. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated $25,000,000 to carry out this sec-
tion. 

(2) CORPS OF ENGINEERS EXPENSE.—Not 
more than 10 percent of the amounts made 
available to carry out this section may be 
used by the Corps of Engineers district of-
fices to administer projects under this sec-
tion at Federal expense. 
SEC. 1350. WASHINGTON AQUEDUCT. 

Section 8146(d) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2022 (40 U.S.C. 9501 note; 136 
Stat. 3729) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘Water 
and Sewer Authority’’ after ‘‘District of Co-
lumbia’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘Fairfax 
County’’ and inserting ‘‘the Fairfax County 
Water Authority’’. 
SEC. 1351. WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA, 

WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA, MARYLAND, AND VIRGINIA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal share of the 
cost of the feasibility study for the project 
for water supply, Washington, District of Co-
lumbia, Maryland, and Virginia, authorized 
by section 8201(a)(14) of the Water Resources 
Development Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3745) shall 
be 90 percent. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this section may be construed to affect any 
agreement in effect on the date of enactment 
of this Act between the Secretary and the 
non-Federal interest for the project de-
scribed in subsection (a) with respect to the 
feasibility study described in such sub-
section, until such time as an agreement be-
tween the Secretary and the non-Federal in-
terest for such project with respect to such 
feasibility study is entered into pursuant to 
this section. 
SEC. 1352. NORTHERN WEST VIRGINIA. 

Section 571 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 371; 121 Stat. 
1257; 136 Stat. 3807) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (e)(3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), in the first sen-

tence, by striking ‘‘The Federal share’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Except as provided in subpara-
graph (F), the Federal share’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(F) EXCEPTION.—In the case of a project 

benefitting an economically disadvantaged 
community (as defined by the Secretary 
under section 160 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)), 
the Federal share of the project costs under 
the applicable local cooperation agreement 
entered into under this subsection shall be 90 
percent.’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (g); 
(3) by redesignating subsections (h), (i), 

and (j) as sections (g), (h), and (i), respec-
tively; and 

(4) in subsection (g) (as so redesignated), by 
striking ‘‘$120,000,000’’ and inserting 
‘‘$150,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1353. SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA. 

Section 340 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1992 (106 Stat. 4856; 136 Stat. 
3807) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)(3)— 
(A) in the first sentence, by striking 

‘‘Total project costs’’ and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), total project costs’’; and 
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(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—In the case of a project 

benefitting an economically disadvantaged 
community (as defined by the Secretary 
under section 160 of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)), 
the Federal share of the total project costs 
under the applicable local cooperation agree-
ment entered into under this subsection 
shall be 90 percent. 

‘‘(C) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of 
the total project costs under this paragraph 
may be provided in the same form as de-
scribed in section 571(e)(3)(A) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 
371).’’; 

(2) by striking subsection (e); 
(3) by redesignating subsections (f), (g), (h), 

and (i) as subsections (e), (f), (g), and (h), re-
spectively; and 

(4) in subsection (f) (as so redesignated), in 
the first sentence, by striking ‘‘$140,000,000’’ 
and inserting ‘‘$170,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1354. UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER RESTORA-

TION PROGRAM. 
Section 1103(e)(4) of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 652(e)(4)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘fiscal year 1999 and 
each fiscal year thereafter’’ and inserting 
‘‘each of fiscal years 1999 through 2024, and 
$25,000,000 for fiscal year 2025 and each fiscal 
year thereafter’’. 
SEC. 1355. ACEQUIAS IRRIGATION SYSTEMS. 

Section 1113 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4232; 110 Stat. 
3719, 136 Stat. 3781) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The non-Federal’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The non-Federal’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) RECONNAISSANCE STUDY.—Notwith-

standing paragraph (1), the Federal share of 
a reconnaissance study carried out by the 
Secretary under this section shall be 100 per-
cent.’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking 
‘‘$80,000,000’’ and inserting ‘‘$90,000,000’’. 
SEC. 1356. ADDITIONAL PROJECTS FOR UNDER-

SERVED COMMUNITY HARBORS. 
Section 8132 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2022 (33 U.S.C. 2238e) is amend-
ed— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘and for 
purposes of contributing to ecosystem res-
toration’’ before the period at the end; 

(2) in subsection (g)(2), in the matter pre-
ceding subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘, a 
harbor where passenger or freight service is 
provided to island communities dependent 
on that service, or a marina or berthing area 
that is located adjacent to, or is accessible 
by, a Federal navigation project,’’ before 
‘‘for which’’; 

(3) in subsection (h)(1), by striking ‘‘2026’’ 
and inserting ‘‘2029’’; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(i) PROJECTS FOR MARINA OR BERTHING 

AREAS.—The Secretary may carry out not 
more than 10 projects under this section that 
are projects for an underserved community 
harbor that is a marina or berthing area de-
scribed in subsection (g)(2).’’. 
SEC. 1357. BOSQUE WILDLIFE RESTORATION 

PROJECT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall es-

tablish a program to carry out appropriate 
planning, design, and construction measures 
for wildfire prevention and restoration in the 
Middle Rio Grande Bosque, including the re-
moval of jetty jacks. 

(b) COST SHARE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the non-Federal share of the 
cost of a project carried out under this sec-
tion shall be in accordance with sections 103 
and 105 of the Water Resources Development 
Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213, 2215). 

(2) EXCEPTION.—The non-Federal share of 
the cost of a project carried out under this 
section benefitting an economically dis-
advantaged community (as defined by the 
Secretary under section 160 of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 
2201 note)) shall be 10 percent. 

(c) REPEAL.—Section 116 of the Energy and 
Water Development Appropriations Act, 2004 
(117 Stat. 1836), is repealed. 

(d) TREATMENT.—The program authorized 
under subsection (a) shall be considered a 
continuation of the program authorized by 
section 116 of the Energy and Water Develop-
ment Appropriations Act, 2004 (117 Stat. 1836) 
(as in effect on the day before the date of en-
actment of this Act). 
SEC. 1358. COASTAL COMMUNITY FLOOD CON-

TROL AND OTHER PURPOSES. 
Section 103(k)(4) of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(k)(4)) 
is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘makes’’ and 

inserting ‘‘made’’; and 
(B) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘repays an 

amount equal to 2⁄3 of the remaining prin-
cipal by’’ and inserting ‘‘made a payment of 
an additional $200,000,000 for that eligible de-
ferred payment agreement on or before’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B) by inserting ‘‘inter-
est’s’’ after ‘‘non-Federal’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) REFUND OF CREDIT.—Any agreement 

made that applied credits to satisfy the 
terms of a pre-payment made under sub-
section (k)(4)(A) that resulted in total pay-
ment in excess of the amount now required 
under subsection (k)(4)(A) shall be modified 
to indicate that the excess credits continue 
to apply toward any remaining principal of 
the respective project, or at the request of 
the non-Federal interest, the agreement 
shall be modified to retroactively transfer 
back those excess credits to the non-Federal 
interest such that those credits may be ap-
plied by the non-Federal interest to any 
cost-shared project identified by the non- 
Federal interest.’’. 
SEC. 1359. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION OF 

DEFERRED PAYMENT AGREEMENT 
REQUEST. 

Section 103(k) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(k)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Upon receipt of a re-

quest for a renegotiation of terms by a non- 
Federal interest under paragraph (2), the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House and the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works of the Senate a report 30 
days after enactment and quarterly there-
after regarding the status of the request. 

‘‘(B) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Secretary should respond 
to any request for a renegotiation of terms 
submitted under paragraph (2) in a timely 
manner.’’. 
SEC. 1360. CONTRACTS FOR WATER SUPPLY. 

(a) COPAN LAKE, OKLAHOMA.—Section 
8358(b)(2) of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2022 (136 Stat. 3802) is amended 
by striking ‘‘shall not pay more than 110 per-
cent of the initial project investment cost 
per acre-foot of storage for the acre-feet of 
storage space sought under an agreement 
under paragraph (1)’’ and inserting ‘‘for the 
acre-feet of storage space being sought under 
an agreement under paragraph (1), shall pay 
110 percent of the contractual rate per acre- 
foot of storage in the most recent agreement 
of the City for water supply storage space at 
the project’’. 

(b) STATE OF KANSAS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall 

amend the contracts described in paragraph 

(2) between the United States and the State 
of Kansas, relating to storage space for 
water supply, to change the method of cal-
culation of the interest charges that began 
accruing on February 1, 1977, on the invest-
ment costs for the 198,350 acre-feet of future 
use storage space and on April 1, 1979, on 
125,000 acre-feet of future use storage from 
compounding interest annually to charging 
simple interest annually on the principal 
amount, until— 

(A) the State of Kansas informs the Sec-
retary of the desire to convert the future use 
storage space to present use; and 

(B) the principal amount plus the accumu-
lated interest becomes payable pursuant to 
the terms of the contracts. 

(2) CONTRACTS DESCRIBED.—The contracts 
referred to in paragraph (1) are the following 
contracts between the United States and the 
State of Kansas: 

(A) Contract DACW41–74–C–0081, entered 
into on March 8, 1974, for the use by the 
State of Kansas of storage space for water 
supply in Milford Lake, Kansas. 

(B) Contract DACW41–77–C–0003, entered 
into on December 10, 1976, for the use by the 
State of Kansas for water supply in Perry 
Lake, Kansas. 
SEC. 1361. EXPENSES FOR CONTROL OF AQUATIC 

PLANT GROWTHS AND INVASIVE 
SPECIES. 

Section 104(d)(2)(A) of the River and Har-
bor Act of 1958 (33 U.S.C. 610(d)(2)(A)) is 
amended by striking ‘‘50 percent’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘35 percent’’. 
SEC. 1362. HOPPER DREDGE MCFARLAND RE-

PLACEMENT. 
If the Secretary replaces the Federal hop-

per dredge McFarland referred to in section 
563 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 1996 (110 Stat. 3784; 121 Stat. 1105) with an-
other Federal hopper dredge, the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) place the replacement Federal hopper 
dredge in a ready reserve status; 

(2) periodically perform routine underway 
dredging tests of the equipment (not to ex-
ceed 70 days per year) of the replacement 
Federal hopper dredge in a ready reserve sta-
tus to ensure the ability of the replacement 
Federal hopper dredge to perform urgent and 
emergency work; and 

(3) in consultation with affected stake-
holders, place the replacement Federal hop-
per dredge in active status in order to per-
form dredging work if the Secretary deter-
mines that private industry has failed— 

(A) to submit a responsive and responsible 
bid for work advertised by the Secretary; or 

(B) to carry out a project as required pur-
suant to a contract between the industry and 
the Secretary. 
SEC. 1363. LAKES PROGRAM. 

Section 602(a) of the Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 1986 (100 Stat. 4148; 104 
Stat. 4646; 110 Stat. 3758; 118 Stat. 295; 121 
Stat. 1076; 134 Stat. 2703; 136 Stat. 3778) is 
amended— 

(1) in paragraph (33), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (34) by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(35) East Lake Tohopekaliga, Florida; 
‘‘(36) Dillon Lake, Ohio; 
‘‘(37) Hillcrest Pond, Pennsylvania; 
‘‘(38) Falcon Lake, Zapata County, Texas; 

and 
‘‘(39) Lake Casa Blanca, Webb County, 

Texas.’’. 
SEC. 1364. MAINTENANCE OF NAVIGATION CHAN-

NELS. 
Section 509(a) of the Water Resources De-

velopment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3759; 113 
Stat. 339; 114 Stat. 2679; 136 Stat. 3779) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
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‘‘(23) West Dundalk Branch Channel and 

Dundalk-Seagirt Connecting Channel, Balti-
more Harbor Anchorages and Channels, 
Maryland. 

‘‘(24) Crown Bay Marina Channel, United 
States Virgin Islands. 

‘‘(25) Pidgeon Industrial Area Harbor, 
Memphis, Tennessee. 

‘‘(26) McGriff Pass Channel, Florida. 
‘‘(27) Oak Harbor Channel and Breakwater, 

Washington.’’. 
SEC. 1365. MAINTENANCE OF PILE DIKE SYSTEM. 

The Secretary shall continue to maintain 
the pile dike system constructed by the 
Corps of Engineers for the purpose of naviga-
tion along the Lower Columbia River and 
Willamette River, Washington, at Federal 
expense. 
SEC. 1366. NAVIGATION ALONG THE TENNESSEE– 

TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY. 
The Secretary shall, consistent with appli-

cable statutory authorities— 
(1) coordinate with the relevant stake-

holders and communities in the State of Ala-
bama and the State of Mississippi to address 
the dredging needs of the Tennessee– 
Tombigbee Waterway in those States; and 

(2) ensure continued navigation at the 
locks and dams owned and operated by the 
Corps of Engineers located along the Ten-
nessee–Tombigbee Waterway. 
SEC. 1367. REHABILITATION OF CORPS OF ENGI-

NEERS CONSTRUCTED DAMS. 
Section 1177 of the Water Resources Devel-

opment Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 467f–2 note) is 
amended— 

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

‘‘(c) COST SHARING.—The non-Federal share 
of the cost of a project for rehabilitation of 
a dam under this section, including the cost 
of any required study, shall be the same 
share assigned to the non-Federal interest 
for the cost of initial construction of that 
dam, including provision of all land, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and necessary reloca-
tions.’’; 

(2) in subsection (e)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and in-

serting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
paragraph (2), the Secretary’’; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—For a project under this 

section for which the Federal share of the 
costs is expected to exceed $60,000,000, the 
Secretary may expend more than such 
amount only if— 

‘‘(A) the Secretary submits to Congress the 
determination made under subsection (a) 
with respect to the project; and 

‘‘(B) construction of the project substan-
tially in accordance with the plans, and sub-
ject to the conditions described in such de-
termination, is specifically authorized by 
Congress.’’. 

(3) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘fiscal 
years 2017 through 2026’’ and inserting ‘‘fiscal 
years 2026 through 2030’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (g). 
SEC. 1368. SOIL MOISTURE AND SNOWPACK MON-

ITORING. 
Section 511(a)(3) of the Water Resources 

Development Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2753) is 
amended by striking ‘‘2025’’ and inserting 
‘‘2029’’. 
SEC. 1369. WAIVER OF NON-FEDERAL SHARE OF 

DAMAGES RELATED TO CERTAIN 
CONTRACT CLAIMS. 

Section 349 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (134 Stat. 2716) is amended 
in the matter preceding paragraph (1) by 
striking ‘‘2022’’ and inserting ‘‘2027’’. 
SEC. 1370. WILSON LOCK FLOATING GUIDE WALL. 

On the request of the relevant Federal en-
tity, the Secretary shall, to the maximum 
extent practicable, use all relevant authori-
ties to expeditiously provide technical as-
sistance, including engineering and design 
assistance, and cost estimation assistance to 
the relevant Federal entity in order to ad-
dress the impacts to navigation along the 
Tennessee River at the Wilson Lock and 
Dam, Alabama. 
SEC. 1371. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 

MOBILE HARBOR, ALABAMA. 
It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-

retary should, consistent with applicable 
statutory authorities, coordinate with rel-
evant stakeholders in the State of Alabama 

to address the dredging and dredging mate-
rial placement needs associated with the 
project for navigation, Theodore Ship Chan-
nel, Mobile Harbor, Alabama, authorized by 
section 201 of the Flood Control Act of 1965 
(42 U.S.C. 1962d–5) and modified by section 
309 of the Water Resources Development Act 
of 2020 (134 Stat. 2704). 

SEC. 1372. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 
SHALLOW DRAFT DREDGING IN THE 
CHESAPEAKE BAY. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) shallow draft dredging in the Chesa-

peake Bay is critical for tourism, recreation, 
and the fishing industry and that additional 
dredging is needed; and 

(2) the Secretary should, to the maximum 
extent practicable, use existing statutory 
authorities to address the dredging needs at 
small harbors and channels in the Chesa-
peake Bay. 

SEC. 1373. SENSE OF CONGRESS RELATING TO 
MISSOURI RIVER PRIORITIES. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Sec-
retary should make publicly available, where 
appropriate, any data used and any decisions 
made by the Corps of Engineers relating to 
the operations of civil works projects within 
the Missouri River Basin in order to ensure 
transparency for the communities in that 
Basin. 

TITLE IV—WATER RESOURCES 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 1401. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS. 

The following projects for water resources 
development and conservation and other pur-
poses, as identified in the reports titled ‘‘Re-
port to Congress on Future Water Resources 
Development’’ submitted to Congress pursu-
ant to section 7001 of the Water Resources 
Reform and Development Act of 2014 (33 
U.S.C. 2282d) or otherwise reviewed by Con-
gress, are authorized to be carried out by the 
Secretary substantially in accordance with 
the plans, and subject to the conditions, de-
scribed in the respective reports or decision 
documents designated in this section: 

(1) NAVIGATION.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engineers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. AK Akutan Harbor 
Navigational 
Improvements, 
Akutan 

July 17, 2024 Federal: $70,898,000 
Non-Federal: $1,749,000 
Total: $72,647,000 

2. CA Oakland Harbor 
Turning Basins 
Widening, Oak-
land 

May 30, 2024 Federal: $432,232,000 
Non-Federal: $210,298,000 
Total: $642,530,000 

3. FL Tampa Harbor, 
Pinellas and 
Hillsborough 
Counties, Deep 
Draft Naviga-
tion 

August 14, 2024 Federal: $520,420,000 
Non-Federal: $627,840,000 
Total: $1,148,260,000 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:47 Dec 10, 2024 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00058 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A09DE7.002 H09DEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6503 December 9, 2024 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engineers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

4. MD Baltimore Harbor 
Anchorages and 
Channels Modi-
fication of 
Seagirt Loop 
Channel, City of 
Baltimore, Deep 
Draft Naviga-
tion 

June 22, 2023 Federal: $53,765,250 
Non-Federal: $17,921,750 
Total: $71,687,000 

(2) HURRICANE AND STORM DAMAGE RISK RE-
DUCTION.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of 

Engineers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. DC, VA Metropolitan Wash-
ington, District of Co-
lumbia, Coastal 
Storm Risk Manage-
ment 

June 17, 2024 Federal: $10,160,800 
Non-Federal: $5,471,200 
Total: $15,632,000 

2. FL St. Johns County, 
Ponte Vedra Beach 
Coastal Storm Risk 
Management 

April 18, 2024 Federal: $50,449,000 
Non-Federal: $91,317,000 
Total: $141,766,000 

3. FL Miami-Dade Back Bay, 
Miami-Dade County, 
Coastal Storm Risk 
Management 

August 26, 2024 Federal: $1,756,000,000 
Non-Federal: $945,000,000 
Total: $2,701,000,000 

4. MD Baltimore Metropoli-
tan, Baltimore City, 
Coastal Storm Risk 
Management 

August 5, 2024 Federal: $51,439,700 
Non-Federal: $27,698,300 
Total: $79,138,000 

5. NY South Shore Staten Is-
land, Fort Wadsworth 
to Oakwood Beach, 
Richmond County, 
Coastal Storm Risk 
Management 

February 6, 2024 Federal: $1,775,600,000 
Non-Federal: $368,200,000 
Total: $2,143,800,000 

6. PR Puerto Rico, Coastal 
Storm Risk Manage-
ment 

July 30, 2024 Federal: $99,570,000 
Non-Federal: $159,010,000 
Total: $258,580,000 

7. RI Rhode Island Coastline, 
Coastal Storm Risk 
Management 

September 28, 
2023 

Federal: $216,690,500 
Non-Federal: $116,679,500 
Total: $333,370,000 
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(3) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND HURRICANE 

AND STORM DAMAGE RISK REDUCTION.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engi-

neers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. LA St. Tammany Parish, 
Louisiana Coastal 
Storm and Flood Risk 
Management 

May 28, 2024 Federal: $3,706,814,000 
Non-Federal: $2,273,679,000 
Total: $5,980,493,000 

(4) NAVIGATION AND HURRICANE AND STORM 
DAMAGE RISK REDUCTION.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engi-

neers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. TX Gulf Intracoastal Wa-
terway, Coastal Resil-
ience Study, Brazoria 
and Matagorda Coun-
ties 

June 2, 2023 Total: $322,761,000 

(5) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT AND ECO-
SYSTEM RESTORATION.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engi-

neers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. MS Memphis Metropolitan 
Stormwater - North 
DeSoto County Feasi-
bility Study, DeSoto 
County 

December 18, 
2023 

Federal: $17,380,000 
Non-Federal: $9,358,000 
Total: $26,738,000 

(6) ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engi-

neers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. FL Comprehensive Ever-
glades Restoration 
Plan, Western Ever-
glades Restoration 
Plan 

September 11, 
2024 

Federal: $1,057,630,000 
Non-Federal: $1,057,630,000 
Total: $2,115,260,000 
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A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engi-

neers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

2. TN, AR Mississippi River, 
Hatchie- 
Loosahatchie, Mis-
sissippi River Mile 
775-736 

August 12, 2024 Federal: $41,306,000 
Non-Federal: $22,353,000 
Total: $63,659,000 

(7) FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Report of 
Chief of Engi-

neers 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. NC Tar Pamlico River 
Basin 

September 11, 
2024 

Federal: $65,142,350 
Non-Federal: $35,076,650 
Total: $100,219,000 

(8) MODIFICATIONS AND OTHER PROJECTS.— 

A. State B. 
Name 

C. 
Date of 

Decision 
Document 

D. 
Estimated 

Costs 

1. AZ Tres Rios, Arizona Eco-
system Restoration 
Project 

May 28, 2024 Federal: $215,574,000 
Non-Federal: $119,835,000 
Total: $335,409,000 

2. FL Comprehensive Ever-
glades Restoration 
Plan, Biscayne Bay 
Coastal Wetlands 
Phase I Project, 
Miami-Dade County 

December 2, 2024 Federal: $171,215,000 
Non-Federal: $171,215,000 
Total: $342,430,000 

3. KS Manhattan, Kansas 
Federal Levee System 

May 6, 2024 Federal: $29,725,000 
Non-Federal: $16,006,000 
Total: $45,731,000 

4. MO University City Branch, 
River Des Peres, Uni-
versity City, St. 
Louis County, Flood 
Risk Management 

February 9, 2024 Federal: $9,299,000 
Non-Federal: $5,007,000 
Total: $14,306,000 
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SEC. 1402. SPECIAL RULE. 

The Secretary is authorized to provide up 
to $320,000,000 in financial assistance to the 
State of Florida for design and construction 
of the North Feeder Stormwater Treatment 
Area, as recommended in the Report of the 
Chief of Engineers for the project for eco-
system restoration, Comprehensive Ever-
glades Restoration Plan, Western Everglades 
Restoration Plan, Florida, authorized by this 
Act, and subject to the availability of appro-
priations. 

SEC. 1403. ADDITIONAL PROJECT AUTHORIZA-
TION PURSUANT TO STUDY BY NON- 
FEDERAL INTEREST. 

The North of Lake Okeechobee Storage 
Reservoir (Component A) of the Comprehen-
sive Everglades Restoration Plan (CERP) 
Project is authorized to be carried out by the 
Secretary in accordance with the review as-
sessment of the feasibility study for such 
project, dated August 2024 and submitted by 
the Secretary under section 203(c) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2231(c)), and subject to such modifica-
tions or conditions as the Secretary con-
siders appropriate. 

SEC. 1404. FACILITY INVESTMENT. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection (b), 
using amounts available in the revolving 
fund established by the first section of the 
Civil Functions Appropriations Act, 1954 (33 
U.S.C. 576) that are not otherwise obligated, 
the Secretary may— 

(1) design and construct an Operations and 
Maintenance Building in Galveston, Texas, 
described in the prospectus submitted to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate on May 22, 2024, 
pursuant to subsection (c) of such section (33 
U.S.C. 576(c)), substantially in accordance 
with such prospectus; 

(2) design and construct the new warehouse 
facility at the Longview Lake Project near 
Lee’s Summit, Missouri, described in the 
prospectus submitted to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate on May 22, 2024, pursuant to sub-
section (c) of such section (33 U.S.C. 576(c)), 
substantially in accordance with such pro-
spectus; 

(3) design and construct the joint facility 
for the resident office for the Corpus Christi 
Resident Office (Construction) and the Cor-
pus Christi Regulatory Field Office on exist-
ing federally owned property at the Naval 
Air Station, in Corpus Christi, Texas, de-
scribed in the prospectus submitted to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate on June 6, 2023, 
pursuant to subsection (c) of such section (33 
U.S.C. 576(c)), substantially in accordance 
with such prospectus; and 

(4) carry out such construction and infra-
structure improvements as are required to 
support the facilities described in paragraphs 
(1) through (3), including any necessary dem-
olition of existing infrastructure. 

(b) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall ensure that 
the revolving fund established by the first 
section of the Civil Functions Appropria-
tions Act, 1954 (33 U.S.C. 576) is appropriately 
reimbursed from funds appropriated for 
Corps of Engineers programs that benefit 
from the facilities constructed under this 
section. 

DIVISION B—OTHER MATTERS 
TITLE I—FISCALLY RESPONSIBLE 
HIGHWAY FUNDING ACT OF 2024 

SEC. 2101. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Fiscally 

Responsible Highway Funding Act of 2024’’. 
SEC. 2102. DEFINITIONS. 

In this title: 
(1) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 

means the Secretary of Transportation. 
(2) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means any of 

the 50 States and the District of Columbia. 
(3) TIFIA PROGRAM.—The term ‘‘TIFIA pro-

gram’’ means the program for credit assist-
ance under chapter 6 of title 23, United 
States Code. 
SEC. 2103. REDISTRIBUTION OF PRIOR TIFIA 

FUNDING. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law, the Secretary shall 
distribute the amount of contract authority 
described in subsection (b)(1) to States in ac-
cordance with this section. 

(b) FUNDING.— 
(1) AMOUNT DESCRIBED.—Subject to para-

graph (2), the amount of contract authority 
referred to in subsection (a) is $1,800,000,000, 
which shall be derived from the unobligated 
amounts of contract authority made avail-
able for credit assistance under— 

(A) the transportation infrastructure fi-
nance and innovation program under sub-
chapter II of chapter 1 of title 23, United 
States Code (as in effect before the date of 
enactment of SAFETEA–LU (Public Law 109– 
59; 119 Stat. 1144)); and 

(B) the TIFIA program. 
(2) TREATMENT.—The amount distributed 

under subsection (a) shall— 
(A) be subject to the obligation limitation 

for Federal-aid highway and highway safety 
construction programs; 

(B) remain available until September 30, 
2028; and 

(C) be in addition to any other funding ap-
portioned to States under section 104(b) of 
title 23, United States Code. 

(c) DISTRIBUTION.—The amount distributed 
under subsection (a) shall be distributed so 
that each State receives an amount equal to 
the proportion that— 

(1) the amount apportioned to the State for 
fiscal year 2025 under subsection (b) of sec-
tion 104 of title 23, United States Code; bears 
to 

(2) the total amount apportioned to all 
States for fiscal year 2025 under that sub-
section. 

(d) REQUIREMENTS.—Amounts distributed 
to States under subsection (a) shall be— 

(1) except as otherwise provided in this sec-
tion, administered as if apportioned under 
chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code; 

(2) available for any purpose described in 
section 133(b) of such title; 

(3) subject to the set aside under section 
133(h) of such title; 

(4) suballocated in the same manner de-
scribed in section 133(d) of such title; and 

(5) subject to the requirements of section 
11101(e) of the Infrastructure Investment and 
Jobs Act (23 U.S.C. 101 note; Public Law 117– 
58). 

(e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—This section shall 
take effect as if enacted on October 1, 2024. 
SEC. 2104. REDISTRIBUTION OF FISCAL YEAR 2025 

TIFIA FUNDING. 
(a) DETERMINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law and subject to para-
graph (2), on April 1, 2025, the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) determine the amount of contract au-
thority made available for credit assistance 
under the TIFIA program for fiscal year 2025 
pursuant to section 11101(a)(2) of the Infra-
structure Investment and Jobs Act (Public 

Law 117–58; 135 Stat. 443) that is estimated to 
remain unobligated in that fiscal year; and 

(B) distribute to States, in accordance with 
this section, 75 percent of the amount of con-
tract authority determined under subpara-
graph (A). 

(2) TREATMENT.—The amounts distributed 
under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

(A) be subject to the obligation limitation 
for Federal-aid highway and highway safety 
construction programs; 

(B) remain available until September 30, 
2028; and 

(C) be in addition to any other funding ap-
portioned to States under section 104(b) of 
title 23, United States Code. 

(b) DISTRIBUTION.—The amount distributed 
under subsection (a)(1)(B) shall be distrib-
uted so that each State receives an amount 
equal to the proportion that— 

(1) the amount apportioned to the State for 
fiscal year 2025 under subsection (b) of sec-
tion 104 of title 23, United States Code; bears 
to 

(2) the total amount apportioned to all 
States for fiscal year 2025 under that sub-
section. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—Amounts distributed 
to States under subsection (a)(1)(B) shall 
be— 

(1) except as otherwise provided in this sec-
tion, administered as if apportioned under 
chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code; 

(2) available for any purpose described in 
section 133(b) of that title; 

(3) subject to the set aside under section 
133(h) of such title; 

(4) suballocated in the same manner de-
scribed in section 133(d) of that title; and 

(5) subject to the requirements of section 
11101(e) of the Infrastructure Investment and 
Jobs Act (23 U.S.C. 101 note; Public Law 117– 
58). 
SEC. 2105. REDISTRIBUTION OF FISCAL YEAR 2026 

TIFIA FUNDING. 
(a) DETERMINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 

other provision of law and subject to para-
graph (2), on April 1, 2026, the Secretary 
shall— 

(A) determine the amount of contract au-
thority made available for credit assistance 
under the TIFIA program for fiscal year 2026 
pursuant to section 11101(a)(2) of the Infra-
structure Investment and Jobs Act (Public 
Law 117–58; 135 Stat. 443) that is estimated to 
remain unobligated in that fiscal year; and 

(B) distribute to States, in accordance with 
this section, 75 percent of the amount of con-
tract authority determined under subpara-
graph (A). 

(2) TREATMENT.—The amounts distributed 
under paragraph (1)(B) shall— 

(A) be subject to the obligation limitation 
for Federal-aid highway and highway safety 
construction programs; 

(B) remain available until September 30, 
2029; and 

(C) be in addition to any other funding ap-
portioned to States under section 104(b) of 
title 23, United States Code. 

(b) DISTRIBUTION.—The amount distributed 
under subsection (a)(1)(B) shall be distrib-
uted so that each State receives an amount 
equal to the proportion that— 

(1) the amount apportioned to the State for 
fiscal year 2026 under subsection (b) of sec-
tion 104 of title 23, United States Code; bears 
to 

(2) the total amount apportioned to all 
States for fiscal year 2026 under that sub-
section. 

(c) REQUIREMENTS.—Amounts distributed 
to States under subsection (a)(1)(B) shall 
be— 

(1) except as otherwise provided in this sec-
tion, administered as if apportioned under 
chapter 1 of title 23, United States Code; 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:47 Dec 10, 2024 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00062 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A09DE7.002 H09DEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H6507 December 9, 2024 
(2) available for any purpose described in 

section 133(b) of that title; 
(3) subject to the set aside under section 

133(h) of such title; 
(4) suballocated in the same manner de-

scribed in section 133(d) of that title; and 
(5) subject to the requirements of section 

11101(e) of the Infrastructure Investment and 
Jobs Act (23 U.S.C. 101 note; Public Law 117– 
58). 

TITLE II—ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 2024 

SEC. 2201. SHORT TITLE. 
This title may be cited as the ‘‘Economic 

Development Reauthorization Act of 2024’’. 

Subtitle A—Public Works and Economic 
Development 

SEC. 2211. DEFINITIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 3 of the Public 

Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3122) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(12) as paragraphs (3), (4), (5), (6), (7), (8), (9), 
(12), (13), (14), (16), and (17), respectively; 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (3) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(1) BLUE ECONOMY.—The term ‘blue econ-
omy’ means the sustainable use of marine, 
lake, or other aquatic resources in support of 
economic development objectives. 

‘‘(2) CAPACITY BUILDING.—The term ‘capac-
ity building’ includes all activities associ-
ated with early stage community-based 
project formation and conceptualization, 
prior to project predevelopment activity, in-
cluding grants to local community organiza-
tions for planning participation, community 
outreach and engagement activities, re-
search, and mentorship support to move 
projects from formation and 
conceptualization to project 
predevelopment.’’; 

(3) in paragraph (5) (as so redesignated), in 
subparagraph (A)(i), by striking ‘‘to the ex-
tent appropriate’’ and inserting ‘‘to the ex-
tent determined appropriate by the Sec-
retary’’; 

(4) in paragraph (6) (as so redesignated), in 
subparagraph (A)— 

(A) in clause (v), by striking ‘‘or’’ at the 
end; 

(B) in clause (vi), by striking the period at 
end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(vii) an economic development organiza-

tion; or 
‘‘(viii) a public-private partnership for pub-

lic infrastructure.’’; 
(5) by inserting after paragraph (9) (as so 

redesignated) the following: 
‘‘(10) OUTDOOR RECREATION.—The term ‘out-

door recreation’ means all recreational ac-
tivities, and the economic drivers of those 
activities, that occur in nature-based envi-
ronments outdoors. 

‘‘(11) PROJECT PREDEVELOPMENT.—The term 
‘project predevelopment’ means a measure 
required to be completed before the initi-
ation of a project, including— 

‘‘(A) planning and community asset map-
ping; 

‘‘(B) training; 
‘‘(C) technical assistance and organiza-

tional development; 
‘‘(D) feasibility and market studies; 
‘‘(E) demonstration projects; and 
‘‘(F) other predevelopment activities deter-

mined by the Secretary to be appropriate.’’; 
(6) by striking paragraph (12) (as so redes-

ignated) and inserting the following: 
‘‘(12) REGIONAL COMMISSION.—The term ‘Re-

gional Commission’ means any of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(A) The Appalachian Regional Commis-
sion established by section 14301(a) of title 
40, United States Code. 

‘‘(B) The Delta Regional Authority estab-
lished by section 382B(a)(1) of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2009aa–1(a)(1)). 

‘‘(C) The Denali Commission established by 
section 303(a) of the Denali Commission Act 
of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 note; Public Law 105– 
277). 

‘‘(D) The Great Lakes Authority estab-
lished by section 15301(a)(4) of title 40, United 
States Code. 

‘‘(E) The Mid-Atlantic Regional Commis-
sion established by section 15301(a)(5) of title 
40, United States Code. 

‘‘(F) The Northern Border Regional Com-
mission established by section 15301(a)(3) of 
title 40, United States Code. 

‘‘(G) The Northern Great Plains Regional 
Authority established by section 383B(a)(1) of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 2009bb–1(a)(1)). 

‘‘(H) The Southeast Crescent Regional 
Commission established by section 15301(a)(1) 
of title 40, United States Code. 

‘‘(I) The Southern New England Regional 
Commission established by section 15301(a)(6) 
of title 40, United States Code. 

‘‘(J) The Southwest Border Regional Com-
mission established by section 15301(a)(2) of 
title 40, United States Code.’’; 

(7) by inserting after paragraph (14) (as so 
redesignated) the following: 

‘‘(15) TRAVEL AND TOURISM.—The term 
‘travel and tourism’ means any economic ac-
tivity that primarily serves to encourage 
recreational or business travel in or to the 
United States, including activities relating 
to public or nonprofit entertainment venues 
in the United States.’’; and 

(8) in paragraph (17) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘established as a University Cen-
ter for Economic Development under section 
207(a)(2)(D)’’ and inserting ‘‘established 
under section 207(c)(1)’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
207(a)(3) of the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3147(a)(3)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘section 3(4)(A)(vi)’’ 
and inserting ‘‘section 3(6)(A)(vi)’’. 
SEC. 2212. INCREASED COORDINATION. 

Section 103 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3133) is amended by striking subsection (b) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) MEETINGS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—To carry out subsection 

(a), or for any other purpose relating to eco-
nomic development activities, the Secretary 
may convene meetings with Federal agen-
cies, State and local governments, economic 
development districts, Indian tribes, and 
other appropriate planning and development 
organizations. 

‘‘(2) REGIONAL COMMISSIONS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In addition to meetings 

described in paragraph (1), not later than 1 
year after the date of enactment of the Eco-
nomic Development Reauthorization Act of 
2024, and not less frequently than every 2 
years thereafter, the Secretary shall convene 
a meeting with the Regional Commissions in 
furtherance of subsection (a). 

‘‘(B) ATTENDEES.—The attendees for a 
meeting convened under this paragraph shall 
consist of— 

‘‘(i) the Secretary, acting through the As-
sistant Secretary of Commerce for Economic 
Development, serving as Chair; 

‘‘(ii) the Federal Cochairpersons of the Re-
gional Commissions, or their designees; and 

‘‘(iii) the State Cochairpersons of the Re-
gional Commissions, or their designees. 

‘‘(C) PURPOSE.—The purposes of a meeting 
convened under this paragraph shall in-
clude— 

‘‘(i) to enhance coordination between the 
Economic Development Administration and 

the Regional Commissions in carrying out 
economic development programs; 

‘‘(ii) to reduce duplication of efforts by the 
Economic Development Administration and 
the Regional Commissions in carrying out 
economic development programs; 

‘‘(iii) to develop best practices and strate-
gies for fostering regional economic develop-
ment; and 

‘‘(iv) any other purposes as determined ap-
propriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(D) REPORT.—Where applicable and pursu-
ant to subparagraph (C), not later than 1 
year after a meeting under this paragraph, 
the Secretary shall prepare and make pub-
licly available a report detailing, at a min-
imum— 

‘‘(i) the planned actions by the Economic 
Development Administration and the Re-
gional Commissions to enhance coordination 
or reduce duplication of efforts and a 
timeline for implementing those actions; and 

‘‘(ii) any best practices and strategies de-
veloped.’’. 
SEC. 2213. GRANTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS AND ECO-

NOMIC DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 201 of the Public 

Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3141) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘or for 

the improvement of waste management and 
recycling systems’’ after ‘‘development facil-
ity’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘increas-
ing the resilience’’ after ‘‘expansion,’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘suc-

cessful establishment or expansion’’ and in-
serting ‘‘successful establishment, expan-
sion, or retention,’’; and 

(B) in subparagraph (C), by inserting ‘‘and 
underemployed’’ after ‘‘unemployed’’; 

(3) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (d); and 

(4) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—In 
awarding grants under subsection (a) and 
subject to the criteria in subsection (b), the 
Secretary may also consider the extent to 
which a project would— 

‘‘(1) lead to economic diversification in the 
area, or a part of the area, in which the 
project is or will be located; 

‘‘(2) address and mitigate economic im-
pacts from extreme weather events, includ-
ing development of resilient infrastructure, 
products, and processes; 

‘‘(3) benefit highly rural communities 
without adequate tax revenues to invest in 
long-term or costly infrastructure; 

‘‘(4) increase access to high-speed 
broadband; 

‘‘(5) support outdoor recreation to spur 
economic development, with a focus on rural 
communities; 

‘‘(6) promote job creation or retention rel-
ative to the population of the impacted re-
gion with outsized significance; 

‘‘(7) promote travel and tourism; or 
‘‘(8) promote blue economy activities.’’. 

SEC. 2214. GRANTS FOR PLANNING AND GRANTS 
FOR ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES. 

Section 203 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3143) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (e); 

(2) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—Adminis-
trative expenses that may be paid with a 
grant under this section include— 

‘‘(1) expenses related to carrying out the 
planning process described in subsection (b); 

‘‘(2) expenses related to project 
predevelopment; 
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‘‘(3) expenses related to updating economic 

development plans to align with other appli-
cable State, regional, or local planning ef-
forts; and 

‘‘(4) expenses related to hiring professional 
staff to assist communities in— 

‘‘(A) project predevelopment and imple-
menting projects and priorities included in— 

‘‘(i) a comprehensive economic develop-
ment strategy; or 

‘‘(ii) an economic development planning 
grant; 

‘‘(B) identifying and using other Federal, 
State, and Tribal economic development pro-
grams; 

‘‘(C) leveraging private and philanthropic 
investment; 

‘‘(D) preparing economic recovery plans in 
response to disasters; and 

‘‘(E) carrying out economic development 
and predevelopment activities in accordance 
with professional economic development best 
practices.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (e) (as so redesignated), in 
paragraph (4)— 

(A) in subparagraph (E), by striking ‘‘; 
and’’ and inserting ‘‘(including broadband);’’; 

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (F) as 
subparagraph (G); and 

(C) by inserting after subparagraph (E) the 
following: 

‘‘(F) address and mitigate economic im-
pacts of extreme weather; and’’. 

SEC. 2215. COST SHARING. 

Section 204 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3144) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘50’’ 
and inserting ‘‘60’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘In determining’’ and in-

serting the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In determining’’; and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) REGIONAL COMMISSION FUNDS.—Not-

withstanding any other provision of law, any 
funds contributed by a Regional Commission 
for a project under this title may be consid-
ered to be part of the non-Federal share of 
the costs of the project.’’; and 

(3) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘or can 

otherwise document that no local matching 
funds are reasonably obtainable’’ after ‘‘or 
political subdivision’’; 

(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘section 207’’ and inserting 

‘‘section 203 or 207’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘project if’’ and all that 

follows through the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘project.’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) SMALL COMMUNITIES.—In the case of a 

grant to a political subdivision of a State (as 
described in section 3(6)(A)(iv)) that has a 
population of fewer than 10,000 residents and 
meets 1 or more of the eligibility criteria de-
scribed in section 301(a), the Secretary may 
increase the Federal share under paragraph 
(1) up to 100 percent of the total cost of the 
project.’’. 

SEC. 2216. REGULATIONS ON RELATIVE NEEDS 
AND ALLOCATIONS. 

Section 206 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3146) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by striking subpara-
graph (B) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(B) the per capita income levels, the labor 
force participation rate, and the extent of 
underemployment in eligible areas; and’’; 
and 

(2) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘and re-
tention’’ after ‘‘creation’’. 

SEC. 2217. RESEARCH AND TECHNICAL ASSIST-
ANCE; UNIVERSITY CENTERS. 

Section 207 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3147) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(2)(A), by inserting ‘‘, 
project predevelopment,’’ after ‘‘planning’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) UNIVERSITY CENTERS.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—In accordance with 

subsection (a)(2)(D), the Secretary may 
make grants to institutions of higher edu-
cation to serve as university centers. 

‘‘(2) GEOGRAPHIC COVERAGE.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that the network of university 
centers established under this subsection 
provides services in each State. 

‘‘(3) DUTIES.—To the maximum extent 
practicable, a university center established 
under this subsection shall— 

‘‘(A) collaborate with other university cen-
ters; 

‘‘(B) collaborate with economic develop-
ment districts and other relevant Federal 
economic development technical assistance 
and service providers to provide expertise 
and technical assistance to develop, imple-
ment, and support comprehensive economic 
development strategies and other economic 
development planning at the local, regional, 
and State levels, with a focus on innovation, 
entrepreneurship, workforce development, 
and regional economic development; 

‘‘(C) provide technical assistance, business 
development, and technology transfer serv-
ices to businesses in the area served by the 
university center; 

‘‘(D) establish partnerships with 1 or more 
commercialization intermediaries that are 
public or nonprofit technology transfer orga-
nizations eligible to receive a grant under 
section 602 of the American Innovation and 
Competitiveness Act (42 U.S.C. 1862s–9); 

‘‘(E) promote local and regional capacity 
building; and 

‘‘(F) provide to communities and regions 
assistance relating to data collection and 
analysis and other research relating to eco-
nomic conditions and vulnerabilities that 
can inform economic development and ad-
justment strategies. 

‘‘(4) CONSIDERATION.—In making grants 
under this subsection, the Secretary shall 
consider— 

‘‘(A) the significant role of regional public 
universities in supporting economic develop-
ment in distressed communities through the 
planning and the implementation of eco-
nomic development projects and initiatives; 
and 

‘‘(B) the location of the university center 
in or near a distressed community.’’. 
SEC. 2218. INVESTMENT PRIORITIES. 

Title II of the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 is amended by in-
serting after section 207 (42 U.S.C. 3147) the 
following: 
‘‘SEC. 208. INVESTMENT PRIORITIES. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 
(b), for a project to be eligible for assistance 
under this title, the project shall be con-
sistent with 1 or more of the following in-
vestment priorities: 

‘‘(1) CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE.—Economic 
development planning or implementation 
projects that support development of public 
facilities, including basic public infrastruc-
ture, transportation infrastructure, or tele-
communications infrastructure. 

‘‘(2) WORKFORCE.—Economic development 
planning or implementation projects that— 

‘‘(A) support job skills training to meet the 
hiring needs of the area in which the project 
is to be carried out and that result in well- 
paying jobs; or 

‘‘(B) otherwise promote labor force partici-
pation. 

‘‘(3) INNOVATION AND ENTREPRENEURSHIP.— 
Economic development planning or imple-
mentation projects that— 

‘‘(A) support the development of innova-
tion and entrepreneurship-related infrastruc-
ture; 

‘‘(B) promote business development and 
lending; or 

‘‘(C) foster the commercialization of new 
technologies that are creating technology- 
driven businesses and high-skilled, well-pay-
ing jobs of the future. 

‘‘(4) ECONOMIC RECOVERY RESILIENCE.—Eco-
nomic development planning or implementa-
tion projects that enhance the ability of an 
area to withstand and recover from adverse 
short-term or long-term changes in eco-
nomic conditions, including effects from in-
dustry contractions or economic impacts 
from natural disasters. 

‘‘(5) MANUFACTURING.—Economic develop-
ment planning or implementation projects 
that encourage job creation, business expan-
sion, technology and capital upgrades, and 
productivity growth in manufacturing, in-
cluding efforts that contribute to the com-
petitiveness and growth of domestic sup-
pliers or the domestic production of innova-
tive, high-value products and production 
technologies. 

‘‘(b) CONDITIONS.—If the Secretary plans to 
use an investment priority that is not de-
scribed in subsection (a), the Secretary shall 
submit 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 
written notification that explains the basis 
for using that investment priority. 

‘‘(c) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—Nothing in this sec-
tion waives any other requirement of this 
Act.’’. 
SEC. 2219. GRANTS FOR ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT. 

Section 209 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3149) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘or’’ at 

the end; 
(B) in paragraph (5)— 
(i) by inserting ‘‘, travel and tourism, nat-

ural resource-based, blue economy, or agri-
cultural’’ after ‘‘manufacturing’’; and 

(ii) by striking the period at the end and 
inserting a semicolon; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(6) economic dislocation in the steel in-

dustry due to the closure of a steel plant, 
primary steel economy contraction events 
(including temporary layoffs and shifts to 
part-time work), or job losses in the steel in-
dustry or associated with the departure or 
contraction of the steel industry, for help in 
economic restructuring of the communities; 
or 

‘‘(7) limited water for industrial consump-
tion in areas impacted by decreased water 
supplies due to drought or extreme heat.’’; 

(2) by redesignating subsections (d) and (e) 
as subsections (f) and (g), respectively; and 

(3) by inserting after section (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) ASSISTANCE TO COAL COMMUNITIES.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) COAL ECONOMY.—The term ‘coal econ-

omy’ means the complete supply chain of 
coal-reliant industries, including— 

‘‘(i) coal mining; 
‘‘(ii) coal-fired power plants; 
‘‘(iii) transportation or logistics; and 
‘‘(iv) manufacturing. 
‘‘(B) CONTRACTION EVENT.—The term ‘con-

traction event’ means the closure of a facil-
ity or a reduction in activity relating to a 
coal-reliant industry, including an industry 
described in any of clauses (i) through (iv) of 
subparagraph (A). 
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‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION.—On the application of 

an eligible recipient, the Secretary may 
make grants for projects in areas adversely 
impacted by a contraction event in the coal 
economy. 

‘‘(3) ELIGIBILITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out this sub-

section, the Secretary shall determine the 
eligibility of an area based on whether the 
eligible recipient can reasonably dem-
onstrate that the area— 

‘‘(i) has been adversely impacted by a con-
traction event in the coal economy within 
the previous 25 years; or 

‘‘(ii) will be adversely impacted by a con-
traction event in the coal economy. 

‘‘(B) PROHIBITION.—No regulation or other 
policy of the Secretary may limit the eligi-
bility of an eligible recipient for a grant 
under this subsection based on the date of a 
contraction event except as provided in sub-
paragraph (A)(i). 

‘‘(C) DEMONSTRATING ADVERSE IMPACT.—For 
the purposes of this paragraph, an eligible 
recipient may demonstrate an adverse im-
pact by demonstrating— 

‘‘(i) a loss in employment; 
‘‘(ii) a reduction in tax revenue; or 
‘‘(iii) any other factor, as determined to be 

appropriate by the Secretary. 
‘‘(e) ASSISTANCE TO NUCLEAR HOST COMMU-

NITIES.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
‘‘(A) COMMISSION.—The term ‘Commission’ 

means the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
‘‘(B) COMMUNITY ADVISORY BOARD.—The 

term ‘community advisory board’ means a 
community committee or other advisory or-
ganization that— 

‘‘(i) primarily focuses on the economic im-
pacts of decommissioning activities; and 

‘‘(ii) aims to foster communication and in-
formation exchange between a licensee plan-
ning for and involved in decommissioning ac-
tivities and members of the community that 
decommissioning activities may affect. 

‘‘(C) DECOMMISSION.—The term ‘decommis-
sion’ has the meaning given the term in sec-
tion 50.2 of title 10, Code of Federal Regula-
tions (or successor regulations). 

‘‘(D) LICENSEE.—The term ‘licensee’ has 
the meaning given the term in section 50.2 of 
title 10, Code of Federal Regulations (or suc-
cessor regulations). 

‘‘(E) NUCLEAR HOST COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘nuclear host community’ means an eligible 
recipient that has been economically im-
pacted, or reasonably demonstrates to the 
satisfaction of the Secretary that it will be 
economically impacted, by a nuclear power 
plant licensed by the Commission that— 

‘‘(i) is not co-located with an operating nu-
clear power plant; 

‘‘(ii) is at a site with spent nuclear fuel; 
and 

‘‘(iii) as of the date of enactment of the 
Economic Development Reauthorization Act 
of 2024— 

‘‘(I) has ceased operations; or 
‘‘(II) has provided a written notification to 

the Commission that it will cease oper-
ations. 

‘‘(2) AUTHORIZATION.—On the application of 
an eligible recipient, the Secretary may 
make grants— 

‘‘(A) to assist with economic development 
in nuclear host communities; and 

‘‘(B) to fund community advisory boards in 
nuclear host communities. 

‘‘(3) REQUIREMENT.—In carrying out this 
subsection, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, the Secretary shall implement the 
recommendations described in the report 
submitted to Congress under section 108 of 
the Nuclear Energy Innovation and Mod-
ernization Act (Public Law 115–439; 132 Stat. 
5577) entitled ‘Best Practices for Establish-
ment and Operation of Local Community Ad-

visory Boards Associated with Decommis-
sioning Activities at Nuclear Power Plants’. 

‘‘(4) DISTRIBUTION OF FUNDS.—The Sec-
retary shall establish a methodology to en-
sure, to the maximum extent practicable, ge-
ographic diversity among grant recipients 
under this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 2220. RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAM. 

Section 218 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3154d) is amended— 

(1) in the section heading, by striking 
‘‘BRIGHTFIELDS DEMONSTRATION’’ and inserting 
‘‘RENEWABLE ENERGY’’; 

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

‘‘(a) DEFINITION OF RENEWABLE ENERGY 
SITE.—In this section, the term ‘renewable 
energy site’ means a brownfield site that is 
redeveloped through the incorporation of 1 
or more renewable energy technologies, in-
cluding solar, wind, geothermal, ocean, and 
emerging, but proven, renewable energy 
technologies.’’; 

(3) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM’’ and inserting 
‘‘ESTABLISHMENT’’; 

(B) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by striking ‘‘brightfield’’ and inserting ‘‘re-
newable energy’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘solar en-
ergy technologies’’ and inserting ‘‘renewable 
energy technologies described in subsection 
(a),’’; and 

(4) by striking subsection (d). 
SEC. 2221. WORKFORCE TRAINING GRANTS. 

Title II of the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3141 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 219. WORKFORCE TRAINING GRANTS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—On the application of an 
eligible recipient, the Secretary may make 
grants to support the development and ex-
pansion of innovative workforce training 
programs through sectoral partnerships lead-
ing to quality jobs and the acquisition of 
equipment or construction of facilities to 
support workforce development activities. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE USES.—Funds from a grant 
under this section may be used for— 

‘‘(1) acquisition or development of land and 
improvements to house workforce training 
activities; 

‘‘(2) acquisition, design and engineering, 
construction, rehabilitation, alteration, ex-
pansion, or improvement of such a facility, 
including related equipment and machinery; 

‘‘(3) acquisition of machinery or equipment 
to support workforce training activities; 

‘‘(4) planning, technical assistance, and 
training; 

‘‘(5) sector partnerships development, pro-
gram design, and program implementation; 
and 

‘‘(6) in the case of an eligible recipient that 
is a State, subject to subsection (c), a State 
program to support individual trainees for 
employment in critical industries with high 
demand and vacancies necessary for further 
economic development of the applicable 
State that— 

‘‘(A) requires significant post-secondary 
training; but 

‘‘(B) does not require a post-secondary de-
gree. 

‘‘(c) STATE GRANT PILOT PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may 

award grants to States for the purpose de-
scribed in subsection (b)(6). 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—To be eligible to receive 
a grant under this subsection, the Chief Ex-
ecutive of a State shall submit to the Sec-
retary an application at such time, in such 
manner, and containing such information as 
the Secretary may require, which shall in-
clude, at a minimum, the following: 

‘‘(A) A method for identifying critical in-
dustry sectors driving in-State economic 
growth that face staffing challenges for in- 
demand jobs and careers. 

‘‘(B) A governance structure for the imple-
mentation of the program established by the 
State, including defined roles for the con-
sortia of agencies of such State, at a min-
imum, to include the State departments of 
economic development, labor, and education, 
or the State departments or agencies with 
jurisdiction over those matters. 

‘‘(C) A strategy for recruiting participants 
from at least 1 community that meets 1 or 
more of the criteria described in section 
301(a). 

‘‘(D) A plan for how the State will develop 
a tracking system for eligible programs, par-
ticipant enrollment, participant outcomes, 
and an application portal for individual par-
ticipants. 

‘‘(3) SELECTION.—The Secretary shall 
award not more than 1 grant under this sub-
section to any State. 

‘‘(4) ELIGIBLE USES.—A grant under this 
subsection may be used for— 

‘‘(A) necessary costs to carry out the mat-
ters described in this subsection, including 
tuition and stipends for individuals that re-
ceive funds under the program established by 
the applicable State, subject to the require-
ments described in paragraph (6); and 

‘‘(B) program implementation, planning, 
technical assistance, or training. 

‘‘(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstanding 
section 204, the Federal share of the cost of 
any award carried out with a grant made 
under this subsection shall not exceed 70 per-
cent. 

‘‘(6) PARTICIPANT AMOUNTS.—A State shall 
ensure that grant funds provided under this 
subsection to each individual that receives 
funds under the program established by the 
applicable State is the lesser of the following 
amounts: 

‘‘(A) In a case in which the individual is 
also eligible for a Federal Pell Grant under 
section 401 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 1070a) for enrollment at the 
applicable training program for any award 
year of the training program, $11,000 minus 
the amount of the awarded Federal Pell 
Grant. 

‘‘(B) For an individual not described in 
paragraph (1), the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) $11,000; and 
‘‘(ii) the total cost of the training program 

in which the individual is enrolled, including 
tuition, fees, career navigation services, 
textbook costs, expenses related to assess-
ments and exams for certification or licen-
sure, equipment costs, and wage stipends (in 
the case of a training program that is an 
earn-and-learn program). 

‘‘(7) TERMINATION.—The authority provided 
under this subsection shall expire on Sep-
tember 30, 2029. 

‘‘(d) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall 
coordinate the development of new work-
force development models with the Sec-
retary of Labor and the Secretary of Edu-
cation.’’. 
SEC. 2222. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
Title II of the Public Works and Economic 

Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3141 et 
seq.) (as amended by section 2221) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 220. CONGRESSIONAL NOTIFICATION RE-

QUIREMENTS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of a project 

described in subsection (b), the Secretary 
shall provide to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
notice, in accordance with subsection (c), of 
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the award of a grant for the project not less 
than 3 business days before notifying an eli-
gible recipient of their selection for that 
award. 

‘‘(b) PROJECTS DESCRIBED.—A project re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is a project that 
the Secretary has selected to receive a grant 
administered by the Economic Development 
Administration in an amount not less than 
$100,000. 

‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS.—A notification under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

‘‘(1) the name of the project; 
‘‘(2) the name of the applicant; 
‘‘(3) the region in which the project is to be 

carried out; 
‘‘(4) the State in which the project is to be 

carried out; 
‘‘(5) the 1 or more counties or political sub-

divisions in which the project is to be carried 
out; 

‘‘(6) the number of jobs expected to be cre-
ated or retained as a result of the project; 

‘‘(7) the estimated date of completion of 
the project; 

‘‘(8) the amount of the grant awarded; 
‘‘(9) a description of the project; and 
‘‘(10) any additional information, as deter-

mined to be appropriate by the Secretary. 
‘‘(d) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary 

shall make a notification under subsection 
(a) publicly available not later than 60 days 
after the date on which the Secretary pro-
vides the notice.’’. 
SEC. 2223. SPECIFIC FLEXIBILITIES RELATED TO 

DEPLOYMENT OF HIGH-SPEED 
BROADBAND. 

Title II of the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3141 et 
seq.) (as amended by section 2222) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 221. HIGH-SPEED BROADBAND DEPLOY-

MENT INITIATIVE. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) BROADBAND PROJECT.—The term 

‘broadband project’ means, for the purposes 
of providing, extending, expanding, or im-
proving high-speed broadband service to fur-
ther the goals of this Act— 

‘‘(A) planning, technical assistance, or 
training; 

‘‘(B) the acquisition or development of 
land; or 

‘‘(C) the acquisition, design and engineer-
ing, construction, rehabilitation, alteration, 
expansion, or improvement of facilities, in-
cluding related machinery, equipment, con-
tractual rights, and intangible property. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE RECIPIENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eligible re-

cipient’ means an eligible recipient. 
‘‘(B) INCLUSIONS.—The term ‘eligible recipi-

ent’ includes— 
‘‘(i) a public-private partnership; and 
‘‘(ii) a consortium formed for the purpose 

of providing, extending, expanding, or im-
proving high-speed broadband service be-
tween 1 or more eligible recipients and 1 or 
more for-profit organizations. 

‘‘(3) HIGH-SPEED BROADBAND.—The term 
‘high-speed broadband’ means the provision 
of 2-way data transmission with sufficient 
downstream and upstream speeds to end 
users to permit effective participation in the 
economy and to support economic growth, as 
determined by the Secretary. 

‘‘(b) BROADBAND PROJECTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—On the application of an 

eligible recipient, the Secretary may make 
grants under this title for broadband 
projects, which shall be subject to the provi-
sions of this section. 

‘‘(2) CONSIDERATIONS.—In reviewing appli-
cations submitted under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall take into consideration geo-
graphic diversity of grants provided, includ-
ing consideration of underserved markets, in 
addition to data requested in paragraph (3). 

‘‘(3) DATA REQUESTED.—In reviewing an ap-
plication submitted under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall request from the Federal 
Communications Commission, the Adminis-
trator of the National Telecommunications 
and Information Administration, the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, and the Appalachian 
Regional Commission data on— 

‘‘(A) the level and extent of broadband 
service that exists in the area proposed to be 
served; and 

‘‘(B) the level and extent of broadband 
service that will be deployed in the area pro-
posed to be served pursuant to another Fed-
eral program. 

‘‘(4) INTEREST IN REAL OR PERSONAL PROP-
ERTY.—For any broadband project carried 
out by an eligible recipient that is a public- 
private partnership or consortium, the Sec-
retary shall require that title to any real or 
personal property acquired or improved with 
grant funds, or if the recipient will not ac-
quire title, another possessory interest ac-
ceptable to the Secretary, be vested in a pub-
lic partner or eligible nonprofit organization 
or association for the useful life of the 
project, after which title may be transferred 
to any member of the public-private partner-
ship or consortium in accordance with regu-
lations promulgated by the Secretary. 

‘‘(5) PROCUREMENT.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, no person or entity 
shall be disqualified from competing to pro-
vide goods or services related to a broadband 
project on the basis that the person or entity 
participated in the development of the 
broadband project or in the drafting of speci-
fications, requirements, statements of work, 
or similar documents related to the goods or 
services to be provided. 

‘‘(6) BROADBAND PROJECT PROPERTY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may per-

mit a recipient of a grant for a broadband 
project to grant an option to acquire real or 
personal property (including contractual 
rights and intangible property) related to 
that project to a third party on such terms 
as the Secretary determines to be appro-
priate, subject to the condition that the op-
tion may only be exercised after the Sec-
retary releases the Federal interest in the 
property. 

‘‘(B) TREATMENT.—The grant or exercise of 
an option described in subparagraph (A) shall 
not constitute a redistribution of grant 
funds under section 217. 

‘‘(c) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—In determining 
the amount of the non-Federal share of the 
cost of a broadband project, the Secretary 
may provide credit toward the non-Federal 
share for the present value of allowable con-
tributions over the useful life of the 
broadband project, subject to the condition 
that the Secretary may require such assur-
ances of the value of the rights and of the 
commitment of the rights as the Secretary 
determines to be appropriate.’’. 
SEC. 2224. CRITICAL SUPPLY CHAIN SITE DEVEL-

OPMENT GRANT PROGRAM. 
Title II of the Public Works and Economic 

Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3141 et 
seq.) (as amended by section 2223) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 222. CRITICAL SUPPLY CHAIN SITE DEVEL-

OPMENT GRANT PROGRAM. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—On the application of an 

eligible recipient, the Secretary may make 
grants under the ‘Critical Supply Chain Site 
Development grant program’ (referred to in 
this section as the ‘grant program’) to carry 
out site development or expansion projects 
for the purpose of making the site ready for 
manufacturing projects. 

‘‘(b) CONSIDERATIONS.—In providing a grant 
to an eligible recipient under the grant pro-
gram, the Secretary may consider whether— 

‘‘(1) the proposed improvements to the site 
will improve economic conditions for rural 

areas, Tribal communities, or areas that 
meet 1 or more of the criteria described in 
section 301(a); 

‘‘(2) the project is consistent with regional 
economic development plans, which may in-
clude a comprehensive economic develop-
ment strategy; 

‘‘(3) the eligible recipient has initiatives to 
prioritize job training and workforce devel-
opment; and 

‘‘(4) the project supports industries deter-
mined by the Secretary to be of strategic im-
portance to the national or economic secu-
rity of the United States. 

‘‘(c) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants to eligi-
ble recipients under the grant program, the 
Secretary shall give priority to eligible re-
cipients that propose to carry out a project 
that— 

‘‘(1) has State, local, private, or nonprofit 
funds being contributed to assist with site 
development efforts; and 

‘‘(2) if the site development or expansion 
project is carried out, will result in a dem-
onstrated interest in the site by commercial 
entities or other entities. 

‘‘(d) USE OF FUNDS.—A grant provided 
under the grant program may be used for the 
following activities relating to the develop-
ment or expansion of a site: 

‘‘(1) Investments in site utility readiness, 
including— 

‘‘(A) construction of on-site utility infra-
structure; 

‘‘(B) construction of last-mile infrastruc-
ture, including road infrastructure, water in-
frastructure, power infrastructure, 
broadband infrastructure, and other physical 
last-mile infrastructure; 

‘‘(C) site grading; and 
‘‘(D) other activities to extend public utili-

ties or services to a site, as determined ap-
propriate by the Secretary. 

‘‘(2) Investments in site readiness, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(A) land assembly; 
‘‘(B) environmental reviews; 
‘‘(C) zoning; 
‘‘(D) design; 
‘‘(E) engineering; and 
‘‘(F) permitting. 
‘‘(3) Investments in workforce development 

and sustainability programs, including job 
training and retraining programs. 

‘‘(4) Investments to ensure that disadvan-
taged communities have access to on-site 
jobs. 

‘‘(e) PROHIBITION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

in awarding grants under the grant program, 
the Secretary shall not require an eligible 
recipient to demonstrate that a private com-
pany or investment has selected the site for 
development or expansion. 

‘‘(2) SAFEGUARDS.—In awarding grants 
under the grant program, the Secretary shall 
include necessary safeguards to ensure 
that— 

‘‘(A) the site development is fully com-
pleted within a reasonable timeframe; and 

‘‘(B) the eligible recipient has sufficiently 
demonstrated private sector interest.’’. 
SEC. 2225. UPDATED DISTRESS CRITERIA AND 

GRANT RATES. 
Section 301 of the Public Works and Eco-

nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3161) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking paragraph 
(3) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) UNEMPLOYMENT, UNDEREMPLOYMENT, 
OR ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT PROBLEMS.—The 
area is an area that the Secretary deter-
mines has experienced or is about to experi-
ence a special need arising from actual or 
threatened severe unemployment, under-
employment, or economic adjustment prob-
lems resulting from severe short-term or 
long-term changes in economic conditions. 
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‘‘(4) LOW MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME.—The 

area has a median household income of 80 
percent or less of the national average. 

‘‘(5) WORKFORCE PARTICIPATION.—The area 
has— 

‘‘(A) a labor force participation rate of 90 
percent or less of the national average; or 

‘‘(B) a prime-age employment gap of 5 per-
cent or more. 

‘‘(6) EXPECTED ECONOMIC DISLOCATION AND 
DISTRESS FROM ENERGY INDUSTRY TRANSI-
TIONS.—The area is an area that is expected 
to experience actual or threatened severe un-
employment or economic adjustment prob-
lems resulting from severe short-term or 
long-term changes in economic conditions 
from energy industries that are experiencing 
accelerated contraction.’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) TRANSPARENCY.—To the extent the 

Secretary includes neighboring counties and 
communities in an economic development 
district in accordance with subsection (a)(3), 
the Secretary shall submit to Congress, and 
make publicly available online, a notifica-
tion describing the justification for such in-
clusion and detailing the economic indica-
tors of such neighboring counties and com-
munities.’’. 
SEC. 2226. COMPREHENSIVE ECONOMIC DEVEL-

OPMENT STRATEGIES. 
Section 302 of the Public Works and Eco-

nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3162) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(3)(A), by inserting ‘‘in-
cluding to mitigate and adapt to the eco-
nomic impacts of extreme weather,’’ after 
‘‘enhances and protects the environment,’’; 
and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(d) EXCEPTION.—This section shall not 

apply to grants awarded under section 207 or 
grants awarded under section 209(c)(2) for 
areas to which more than one comprehensive 
economic development strategy may 
apply.’’. 
SEC. 2227. OFFICE OF TRIBAL ECONOMIC DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
Title V of the Public Works and Economic 

Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3191 et 
seq.) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 
‘‘SEC. 508. OFFICE OF TRIBAL ECONOMIC DEVEL-

OPMENT. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 

within the Economic Development Adminis-
tration an Office of Tribal Economic Devel-
opment (referred to in this section as the ‘Of-
fice’). 

‘‘(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of the Office 
shall be— 

‘‘(1) to coordinate all Tribal economic de-
velopment activities carried out by the Sec-
retary; 

‘‘(2) to help Tribal communities access eco-
nomic development assistance programs, in-
cluding the assistance provided under this 
Act; 

‘‘(3) to coordinate Tribal economic devel-
opment strategies and efforts with other 
Federal agencies; and 

‘‘(4) to be a participant in any negotiated 
rulemakings or consultations relating to, or 
having an impact on, projects, programs, or 
funding that benefit Tribal communities. 

‘‘(c) TRIBAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
STRATEGY.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of the Economic 
Development Reauthorization Act of 2024, 
the Office shall initiate a Tribal consulta-
tion process to develop, and not less fre-
quently than every 3 years thereafter, up-
date, a strategic plan for Tribal economic de-
velopment for the Economic Development 
Administration. 

‘‘(2) SUBMISSION TO CONGRESS.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 

the Economic Development Reauthorization 
Act of 2024 and not less frequently than 
every 3 years thereafter, the Office shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works of the Senate the strategic 
plan for Tribal economic development devel-
oped under paragraph (1). 

‘‘(d) OUTREACH.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a publicly facing website to help provide 
a comprehensive, single source of informa-
tion for Indian tribes, Tribal leaders, Tribal 
businesses, and citizens in Tribal commu-
nities to better understand and access pro-
grams that support economic development in 
Tribal communities, including the economic 
development programs administered by Fed-
eral agencies or departments other than the 
Department. 

‘‘(e) DEDICATED STAFF.—The Secretary 
shall ensure that the Office has sufficient 
staff to carry out all outreach activities 
under this section.’’. 
SEC. 2228. OFFICE OF DISASTER RECOVERY AND 

RESILIENCE. 
Title V of the Public Works and Economic 

Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3191 et 
seq.) (as amended by section 2227) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 509. OFFICE OF DISASTER RECOVERY AND 

RESILIENCE. 
‘‘(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary shall 

establish an Office of Disaster Recovery and 
Resilience— 

‘‘(1) to direct and implement the post-dis-
aster economic recovery responsibilities of 
the Economic Development Administration 
pursuant to subsections (c)(2) and (e) of sec-
tion 209 and section 703; 

‘‘(2) to direct and implement economic re-
covery and enhanced resilience support func-
tion activities as directed under the National 
Disaster Recovery Framework; and 

‘‘(3) support long-term economic recovery 
in communities in which a major disaster or 
emergency has been declared under the Rob-
ert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.), 
or otherwise impacted by an event of na-
tional significance, as determined by the 
Secretary, through— 

‘‘(A) convening and deploying an economic 
development assessment team; 

‘‘(B) hosting or attending convenings re-
lated to identification of additional Federal, 
State, local, and philanthropic entities and 
resources; 

‘‘(C) exploring potential flexibilities re-
lated to existing awards; 

‘‘(D) provision of technical assistance 
through staff or contractual resources; and 

‘‘(E) other activities determined by the 
Secretary to be appropriate. 

‘‘(b) APPOINTMENT AUTHORITIES.— 
‘‘(1) APPOINTMENT.—The Secretary is au-

thorized to appoint such temporary per-
sonnel as may be necessary to carry out the 
responsibilities of the Office of Disaster Re-
covery and Resilience, without regard to the 
provisions of subchapter I of chapter 33 of 
title 5, United States Code, governing ap-
pointments in the competitive service. 

‘‘(2) CONVERSION OF EMPLOYEES.—Notwith-
standing chapter 33 of title 5, United States 
Code, or any other provision of law relating 
to the examination, certification, and ap-
pointment of individuals in the competitive 
service, a temporary employee appointed 
under this subsection may be selected by the 
Secretary for a permanent appointment in 
the competitive service in the Economic De-
velopment Administration under internal 
competitive promotion procedures if— 

‘‘(A) the employee has served continuously 
for at least 2 years under 1 or more appoint-
ments under this subsection; and 

‘‘(B) the employee’s performance has been 
at an acceptable level of performance 
throughout the period or periods referred to 
in subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(3) STATUS UPON CONVERSION.—An indi-
vidual converted under this subsection shall 
become a career-conditional employee, un-
less the employee has already completed the 
service requirements for career tenure. 

‘‘(4) REPORTING.—For any fiscal year dur-
ing which the Secretary exercises the au-
thority under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that describes the use of that author-
ity including, at a minimum— 

‘‘(A) the number of employees hired under 
the authority during the fiscal year; 

‘‘(B) the positions and grades for which em-
ployees were hired; 

‘‘(C) the number of employees converted to 
career-conditional; 

‘‘(D) a description of how the Secretary as-
sessed employee performance to determine 
the eligibility of the employee for conversion 
under paragraph (2)(B); 

‘‘(E) the number of employees who were 
hired under that authority as temporary em-
ployees who have met the continuous service 
requirements described in subparagraph (A) 
of paragraph (2) but not the performance re-
quirements described in subparagraph (B) of 
that paragraph; and 

‘‘(F) the number of employees who were 
hired under that authority who have sepa-
rated from the Economic Development Ad-
ministration. 

‘‘(5) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection waives any requirement re-
lating to qualifications of applicants for po-
sitions in the Office of Disaster Recovery and 
Resilience under this subsection. 

‘‘(6) TERMINATION.—The authority provided 
by this subsection shall expire on September 
30, 2029. 

‘‘(c) DISASTER TEAM.— 
‘‘(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—As soon as prac-

ticable after the date of enactment of this 
section, the Secretary shall establish a dis-
aster team (referred to in this section as the 
‘disaster team’) for the deployment of indi-
viduals to carry out responsibilities of the 
Office of Disaster Recovery and Resilience 
after a major disaster or emergency has been 
declared under the Robert T. Stafford Dis-
aster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act 
(42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) and the Department 
has been activated by the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency. 

‘‘(2) MEMBERSHIP.— 
‘‘(A) DESIGNATION OF STAFF.—As soon as 

practicable after the date of enactment of 
this section, the Secretary shall designate to 
serve on the disaster team— 

‘‘(i) employees of the Office of Disaster Re-
covery and Resilience; 

‘‘(ii) employees of the Department who are 
not employees of the Economic Development 
Administration; and 

‘‘(iii) in consultation with the heads of 
other Federal agencies, employees of those 
agencies, as appropriate. 

‘‘(B) CAPABILITIES.—In designating individ-
uals under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall ensure that the disaster team includes 
a sufficient quantity of— 

‘‘(i) individuals who are capable of deploy-
ing rapidly and efficiently to respond to 
major disasters and emergencies; and 

‘‘(ii) highly trained full-time employees 
who will lead and manage the disaster team. 

‘‘(3) TRAINING.—The Secretary shall ensure 
that appropriate and ongoing training is pro-
vided to members of the disaster team to en-
sure that the members are adequately 
trained regarding the programs and policies 
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of the Economic Development Administra-
tion relating to post-disaster economic re-
covery efforts. 

‘‘(4) EXPENSES.—In carrying out this sec-
tion, the Secretary may— 

‘‘(A) use, with or without reimbursement, 
any service, equipment, personnel, or facil-
ity of any Federal agency with the explicit 
support of that agency, to the extent such 
use does not impair or conflict with the au-
thority of the President or the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency under the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5121 et seq.) to direct Federal 
agencies in any major disaster or emergency 
declared under that Act; and 

‘‘(B) provide members of the disaster team 
with travel expenses, including per diem in 
lieu of subsistence, at rates authorized for an 
employee of an agency under subchapter I of 
chapter 57 of title 5, United States Code, 
while away from the home or regular place 
of business of the member in the perform-
ance of services for, or relating to, the dis-
aster team. 

‘‘(d) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Not later than 
July 1, 2026, and annually thereafter, the 
Secretary shall submit to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Senate 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives a report that includes— 

‘‘(1) a summary of the activities of the Of-
fice of Disaster Recovery and Resilience and 
any disaster teams established pursuant to 
subsection (c); 

‘‘(2) the number and details of the disasters 
in which the Office of Disaster Recovery and 
Resilience and permanent and temporary 
personnel, including disaster teams, were in-
volved and deployed; 

‘‘(3) the locations and length of any deploy-
ments; 

‘‘(4) the number of personnel deployed, bro-
ken down by category, including permanent 
and temporary personnel; and 

‘‘(5) a breakdown of expenses, with or with-
out reimbursement.’’. 
SEC. 2229. ESTABLISHMENT OF TECHNICAL AS-

SISTANCE LIAISONS. 
Title V of the Public Works and Economic 

Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3191 et 
seq.) (as amended by section 2228) is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 510. TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE LIAISONS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—A Regional Director of a 
regional office of the Economic Development 
Administration may designate a staff mem-
ber to act as a ‘Technical Assistance Liaison’ 
for any State served by the regional office. 

‘‘(b) ROLE.—A Technical Assistance Liai-
son shall— 

‘‘(1) work in coordination with an Eco-
nomic Development Representative to pro-
vide technical assistance, in addition to 
technical assistance under section 207, to eli-
gible recipients that are underresourced 
communities, as determined by the Tech-
nical Assistance Liaison, that submit appli-
cations for assistance under title II; and 

‘‘(2) at the request of an eligible recipient 
that submitted an application for assistance 
under title II, provide technical feedback on 
unsuccessful grant applications. 

‘‘(c) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—The Sec-
retary may enter into a contract or coopera-
tive agreement with an eligible recipient for 
the purpose of providing technical assistance 
to eligible recipients that are 
underresourced communities that have sub-
mitted or may submit an application for as-
sistance under this Act.’’. 
SEC. 2230. ANNUAL REPORT TO CONGRESS. 

Section 603 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3213) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting 

‘‘areas’’ after ‘‘rural’’; and 
(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(B) in paragraph (3), by striking the period 

at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4)(A) include a list of all of the grants 

provided by the Economic Development Ad-
ministration for projects located in, or that 
primarily benefit, rural areas; 

‘‘(B) an explanation of the process used to 
determine how each project referred to in 
subparagraph (A) would benefit a rural area; 
and 

‘‘(C) a certification that each project re-
ferred to in subparagraph (A)— 

‘‘(i) is located in a rural area; or 
‘‘(ii) will primarily benefit a rural area.’’; 

and 
(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) ADDITIONAL REPORTING.—As part of 

the annual report to Congress of the Eco-
nomic Development Administration, the 
Secretary shall include a report on project 
completions and close outs for construction 
awards that includes the following informa-
tion on individual construction projects: 

‘‘(1) The award date of the project. 
‘‘(2) The completion date of the project. 
‘‘(3) The close out date of the project. 
‘‘(4) The total amount of the project, in-

cluding non-Federal cost share and funding 
from other sources, including a breakdown 
by source. 

‘‘(5) The number of jobs anticipated to be 
created or retained as a result of the invest-
ment. 

‘‘(d) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Not later than 
the date of the submission of the report 
under subsection (c), the Secretary shall 
make the report under subsection (c) pub-
licly available. 

‘‘(e) ADDITIONAL REPORTING REQUIRE-
MENT.—To ensure that projects are meeting 
expected timelines, not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of the Economic 
Development Reauthorization Act of 2024, 
the Secretary shall submit to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report that, at a min-
imum— 

‘‘(1) includes an analysis of Economic De-
velopment Administration construction 
project timeline estimates and actual 
project durations; and 

‘‘(2) describes the frequency with which 
project timelines are delayed and the sources 
of those delays, including cases in which a 
project scope or schedule requires an award 
amendment.’’. 
SEC. 2231. ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REP-

RESENTATIVES. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the Economic Development 
Administration should continue to promote 
access to economic development assistance 
programs of that agency through the use of 
Economic Development Representatives in 
underresourced communities, particularly 
coal communities. 

(b) ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT REPRESENTA-
TIVES.—In assigning Economic Development 
Representatives, the Secretary of Commerce 
may take into account the needs of coal 
communities. 
SEC. 2232. MODERNIZATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

REVIEWS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Commerce (referred to in this 
section as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall submit 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 ef-
forts of the Secretary to facilitate efficient, 
timely, and predictable environmental re-
views of projects funded by the Public Works 
and Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 
U.S.C. 3121 et seq.), including through ex-
panded use of categorical exclusions or pro-
grammatic environmental documents (as 
those terms are defined in section 111 of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4336e)). 

(b) REQUIREMENTS.—In completing the re-
port under subsection (a), the Secretary 
shall— 

(1) describe the actions the Secretary will 
take to implement the amendments to the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) made by section 321 of 
the Fiscal Responsibility Act of 2023 (Public 
Law 118–5; 137 Stat. 38); 

(2) describe the existing categorical exclu-
sions most frequently used by the Secretary 
to streamline the environmental review of 
projects funded by the Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 et seq.); and 

(3) consider— 
(A) the adoption of additional categorical 

exclusions, including those used by other 
Federal agencies, that would facilitate the 
environmental review of projects funded by 
the Public Works and Economic Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3121 et seq.); 

(B) the adoption of new programmatic en-
vironmental documents that would facilitate 
the environmental review of projects funded 
by the Public Works and Economic Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3121 et seq.); and 

(C) agreements with other Federal agen-
cies that would facilitate a more efficient 
process for the environmental review of 
projects funded by the Public Works and 
Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 et seq.). 

(c) RULEMAKING.—Not later than 2 years 
after the submission of the report under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall promulgate a 
final rule implementing, to the maximum 
extent practicable, measures considered by 
the Secretary under subsection (b) that are 
necessary to streamline the environmental 
review of projects funded by the Public 
Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3121 et seq.). 
SEC. 2233. GAO REPORT ON ECONOMIC DEVELOP-

MENT PROGRAMS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COMPTROLLER GENERAL.—The term 

‘‘Comptroller General’’ means the Comp-
troller General of the United States. 

(2) REGIONAL COMMISSION.—The term ‘‘Re-
gional Commission’’ has the meaning given 
the term in section 3 of the Public Works 
and Economic Development Act of 1965 (42 
U.S.C. 3122). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than September 30, 
2026, the Comptroller General shall submit 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 that eval-
uates economic development programs ad-
ministered by the Economic Development 
Administration and the Regional Commis-
sions. 

(c) CONTENTS.—In carrying out the report 
under subsection (b), the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall— 

(1) evaluate the impact of programs de-
scribed in that subsection on economic out-
comes, including job creation and retention, 
the rate of unemployment and underemploy-
ment, labor force participation, and private 
investment leveraged; 

(2) describe efforts by the Economic Devel-
opment Administration and the Regional 
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Commissions to document the impact of pro-
grams described in that subsection on eco-
nomic outcomes described in paragraph (1); 

(3) describe efforts by the Economic Devel-
opment Administration and the Regional 
Commissions to carry out coordination ac-
tivities described in section 103 of the Public 
Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3133); 

(4) consider other factors, as determined to 
be appropriate by the Comptroller General of 
the United States, to assess the effectiveness 
of programs described in subsection (b); and 

(5) make legislative recommendations for 
improvements to programs described in sub-
section (b) as applicable. 
SEC. 2234. GAO REPORT ON ECONOMIC DEVELOP-

MENT ADMINISTRATION REGULA-
TIONS AND POLICIES. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) COMPTROLLER GENERAL.—The term 

‘‘Comptroller General’’ means the Comp-
troller General of the United States. 

(2) SMALL COMMUNITY.—The term ‘‘small 
community’’ means a community of less 
than 10,000 year-round residents. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report that evaluates eco-
nomic development regulations and policies 
administered by the Economic Development 
Administration that have hindered the abil-
ity of communities to apply for and admin-
ister Economic Development Administration 
grants. 

(c) CONTENTS.—In carrying out the report 
under subsection (b), the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall— 

(1) review regulations and grant applica-
tion processes promulgated by the Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce for Economic Devel-
opment; 

(2) evaluate the technical capacity of eligi-
ble recipients (as defined in section 3 of the 
Public Works and Economic Development 
Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3122)) to apply for Eco-
nomic Development Administration grants; 

(3) provide recommendations for improving 
the administration and timely disbursement 
of grants awarded by the Economic Develop-
ment Administration, including for improv-
ing the communication with grantees re-
garding timelines for disbursement of funds; 

(4) identify barriers to small communities 
applying for Economic Development Admin-
istration grants, in consultation with— 

(A) State economic development represent-
atives; 

(B) secretaries of State departments of 
economic development; 

(C) representatives for small communities 
that have received Economic Development 
Administration grants; and 

(D) representatives for small communities 
that have never applied for Economic Devel-
opment Administration grants; and 

(5) provide recommendations for simpli-
fying and easing the ability for grant appli-
cants to navigate the Economic Develop-
ment Administration grant application proc-
ess, including through a review of regula-
tions, including environmental regulations, 
not in the jurisdiction of the Economic De-
velopment Administration to identify pos-
sible grant application process improve-
ments. 
SEC. 2235. GAO STUDY ON RURAL COMMUNITIES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
(referred to in this section as the ‘‘Comp-
troller General’’) shall conduct a study to 
evaluate the impacts of funding provided by 

the Economic Development Administration 
to distressed communities (as described in 
section 301(a) of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3161(a))) located in rural areas. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In carrying out the study 
under subsection (a), the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall— 

(1) identify not less than 5 geographically 
diverse distressed communities in rural 
areas; and 

(2) for each distressed community identi-
fied under paragraph (1), examine the im-
pacts of funding provided by the Economic 
Development Administration on— 

(A) the local jobs and unemployment of the 
community; and 

(B) the availability of affordable housing 
in the community. 

(c) REPORT.—On completion of the study 
under subsection (a), the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall submit to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the findings of the study and any 
recommendations that result from the study. 
SEC. 2236. GENERAL AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO-

PRIATIONS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 701 of the Public 

Works and Economic Development Act of 
1965 (42 U.S.C. 3231) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating subsection (b) as sub-
section (k); and 

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

‘‘(a) GRANTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS AND ECO-
NOMIC DEVELOPMENT.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out section 201, 
to remain available until expended— 

‘‘(1) $170,000,000 for fiscal year 2025; 
‘‘(2) $195,000,000 for fiscal year 2026; 
‘‘(3) $220,000,000 for fiscal year 2027; 
‘‘(4) $245,000,000 for fiscal year 2028; and 
‘‘(5) $270,000,000 for fiscal year 2029. 
‘‘(b) GRANTS FOR PLANNING AND GRANTS 

FOR ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES.—There are 
authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
section 203, to remain available until ex-
pended— 

‘‘(1) $90,000,000 for fiscal year 2025; 
‘‘(2) $100,000,000 for fiscal year 2026; 
‘‘(3) $110,000,000 for fiscal year 2027; 
‘‘(4) $120,000,000 for fiscal year 2028; and 
‘‘(5) $130,000,000 for fiscal year 2029. 
‘‘(c) GRANTS FOR TRAINING, RESEARCH, AND 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—There are author-
ized to be appropriated to carry out section 
207, to remain available until expended— 

‘‘(1) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2025; 
‘‘(2) $30,000,000 for fiscal year 2026; 
‘‘(3) $35,000,000 for fiscal year 2027; 
‘‘(4) $40,000,000 for fiscal year 2028; and 
‘‘(5) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2029. 
‘‘(d) GRANTS FOR ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT.— 

There are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out section 209 (other than subsections 
(d) and (e)), to remain available until ex-
pended— 

‘‘(1) $65,000,000 for fiscal year 2025; 
‘‘(2) $75,000,000 for fiscal year 2026; 
‘‘(3) $85,000,000 for fiscal year 2027; 
‘‘(4) $95,000,000 for fiscal year 2028; and 
‘‘(5) $105,000,000 for fiscal year 2029. 
‘‘(e) ASSISTANCE TO COAL COMMUNITIES.— 

There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out section 209(d) $75,000,000 for each of 
fiscal years 2025 through 2029, to remain 
available until expended. 

‘‘(f) ASSISTANCE TO NUCLEAR HOST COMMU-
NITIES.—There are authorized to be appro-
priated to carry out section 209(e), to remain 
available until expended— 

‘‘(1) to carry out paragraph (2)(A), 
$35,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2025 
through 2029; and 

‘‘(2) to carry out paragraph (2)(B), $5,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2025 through 2027. 

‘‘(g) RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAM.—There 
is authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
section 218 $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2025 through 2029, to remain available until 
expended. 

‘‘(h) WORKFORCE TRAINING GRANTS.—There 
is authorized to be appropriated to carry out 
section 219 $50,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2025 through 2029, to remain available until 
expended, of which $10,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2025 through 2029 shall be used to 
carry out subsection (c) of that section. 

‘‘(i) CRITICAL SUPPLY CHAIN SITE DEVELOP-
MENT GRANT PROGRAM.—There is authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out section 222 
$20,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2025 
through 2029, to remain available until ex-
pended. 

‘‘(j) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE LIAISONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out section 510 $5,000,000 for each of fis-
cal years 2025 through 2029, to remain avail-
able until expended.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Title VII of 
the Public Works and Economic Develop-
ment Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3231 et seq.) is 
amended by striking section 704. 
SEC. 2237. TECHNICAL CORRECTION. 

Section 1 of the Public Works and Eco-
nomic Development Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 
3121 note; Public Law 89–136) is amended by 
striking subsection (b) and inserting the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of 
contents for this Act is as follows: 
‘‘Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
‘‘Sec. 2. Findings and declarations. 
‘‘Sec. 3. Definitions. 
‘‘TITLE I—ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

PARTNERSHIPS COOPERATION AND CO-
ORDINATION 

‘‘Sec. 101. Establishment of economic devel-
opment partnerships. 

‘‘Sec. 102. Cooperation of Federal agencies. 
‘‘Sec. 103. Coordination. 
‘‘TITLE II—GRANTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS 

AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
‘‘Sec. 201. Grants for public works and eco-

nomic development. 
‘‘Sec. 202. Base closings and realignments. 
‘‘Sec. 203. Grants for planning and grants for 

administrative expenses. 
‘‘Sec. 204. Cost sharing. 
‘‘Sec. 205. Supplementary grants. 
‘‘Sec. 206. Regulations on relative needs and 

allocations. 
‘‘Sec. 207. Research and technical assist-

ance; university centers. 
‘‘Sec. 208. Investment priorities. 
‘‘Sec. 209. Grants for economic adjustment. 
‘‘Sec. 210. Changed project circumstances. 
‘‘Sec. 211. Use of funds in projects con-

structed under projected cost. 
‘‘Sec. 212. Reports by recipients. 
‘‘Sec. 213. Prohibition on use of funds for at-

torney’s and consultant’s fees. 
‘‘Sec. 214. Special impact areas. 
‘‘Sec. 215. Performance awards. 
‘‘Sec. 216. Planning performance awards. 
‘‘Sec. 217. Direct expenditure or redistribu-

tion by recipient. 
‘‘Sec. 218. Renewable energy program. 
‘‘Sec. 219. Workforce training grants. 
‘‘Sec. 220. Congressional notification re-

quirements. 
‘‘Sec. 221. High-Speed Broadband Deploy-

ment Initiative. 
‘‘Sec. 222. Critical supply chain site develop-

ment grant program. 
‘‘TITLE III—ELIGIBILITY; COMPREHEN-

SIVE ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
STRATEGIES 

‘‘Sec. 301. Eligibility of areas. 
‘‘Sec. 302. Comprehensive economic develop-

ment strategies. 
‘‘TITLE IV—ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 

DISTRICTS 
‘‘Sec. 401. Designation of economic develop-

ment districts. 
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‘‘Sec. 402. Termination or modification of 

economic development dis-
tricts. 

‘‘Sec. 404. Provision of comprehensive eco-
nomic development strategies 
to Regional Commissions. 

‘‘Sec. 405. Assistance to parts of economic 
development districts not in el-
igible areas. 

‘‘TITLE V—ADMINISTRATION 
‘‘Sec. 501. Assistant Secretary for Economic 

Development. 
‘‘Sec. 502. Economic development informa-

tion clearinghouse. 
‘‘Sec. 503. Consultation with other persons 

and agencies. 
‘‘Sec. 504. Administration, operation, and 

maintenance. 
‘‘Sec. 506. Performance evaluations of grant 

recipients. 
‘‘Sec. 507. Notification of reorganization. 
‘‘Sec. 508. Office of Tribal Economic Devel-

opment. 
‘‘Sec. 509. Office of Disaster Recovery and 

Resilience. 
‘‘Sec. 510. Technical Assistance Liaisons. 

‘‘TITLE VI—MISCELLANEOUS 
‘‘Sec. 601. Powers of Secretary. 
‘‘Sec. 602. Maintenance of standards. 
‘‘Sec. 603. Annual report to Congress. 
‘‘Sec. 604. Delegation of functions and trans-

fer of funds among Federal 
agencies. 

‘‘Sec. 605. Penalties. 
‘‘Sec. 606. Employment of expediters and ad-

ministrative employees. 
‘‘Sec. 607. Maintenance and public inspec-

tion of list of approved applica-
tions for financial assistance. 

‘‘Sec. 608. Records and audits. 
‘‘Sec. 609. Relationship to assistance under 

other law. 
‘‘Sec. 610. Acceptance of certifications by 

applicants. 
‘‘Sec. 611. Brownfields redevelopment re-

ports. 
‘‘Sec. 612. Savings clause. 

‘‘TITLE VII—FUNDING 
‘‘Sec. 701. General authorization of appro-

priations. 
‘‘Sec. 702. Authorization of appropriations 

for defense conversation activi-
ties. 

‘‘Sec. 703. Authorization of appropriations 
for disaster economic recovery 
activities.’’. 

Subtitle B—Regional Economic and 
Infrastructure Development 

SEC. 2241. REGIONAL COMMISSION AUTHORIZA-
TIONS. 

Section 15751 of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended by striking subsection (a) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated to each Commission to carry 
out this subtitle $40,000,000 for each of fiscal 
years 2025 through 2029.’’. 
SEC. 2242. REGIONAL COMMISSION MODIFICA-

TIONS. 
(a) MEMBERSHIP OF COMMISSIONS.—Section 

15301 of title 40, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)(C)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘An alternate member’’ 

and inserting the following: 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—An alternate member’’; 

and 
(B) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(ii) STATE ALTERNATES.—If the alternate 

State member is unable to vote in accord-
ance with clause (i), the alternate State 
member may delegate voting authority to a 
designee, subject to the condition that the 
executive director shall be notified, in writ-
ing, of the designation not less than 1 week 
before the applicable vote is to take place.’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘a Federal 
employee’’ and inserting ‘‘an employee’’. 

(b) DECISIONS OF COMMISSIONS.—Section 
15302 of title 40, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by inserting ‘‘or alter-
nate State members, including designees’’ 
after ‘‘State members’’; and 

(2) by striking subsection (c) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(c) QUORUMS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Subject to paragraph (2), 

a Commission shall determine what con-
stitutes a quorum for meetings of the Com-
mission. 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Any quorum for 
meetings of a Commission shall include— 

‘‘(A) the Federal Cochairperson or the al-
ternate Federal Cochairperson; and 

‘‘(B) a majority of State members or alter-
nate State members, including designees (ex-
clusive of members representing States de-
linquent under section 15304(c)(3)(C)).’’. 

(c) ADMINISTRATIVE POWERS AND EXPENSES 
OF COMMISSIONS.—Section 15304(a) of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘, which 
may be done without a requirement for the 
Commission to reimburse the agency or local 
government’’ after ‘‘status’’; 

(2) by redesignating paragraphs (8) and (9) 
as paragraphs (9) and (10), respectively; 

(3) by inserting after paragraph (7) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(8) collect fees for services provided and 
retain and expend such fees;’’; and 

(4) in paragraph (10) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘maintain a government rela-
tions office in the District of Columbia and’’. 

(d) MEETINGS OF COMMISSIONS.—Section 
15305(b) of title 40, United States Code, is 
amended by striking ‘‘with the Federal Co-
chairperson’’ and all that follows through 
the period at the end and inserting the fol-
lowing: ‘‘with— 

‘‘(1) the Federal Cochairperson; and 
‘‘(2) at least a majority of the State mem-

bers or alternate State members (including 
designees) present in-person or via electronic 
means.’’. 

(e) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Section 15308(a) of 
title 40, United States Code, is amended by 
striking ‘‘90’’ and inserting ‘‘180’’. 
SEC. 2243. TRANSFER OF FUNDS AMONG FED-

ERAL AGENCIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 153 of subtitle V 

of title 40, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating section 15308 as section 

15309; and 
(2) by inserting after section 15307 the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘§ 15308. Transfer of funds among Federal 

agencies 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subsection 

(c), for purposes of this subtitle, each Com-
mission may transfer funds to and accept 
transfers of funds from other Federal agen-
cies. 

‘‘(b) TRANSFER OF FUNDS TO OTHER FED-
ERAL AGENCIES.—Funds made available to a 
Commission may be transferred to other 
Federal agencies if the funds are used con-
sistently with the purposes for which the 
funds were specifically authorized and appro-
priated. 

‘‘(c) TRANSFER OF FUNDS FROM OTHER FED-
ERAL AGENCIES.—Funds may be transferred 
to any Commission under this section if— 

‘‘(1) the statutory authority for the funds 
provided by the Federal agency does not ex-
pressly prohibit use of funds for authorities 
being carried out by a Commission; and 

‘‘(2) the Federal agency that provides the 
funds determines that the activities for 
which the funds are to be used are otherwise 
eligible for funding under such a statutory 
authority.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 153 of subtitle V of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
the item relating to section 15308 and insert-
ing the following: 
‘‘15308. Transfer of funds among Federal 

agencies. 
‘‘15309. Annual reports.’’. 
SEC. 2244. FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 155 of subtitle V 
of title 40, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 
‘‘§ 15507. Payment of non-Federal share for 

certain Federal grant programs 
‘‘Amounts made available to carry out this 

subtitle shall be available for the payment of 
the non-Federal share for any project carried 
out under another Federal grant program— 

‘‘(1) for which a Commission is not the sole 
or primary funding source; and 

‘‘(2) that is consistent with the authorities 
of the applicable Commission.’’. 

(b) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis 
for chapter 155 of subtitle V of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘15507. Payment of non-Federal share for 

certain Federal grant pro-
grams.’’. 

SEC. 2245. NORTHERN BORDER REGIONAL COM-
MISSION AREA. 

Section 15733 of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘Lin-
coln,’’ after ‘‘Knox,’’; 

(2) in paragraph (2), by inserting 
‘‘Merrimack,’’ after ‘‘Grafton,’’; and 

(3) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘Schoharie,’’ after ‘‘Sche-

nectady,’’; and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘Wyoming,’’ after 

‘‘Wayne,’’. 
SEC. 2246. SOUTHWEST BORDER REGIONAL COM-

MISSION AREA. 
Section 15732 of title 40, United States 

Code, is amended— 
(1) in paragraph (3)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘Bernalillo,’’ before 

‘‘Catron,’’; 
(B) by inserting ‘‘Cibola, Curry, De Baca,’’ 

after ‘‘Chaves,’’; 
(C) by inserting ‘‘Guadalupe,’’ after 

‘‘Grant,’’; 
(D) by inserting ‘‘Lea,’’ after ‘‘Hidalgo,’’; 
(E) by inserting ‘‘Roosevelt,’’ after 

‘‘Otero,’’; and 
(F) by striking ‘‘and Socorro’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘Socorro, Torrance, and Valencia’’; and 
(2) in paragraph (4)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘Guadalupe,’’ after 

‘‘Glasscock,’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘Tom Green Upton,’’ and 

inserting ‘‘Tom Green, Upton,’’. 
SEC. 2247. GREAT LAKES AUTHORITY AREA. 

Section 15734 of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended, in the matter preceding 
paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘the counties 
which contain, in part or in whole, the’’ after 
‘‘consist of’’. 
SEC. 2248. ADDITIONAL REGIONAL COMMISSION 

PROGRAMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Subtitle V of title 40, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘CHAPTER 159—ADDITIONAL REGIONAL 
COMMISSION PROGRAMS 

‘‘Sec. 
‘‘15901. State capacity building grant pro-

gram. 
‘‘15902. Demonstration health projects. 
‘‘§ 15901. State capacity building grant pro-

gram 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) COMMISSION STATE.—The term ‘Com-

mission State’ means a State that contains 1 
or more eligible counties. 
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‘‘(2) ELIGIBLE COUNTY.—The term ‘eligible 

county’ means a county described in sub-
chapter II of chapter 157. 

‘‘(3) PROGRAM.—The term ‘program’ means 
a State capacity building grant program es-
tablished by a Commission under subsection 
(b). 

‘‘(b) ESTABLISHMENT.—Each Commission 
shall establish a State capacity building 
grant program to provide grants to Commis-
sion States in the area served by the Com-
mission for the purposes described in sub-
section (c). 

‘‘(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of a program 
are to support the efforts of the Commis-
sion— 

‘‘(1) to better support business retention 
and expansion in eligible counties; 

‘‘(2) to create programs to encourage job 
creation and workforce development in eligi-
ble counties, including projects and activi-
ties, in coordination with other relevant 
Federal agencies, to strengthen the water 
sector workforce and facilitate the sharing 
of best practices; 

‘‘(3) to partner with universities in dis-
tressed counties (as designated under section 
15702(a)(1))— 

‘‘(A) to strengthen the capacity in eligible 
counties to train new professionals in fields 
for which there is a shortage of workers; 

‘‘(B) to increase local capacity in eligible 
counties for project management, project 
execution, and financial management; and 

‘‘(C) to leverage funding sources for eligi-
ble counties; 

‘‘(4) to prepare economic and infrastruc-
ture plans for eligible counties; 

‘‘(5) to expand access to high-speed 
broadband in eligible counties; 

‘‘(6) to provide technical assistance that 
results in Commission investments in trans-
portation, water, wastewater, and other crit-
ical infrastructure; 

‘‘(7) to promote workforce development in 
eligible counties to support resilient infra-
structure projects; 

‘‘(8) to develop initiatives to increase the 
effectiveness of local development districts 
in eligible counties; and 

‘‘(9) to implement new or innovative eco-
nomic development practices that will better 
position eligible counties to compete in the 
global economy. 

‘‘(d) USE OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Funds from a grant 

under a program may be used to support a 
project, program, or related expense of the 
Commission State in an eligible county. 

‘‘(2) LIMITATION.—Funds from a grant 
under a program shall not be used for— 

‘‘(A) the purchase of furniture, fixtures, or 
equipment; 

‘‘(B) the compensation of— 
‘‘(i) any State member of the Commission 

(as described in section 15301(b)(1)(B)); or 
‘‘(ii) any State alternate member of the 

Commission (as described in section 
15301(b)(2)(B)); or 

‘‘(C) the cost of supplanting existing State 
programs. 

‘‘(e) ANNUAL WORK PLAN.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—For each fiscal year, be-

fore providing a grant under a program, each 
Commission State shall provide to the Com-
mission an annual work plan that includes 
the proposed use of the grant. 

‘‘(2) APPROVAL.—No grant under a program 
shall be provided to a Commission State un-
less the Commission has approved the annual 
work plan of the State. 

‘‘(f) AMOUNT OF GRANT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of a grant 

provided to a Commission State under a pro-
gram for a fiscal year shall be based on the 
proportion that— 

‘‘(A) the amount paid by the Commission 
State (including any amounts paid on behalf 

of the Commission State by a nonprofit orga-
nization) for administrative expenses for the 
applicable fiscal year (as determined under 
section 15304(c)); bears to 

‘‘(B) the amount paid by all Commission 
States served by the Commission (including 
any amounts paid on behalf of a Commission 
State by a nonprofit organization) for ad-
ministrative expenses for that fiscal year (as 
determined under that section). 

‘‘(2) REQUIREMENT.—To be eligible to re-
ceive a grant under a program for a fiscal 
year, a Commission State (or a nonprofit or-
ganization on behalf of the Commission 
State) shall pay the amount of administra-
tive expenses of the Commission State for 
the applicable fiscal year (as determined 
under section 15304(c)). 

‘‘(3) APPROVAL.—For each fiscal year, a 
grant provided under a program shall be ap-
proved and made available as part of the ap-
proval of the annual budget of the Commis-
sion. 

‘‘(g) GRANT AVAILABILITY.—Funds from a 
grant under a program shall be available 
only during the fiscal year for which the 
grant is provided. 

‘‘(h) REPORT.—Each fiscal year, each Com-
mission State shall submit to the relevant 
Commission and make publicly available a 
report that describes the use of the grant 
funds and the impact of the program in the 
Commission State. 

‘‘(i) CONTINUATION OF PROGRAM AUTHORITY 
FOR NORTHERN BORDER REGIONAL COMMIS-
SION.—With respect to the Northern Border 
Regional Commission, the program shall be a 
continuation of the program under section 
6304(c) of the Agriculture Improvement Act 
of 2018 (40 U.S.C. 15501 note; Public Law 115– 
334) (as in effect on the day before the date 
of enactment of this section). 
‘‘§ 15902. Demonstration health projects 

‘‘(a) PURPOSE.—To demonstrate the value 
of adequate health facilities and services to 
the economic development of the region, a 
Commission may make grants for the plan-
ning, construction, equipment, and operation 
of demonstration health, nutrition, and child 
care projects to serve distressed areas (re-
ferred to in this section as a ‘demonstration 
health project’), including hospitals, re-
gional health diagnostic and treatment cen-
ters, and other facilities and services nec-
essary for the purposes of this section. 

‘‘(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITIES.—An entity eligible 
to receive a grant under this section is— 

‘‘(1) an entity described in section 15501(a); 
‘‘(2) an institution of higher education (as 

defined in section 101(a) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1001(a))); 

‘‘(3) a hospital (as defined in section 1861 of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x)); or 

‘‘(4) a critical access hospital (as defined in 
that section). 

‘‘(c) PLANNING GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A Commission may 

make grants for planning expenses necessary 
for the development and operation of dem-
onstration health projects for the region 
served by the Commission. 

‘‘(2) MAXIMUM COMMISSION CONTRIBUTION.— 
The maximum Commission contribution for 
a demonstration health project that receives 
a grant under paragraph (1) shall be made in 
accordance with section 15501(d). 

‘‘(3) SOURCES OF ASSISTANCE.—A grant 
under paragraph (1) may be provided entirely 
from amounts made available to carry out 
this section or in combination with amounts 
provided under other Federal grant pro-
grams. 

‘‘(4) FEDERAL SHARE FOR GRANTS UNDER 
OTHER FEDERAL GRANT PROGRAMS.—Notwith-
standing any provision of law limiting the 
Federal share in other Federal grant pro-
grams, amounts made available to carry out 

this subsection may be used to increase the 
Federal share of another Federal grant up to 
the maximum contribution described in 
paragraph (2). 

‘‘(d) CONSTRUCTION AND EQUIPMENT 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A grant under this sec-
tion for construction or equipment of a dem-
onstration health project may be used for— 

‘‘(A) costs of construction; 
‘‘(B) the acquisition of privately owned fa-

cilities— 
‘‘(i) not operated for profit; or 
‘‘(ii) previously operated for profit if the 

Commission finds that health services would 
not otherwise be provided in the area served 
by the facility if the acquisition is not made; 
and 

‘‘(C) the acquisition of initial equipment. 
‘‘(2) STANDARDS FOR MAKING GRANTS.—A 

grant under paragraph (1)— 
‘‘(A) shall be approved in accordance with 

section 15503; and 
‘‘(B) shall not be incompatible with the ap-

plicable provisions of title VI of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 291 et seq.), the 
Developmental Disabilities Assistance and 
Bill of Rights Act of 2000 (42 U.S.C. 15001 et 
seq.), and other laws authorizing grants for 
the construction of health-related facilities, 
without regard to any provisions in those 
laws relating to appropriation authorization 
ceilings or to allotments among the States. 

‘‘(3) MAXIMUM COMMISSION CONTRIBUTION.— 
The maximum Commission contribution for 
a demonstration health project that receives 
a grant under paragraph (1) shall be made in 
accordance with section 15501(d). 

‘‘(4) SOURCES OF ASSISTANCE.—A grant 
under paragraph (1) may be provided entirely 
from amounts made available to carry out 
this section or in combination with amounts 
provided under other Federal grant pro-
grams. 

‘‘(5) CONTRIBUTION TO INCREASED FEDERAL 
SHARE FOR OTHER FEDERAL GRANTS.—Not-
withstanding any provision of law limiting 
the Federal share in another Federal grant 
program for the construction or equipment 
of a demonstration health project, amounts 
made available to carry out this subsection 
may be used to increase Federal grants for 
component facilities of a demonstration 
health project to a maximum of 90 percent of 
the cost of the facilities. 

‘‘(e) OPERATION GRANTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—A grant under this sec-

tion for the operation of a demonstration 
health project may be used for— 

‘‘(A) the costs of operation of the facility; 
and 

‘‘(B) initial operating costs, including the 
costs of attracting, training, and retaining 
qualified personnel. 

‘‘(2) STANDARDS FOR MAKING GRANTS.—A 
grant for the operation of a demonstration 
health project shall not be made unless the 
facility funded by the grant is— 

‘‘(A) publicly owned; 
‘‘(B) owned by a public or private nonprofit 

organization; 
‘‘(C) a private hospital described in section 

501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 
and exempt from taxation under section 
501(a) of that Code; or 

‘‘(D) a private hospital that provides a cer-
tain amount of uncompensated care, as de-
termined by the Commission, and applies for 
the grant in partnership with a State, local 
government, or Indian Tribe. 

‘‘(3) MAXIMUM COMMISSION CONTRIBUTION.— 
The maximum Commission contribution for 
a demonstration health project that receives 
a grant under paragraph (1) shall be made in 
accordance with section 15501(d). 

‘‘(4) SOURCES OF ASSISTANCE.—A grant 
under paragraph (1) may be provided entirely 
from amounts made available to carry out 
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this section or in combination with amounts 
provided under other Federal grant programs 
for the operation of health-related facilities 
or the provision of health and child develop-
ment services, including parts A and B of 
title IV and title XX of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 601 et seq., 621 et seq., 1397 et 
seq.). 

‘‘(5) FEDERAL SHARE.—Notwithstanding any 
provision of law limiting the Federal share 
in the other Federal programs described in 
paragraph (4), amounts made available to 
carry out this subsection may be used to in-
crease the Federal share of a grant under 
those programs up to the maximum con-
tribution described in paragraph (3). 

‘‘(f) PRIORITY HEALTH PROGRAMS.—If a 
Commission elects to make grants under this 
section, the Commission shall establish spe-
cific regional health priorities for such 
grants that address— 

‘‘(1) addiction treatment and access to re-
sources helping individuals in recovery; 

‘‘(2) workforce shortages in the healthcare 
industry; or 

‘‘(3) access to services for screening and di-
agnosing chronic health issues.’’. 

(b) REPEAL.—Section 6304(c) of the Agri-
culture Improvement Act of 2018 (40 U.S.C. 
15501 note; Public Law 115–334) is repealed. 

(c) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
chapters for subtitle V of title 40, United 
States Code, is amended by inserting after 
the item relating to chapter 157 the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘159. Additional Regional Commis-
sion Programs .............................. 15901’’. 

SEC. 2249. ESTABLISHMENT OF MID-ATLANTIC 
REGIONAL COMMISSION. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 15301(a) of 
title 40, United States Code, is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) The Mid-Atlantic Regional Commis-
sion.’’. 

(b) DESIGNATION OF REGION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 

157 of title 40, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 15735. Mid-Atlantic Regional Commission. 
‘‘The region of the Mid-Atlantic Regional 

Commission shall include the following 
counties: 

‘‘(1) DELAWARE.—Each county in the State 
of Delaware. 

‘‘(2) MARYLAND.—Each county in the State 
of Maryland that is not already served by 
the Appalachian Regional Commission. 

‘‘(3) PENNSYLVANIA.—Each county in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania that is not 
already served by the Appalachian Regional 
Commission.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
subchapter II of chapter 157 of title 40, 
United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘15735. Mid-Atlantic Regional Commission.’’. 
(c) APPLICATION.—Section 15702(c) of title 

40, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraph (3) as para-

graph (4); and 
(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(3) APPLICATION.—Paragraph (2) shall not 

apply to a county described in paragraph (2) 
or (3) of section 15735.’’. 
SEC. 2250. ESTABLISHMENT OF SOUTHERN NEW 

ENGLAND REGIONAL COMMISSION. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—Section 15301(a) of 

title 40, United States Code (as amended by 
section 2249(a)), is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(6) The Southern New England Regional 
Commission.’’. 

(b) DESIGNATION OF REGION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subchapter II of chapter 

157 of title 40, United States Code (as amend-

ed by section 2249(b)(1)), is amended by add-
ing at the end the following: 

‘‘§ 15736. Southern New England Regional 
Commission 
‘‘The region of the Southern New England 

Regional Commission shall include the fol-
lowing counties: 

‘‘(1) RHODE ISLAND.—Each county in the 
State of Rhode Island. 

‘‘(2) CONNECTICUT.—The counties of Hart-
ford, Middlesex, New Haven, New London, 
Tolland, and Windham in the State of Con-
necticut. 

‘‘(3) MASSACHUSETTS.—Each county in the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
subchapter II of chapter 157 of title 40, 
United States Code (as amended by section 
2249(b)(2)), is amended by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘15736. Southern New England Regional 
Commission.’’. 

(c) APPLICATION.—Section 15702(c)(3) of 
title 40, United States Code (as amended by 
section 2249(c)), is amended— 

(1) by striking the period at the end and in-
serting ‘‘; or’’; 

(2) by striking ‘‘to a county’’ and inserting 
the following: ‘‘to— 

‘‘(A) a county’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) the Southern New England Regional 

Commission.’’. 
SEC. 2251. DENALI COMMISSION REAUTHORIZA-

TION. 
(a) REAUTHORIZATION.—Section 312(a) of the 

Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 3121 
note; Public Law 105–277) is amended by 
striking ‘‘$15,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2017 through 2021’’ and inserting ‘‘$35,000,000 
for each of fiscal years 2025 through 2029’’. 

(b) POWERS OF THE COMMISSION.—Section 
305 of the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (42 
U.S.C. 3121 note; Public Law 105–277) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (d), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘enter into leases (including the 
lease of office space for any term),’’ after 
‘‘award grants,’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) USE OF FUNDS TOWARD NON-FEDERAL 

SHARE OF CERTAIN PROJECTS.—Notwith-
standing any other provision of law regard-
ing payment of a non-Federal share in con-
nection with a grant-in-aid program, the 
Commission may use amounts made avail-
able to the Commission for the payment of 
such a non-Federal share for programs un-
dertaken to carry out the purposes of the 
Commission.’’. 

(c) SPECIAL FUNCTIONS OF THE COMMIS-
SION.—Section 307 of the Denali Commission 
Act of 1998 (42 U.S.C. 4321 note; Public Law 
105–277) is amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (a); 
(2) by redesignating subsections (b) 

through (e) as subsections (a) through (d), re-
spectively; and 

(3) in subsection (c) (as so redesignated), by 
inserting ‘‘, including interagency trans-
fers,’’ after ‘‘payments’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
309(c)(1) of the Denali Commission Act of 1998 
(42 U.S.C. 4321 note; Public Law 105–277) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘of Transportation’’ 
after ‘‘Secretary’’. 
SEC. 2252. DENALI HOUSING FUND. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The term ‘‘eligible 

entity’’ means— 
(A) a nonprofit organization; 
(B) a limited dividend organization; 
(C) a cooperative organization; 
(D) an Indian Tribe (as defined in section 4 

of the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304)); and 

(E) a public entity, such as a municipality, 
county, district, authority, or other political 
subdivision of a State. 

(2) FEDERAL COCHAIR.—The term ‘‘Federal 
Cochair’’ means the Federal Cochairperson 
of the Denali Commission. 

(3) FUND.—The term ‘‘Fund’’ means the 
Denali Housing Fund established under sub-
section (b)(1). 

(4) LOW-INCOME.—The term ‘‘low-income’’, 
with respect to a household means that the 
household income is less than 150 percent of 
the Federal poverty level for the State of 
Alaska. 

(5) MODERATE-INCOME.—The term ‘‘mod-
erate-income’’, with respect to a household, 
means that the household income is less 
than 250 percent of the Federal poverty level 
for the State of Alaska. 

(6) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Agriculture. 

(b) DENALI HOUSING FUND.— 
(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There shall be estab-

lished in the Treasury of the United States 
the Denali Housing Fund, to be administered 
by the Federal Cochair. 

(2) SOURCE AND USE OF AMOUNTS IN FUND.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Amounts allocated to the 

Federal Cochair for the purpose of carrying 
out this section shall be deposited in the 
Fund. 

(B) USES.—The Federal Cochair shall use 
the Fund as a revolving fund to carry out the 
purposes of this section. 

(C) INVESTMENT.—The Federal Cochair may 
invest amounts in the Fund that are not nec-
essary for operational expenses in bonds or 
other obligations, the principal and interest 
of which are guaranteed by the Federal Gov-
ernment. 

(D) GENERAL EXPENSES.—The Federal Co-
chair may charge the general expenses of 
carrying out this section to the Fund. 

(3) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to the 
Fund $5,000,000 for each of fiscal years 2025 
through 2029. 

(c) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this section 
are— 

(1) to encourage and facilitate the con-
struction or rehabilitation of housing to 
meet the needs of low-income households and 
moderate-income households; and 

(2) to provide housing for public employ-
ees. 

(d) LOANS AND GRANTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Cochair may 

provide grants and loans from the Fund to 
eligible entities under such terms and condi-
tions the Federal Cochair may prescribe. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of a grant or 
loan under paragraph (1) shall be for plan-
ning and obtaining federally insured mort-
gage financing or other financial assistance 
for housing construction or rehabilitation 
projects for low-income and moderate-in-
come households in rural Alaska villages. 

(e) PROVIDING AMOUNTS TO STATES FOR 
GRANTS AND LOANS.—The Federal Cochair 
may provide amounts to the State of Alaska, 
or political subdivisions thereof, for making 
the grants and loans described in subsection 
(d). 

(f) LOANS.— 
(1) LIMITATION ON AVAILABLE AMOUNTS.—A 

loan under subsection (d) for the cost of 
planning and obtaining financing (including 
the cost of preliminary surveys and analyses 
of market needs, preliminary site engineer-
ing and architectural fees, site options, ap-
plication and mortgage commitment fees, 
legal fees, and construction loan fees and dis-
counts) of a project described in that sub-
section may be for not more than 90 percent 
of that cost. 

(2) INTEREST.—A loan under subsection (d) 
shall be made without interest, except that a 
loan made to an eligible entity established 
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for profit shall bear interest at the pre-
vailing market rate authorized for an in-
sured or guaranteed loan for that type of 
project. 

(3) PAYMENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Cochair shall 

require payment of a loan made under this 
section under terms and conditions the Sec-
retary may require by not later than the 
date of completion of the project. 

(B) CANCELLATION.—For a loan other than 
a loan to an eligible entity established for 
profit, the Secretary may cancel any part of 
the debt with respect to a loan made under 
subsection (d) if the Secretary determines 
that a permanent loan to finance the project 
cannot be obtained in an amount adequate 
for repayment of a loan made under sub-
section (d). 

(g) GRANTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—A grant under this section 

for expenses incidental to planning and ob-
taining financing for a project described in 
this section that the Federal Cochair con-
siders unrecoverable from the proceeds of a 
permanent loan made to finance the 
project— 

(A) may not be made to an eligible entity 
established for profit; and 

(B) may not exceed 90 percent of those ex-
penses. 

(2) SITE DEVELOPMENT COSTS AND OFFSITE 
IMPROVEMENTS.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Cochair may 
make grants and commitments for grants 
under terms and conditions the Federal Co-
chair may require to eligible entities for rea-
sonable site development costs and necessary 
offsite improvements, such as sewer and 
water line extensions, if the grant or com-
mitment— 

(i) is essential to ensuring that housing is 
constructed on the site in the future; and 

(ii) otherwise meets the requirements for 
assistance under this section. 

(B) MAXIMUM AMOUNTS.—The amount of a 
grant under this paragraph may not— 

(i) with respect to the construction of 
housing, exceed 40 percent of the cost of the 
construction; and 

(ii) with respect to the rehabilitation of 
housing, exceed 10 percent of the reasonable 
value of the rehabilitation, as determined by 
the Federal Cochair. 

(h) INFORMATION, ADVICE, AND TECHNICAL 
ASSISTANCE.—The Federal Cochair may pro-
vide, or contract with public or private orga-
nizations to provide, information, advice, 
and technical assistance with respect to the 
construction, rehabilitation, and operation 
by nonprofit organizations of housing for 
low-income or moderate-income households, 
or for public employees, in rural Alaska vil-
lages under this section. 
SEC. 2253. DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY REAU-

THORIZATION. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Section 382M(a) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa– 
12(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘$30,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2019 through 2023’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2025 through 2029’’. 

(b) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
382N of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De-
velopment Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa–13) is re-
pealed. 

(c) FEES.—Section 382B(e) of the Consoli-
dated Farm and Rural Development Act (7 
U.S.C. 2009aa–1(e)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (9)(C), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
at the end; 

(2) in paragraph (10), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(11) collect fees for the Delta Doctors pro-

gram of the Authority and retain and expend 
those fees.’’. 

(d) SUCCESSION.—Section 382B(h)(5)(B) of 
the Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa–1(h)(5)(B)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 
end; 

(2) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause 
(iv); and 

(3) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(iii) assuming the duties of the Federal 
cochairperson and the alternate Federal co-
chairperson for purposes of continuation of 
normal operations in the event that both po-
sitions are vacant; and’’. 

(e) INDIAN TRIBES.—Section 382C(a) of the 
Consolidated Farm and Rural Development 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2009aa–2(a)) is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘, Indian Tribes,’’ after 
‘‘States’’; and 

(2) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, Trib-
al,’’ after ‘‘State’’. 

(f) CLARIFICATION.—Section 4(2)(D) of the 
Delta Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3121 note; 
Public Law 100–460) is amended by inserting 
‘‘Sabine, Vernon, Terrebonne,’’ after ‘‘Web-
ster,’’. 
SEC. 2254. NORTHERN GREAT PLAINS REGIONAL 

AUTHORITY REAUTHORIZATION. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

Section 383N(a) of the Consolidated Farm 
and Rural Development Act (7 U.S.C. 2009bb– 
12(a)) is amended by striking ‘‘$30,000,000 for 
each of fiscal years 2008 through 2018’’ and in-
serting ‘‘$40,000,000 for each of fiscal years 
2025 through 2029’’. 

(b) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—Section 
383O of the Consolidated Farm and Rural De-
velopment Act (7 U.S.C. 2009bb–13) is re-
pealed. 
TITLE III—PUBLIC BUILDINGS REFORMS 

SEC. 2301. AMENDMENTS TO THE FEDERAL AS-
SETS SALE AND TRANSFER ACT OF 
2016. 

(a) PURPOSES.—Section 2 of the Federal As-
sets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 
1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (9), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(2) in paragraph (10), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(11) implementing innovative methods for 

the sale, redevelopment, consolidation, or 
lease of Federal buildings and facilities, in-
cluding the use of no cost, nonappropriated 
contracts for expert real estate services to 
obtain the highest and best value for the tax-
payer.’’. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—Section 3(5)(B)(viii) of 
the Federal Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 
2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) 
is amended by inserting ‘‘, other than office 
buildings and warehouses,’’ after ‘‘Prop-
erties’’. 

(c) BOARD.—Section 4(c)(3) of the Federal 
Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 
U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The term’’ and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 
(B), the term’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) LIMITATION.—Notwithstanding sub-

paragraph (A), the term of a member of the 
Board shall continue beyond 6 years until 
such time as the President appoints a re-
placement member of the Board.’’. 

(d) BOARD MEETINGS.—Section 5(b) of the 
Federal Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 
(40 U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is 
amended by striking ‘‘Five Board members’’ 
and inserting ‘‘4 Board members’’. 

(e) EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR.—Section 7 of the 
Federal Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 

(40 U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) RETURN TO CIVIL SERVICE.—An Execu-
tive Director selected from the civil service 
(as defined in section 2101 of title 5, United 
States Code) shall be entitled to return to 
the civil service (as so defined) after service 
to the Board ends if the service of the Execu-
tive Director to the Board ends for reasons 
other than misconduct, neglect of duty, or 
malfeasance.’’. 

(f) STAFF.—Section 8 of the Federal Assets 
Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 
note; Public Law 114–287) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘and the Director of OMB’’; 

and 
(B) by inserting ‘‘for a period of not less 

than 1 year’’ before ‘‘to assist the Board’’; 
(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-

section (d); and 
(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(c) HIRING OF TERM EMPLOYEES.—The Ex-

ecutive Director, with approval of the Board, 
may use the Office of Personnel Management 
to hire employees for terms not to exceed 2 
years pursuant to the Office of Personnel 
Management guidance for nonstatus appoint-
ments in the competitive service.’’. 

(g) TERMINATION.—Section 10 of the Fed-
eral Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 
U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is 
amended by striking ‘‘6 years after the date 
on which the Board members are appointed 
pursuant to section 4’’ and inserting ‘‘on De-
cember 31, 2026’’. 

(h) DEVELOPMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS TO 
BOARD.—Section 11 of the Federal Assets 
Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 
note; Public Law 114–287) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘the Administrator and the Di-
rector of OMB’’ and inserting ‘‘the Adminis-
trator, the Director of OMB, and the Board’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘and square’’ and inserting 

‘‘number of Federal employees physically re-
porting to the respective property each work 
day, square’’; and 

(ii) by inserting ‘‘, amount of acreage asso-
ciated with the respective property, and 
whether the respective property is on a cam-
pus or larger facility’’ before the period at 
the end; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) CONSOLIDATION PLANS.—Any Federal 

agency plans to consolidate, reconfigure, or 
otherwise reduce the use of owned and leased 
Federal civilian real property of the Federal 
agency.’’; 

(2) in subsection (b)(3)(J), by inserting ‘‘, 
including access by members of federally 
recognized Indian Tribes,’’ after ‘‘public ac-
cess’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(e) DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Board may not publicly 
disclose any information received under 
paragraph (2) or (3) of subsection (a) until 
the Board, the Administrator, and the Direc-
tor of OMB enter into an agreement describ-
ing what information is ready to be publicly 
disclosed. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—Paragraph (1) shall not 
apply to any disclosure of information to the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate or the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives.’’. 

(i) BOARD DUTIES.—Section 12 of the Fed-
eral Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 
U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2), by striking the sec-
ond sentence and inserting the following: ‘‘In 
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the case of a failure by a Federal agency to 
comply with a request of the Board, the 
Board shall notify the committees listed in 
section 5(c), the relevant congressional com-
mittees of jurisdiction for the Federal agen-
cy, and the inspector general of the Federal 
agency of that failure.’’; 

(2) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘, Trib-

al,’’ after ‘‘State’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2), by inserting ‘‘, Trib-

al,’’ after ‘‘State’’; 
(3) by redesignating subsections (d) 

through (i) as subsections (e) through (j), re-
spectively; 

(4) by inserting after subsection (c) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) PREPARATION OF PROPERTIES FOR DIS-
POSAL.—At the request of, and in coordina-
tion with, the Board, a Federal agency may 
undertake any analyses and due diligence as 
necessary, to supplement the independent 
analysis of the Board under subsection (c), to 
prepare a property for disposition so that the 
property may be included in the rec-
ommendations of the Board under subsection 
(h), including completion of the require-
ments of section 306108 of title 54, United 
States Code, for historic preservation and 
identification of the likely highest and best 
use of the property subsequent to disposi-
tion.’’; 

(5) in subsection (h) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘and’’ 

at the end; 
(ii) by redesignating subparagraph (B) as 

subparagraph (C); and 
(iii) by inserting after subparagraph (A) 

the following: 
‘‘(B) the process to be followed by Federal 

agencies to carry out the actions described 
in subparagraph (A), including the use of no 
cost, nonappropriated contracts for expert 
real estate services and other innovative 
methods, to obtain the highest and best 
value for the taxpayer; and’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (2), by adding at the end 
the following: 

‘‘(C) THIRD ROUND.—During the period be-
ginning on the day after the transmittal of 
the second report and ending on the day be-
fore the date on which the Board terminates 
under section 10, the Board shall transmit to 
the Director of OMB a third report required 
under paragraph (1).’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(4) COMMUNITY NOTIFICATION.—45 days be-

fore the date on which the Board transmits 
the third report required under paragraph 
(1), the Board shall notify— 

‘‘(A) any State or local government of any 
findings, conclusions, or recommendations 
contained in that report that relate to a Fed-
eral civilian real property located in the 
State or locality, as applicable; and 

‘‘(B) any federally recognized Indian Tribe 
of any findings, conclusions, or recommenda-
tions contained in that report that relate to 
a Federal civilian real property that— 

‘‘(i) is in close geographic proximity to a 
property described in section 3(5)(B)(v); or 

‘‘(ii) relates to a Federal civilian real prop-
erty that is known to be accessed at regular 
frequency by members of the federally recog-
nized Indian Tribe for other reasons.’’; and 

(6) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(k) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Board 

shall periodically submit to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report containing any rec-
ommendations on consolidations, exchanges, 
sales, lease reductions, and redevelopments 
that are not included in the transmissions 
submitted under subsection (h), or approved 
by the Director of OMB under section 13, but 

that the majority of the Board concludes 
meets the goals of this Act.’’. 

(j) REVIEW BY OMB.—Section 13 of the Fed-
eral Assets Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 
U.S.C. 1303 note; Public Law 114–287) is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘sub-
sections (b) and (g)’’ and inserting ‘‘sub-
sections (b) and (h)’’; and 

(2) in subsection (c)(4)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘, in whole or in part,’’ be-

fore ‘‘received under paragraph (3)’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘revised’’ the second place 

it appears. 
(k) AGENCY RETENTION OF RECORDS.—Sec-

tion 20 of the Federal Assets Sale and Trans-
fer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; Public 
Law 114–287) is amended by striking sub-
section (b) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The provisions of 
this section, including the amendments 
made by this section, shall take effect on the 
date on which the Board transmits the sec-
ond report under section 12(h)(2)(B) and shall 
apply to proceeds from— 

‘‘(1) transactions contained in that report; 
and 

‘‘(2) any transactions conducted after the 
date on which the Board terminates under 
section 10.’’. 

(l) FEDERAL REAL PROPERTY DATABASE.— 
Section 21(b) of the Federal Assets Sale and 
Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; Pub-
lic Law 114–287) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(9)(A) Whether the Federal real property 
is on a campus or similar facility; and 

‘‘(B) if applicable, identification of the 
campus or facility and related details, in-
cluding total acreage of the campus or facil-
ity.’’. 

(m) ACCESS TO FEDERAL REAL PROPERTY 
COUNCIL MEETINGS AND REPORTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Assets Sale 
and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; 
Public Law 114–287) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 26. ACCESS TO FEDERAL REAL PROPERTY 

COUNCIL MEETINGS AND REPORTS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Real Prop-

erty Council established by subsection (a) of 
section 623 of title 40, United States Code, 
shall ensure that the Board has access to any 
meetings of the Federal Real Property Coun-
cil and any reports required under that sec-
tion, subject to the condition that the Board 
enters into a memorandum of understanding 
relating to public disclosure with the Admin-
istrator and the Federal Real Property Coun-
cil before the Board has access to those 
meetings and reports. 

‘‘(b) NOTIFICATION.—The Board shall notify 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives if the Adminis-
trator and the Federal Real Property Coun-
cil described in subsection (a) have not en-
tered into a memorandum of understanding 
pursuant to that subsection by the date that 
is 60 days after the date of enactment of this 
section, and every 60 days thereafter until 
the memorandum of understanding is en-
tered into.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
contents in section 1(b) of the Federal Assets 
Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (Public Law 
114–287; 130 Stat. 1463) is amended by insert-
ing after the item relating to section 25 the 
following: 
‘‘Sec. 26. Access to Federal Real Property 

Council meetings and reports.’’. 
(n) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 3(9) of the Federal Assets Sale 

and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; 
Public Law 114–287) is amended by striking 
‘‘section 12(e)’’ and inserting ‘‘section 12(f)’’. 

(2) Section 14(g)(1)(A) of the Federal Assets 
Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 
note; Public Law 114–287) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 12(g)’’ and inserting ‘‘sec-
tion 12(h)’’. 

(o) TECHNICAL AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 16(b)(1) of the Federal Assets 

Sale and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 
note; Public Law 114–287) is amended, in the 
second sentence, by striking ‘‘of General 
Services’’. 

(2) Section 21(a) of the Federal Assets Sale 
and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; 
Public Law 114–287) is amended by striking 
‘‘of General Services’’. 

(3) Section 24 of the Federal Assets Sale 
and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; 
Public Law 114–287) is amended, in each of 
subsections (a), (b), and (c), by striking ‘‘of 
General Services’’. 

(4) Section 25(b) of the Federal Assets Sale 
and Transfer Act of 2016 (40 U.S.C. 1303 note; 
Public Law 114–287) is amended by striking 
‘‘of General Services’’. 
SEC. 2302. UTILIZING SPACE EFFICIENTLY AND 

IMPROVING TECHNOLOGIES ACT. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ACTUAL UTILIZATION RATE.—The term 

‘‘actual utilization rate’’ means the total us-
able square footage of a public building or 
federally-leased space divided by the occu-
pancy. 

(2) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’ means the Administrator of General 
Services. 

(3) BUILDING UTILIZATION.—The term 
‘‘building utilization’’ means the percentage 
of utilization generated by comparing the ac-
tual utilization rate with the capacity based 
on a utilization benchmark of 150 useable 
square feet per person. 

(4) CAPACITY.—The term ‘‘capacity’’ means 
the total usable square footage of a public 
building or federally-leased space divided by 
a utilization benchmark. 

(5) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘‘Director’’ means 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget. 

(6) FEDERAL AGENCY.—The term ‘‘Federal 
agency’’ means an executive department 
covered by the Chief Financial Officers Act 
of 1990 (Public Law 101–576; 104 Stat. 2838). 

(7) OCCUPANCY.—The term ‘‘occupancy’’ 
means the average number of employees ac-
tually performing duties in person in a pub-
lic building or federally-leased space at least 
40 hours per week over a 2-month period. 

(8) PUBLIC BUILDING.—The term ‘‘public 
building’’ has the meaning given the term in 
section 3301(a) of title 40, United States 
Code. 

(b) IDENTIFICATION AND DEPLOYMENT OF 
BUILDING USAGE TECHNOLOGY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator, in coordination with the Di-
rector, shall establish standard methodolo-
gies and identify technologies available for 
measuring occupancy in public buildings and 
federally-leased space. 

(2) MEASUREMENT OF UTILIZATION.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the heads of Federal agen-
cies shall work with the Administrator to 
identify, deploy, and use Personal Identity 
Verification badge swipe data isolating only 
the first credential use of the day for each 
cardholder and other technologies that the 
Administrator determines to be appropriate, 
such as sensors, in public buildings and fed-
erally-leased space where the Federal agency 
occupies space to measure the occupancy of 
public buildings and federally-leased space. 

(3) PROTECTION OF PERSONALLY IDENTIFI-
ABLE INFORMATION.—In carrying out para-
graph (2), the Administrator shall ensure any 
sensors used for the purposes of determining 
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occupancy are designed to protect of all per-
sonally identifiable information. 

(c) REPORTING ON USAGE OF REAL PROP-
ERTY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, and annu-
ally thereafter, the heads of Federal agencies 
shall submit to the Director, the Adminis-
trator, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate, and 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report on— 

(A) the occupancy and the actual utiliza-
tion rates of space in public buildings and 
federally-leased space occupied by the re-
spective agency of the Federal agency head 
broken down by building and lease; 

(B) the methodology used for determining 
occupancy, including the period of time and 
other parameters used to determine occu-
pancy on a regular basis; 

(C) the utilization percentage of each pub-
lic building and federally-leased space by the 
respective agency of the Federal agency 
head, comparing the capacity to the actual 
utilization rate based on a utilization bench-
mark of 150 usable square feet per person; 
and 

(D) any costs associated with capacity that 
exceeds occupancy with respect to the re-
spective agency of the Federal agency head. 

(2) PUBLISHING REQUIREMENT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

subparagraph (B), the heads of Federal agen-
cies shall make each report required under 
paragraph (1) available on a publicly acces-
sible website of the General Services Admin-
istration. 

(B) EXCEPTION.—The publishing require-
ments of subparagraph (A) shall not apply if 
the head of the respective Federal agency 
makes a determination that making the re-
port required under paragraph (1) available 
on a publicly accessible website would be 
detrimental to national security. 

(d) REDUCING UNNEEDED SPACE.— 
(1) TARGET UTILIZATION METRICS.—Not later 

than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, and annually thereafter, the Direc-
tor, in consultation with the Administrator, 
shall ensure building utilization in each pub-
lic building and federally-leased space is not 
less than 60 percent on average over each 1- 
year period. 

(2) ACTIONS.—In the event that building 
utilization is below 60 percent on average 
over a 1-year period described in paragraph 
(1) for any particular public building or fed-
erally-leased space, the Administrator 
shall— 

(A) provide notice to the tenant agency in-
forming the agency of the excess in capacity 
along with associated costs of such excess; 
and 

(B) notify the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate, and 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate of 
the excess capacity and associated costs. 

(3) SUBSEQUENT FAILURE.—If the tenant 
agency fails to meet the 60 percent target 
under paragraph (1) in the reporting period 
subsequent to the reporting period under 
paragraph (2), the Administrator shall, in 
consultation with the Director, take steps to 
reduce the space of the tenant agency, in-
cluding consolidating the tenant agency 
with another agency, selling or disposing of 
excess capacity space, and adjusting space 
requirements, as appropriate, for any re-
placement space. 

(4) PRIORITIZATION.—The Administrator, in 
coordination with the Director, shall 

prioritize to the maximum extent prac-
ticable capital investments in public build-
ings where Federal agencies meet or exceed 
building utilization metrics, except that 
prioritization may be given to projects that 
will result in building utilization of 60 per-
cent or more. 

(5) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Director may provide 

exceptions to building utilization metrics 
based on the amount of non-standard office 
space a Federal agency demonstrates is re-
quired to meet the mission of the agency, in-
cluding warehouse space, laboratories crit-
ical to the mission of the agency, and public 
customer-facing spaces driven by agency 
missions. 

(B) REPORTING.—The Administrator shall 
submit to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate, and 
the Committees on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives and the Senate a 
report on any exceptions granted under sub-
paragraph (A), including the justification for 
the exception. 

(e) HEADQUARTERS BUILDINGS.— 
(1) HEADQUARTERS CONSOLIDATIONS.—Not 

later than 1 year after the date of enactment 
of this Act, the Director, in consultation 
with the Administrator, shall submit to the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate, and the Comptroller 
General of the United States a plan to con-
solidate department and agency head-
quarters buildings in the National Capital 
Region that will result in building utiliza-
tions of 60 percent or greater. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The plan submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include details on the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Which departments and agencies will 
collocate and consolidate and into which 
buildings and associated details before and 
after plan implementation related to build-
ing utilization, building capacities, and ac-
tual utilization. 

(B) Details on the strategies for the sale or 
disposal of buildings that will no longer be 
needed for Federal use. 

(C) A detailed breakdown of any costs asso-
ciated with the proposed consolidations and 
collocations. 

(D) An estimate of future savings as a re-
sult of space reductions and consolidations, 
including costs associated with energy sav-
ings and building operations. 

(3) IMPLEMENTATION.—Not later than 1 year 
after the submission of the plan under para-
graph (1), the Administrator and Director 
shall begin implementing the plan. 

(f) FEDERAL USE IT OR LOSE IT LEASES 
ACT.— 

(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection: 
(A) FEDERAL TENANT.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Federal ten-

ant’’ means a Federal agency that has an oc-
cupancy agreement with the Administrator 
to occupy a commercial lease for office space 
secured by the Administrator on behalf of 
the Federal Government. 

(ii) EXCLUSION.—The term ‘‘Federal ten-
ant’’ does not include an element of the in-
telligence community. 

(B) INTELLIGENCE COMMUNITY.—The term 
‘‘intelligence community’’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 3 of the National 
Security Act of 1947 (50 U.S.C. 3003). 

(2) REPORTING OF SPACE UTILIZATION AND 
OCCUPANCY DATA FOR OFFICE SPACE.—An occu-
pancy agreement between the Administrator 
and a Federal tenant for office space shall— 

(A) include language that requires the Fed-
eral tenant to submit to the Administrator 

an annual report for the duration of the 
agreement containing data on— 

(i) monthly total occupancy of such office 
space; 

(ii) the actual utilization of such office 
space; 

(iii) monthly space utilization rates; and 
(iv) any other office space utilization data 

considered important by the Administrator; 
and 

(B) include language that requires the Fed-
eral tenant to have written procedures in 
place governing the return of office space to 
the Administrator if the occupancy of the 
Federal tenant falls below a 60 percent space 
utilization rate for 6 months within any 1- 
year period, beginning on the date on which 
the agreement takes effect. 

(3) REQUIREMENTS FOR FEDERAL AGENCIES 
WITH INDEPENDENT LEASING AUTHORITIES.— 
The head of any agency with independent 
leasing authorities with leases for office 
space shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works of the Sen-
ate, and each congressional committee of ju-
risdiction of the applicable independent leas-
ing authority an annual report for the dura-
tion of the agreement containing data on— 

(A) monthly total occupancy of the office 
space; 

(B) the actual utilization of the office 
space; 

(C) monthly space utilization rates; and 
(D) any other office space utilization data 

considered important for collection by Con-
gress. 

(4) EXCEPTIONS TO REPORTING AND OCCU-
PANCY AGREEMENT REQUIREMENTS.—This sub-
section shall not apply to properties used by 
an element of the intelligence community. 

(5) APPLICABILITY.—The requirements of 
this subsection shall apply to any occupancy 
or novation agreement entered into on or 
after the date that is 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(g) GAO REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to Congress a report on the cost to 
each Federal agency of measuring the occu-
pancy and actual utilization rates of space in 
public buildings and federally-leased space to 
prepare the reports required under sub-
section (d). 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—The Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States shall include in the 
report required under paragraph (1) the cost 
of deploying sensors and technologies pursu-
ant to subsection (c) but shall exclude any 
such technologies that were in place before 
the date of enactment of this Act. 

(h) INVESTIGATION OF UNDERUTILIZED 
SPACE.— 

(1) REPORTING REQUIREMENT.—Not later 
than 90 days after the submission of each re-
port under subsection (d), the head of each 
Federal agency shall submit to the inspector 
general of each respective agency a report 
detailing any public building or federally- 
leased space with a capacity of 500 or more 
employees under the jurisdiction of the 
agency that has a utilization rate below 20 
percent during the reporting period that is 
not a vacant office building. 

(2) INSPECTOR GENERAL INVESTIGATION.—On 
receipt of a report under paragraph (1), the 
inspector general of the relevant Federal 
agency shall conduct an investigation to de-
termine whether there is any evidence of 
fraud, waste, abuse, or mismanagement with 
respect to the use of the public building or 
federally-leased space identified in the re-
port. 
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SEC. 2303. IMPACT OF CRIME ON PUBLIC BUILD-

ING USAGE ACT. 
(a) REPORT ON IMPACT OF CRIME ON PUBLIC 

BUILDING USAGE.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
conduct a review and submit to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works of 
the Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report outlining— 

(1) the effects of increased crime rates and 
safety concerns, including the use of 
fentanyl and other illicit drugs and sub-
stances, in areas surrounding Federal build-
ings on building usage for in-person work at 
Federal buildings; 

(2) how usage of different commuting 
modes of transportation to Federal buildings 
are affected by increased crime rates; 

(3) the effects of low office utilization rates 
on safety around Federal buildings; 

(4) any agency exceptions given to the pol-
icy set forth in the memorandum of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget entitled 
‘‘Measuring, Monitoring, and Improving Or-
ganizational Health and Organizational Per-
formance in the Context of Evolving Agency 
Work Environments’’ and issued on April 13, 
2023, due to unsafe commuting conditions; 
and 

(5) any costs associated with safety issues 
impacting Federal building. 

(b) REPORT ON COSTS OF CRIME AROUND 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
inspector general of the General Services Ad-
ministration, in coordination with inspec-
tors general of other relevant Federal agen-
cies, shall submit to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report on the impacts on and costs associ-
ated with building operations related to 
crime and public safety in and around Fed-
eral buildings. 
SEC. 2304. FEDERAL OVERSIGHT OF CONSTRUC-

TION USE AND SAFETY ACT. 
(a) ELIMINATING PROJECT ESCALATIONS.— 

Section 3307(c) of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: ‘‘The Administrator shall notify, 
in writing, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate of any 
increase of more than 5 percent of an esti-
mated maximum cost or of any increase or 
decrease in the scope or size of a project of 
5 or more percent. Such notification shall in-
clude an explanation regarding any such in-
crease or decrease. The scope or size of a 
project shall not increase or decrease by 
more than 10 percent unless an amended pro-
spectus is submitted and approved pursuant 
to this section.’’ 

(b) PUBLIC SAFETY AT FEDERAL BUILD-
INGS.— 

(1) DATA COLLECTION.—The Administrator 
of General Services shall collect data from 
tenant Federal agencies reports of any safety 
incidents as a result of criminal or other ac-
tivity impacting public safety in and around 
public buildings, as defined in section 3301 of 
title 40, United States Code. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the 
Senate a report that— 

(A) contains the data collected under para-
graph (1); and 

(B) describes any actions taken or planned, 
if necessary, to improve building manage-
ment and operations to address such inci-
dents. 

(c) REDUCING WASTE IN NEW PROJECTS.— 
Section 3307(b) of title 40, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 
by inserting ‘‘(referred to in this section as 
the ‘Administrator’)’’ after ‘‘Administrator 
of General Services’’; 

(2) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(3) in paragraph (8), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting a semicolon; and 

(4) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(9) information on any space occupied by 

the relevant agency in the geographical area 
of the proposed facility, including uses, utili-
zation rates, any proposed consolidations, 
and, if not proposed to be consolidated, a jus-
tification for such determination; 

‘‘(10) a statement by the Administrator of 
whether the public building needs of the 
Government for the proposed space to be 
leased were formerly met by a federally 
owned building, including any building iden-
tified for disposal or sale; and 

‘‘(11) details on actual utilization rates, in-
cluding number of personnel assigned to the 
facility, number of personnel expected to 
work in-person at the facility and whether 
all personnel identified reflect filled and au-
thorized positions.’’. 

(d) REVIEW OF SPECIAL USE SPACE.— 
(1) REVIEW.—The Comptroller General of 

the United States shall review the use of spe-
cial use spaces in Federal buildings, includ-
ing conference centers, fitness centers, and 
similar spaces to determine levels of utiliza-
tion, opportunities for sharing, collocating, 
and other efficiencies. 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works of the Senate a re-
port containing the review under paragraph 
(1). 

(e) INTERAGENCY SPACE COORDINATION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 33 of title 40, 

United States Code, is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 
‘‘§ 3319. Interagency space coordination 

‘‘Unless a Federal agency specifically re-
stricts the sharing of the information de-
scribed in this section for national security 
purposes, the Administrator of General Serv-
ices shall share with tenant Federal agencies 
pursuing new or replacement office space in-
formation on any other Federal agencies lo-
cated in the same geographical area for pur-
poses of determining opportunities for con-
solidations, collocations, or other space 
sharing to reduce the costs of space and 
maximize space utilization.’’. 

(2) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The analysis for 
chapter 33 of title 40, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘3319. Interagency space coordination.’’. 

(f) NOTIFICATION OF MILESTONES.—Section 
3307 of title 40, United States Code, is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(i) NOTIFICATION REQUIRED.—For each 
project approved under this section, the Ad-
ministrator shall notify, in writing, the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate of any project 
milestones that are accomplished, includ-
ing— 

‘‘(1) the solicitation and award of design 
and construction services; 

‘‘(2) the completion of any actions required 
for the project pursuant to the National En-
vironmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 
et seq.); 

‘‘(3) any ceremonies for the beginning or 
completion of the project; 

‘‘(4) a naming ceremony for the project; 
and 

‘‘(5) the completion of the project.’’. 
SEC. 2305. PUBLIC BUILDINGS ACCOUNTABILITY 

ACT. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall conduct a review 
of the Public Buildings Service and submit 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works of the Senate a report con-
taining the results of that review, includ-
ing— 

(1) a review of the administration and man-
agement of all Public Buildings Service real 
estate programs and activities, including— 

(A) a review and accounting of the number 
of employees and contract workers, includ-
ing functions and the sources of funding (for 
example building operations, reimbursable 
work, project-specific funding) categorized 
by region and organizational, management, 
and oversight structure within the Public 
Building Service, including identification of 
components, programs, and reporting struc-
tures; 

(B) an accounting of in-person attendance 
by employee category and function; 

(C) an analysis, trends, and comparisons of 
staffing numbers and associated costs and 
other administrative costs over the 10 years 
preceding the review; and 

(D) an analysis of the effectiveness of orga-
nizational structure, management, and over-
sight in carrying out the mission of the Pub-
lic Buildings Service; and 

(2) a review of the building operations ac-
count of the Federal Buildings Fund estab-
lished by section 592(a) of title 40, United 
States Code, including activities and costs 
associated with conferences, training, and 
travel and transportation. 
SEC. 2306. SALE OF WEBSTER SCHOOL. 

(a) SALE.—Not later than December 31, 
2025, the Administrator of General Services 
(referred to in this section as the ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’) shall sell the property described in 
subsection (b) at fair market value and for 
the highest and best use. 

(b) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—The property re-
ferred to in subsection (a) is the property 
generally consisting of Lot 822 of Square 375 
at 940 H Street Northwest in Washington, 
District of Columbia, including the building 
known as the Webster School, subject to a 
survey, as determined appropriate by the Ad-
ministrator. 

(c) TREATMENT OF NET PROCEEDS; FUTURE 
APPROPRIATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Any net proceeds received 
from the sale under this section shall be de-
posited into an account in the Federal Build-
ings Fund established by section 592(a) of 
title 40, United States Code (referred to in 
this subsection as the ‘‘Fund’’). 

(2) FUTURE APPROPRIATION.—On deposit of 
net proceeds into the Fund under paragraph 
(1), those net proceeds may only be expended 
pursuant to a specific future appropriation. 
SEC. 2307. REAL PROPERTY CONVEYANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of General Services, on behalf 
of the Director of the Bureau of Prisons of 
the Department of Justice, shall sell, by 
quitclaim deed, the property described in 
subsection (b) at fair market value and at 
highest and best use. 

(b) PROPERTY DESCRIBED.—The property to 
be sold under this section is all property, in-
cluding all buildings and improvements 
thereon, located in the State of Missouri in 
connection with the United States Peniten-
tiary, Leavenworth, Kansas, and adminis-
tered by the United States Bureau of Pris-
ons. 
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(c) SURVEY REQUIRED.—As soon as prac-

ticable after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the exact legal description, including 
buildings, improvements, and acreage of the 
property to be sold under this section shall 
be determined by a survey that is satisfac-
tory to the Administrator. 

(d) DEFERRED MAINTENANCE.—Any deferred 
maintenance required pursuant to the agree-
ment between the United States and the Far-
ley-Beverly Drainage District and entered 
into on April 18, 1967, shall be addressed be-
fore sale of the property under this section. 

(e) COSTS.—Any costs incurred for the com-
pletion of the survey or other activities un-
dertaken to prepare the property for sale 
under this section, including costs related to 
the deferred maintenance requirements de-
scribed in subsection (d), shall be reimbursed 
from the gross proceeds of the sale. 

(f) NET PROCEEDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any net proceeds received 

from the sale of the property under this sec-
tion shall be deposited into an account in the 
Federal Buildings Fund established by sec-
tion 592(a) of title 40, United States Code. 

(2) FUTURE APPROPRIATION.—On deposit of 
net proceeds into the Fund under paragraph 
(1), the net proceeds may be expended only 
subject to a specific future appropriation. 

(g) PROHIBITION ON FOREIGN OWNERSHIP.— 
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 

terms ‘‘beneficial owner’’, ‘‘foreign entity’’, 
and ‘‘foreign person’’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 2 of the Secure 
Federal LEASEs Act (40 U.S.C. 585 note; Pub-
lic Law 116–276). 

(2) PROHIBITION.—The property described in 
subsection (b) may not be sold to any foreign 
person or foreign entity, including if the for-
eign person or foreign entity is a beneficial 
owner of the foreign person or foreign entity. 
SEC. 2308. THINK DIFFERENTLY ABOUT BUILD-

ING ACCESSIBILITY ACT. 
Not later than 1 year after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Comptroller General 
of the United States shall report to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Environment and Public 
Works of the Senate on the compliance 
under the Architectural Barriers Act of 1968 
(42 U.S.C. 4151 et seq.) of all office buildings 
under the jurisdiction, custody, or control of 
the General Services Administration. 
SEC. 2309. REVISION OF DESIGN STANDARDS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of General Services (referred 
to in this section as the ‘‘Administrator’’) 
shall revise the process by which the Admin-
istrator updates or changes the P100 facili-
ties standards guidance document for feder-
ally owned buildings under the custody and 
control of the General Services Administra-
tion. 

(b) PROCESS.—The Administrator shall en-
sure that the process revised under sub-
section (a) requires— 

(1) a public comment period for any up-
dates or changes to the documents described 
in such subsection; 

(2) publication of those updates or changes 
in the Federal Register and on the website of 
the General Services Administration; and 

(3) a summary of any comments received 
during the public comment period. 

(c) REPORT.—The Administrator shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works of the Senate a report de-
scribing the revisions to the process required 
under subsection (a). 
SEC. 2310. LIMITATION ON AUTHORIZATIONS. 

Section 3307 of title 40, United States Code 
(as amended by section 2304(f)), is amended 
by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(j) EXPIRATION OF COMMITTEE RESOLU-
TIONS.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Unless a lease is awarded 
or a construction, alteration, repair, design, 
or acquisition project is initiated not later 
than 5 years after the resolution approvals 
adopted by the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works of the Senate 
pursuant to subsection (a), the resolutions 
shall be deemed expired. 

‘‘(2) APPLICATION.—This subsection shall 
only apply to resolutions approved after the 
date of enactment of this subsection.’’. 
SEC. 2311. CONVEYANCE OF FEDERAL COURT-

HOUSE TO THE CITY OF HUNTS-
VILLE, ALABAMA. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator of General Services shall offer 
to convey to the City of Huntsville, Ala-
bama, all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to the property de-
scribed in subsection (b). 

(b) PROPERTY DESCRIPTION.—The property 
referred to in subsection (a) is the parcel of 
land and building located at 101 E. Holmes 
Avenue, Huntsville, Alabama, which is 
known as the ‘‘Huntsville Courthouse and 
Post Office’’. 

(c) CONSIDERATION.—In exchange for the 
conveyance of the Huntsville Courthouse and 
Post Office to the City of Huntsville, Ala-
bama under this title, the Administrator of 
General Services shall require the City of 
Huntsville, Alabama, to pay to the Adminis-
trator of General Services, subject to sub-
section (d), consideration in an amount equal 
to the fair market value of the Huntsville 
Courthouse and Post Office, as determined 
based on an appraisal that is acceptable to 
the Administrator of General Services. 

(d) CREDITS.—In lieu of all or a portion of 
the amount of consideration for the Hunts-
ville Courthouse and Post Office, the Admin-
istrator of General Services shall accept as 
consideration for the conveyance of such 
Huntsville Courthouse and Post Office any 
credits related to the appraised value of the 
4.76-acre parcel of land located at 660 Gal-
latin Street, Huntsville, Alabama. 

(e) COSTS.—As a condition of the convey-
ance under this section, the City shall pay 
all costs associated with the conveyance. 
SEC. 2312. WILBUR J. COHEN FEDERAL BUILDING. 

(a) SALE.—Not later than 2 years after the 
vacancy of existing Federal agencies, the Ad-
ministrator of General Services shall sell for 
fair market value at highest and best use, 
the Wilbur J. Cohen Federal building located 
at 330 Independence Avenue SW in Wash-
ington, D.C. 

(b) NET PROCEEDS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Any net proceeds received 

from the sale of the property under this sec-
tion shall be deposited into an account in the 
Federal Buildings Fund established by sec-
tion 592(a) of title 40, United States Code. 

(2) FUTURE APPROPRIATION.—On deposit of 
net proceeds into the Fund under paragraph 
(1), such net proceeds may be expended only 
subject to a specific future appropriation. 

(c) PROHIBITION ON FOREIGN OWNERSHIP.— 
(1) DEFINITIONS.—In this subsection, the 

terms ‘‘beneficial owner’’, ‘‘foreign entity’’, 
and ‘‘foreign person’’ have the meanings 
given those terms in section 2 of the Secure 
Federal LEASEs Act (40 U.S.C. 585 note; Pub-
lic Law 116–276). 

(2) PROHIBITION.—The property described in 
subsection (a) may not be sold to any foreign 
person or foreign entity, including if the for-
eign person or foreign entity is a beneficial 
owner of the foreign person or foreign entity. 
SEC. 2313. EUGENE E. SILER, JR. UNITED STATES 

COURTHOUSE ANNEX. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court-

house annex located at 310 South Main 

Street in London, Kentucky, shall be known 
and designated as the ‘‘Eugene E. Siler, Jr. 
United States Courthouse Annex’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the United 
States courthouse annex referred to in sub-
section (a) shall be deemed to be a reference 
to the ‘‘Eugene E. Siler, Jr. United States 
Courthouse Annex’’. 
SEC. 2314. SENATOR DIANNE FEINSTEIN FED-

ERAL BUILDING. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The Federal building lo-

cated at 50 United Nations Plaza in San 
Francisco, California, shall be known and 
designated as the ‘‘Senator Dianne Feinstein 
Federal Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building referred to in subsection (a) shall be 
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Senator 
Dianne Feinstein Federal Building’’. 
SEC. 2315. REUBEN E. LAWSON FEDERAL BUILD-

ING. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) Reuben E. Lawson dedicated his life and 

career to promoting the ideals of equality 
and inclusion as a lawyer for the Roanoke 
chapter of the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People (commonly 
known as the ‘‘NAACP’’) who actively 
worked to end segregation in Southwest Vir-
ginia; 

(2) arguing a number of significant cases in 
the Western District of Virginia, Reuben E. 
Lawson fought to ensure the enforcement of 
Brown v. Board of Education of Topeka, 347 
U.S. 483 (1954), so that schools in the Roa-
noke region would be fully integrated; and 

(3) Southwest Virginians are indebted to 
Reuben E. Lawson for his important work in 
ending segregation, and it is fitting that he 
be remembered in the current home of the 
court in which he valiantly fought. 

(b) REDESIGNATION.—The Richard H. Poff 
Federal Building located at 210 Franklin 
Road Southwest in Roanoke, Virginia, shall 
be known and designated as the ‘‘Reuben E. 
Lawson Federal Building’’. 

(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Richard H. 
Poff Federal Building shall be deemed to be 
a reference to the ‘‘Reuben E. Lawson Fed-
eral Building’’. 
SEC. 2316. IRENE M. KEELEY UNITED STATES 

COURTHOUSE. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court-

house located at 500 West Pike Street in 
Clarksburg, West Virginia, shall be known 
and designated as the ‘‘Irene M. Keeley 
United States Courthouse’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the United 
States courthouse referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
‘‘Irene M. Keeley United States Courthouse’’. 
SEC. 2317. VIRGINIA SMITH FEDERAL BUILDING. 

(a) DESIGNATION.—The Federal building lo-
cated at 300 E. 3rd Street in North Platte, 
Nebraska, shall be known and designated as 
the ‘‘Virginia Smith Federal Building’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building referred to in subsection (a) shall be 
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Virginia 
Smith Federal Building’’. 
SEC. 2318. HAROLD L. MURPHY FEDERAL BUILD-

ING AND UNITED STATES COURT-
HOUSE. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) Judge Harold L. Murphy was born in 

Felton, Georgia, in 1927; 
(2) Judge Murphy attended West Georgia 

College before serving in the United States 
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Navy during the closing years of World War 
II; 

(3) Judge Murphy resumed his studies at 
the University of Mississippi and the Univer-
sity of Georgia School of Law, where he 
graduated in 1949; 

(4) Judge Murphy began a law practice in 
Haralson County, Georgia, and in 1950 was 
elected to the Georgia House of Representa-
tives as the youngest Member at the time; 

(5) Judge Murphy served five consecutive 
terms before stepping down in 1961 to focus 
on practicing law; 

(6) in 1971, Judge Murphy was appointed by 
Governor Jimmy Carter to the Superior 
Court for the Tallapoosa Judicial Circuit, 
and following his election in 1976, President 
Carter nominated Judge Murphy to the 
United States District Court for the North-
ern District of Georgia; 

(7) Judge Murphy was confirmed by the 
United States Senate on July 28, 1977; 

(8) for 45 years, Judge Murphy served his 
country on the Federal bench and became an 
acclaimed jurist and legal icon with a stellar 
reputation that extended far beyond Georgia; 

(9) Judge Murphy always displayed a quick 
wit and a keen sense of humor, was kind and 
empathetic, and treated all those who ap-
peared before him with courtesy and respect; 

(10) Judge Murphy worked tirelessly and 
carried a full docket until the age of 90, when 
he took senior judge status in the Northern 
District of Georgia; 

(11) Judge Murphy continued to preside 
over cases until his death on December 28, 
2022; 

(12) Judge Murphy received many profes-
sional awards and recognitions, including 
from the State Bar of Georgia and the Uni-
versity of Georgia School of Law; 

(13) in 2014, Alabama State University re-
named its graduate school after Judge Mur-
phy in recognition of his landmark ruling in 
Knight v. Alabama, a long-running case that 
the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals asked 
him to handle involving the vestiges of ra-
cial segregation then present in the Alabama 
University System; and 

(14) above all else, Judge Murphy was a 
loving and devoted husband and father—and 
a strong role model. 

(b) DESIGNATION.—The Federal building 
and United States courthouse located at 600 
East First Street in Rome, Georgia, shall be 
known and designated as the ‘‘Harold L. 
Murphy Federal Building and United States 
Courthouse’’. 

(c) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building and United States courthouse re-
ferred to in subsection (b) shall be deemed to 
be a reference to the ‘‘Harold L. Murphy Fed-
eral Building and United States Court-
house’’. 
SEC. 2319. FELICITAS AND GONZALO MENDEZ 

UNITED STATES COURTHOUSE. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The United States court-

house located at 350 W. 1st Street, Los Ange-
les, California, shall be known and des-
ignated as the ‘‘Felicitas and Gonzalo 
Mendez United States Courthouse’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the United 
States courthouse referred to in subsection 
(a) shall be deemed to be a reference to the 
‘‘Felicitas and Gonzalo Mendez United 
States Courthouse’’. 
SEC. 2320. HELEN EDWARDS ENGINEERING RE-

SEARCH CENTER. 
(a) DESIGNATION.—The Department of En-

ergy Integrated Engineering Research Center 
Federal Building located at the Fermi Na-
tional Accelerator Laboratory in Batavia, Il-
linois, shall be known and designated as the 

‘‘Helen Edwards Engineering Research Cen-
ter’’. 

(b) REFERENCES.—Any reference in a law, 
map, regulation, document, paper, or other 
record of the United States to the Federal 
building referred to in subsection (a) shall be 
deemed to be a reference to the ‘‘Helen 
Edwards Engineering Research Center’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on S. 4367, as amended, the Thomas R. 
Carper Water Resources Development 
Act of 2024. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of S. 4367, as amended, the Thomas R. 
Carper Water Resources Development 
Act of 2024, which is a bipartisan, bi-
cameral piece of legislation that is 
going to help address infrastructure 
needs across the country. 

Earlier this year, the House advanced 
H.R. 8812, the House-developed WRDA 
bill, with a strong bipartisan vote of 
359–13. 

I thank Ranking Member RICK LAR-
SEN; Water Resources and Environment 
Subcommittee Chair DAVID ROUZER; 
Ranking Member GRACE NAPOLITANO; 
and our Senate colleagues, Chairman 
CARPER and Ranking Member CAPITO, 
for all of their hard work in developing 
and negotiating this final product. 

It is important to note that, with 
WRDA 2024, we are continuing the bi-
partisan, bicameral tradition of pass-
ing a WRDA bill every 2 years, some-
thing that we have done since 2014. 

The bipartisan legislation provides 
necessary authority and direction to 
the corps to carry out its mission to 
maintain and improve our water re-
source infrastructure, from ports to 
levees to navigation channels. It also 
makes policy and programmatic re-
forms to streamline processes, reduce 
cumbersome red tape, and get water re-
source projects done faster. 

The bill is a big win, in particular, 
for levee districts across the country. 
Encroachments that don’t impact the 
structural integrity of the levee can 
now be grandfathered in for both Fed-
eral and non-Federal levee districts. 

It also rejects the corps’ latest P.L. 
84–99 rule, preventing them from kick-
ing levee districts out for failing to 
complete irrelevant disaster prepared-
ness exercises. These exercises encom-
pass everything you can think of ex-
cept for operations and maintenance, 

which is what levee districts should be 
focused on. 

The legislation also reauthorizes and 
modernizes the Economic Development 
Administration, or the EDA, including 
removing hurdles to broadband, manu-
facturing, and workforce development, 
and ensuring that the EDA works bet-
ter for small, rural communities. 

It builds in strong oversight and 
transparency of Federal economic de-
velopment programs to ensure that 
these programs are more accountable 
to the American taxpayer. 

The legislation also includes critical 
reforms to how we manage Federal real 
estate, with the potential to save tax-
payers billions of dollars by setting 
benchmarks for space utilization, di-
recting the sale and consolidation of 
unused space, and strengthening con-
gressional oversight of Federal build-
ing projects. 

This bill also includes provisions to 
address concerns raised over the past 
several years by State departments of 
transportation surrounding a process 
known as August redistribution by re-
distributing unobligated balances 
under the Transportation Infrastruc-
ture Finance and Innovation Act pro-
gram, commonly called TIFIA, which 
provides for much-needed relief and 
flexibility to our State DOTs. 

Finally, I include in the RECORD a 
statement of extended views of the 
chairman and ranking member, which 
provide additional direction and clar-
ity to the corps about how we intend 
for this legislation to be implemented. 
EXPLANATORY STATEMENT TO ACCOMPANY DIVI-

SION A OF THE HOUSE AMENDMENT TO S. 4367, 
THE THOMAS R. CARPER WATER RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2024, DIVISION A, THE 
WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 2024 
S. 4367, the Thomas R. Carper Water Re-

sources Development Act of 2024 as passed by 
the Senate and amended by the House of 
Representatives is the legislative vehicle for 
the Water Resources Development Act of 
2024. This explanatory statement, submitted 
on behalf of Chairman Sam Graves and 
Ranking Member Rick Larsen of the House 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, reflects the view of the Chairman 
and Ranking Member responsible for man-
aging negotiations to develop a final version 
of WRDA 2024, hereafter in this statement 
referred to as ‘‘the managers.’’ This state-
ment of the managers describes the intent of 
the final legislation. 

Background: 
WRDA 2024 primarily addresses the Civil 

Works program of the United States Army 
Corps of Engineers (Corps). The bill supports 
the Nation’s global economic competitive-
ness and environmental resilience by author-
izing the Corps to undertake projects, pro-
grams, and initiatives in their Civil Works 
program relating to navigation, ecosystem 
restoration, flood and coastal storm risk 
management, hydropower, recreation, emer-
gency management, and water supply. 

A water resources development act 
(WRDA) is the authorizing legislation for the 
programs and projects of the Corps’ Civil 
Works program. Ideally enacted every two 
years, such an act is the main vehicle for au-
thorizing water resources development 
projects to be studied, planned, and devel-
oped by the Corps. WRDAs typically author-
ize new water resources development 
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projects pursuant to completed feasibility 
study reports from the Chief of Engineers, 
modifications to existing projects pursuant 
to reports from the Director of Civil Works, 
other modifications to existing projects, 
study authorizations for new projects, the 
authorization of miscellaneous projects con-
sistent with the Corps’ programs that also 
demonstrate a Federal interest, and other 
programmatic changes to the Corps’ authori-
ties. Projects and programs contained in 
WRDAs fall within one or more of the Corps’ 
Civil Works’ missions and authorities, which 
include navigation, ecosystem restoration, 
flood and coastal storm risk management, 
hydropower, recreation, regulatory, emer-
gency management, and water supply. 

General Overview of WRDA 2024: 
WRDA 2024 builds on a long-standing com-

mitment to address the Nation’s water re-
sources challenges, primarily through the ef-
forts of the Corps. WRDA 2024 aims to en-
hance the Corps’ ability to deliver critical 
water infrastructure projects efficiently, 
meeting the diverse needs of river and coast-
al navigation, flood and hurricane storm 
damage reduction, shoreline protection, 
water supply, ecosystem restoration, recre-
ation, hydropower, and disaster response and 
recovery. 

WRDA 2024 authorizes for construction 22 
projects and project modifications based on 
reports submitted to Congress by the Sec-
retary or the Chief of Engineers. These 
projects address various mission areas of the 
Corps, including ecosystem restoration, 
flood and coastal storm risk management, 
navigation, and water storage for water sup-
ply. 

Discussion on Specific WRDA 2024 Provi-
sions: 

WRDA 2024 increases the per-project and 
programmatic authorization limits for con-
tinuing authorities programs (CAPs) for 
small projects that require no additional 
Congressional authorization. Congress recog-
nizes the importance of CAPs, while ac-
knowledging the impact of inflation on in-
frastructure projects. These changes ensure 
that critical projects receive adequate fund-
ing from the start, reducing the need for 
piecemeal approaches and enabling more ro-
bust, long-term solutions. 

Section 1108 creates a new CAP for 
stormwater management projects, empha-
sizing the growing demand for addressing 
stormwater issues in communities, and high-
lighting opportunities for integration of 
water resources management through rec-
lamation, recycling, and reuse of flood water 
and stormwater associated with projects. 
This inclusion recognizes the increasing 
challenges posed by larger and stronger 
storms, which cause severe flooding and as-
sociated damage in urban and rural areas 
alike. WRDA 2024 authorizes the Corps to be 
more flexible and responsive to stormwater 
management, while also making it easier for 
communities to qualify for and receive Fed-
eral assistance. This change highlights the 
program’s adaptability to local needs and its 
commitment to proactive flood risk manage-
ment, which is crucial for protecting lives, 
property, and the environment in the face of 
changing climate patterns and urban devel-
opment pressures. 

WRDA 2024 augments the Corps’ authority 
to address infrastructure resilience to in-
creasing frequency and intensity of extreme 
weather events, such as increased precipita-
tion and droughts. As noted earlier, WRDA 
2024 creates opportunities, where appro-
priate, to reclaim, treat, and reuse flood and 
stormwater associated with projects to fur-
ther enhance the resiliency of communities. 
Similarly, this legislation amends the au-
thority for Project Modifications for Im-
provement of the Environment (33 U.S.C. 

2309a) to authorize the Secretary to modify 
existing Corps’ projects to enhance drought 
resiliency. Under this modified authority, 
the Secretary would be authorized to carry 
out modifications to existing water re-
sources development projects, such as en-
hanced water conservation measures, re-
moval of excess sediment, the planting of na-
tive vegetation, and other actions to in-
crease drought resilience, water conserva-
tion, and water availability. 

The Community Revitalization Program 
(enacted as Section 165(a) of WRDA 2020) has 
been made permanent, ensuring long-term 
support for community-led efforts to revi-
talize and enhance local infrastructure. This 
stability provides support for projects that 
address critical needs, promote sustainable 
development, and improve overall commu-
nity well-being. Increasing the number of 
projects that can be carried out through this 
program provides all communities across the 
Nation with greater access to Corps exper-
tise in addressing local water resources chal-
lenges, enabling communities of all eco-
nomic means to undertake vital projects 
that might otherwise be unaffordable. Such 
investments lead to improved local econo-
mies, enhanced quality of life, and greater 
resilience to future challenges, 

Section 1107(a) creates a new pilot program 
for alternative delivery for CAP projects. 
This new CAP delivery process focuses on ac-
celerating the delivery of projects through 
the use of methods such as progressive de-
sign-build and construction manager at risk 
approaches to project delivery, with a goal of 
enhancing project efficiency and effective-
ness. 

Similarly, Section 1105 of WRDA 2024 in-
troduces reforms to enhance consistency and 
efficiency within the Corps to modify exist-
ing water resources development projects 
under Section 408. These policy modifica-
tions will provide non-Federal entities with 
clear, consistent, and timely recommenda-
tions, ensuring uniformity across Corps Dis-
tricts. Non-Federal entities may request pre- 
application meetings to clarify technical re-
quirements, determine optimal design pack-
age submissions, and address potential con-
cerns or conflicts with proposed actions. 

In addition to establishing the new alter-
native delivery CAP, Sections 1109 and 1110 
of WRDA 2024 amend Sections 203 and 204 of 
WRDA 1986, respectively, to clarify and en-
hance the responsibilities of non-Federal in-
terests in conducting studies and construc-
tion activities for authorized projects. These 
amendments provide clear guidelines and ex-
pectations, ensuring efficient processes and 
effective project oversight. 

WRDA 2024 marks a pivotal advancement 
in infrastructure development policy, intro-
ducing strategic reforms aimed at enhancing 
efficiency and effectiveness in project deliv-
ery across the Nation. Through targeted pol-
icy changes, this legislation empowers the 
Corps to better manage processes, optimize 
resource allocation, and foster greater col-
laboration with non-Federal entities. These 
not only prioritize timely project completion 
but also ensure that taxpayer dollars are in-
vested judiciously, supporting sustainable 
infrastructure solutions that meet the evolv-
ing needs of communities nationwide. 

In response to concerns received by the 
Committee regarding the appropriate use of 
real estate interests by the Corps for project 
purposes, Section 1104 of WRDA 2024 modifies 
the requirements for minimum real estate 
interests. The Committee recognizes that in 
some instances, the Corps has utilized higher 
levels of real estate instruments than nec-
essary for project objectives, thereby in-
creasing project costs and administrative 
burdens. WRDA 2024 mandates a recalibra-
tion of minimum real estate interests, ensur-

ing that the Corps utilizes instruments that 
are more proportionate to project needs, 
rather than defaulting to fee simple owner-
ship. This adjustment aims to optimize 
project efficiency and cost-effectiveness by 
requiring the use of lesser interests when 
feasible and appropriate. The intent behind 
this change is to align the Corps real estate 
practices more closely with project require-
ments, promoting the use of alternatives 
that provide sufficient control and access 
while minimizing unnecessary acquisition 
costs and administrative complexities. 

Section 1146 of WRDA 2024 establishes a 
Systemwide Improvement Plan to assist 
non-Federal entities in achieving compliance 
with the P.L. 84–99 program by requiring 
that the Corps work with non-Federal inter-
ests to develop comprehensive compliance 
plans. 

The Committee recognizes the critical im-
portance of water supply and water resil-
iency efforts to the nation’s health, econ-
omy, and security. Accordingly, Section 1161 
of WRDA 2024 instructs the Corps to 
prioritize and maximize water supply, water 
conservation, and drought resiliency efforts 
that are in alignment with the authorized 
purposes of water resources development 
projects, including study and construction 
efforts, as well as efforts to modernize 
project operations, consistent with author-
ized project purposes, in response to local 
water resources needs and challenges. This 
section underscores the necessity of 
prioritizing and funding water supply 
projects and initiatives and ensuring that 
the Corps is empowered and directed to ad-
dress the Nation’s water resource needs. 
Similarly, Section 1164 authorizes the Sec-
retary to maximize water supply efforts as 
the primary project purpose of certain water 
resources development projects during a 
drought emergency in the project area 

The Committee also recognizes the com-
mitment to public service and the develop-
ment of the Nation’s water resources by the 
Ranking Member of the Water Resources and 
Environment Subcommittee, Congress-
woman Grace F. Napolitano, and designates 
Subtitle B of this Act, which contains sev-
eral policy provisions championed by Con-
gresswoman Napolitano, collectively as the 
Grace F. Napolitano Priority for Water Sup-
ply, Water Conservation, and Drought Resil-
iency Act of 2024. 

Section 1140 of WRDA 2024 expands the 
types of projects available to Tribes under 
the Tribal Partnership Program, recognizing 
the unique needs and priorities of Tribal 
communities. The Committee recognizes 
that Indian Tribes in certain states, includ-
ing the State of Washington, often benefit 
from projects that are constructed off tribal 
lands and includes a pilot program that al-
lows the Tribal Partnership Program to be 
utilized for projects constructed in prox-
imity to a river system or other aquatic 
habitat within the State of Washington with 
respect to which an Indian Tribe, an inter- 
tribal consortium, or a Tribal organization 
has Tribal treaty rights. 

Section 1303 of WRDA 2024, as amended, ex-
tends the authorization for the pilot pro-
gram established under Section 118 of WRDA 
2020 for additional years, allowing additional 
communities access to the benefits provided 
by this program. 

Section 1206 includes an annual reporting 
requirement on the operations and mainte-
nance costs and needs at harbors and inland 
harbors, the distribution of funds from the 
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, and a list 
of unmet needs at harbors. This requirement 
will provide the Committee with a contin-
uous baseline and understanding of the infra-
structure needs at our Nation’s harbors, as 
well as the Corps’ implementation of Harbor 
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Maintenance Trust Fund allocations di-
rected by Section 102 of WRDA 2020. 

WRDA 2024 also amends Sections 101(a) and 
(b) of WRDA 1986 to increase the depth at 
which Federal ports and harbors projects can 
receive Federal support for construction and 
operation and maintenance. This will help 
ports and harbors modernize and stay com-
petitive on the global stage, allowing more 
goods and services to be delivered into our 
country and exported around the world. Ad-
ditionally, this legislation expands existing 
programs at the Corps that support emerging 
harbors (Section 1129), remote and subsist-
ence harbors (Section 1147), and underserved 
community harbors (Section 1356), which are 
often critical to the economic well-being of 
local communities. 

Section 1126 of WRDA 2024 also updates the 
percentages of funding for inland waterways 
navigation projects cost-shared from direct 
appropriations and the Inland Waterways 
Trust Fund (IWTF). This change will help 
the industries and services that rely on a ro-
bust inland waterways network to remain at 
the forefront of national and international 
trade. 

Section 1130 of WRDA 2024 encourages ad-
ditional beneficial reuse of dredged materials 
by making the program permanent, increas-
ing the use of regional sediment manage-
ment plans, and codifying the Corps’ goal of 
beneficially using 70 percent of dredged ma-
terial. The Committee notes that ecosystem 
restoration efforts in McKay Bay, Florida 
could be advanced through greater beneficial 
use of sediment, as directed by this section. 

Section 1133 of WRDA 2024 amends Section 
214 of WRDA 2000 to include Indian Tribes. 
The Committee is aware that the Corps has 
not yet implemented changes to the Section 
214 program as amended by WRDA 2022. Sec-
tion 8135 of WRDA 2022 expanded the Section 
214 process to allow the funds to be utilized 
towards the review of proposed mitigation 
bank sites and mitigation banking instru-
ments, under which the Corps evaluates a 
proposed mitigation bank against certain re-
quirements and determines potential cred-
itable value. The Corps interpretation of the 
statute is that they only have the ability to 
utilize Section 214 funds towards processing 
construction permits for mitigation banks, 
not the approval of the site as a mitigation 
bank or the mitigation banking instrument. 
The Committee finds this contrary to the 
plain language of the WRDA 2022 language 
and hopes correcting this interpretation can 
be addressed administratively and aligned 
with Congressional intent. 

Section 1351 of WRDA 2024 provides for an 
updated cost share for an ongoing feasibility 
study for water supply, Washington, District 
of Columbia, Maryland, and Virginia. Given 
the importance of a secondary water source 
for the Nation’s capital and its national se-
curity implications, the Committee directs 
the Corps to implement Section 1351 without 
delaying the ongoing feasibility study. 

As noted earlier, WRDA 2024 authorizes for 
construction 22 projects and project modi-
fications based on reports submitted to Con-
gress by the Secretary or the Chief of Engi-
neers, including the navigation project for 
Oakland Harbor, California. The Committee 
notes that the Chief’s Report for the harbor 
improvement project at the Port of Oakland 
does not include the request of the non-Fed-
eral interest to cost share the use of electric 
dredges. The Committee notes that the Corps 
approved the cost-shared use of electric 
dredges when constructing the deepening 
project at the Port in 1999. The use of elec-
tric dredges is a unique opportunity to use a 
commercially viable alternative to achieve 
additional air quality improvement that will 
benefit the local population and is strongly 
supported by the non-Federal interest for the 

project. The Committee urges the Corps of 
Engineers to more diligently advocate for 
and include provisions in Chief’s Reports re-
quested by the non-federal interests. 

Other Policy Matters: 
The House committee report on H.R. 8812, 

its WRDA 2024 bill, includes direction on im-
plementation of previously enacted authori-
ties. To the extent consistent with the Act 
and this statement, the Committee intends 
for the Secretary to follow the direction on 
previously enacted authorities provided in 
that report. This includes but is not limited 
to the items listed hereafter: 

After Action Reviews.—The Committee 
recognizes that the Corps performs after ac-
tion reviews following completion of each 
project; however, it understands that the re-
sults from those reviews are not shared 
amongst the Corps’ various Districts and Di-
visions. The Committee encourages the 
Corps to develop a database for sharing les-
sons learned internally from after action re-
views in a format that is helpful to other 
Corps project teams, such as being search-
able by project feature. 

Allegheny River, Pennsylvania.—The Com-
mittee recognizes the importance of the Al-
legheny River to the inland waterways net-
work and to the movement of freight. In car-
rying out the study pursuant to Section 
1201(a)(134), the Secretary is encouraged to 
coordinate with relevant Federal agencies 
and a broad array of stakeholders to consider 
opportunities for waterway freight diver-
sification, multi-modal facility development, 
and other economic development opportuni-
ties for the continued viability of the Alle-
gheny River Corridor, Pennsylvania. 

Cleveland Harbor, Ohio, Dredge Material 
Management Plan.—Ensuring adequate 
dredged material placement capacity for 
ports along Lake Erie is essential to adhere 
to the State of Ohio’s law prohibiting the 
open lake placement of dredged material. 
The Committee continues to encourage the 
Corps to maximize the beneficial use of 
dredged material and plan for the long-term 
management of dredged material in Lake 
Erie, particularly in Cleveland Harbor, which 
is expected to reach its current dredged ma-
terial capacity by 2029. The Committee notes 
that the interim Dredged Material Manage-
ment Plan (DMMP) for Cleveland Harbor, 
Ohio, has been under development since 2017 
and that the development of the full 20-year 
DMMP has been delayed. The Committee en-
courages the Corps to expeditiously com-
plete a DMMP, no later than 2025, for Cleve-
land Harbor and evaluate the Cleveland Har-
bor Eastern Embayment Resilience Strategy 
project as a locally led, long-term dredged 
material placement site. 

Coastal Mapping Program.—The Com-
mittee underscores that Section 8110 of 
WRDA 2022 authorized the Corps to carry out 
a national coastal mapping study and receive 
funding through the Consolidated Appropria-
tions Act of 2024 (P.L. 118–42). In addition, 
the Committee notes that flood risk in 
coastal floodplains can be equally affected 
by impacts from tidally-influenced water-
ways as well as by non-tidal riverine and pre-
cipitation influences. Accordingly, the Com-
mittee encourages the Corps to examine po-
tential coastal impacts from both tidal and 
non-tidal waterbodies (including wetlands, 
streams, and rivers) in conducing com-
prehensive watershed assessments. 

Coordination with the 3D Hydrography 
Program.—The 3D Hydrography Program 
(3DHP), led by the United States Geological 
Survey, utilizes cutting-edge mapping and 
geographic information system technologies 
to provide comprehensive data on our Na-
tion. The Committee encourages the Corps 
to continue coordination with this program 
and utilize 3DHP data, as appropriate, in the 

development and evaluation of water re-
source projects. 

Corps-Operated Dams for Hydropower.— 
The Committee is aware that Power Mar-
keting Agencies often utilize Corps-operated 
dams for the production of hydropower. The 
Committee continues to maintain that no 
action by the Secretary in carrying out the 
Corps of Engineers’ primary mission areas 
preempts the Administrator of a Power Mar-
keting Agency from setting rates for the sale 
of electric power and energy pursuant to 
Section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944, 
except in the circumstance Congress has 
specified that monies appropriated to the 
Corps of Engineers must be repaid by hydro-
power customers within a prescribed time 
period. 

Deauthorizations.—Section 1301 of the bill 
establishes a process for the deauthorization 
of certain water resources development 
projects not yet initiated or appropriated. 
The Committee notes that the following 
projects continue to have support from the 
associated non-Federal interest and should 
not be included in any list to deauthorize 
water resources projects pursuant to this 
section: 

(1) The project for environmental restora-
tion, Matilija Dam, Ventura County, Cali-
fornia, authorized by section 1001(10) of 
WRDA 2007 (121 Stat. 1051). 

(2) The project for flood damage reduction, 
Santa Barbara streams, Lower Mission 
Creek, California, authorized by section 
101(b) of WRDA 2000 (114 Stat. 2577). 

(3) San Francisco Bay to Stockton Naviga-
tion Improvement: Project to modify the 
project for navigation, San Francisco Bay to 
Stockton, California, authorized by the Riv-
ers and Harbors Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 109 1). 

(4) Suisun Bay Channel (Slough), Cali-
fornia: Project for navigation, Suisun Bay 
Channel (Slough), California. The Corps al-
ready abandoned its previous disposition 
study in 2021. 

(5) Middle Creek, Lake County, California: 
Project for flood damage reduction and envi-
ronmental restoration, Middle Creek, Lake 
County, California, authorized by section 
1001(11) of the WRDA 2007 (121 Stat. 1051). 

Definition of Including.—The Committee 
notes that a fundamental canon of statutory 
construction is that the term ‘‘include’’ 
should be interpreted with a presumption of 
non-exclusiveness—meaning that the word 
‘‘including,’’ when used by itself, means that 
the list is merely exemplary and not exhaus-
tive. The Committee is concerned that the 
Corps has taken a narrower approach to the 
use of the term ‘‘including’’ in WRDA inter-
pretation, and reminds the Corps of the plain 
meaning of this term when used in statutory 
construction. 

Dredged Material Placement for Ohio Har-
bors.—The Committee is aware of the ongo-
ing issues with securing sufficient dredged 
material placement sites for Federal harbors 
in the State of Ohio. The Committee encour-
ages the Corps to consider the beneficial use 
facilities being designed by the Ohio Depart-
ment of Natural Resources and non-Federal 
interests as viable sites for the Corps ongo-
ing dredging operations. Further, the Com-
mittee directs the Corps to expedite comple-
tion of written agreements for the imple-
mentation of any such sites that provide for 
the beneficial use of dredged material for 
Ohio harbors. 

Flood Control Projects Impacting Military 
Installations.—The Committee encourages 
the Corps to expedite reviews pursuant to 
Section 14 of the Act of March 3, 1899 (33 
U.S.C. 408) for proposed actions that may 
provide a military installation with in-
creased protection. 

Jones Levee Flood Control Project, Wash-
ington.—The Committee instructs the Corps 
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to expedite completion of the study for the 
Jones Levee Flood Control, Pierce County, 
Washington project carried out under Sec-
tion 205 of the Flood Control Act of 1948 (33 
U.S.C. 701s). The Committee is aware of the 
project history, including the termination of 
a General Investigations study in 2018, and 
encourages the Corps to identify a viable 
way to move the project forward. The Com-
mittee believes several of the policies within 
Section 1107 of WRDA 2024, as amended, pro-
vide assistance for completing this project 
and directs the Corps to use the provided au-
thorities to implement a locally supported, 
economically justified project. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico.— 
The Committee is aware the Corps is pro-
viding technical assistance to the United 
States Air Force to address subsurface re-
leases from Kirtland Air Force Base into 
neighboring areas. The Committee directs 
the Corps to prioritize and expedite their 
work with the Air Force to identity, prevent, 
and remediate any such leaks using its exist-
ing statutory authorities. 

Lake Aquilla, Texas.—The Committee en-
courages the Corps to expeditiously review 
current conditions and forecasted regional 
water supply needs as part of a water re-
allocation study and provide updated costs 
and needs at Lake Aquilla as part of the Mid-
dle Brazos System, Texas. 

Materials.—The Committee encourages the 
Corps to maintain a flexible and adaptive ap-
proach in selecting construction materials. 
This entails prioritizing the most suitable 
materials for each specific application and 
may include in its analysis factors such as 
performance, impact, cost-effectiveness, and 
availability. The Corps should also remain 
informed about advancements in material 
science and the development of new mate-
rials to ensure that they are utilizing the 
most current and innovative options avail-
able. 

Missouri River Ice Jams.—In addition to 
ice jam language in WRDA 2024, Section 1150 
of WRDA 2016, as amended, provides the 
Corps with authority for preventing and 
mitigating flood damage and ensuring water 
supply associated with ice jams in the Upper 
Missouri River Basin and the Northeast. The 
Committee encourages the Corps to utilize 
this authority, specifically addressing the 
dangerous levels of ice jam impacts on the 
Missouri River reach (20 miles) of Omaha, 
Nebraska, as evidenced by the 2021, 2022, and 
2023 ice jams. 

Norfolk Harbor and Channels, Virginia.— 
The Committee reminds the Corps that Sec-
tion 1403 of WRDA 2018 authorized further 
improvements for Norfolk Harbor and Chan-
nels, Virginia, and took no deauthorization 
action. The Committee further instructs the 
Corps that absent any specific deauthoriza-
tion, the elements of Norfolk Harbor and 
Channels, Virginia, including a depth of 55 
feet for Anchorage F, authorized by Section 
201 of WRDA 1986 remain fully authorized. 

Noyes Levee, Minnesota.—The Committee 
encourages the Corps to work with the State 
of Minnesota and other non-Federal partners 
to address the maintenance needs of the 
Noyes Levee. 

Oyster Gardens.—The Committee recog-
nizes the role oysters can play in improving 
water quality and encourages the Corps to 
explore opportunities to work with states, 
localities, and other non-Federal partners to 
support the development of oyster gardens 
and other oyster restoration activities. 

Red River Basin Chloride Control Area 
VIII, Texas.—The Committee recognizes the 
importance of the Red River Basin Chloride 
Control Area VIII Project, which improves 
water quality and provides other important 
water resource benefits to the region. The 
Committee encourages the Corps to continue 
this project. 

Unmanned Aircraft Systems Technology 
Development.—The Committee recognizes 
the Corps’ work through the Engineer Re-
search and Development Center on un-
manned aircraft systems (UAS) and encour-
ages the continued use of these technologies, 
including to support levee safety evalua-
tions. 

Zebra and Quagga Mussels in the Great 
Lakes.—Zebra and Quagga mussels were first 
identified in the Great Lakes in the late 
1980s. The Committee notes the impact these 
freshwater, non-native species have on water 
resources infrastructure, often leading to in-
creased maintenance costs, and the hazard 
they pose to human health and the Great 
Lakes ecosystem. The Committee encour-
ages the Corps to address and mitigate these 
nuisance species in the Great Lakes. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I urge my colleagues to support 
WRDA 2024 and its objectives of im-
proving America’s infrastructure, re-
forming project processes, and ensuring 
that we are better stewards of the tax-
payers’ money. 

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

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
Thomas R. Carper Water Resources De-
velopment Act of 2024, the sixth con-
secutive bipartisan bill approved by 
Congress to address local water re-
sources across the country. 

Regular biennial consideration of 
WRDA, as we call it, is a proud bipar-
tisan tradition of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. It pro-
vides predictability to local sponsors 
and the Army Corps of Engineers in 
carrying out projects to improve the 
Nation’s ports, harbors, and inland 
navigation systems and to protect 
communities from flood and storm 
risks. 

These are locally driven projects that 
will create good-paying jobs for hard-
working women and men by strength-
ening our global competitiveness and 
supply chains and ensuring the resil-
ience of communities for decades to 
come. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chair GRAVES, 
Water Resources and Environment 
Subcommittee Chair ROUZER, and their 
staff for their partnership, insight, and 
collaboration in developing this impor-
tant legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I also thank our Senate 
counterparts, Chair CARPER and Rank-
ing Member CAPITO, for their support 
in shepherding this bill over the finish 
line. 

I specifically recognize Ranking 
Member NAPOLITANO for her leadership 
on this WRDA, as well as the four pre-
vious WRDA bills. She has left her 
mark on this committee with her dec-
ades of visionary work to address the 
future water supply and drought resil-
iency needs of communities throughout 
the United States. 

This final bill rightfully acknowl-
edges her career as the ‘‘Queen of 
Water’’ by naming the section that en-
courages the corps to maximize oppor-
tunities for water supply, water con-

servation, and drought resiliency at its 
projects as the Grace F. Napolitano 
Priority for Water Supply, Water Con-
servation, and Drought Resiliency Act 
of 2024. 

WRDA 2024 authorizes the construc-
tion of projects in 21 pending reports of 
the chief of engineers. It also provides 
over $5 billion in new and modified en-
vironmental infrastructure authorities 
to address local water and wastewater 
needs. 

This bill also authorizes over 200 new 
feasibility studies for future water re-
sources development projects, as well 
as modifies multiple existing projects 
to reflect current local needs. 

Mr. Speaker, WRDA 2024 makes the 
Corps of Engineers Tribal Partnership 
Program permanent and expands ini-
tiatives to assist Tribal partners while 
also making projects more financially 
accessible to all communities. 

It also provides communities with 
tools needed to face the threats posed 
by climate change, from enhancing 
drought resilience to combating harm-
ful algal blooms and supporting flood 
control projects. 

WRDA 2024 supports economic 
growth by investing in projects that 
create jobs, grow local economies, 
boost economic competitiveness, and 
strengthen supply chains in the United 
States. 

Ships are getting bigger, and our 
ports need to get deeper to maintain 
America’s competitive edge. Increased 
Federal investment in harbor-deep-
ening projects will strengthen our sup-
ply chains and ensure that our ports 
and harbors can accommodate the 
world’s largest ships. 

Further, the WRDA legislation we 
are considering also includes provisions 
related to economic development and 
public buildings. 

The bill authorizes activities for the 
Department of Commerce’s Economic 
Development Administration, or EDA, 
for the next 5 years. Congress is giving 
EDA clear direction about our prior-
ities, which include clarifying EDA’s 
responsibilities in disaster recovery ef-
forts led by FEMA, adjusting the Fed-
eral and non-Federal cost-share levels, 
and prioritizing investments in critical 
infrastructure, workforce, innovation, 
entrepreneurship, economic recovery 
resiliency, and manufacturing. 

The bill also includes provisions de-
signed to improve the efficacy and ac-
countability of the General Services 
Administration, or GSA, by improving 
the process for disposing of underuti-
lized Federal buildings and making 
GSA’s process for updating design and 
engineering requirements transparent. 

This bill further gives States and 
local governments access to an addi-
tional $1.8 billion in contract authority 
that can be applied to critical trans-
portation projects from amounts pre-
viously authorized under the TIFIA 
loan program. 

This bill equitably redistributes 
these funds according to the highway 
formula, including a 10 percent set- 
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aside for transportation alternatives, 
ensuring communities of all sizes in 
every State are guaranteed access to 
this funding. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. VAN ORDEN). 

Mr. VAN ORDEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of the Thomas 
R. Carper Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2024. 

My district, the Third Congressional 
District of the State of Wisconsin, has 
the largest contiguous section of the 
Mississippi River of any congressional 
district in the Nation. We don’t have a 
north and south highway. We have the 
Mississippi River. 

While there is unparalleled economic, 
transportation, and recreational sig-
nificance of our region, our commu-
nities along the river are subject to 
flooding due to weather events and 
aging infrastructure. 

We must do more to ensure the resil-
ience of our communities located along 
our river, which is why I am proud this 
bill includes a new study authorizing 
the city of La Crosse levee accredita-
tion. The study will focus on flood 
risks and water resource management 
concerns in the La Crosse area and is a 
first step toward a long-term accredita-
tion of these levees. 

I was very proud to champion the 
continuing authorities programs, 
which allow smaller Army Corps of En-
gineers projects to be implemented 
without the lengthy congressional ap-
proval process. Changes like this help 
strengthen the resiliency of local river-
front communities. 

This bipartisan package also includes 
my Public Buildings Accountability 
Act, H.R. 6254. This bill requires the 
GAO to report, review, and account for 
the personnel in Public Buildings Serv-
ice, in-person attendance, historical 
staffing numbers and costs, and an 
analysis of the effectiveness of the or-
ganizational structure. 

This bill is going to require an exam-
ination of the building operations ac-
count of the Federal Building Fund. 

As a founding member of the DOGE 
Caucus, it is critical that workers re-
turn to the office. We are wasting mil-
lions of taxpayers’ dollars on unused 
office space. If workers are not going to 
use their offices, we need to know it, 
and we need to sell them. 

Mr. Speaker, on a State level, unfor-
tunately, our Governor has decided to 
threaten a veto of our budget if it re-
quires State workers to return to the 
office, and I encourage our Governor to 
look to the Federal Government and to 
this bipartisan, bicameral bill for san-
ity, which is quite a thing for me to 
say. 

Finally, this package reauthorizes 
and modernizes the Economic Develop-
ment Administration. EDA projects are 
critical to rural communities in my 
district. This reauthorization specifi-
cally helps our rural communities. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to vote for this bill. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
NAPOLITANO). 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
am pleased to join my great Ranking 
Member LARSEN and thank the gen-
tleman for the kind accolades; Chair-
man GRAVES; my friend, Chairman 
ROUZER; and members of the Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
in bringing the conference agreement 
on S. 4367, the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 2024, to the floor. 

The WRDA is our legislative commit-
ment to investing in and protecting 
our communities from flooding and 
droughts, restoring our environment 
and ecosystems, and keeping our Na-
tion’s competitiveness by supporting 
our ports and harbors. 

Through the biennial enactment of 
WRDA legislation, this committee has 
addressed local, regional, and national 
needs through authorization of new 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers projects, 
studies, and policies that benefit every 
corner of our country. 

b 1430 

Mr. Speaker, I am particularly 
thankful that we were able to include 
in this WRDA policies to improve upon 
and address the needs of water supply. 

The bill for the first time makes it a 
policy of the corps to maximize oppor-
tunities for water supply, water con-
servation, and drought resilient meas-
ures at reservoirs, recharge basins, and 
corps facilities. It requires the corps to 
work with local communities and give 
full consideration to local proposals to 
address water supply needs. 

I thank Representative LAMALFA for 
joining me in authoring this important 
provision. I also thank Senators 
PADILLA and KELLY for improving this 
section with their own important 
drought resilient initiatives. 

We are seeing the need for the corps 
to play a bigger role in water supply, 
especially in drought-prone regions 
such as the West. This provision will 
prevent the bureaucratic and logistical 
roadblocks that many communities 
faced when trying to work with the 
corps to improve water, ground-water 
recharge, and other water supply im-
provements. 

This legislation further includes the 
provision creating new project con-
struction authority for the corps to 
consider opportunities to reclaim, 
treat, and reuse stormwater to address 
regional needs. Our bill also expands 
the corps’ authority to modify existing 
dams, basins, and channels for drought 
resiliency measures, including water 
conservation measures, removal of 
sediment, planting of native vegeta-
tion, and other actions that increase 
water efficiency. 

This year, the corps finally funded 
the donor port provisions of WRDA 2020 
in their work plan. This bill requires 
the corps to provide an annual report 

on WRDA 2020 Harbor Maintenance 
provisions to make sure the direction 
of Congress on negotiated HMT expend-
itures is followed. This is incredibly 
important to my local ports of Los An-
geles and Long Beach to make sure 
they receive their fair share of harbor 
funding. 

This bill also provides for hundreds of 
local concerns throughout the country. 
Staff took input from over 300 Members 
of Congress who improved this bill with 
their insight into the needs of their 
communities. 

For my community, I am proud that 
this bill transfers the authorization of 
44 channels in my region to the Los 
Angeles County Flood Control District. 
These channels are locally owned and 
have been successfully operated and 
maintained by Los Angeles County for 
decades. The provision will formalize 
the current operation of these chan-
nels. 

This bill further creates a GAO study 
on the growing issue of homeless en-
campments on corps properties. This 
has become an increasing concern in 
my district and across the country 
with the danger of homeless encamp-
ments in active flood channels. 

The study will propose options for 
the corps, partnering with State, Fed-
eral, and local agencies, to provide re-
sources and prevent flood disasters. 

This bill also formalizes and im-
proves on an academic partnership 
with Cal Poly Pomona in my region. 
Cal Poly is one of the most diverse and 
successful engineering schools in the 
country and educates many future 
corps engineers. This provision formal-
izes the collaboration between the 
corps and the university in conducting 
academic research on integrated design 
and management of water resources de-
velopment projects, including for the 
purposes of flood risk management, 
ecosystem restoration, water supply, 
water conservation, and sustainable 
aquifer management. 

Mr. Speaker, WRDA is a bipartisan 
product that includes provisions in 
every part of the country and is au-
thored by House Members themselves. 
It is an incredible task compiling all of 
these priorities and drafting this 
WRDA bill. I am proud, as the chair-
man stated, that the sixth WRDA 
passed on a bipartisan basis. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the many peo-
ple who helped this bill become a re-
ality. I thank the leadership of the 
Army Corps of Engineers and their in-
credible staff who have worked through 
the hundreds of submissions they re-
ceived. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield an additional 1 minute 
to the gentlewoman from California. 

Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank our remarkable team at legisla-
tive counsel for putting all of these 
provisions into legislative text. 

I am fortunate to have some of the 
best water leaders in the country in my 
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district and southern California who 
provided valuable input for this bill, 
including Los Angeles County Public 
Works director Mark Pestrella, Los 
Angeles County Sanitation Districts 
general manager Robert Ferrante, Met-
ropolitan Water District Board chair 
Adan Ortega, Los Angeles Harbor Com-
mission president, a former colleague, 
Lucille Roybal-Allard, and San Gabriel 
Valley watermaster Tony Zampiello. 

I particularly thank the sub-
committee chairman, DAVID ROUZER, 
for his friendship and collegiality 
throughout the hearings and meetings 
that led to this bipartisan accomplish-
ment and for visiting my district. 

Most importantly, I thank my in-
credible Water Resources and Environ-
ment Subcommittee staff: Ryan 
Seiger, Alexa Williams, Logan Ferree, 
and Ryan Hambleton, and the majority 
staff, and a personal thanks to my 
chief of staff, Joe Sheehy. 

Mr. Speaker, this is my last time be-
fore Congress on the Water Resources 
and Environment Subcommittee of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee. I urge my colleagues to 
support WRDA. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself a moment here 
to thank GRACE NAPOLITANO for her 
service to this country, to this House, 
and to the continual work on the 
Water Resources Development Act, and 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON), an 
individual we worked very closely with 
on this bill, the chairman of the Agri-
culture Committee. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
GRAVES, Subcommittee Chairman 
ROUZER, and all the Members involved 
in crafting this bipartisan, bicameral 
agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, this Water Resources 
Development Act stands to be success-
ful and effective in addressing some of 
the critical infrastructure issues we 
face in central and western Pennsyl-
vania. 

For example, I am proud to have se-
cured language stabilizing lock and 
dam operations along the Allegheny 
River. This watershed is critical to our 
Nation’s domestic manufacturing, sup-
porting barge traffic of raw materials, 
including steel, aggregates, and coal. 

The navigation and ecosystem res-
toration project authorized by this leg-
islation will help ensure the long-term 
viability of this economic corridor. 

The Allegheny River has sorely need-
ed dredging for several years to support 
both commercial and recreational traf-
fic. 

I am proud to have championed lan-
guage in this legislation strengthening 
a provision from the previous WRDA to 
allow the Allegheny and other inland 
waterways to compete on a level play-
ing field for a multiyear dredging dem-
onstration program. 

These dredging activities, in conjunc-
tion with the navigation and restora-

tion analysis, present significant op-
portunities for growth and the contin-
ued success of the Allegheny. 

I am also pleased to see language in 
this bill prioritizing levee recertifi-
cation and restoration projects in Wil-
liamsport, Pennsylvania. 

This levee system, first built and 
completed in 1955, is undergoing a re-
certification and accreditation process 
with FEMA and the Army Corps. 

Unfortunately, many of the nec-
essary studies and groundwork re-
quired to be completed by the Army 
Corps has been delayed, threatening 
completion of these critical projects. 
Language in this legislation ensures 
that these projects will be prioritized 
for completion. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to 
see the Economic Development Reau-
thorization Act included within this 
legislation. The local development dis-
tricts representing the communities 
throughout Pennsylvania’s 15th Con-
gressional District do incredible work 
to build, strengthen, and revitalize our 
local economies in these rural areas. 

This reauthorization incorporates 
several necessary updates, including 
reducing financial barriers for rural, 
small, and resource-challenged commu-
nities and allowing the EDA to invest 
in high-speed broadband, workforce de-
velopment, and critical infrastructure 
gaps. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to support 
this bipartisan legislation before us 
today, and I encourage my colleagues 
to do the same. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, may I inquire as to the time re-
maining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Missouri has 13 minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Wash-
ington has 91⁄4 minutes remaining. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Nevada (Ms. TITUS). 

Ms. TITUS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of this critical bipartisan bill 
which addresses water issues across the 
Nation, and it is especially important 
in the West where whiskey is for drink-
ing and water is for fighting over. 

This legislation includes provisions 
that I introduced and led to extend the 
Las Vegas Wash Program, which is es-
sential for returning water to Lake 
Mead as our region of the country bat-
tles historic drought. 

Additionally, as the ranking member 
of the Economic Development, Public 
Buildings, and Emergency Manage-
ment Subcommittee, I am proud to 
have negotiated the first reauthoriza-
tion of the Economic Development Ad-
ministration in 20 years. It includes my 
language recognizing the importance of 
travel and tourism for economic devel-
opment. Across the country, every 
place has something people want to 
visit, but it is especially true in my 
district which includes Las Vegas. 

It also has my legislation to assist 
with water conservation efforts in 

economies negatively impacted by 
drought and extreme heat. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairman 
GRAVES, Ranking Member LARSEN, 
Chairman ROUZER, and especially 
Ranking Member NAPOLITANO, Chair-
man PERRY, and all the wonderful staff 
who worked so hard to move this for-
ward and make the bipartisan package 
possible. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. ALLEN). 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for yielding the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of S. 4367, the bipartisan Water Re-
sources Development Act. 

Included in today’s legislation is lan-
guage which addresses an issue that 
means the world to many of my con-
stituents. I have spoken from this po-
dium many times over the past 10 
years highlighting the importance of 
the lock and dam to the residents of 
the CSRA. 

Due to environmental mitigation 
from the Savannah Harbor Expansion 
Project, the Corps of Engineers was re-
sponsible for constructing a mitigation 
feature that would allow sturgeon and 
other endangered fish to access new 
spawning grounds. 

Unfortunately, the corps selected a 
rock weir as an alternative to replace 
the lock and dam, which I strongly op-
posed as it would drop the pool level 
far below the needs of the community, 
and disregarded the requirements es-
tablished in the 2016 WIIN Act. 

In a disastrous simulation carried 
out by the corps, we saw firsthand the 
dreadful impacts of the lower water 
level that would result from the instal-
lation of a rock weir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield an additional 30 seconds to 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. ALLEN. Throughout this ten-
uous process and legal battles, many of 
my colleagues and I worked closely 
with community leaders and stake-
holders who have all agreed that main-
taining the water level above the lock 
and dam is critical, so our residents are 
not affected. 

I am thrilled to finally stand here 
today with a message for my commu-
nity: A legislative solution to maintain 
the pool level and repair the lock and 
dam will soon be on its way to the 
President’s desk. 

I thank all of those who worked tire-
lessly on this issue, my colleagues who 
helped push for these changes for so 
long, and the House Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee led by 
Chairman GRAVES and Subcommittee 
Chair ROUZER insisting the language 
stay in the final bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge the Sen-
ate to pass this bill and President 
Biden to sign it into law. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Mrs. SYKES). 
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Mrs. SYKES. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to urge my colleagues to support 
S. 4367, the Thomas R. Carper Water 
Resources Development Act of 2024. 

Before I start my remarks, I echo my 
colleagues’ thanks and gratitude to 
GRACE NAPOLITANO. I personally thank 
her for tapping me to be the vice rank-
ing member of the Water Resources 
and Environment Subcommittee where 
she has served us so honorably. While I 
know that the title ‘‘Queen of Water’’ 
is taken, perhaps princess is up for 
grabs. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank, again, Con-
gresswoman NAPOLITANO for her service 
and for all she has done for her con-
stituents and the entire country. 

This bipartisan legislation authorizes 
projects for water and wastewater in-
frastructure that are critical to the 
strengthening of the flood protection 
resiliency of our communities and to 
complete ecosystem restoration that 
maintains America’s vital natural re-
sources. 

WRDA authorizes $49 million in new 
authorities in Ohio’s 13th Congres-
sional District, which I represent, to 
allow the United States Army Corps of 
Engineers to contribute their expertise 
to the development of new and existing 
environmental infrastructure projects 
that not only improve water and sewer 
infrastructure for our local commu-
nities but bolster our economic com-
petitiveness. 

b 1445 
I am proud to have advocated for 

these resources, and now to vote for 
their authorization, so that commu-
nities in my district have access to the 
infrastructure they need to flourish. 

For example, in Summit County, $25 
million has been authorized to fund 
projects such as Akron’s water main 
and lead service line replacement, 
Fairlawn’s West Market Street water-
line replacement and Rosemont Pre-
serve project, New Franklin’s South 
Main Street stormwater replacement, 
and Barberton’s Stratford Street wa-
terline project. 

In Stark County, $24 million has been 
authorized to fund projects such as the 
Canton’s Cromer water storage res-
ervoir replacement project and North 
Lawrence’s sanitary sewer project. 

With these projects, residents of 
Ohio’s 13th District will benefit from 
clean water and improved infrastruc-
ture, but these projects will also help 
lay the foundation for vibrant, thriving 
communities full of opportunity. 

I ask my colleagues in Congress to 
support this life-sustaining and eco-
nomic-growth-yielding legislation. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES), the chair 
of the Subcommittee on Aviation. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, this bill is really important. 
The Water Resources Development Act 
authorizes all the activities of the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. Speaker, something that is really 
key here is that under this chairman 

we have been able to keep this bill on 
a 2-year cycle. I thank all of the Re-
publican and Democratic members for 
keeping this on cycle. That is impor-
tant because this is about resiliency of 
our communities. It is about the econ-
omy and economic engines that our 
ports cause. It is about the ecological 
restoration of places like coastal Lou-
isiana. These are absolutely critical 
missions. 

This bill includes a number of prior-
ities in our congressional district, one 
of the most active Corps of Engineer 
districts in the Nation, including con-
necting the Upper Barataria project to 
the Morganza-to-the-Gulf project, en-
suring that credit for Morganza-to-the- 
Gulf goes all the way back to the 1980s 
when this project started, rather than 
penalizing the non-Federal sponsor for 
the Corps of Engineers’ slow action. 

This project ensures that credit that 
has developed can actually be utilized 
on projects or on deferred payment 
agreements. It ensures that the Larose 
to Golden Meadow levee system in 
Lafourche Parish gets back on track to 
be entering the Federal system. It cre-
ates a new parish-wide flood protection 
system for Livingston Parish, some-
thing we have been working on for a 
while now. It helps to ensure that the 
acquisition of land—something called 
nonstandard estates—that, Mr. Speak-
er, I want to be clear, this is the third 
time we have legislated on this because 
the Corps of Engineers keeps trashing 
the interpretation. 

Bayou Sorrel lock is progressing; ex-
pediting that really important project, 
as well. There are a number of huge 
wins in here. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Ryans for 
all their work and working with us on 
this. One of them was much more help-
ful than the other one, Mr. Speaker. I 
am just kidding. I thank Ryan Seiger 
and Ryan Hambleton for their help in 
the legislation. I also thank Jack and 
Cathy, the staff directors, but, most 
importantly, thanks to the Ranking 
Member LARSEN, Chairman GRAVES, 
and Chairman ROUZER. It has been fan-
tastic serving with my great, great 
friend, Ranking Member NAPOLITANO. I 
really wish her the greatest, along with 
her children, her grandchildren, her 
great-grandchildren, and her great- 
great-grandchildren. She has extraor-
dinary generations. I thank her very 
much for her service. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time to close. 

During this Congress, the House 
Transportation and Infrastructure 
Committee has passed multiple com-
prehensive and bipartisan bills, includ-
ing the FAA reauthorization. WRDA 
2024 and other titles of this bill show 
we are finishing the Congress strong 
with a continued commitment from 
this committee to invest in our Na-
tion’s infrastructure and to grow our 
economy in regions across the country. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chair GRAVES, 
Chair ROUZER, Chair PERRY, Ranking 

Member NAPOLITANO, and Ranking 
Member TITUS for their partnership 
and dedication to navigating this com-
prehensive bipartisan and bicameral 
bill to final passage. 

I also thank the Democratic staff, 
who worked very hard on this legisla-
tion: Ryan Seiger, Alexa Williams, 
Logan Ferree, Ann Jacobs, Jackie 
Schmitz, and Michael Bauman. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I emphasize 
again the importance of the legislation 
that we are considering today, which 
will have a positive impact on commu-
nities across the country. 

This WRDA bill delivers improve-
ments to flood control infrastructure, 
ports and harbors, and inland water-
ways across the country. Many of the 
policy reforms that I have secured in 
the WRDA bill for my constituents 
help ensure that the corps is focused on 
what matters: protecting people’s lives 
and livelihoods from devastating 
floods. 

For example, the bill prohibits the 
corps from using eminent domain to 
seize land for fish and wildlife purposes 
along the Missouri River. It also in-
cludes important provisions to reau-
thorize the EDA, make us better stew-
ards of federally owned spaces, and re-
purpose unobligated TIFIA balances. 

WRDA 2024 is the result of more than 
a year of work by the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee, and was 
developed based on input from nearly 
350 Members of this body on projects, 
programs, and policies that are impor-
tant to their constituents. 

The bill also includes projects and 
policy reforms that will make the 
corps work better for our communities 
by empowering non-Federal project 
sponsors, including transparency of the 
corps, and streamlining processes. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of S. 4367, 
as amended. I, too, thank the teams, 
Kathy on the minority side and Jack 
Ruddy, the staff director on our side, 
and the two Ryans, again, for all the 
work that they did, and their teams. 
When we do stuff like this, there are a 
lot of late nights, a lot of weekends, a 
lot of holidays, and it is simply taking 
time away from the family. The staff 
that got us here today deserve the 
credit and the thanks. 

I want to finish by saying the queen 
of water, what a great job she did. It 
has been awesome to be able to work 
with her and Ranking Member LARSEN 
on this bill. I do want to say, too, Rep-
resentative ROUZER, who is the sub-
committee chair over this, would have 
been here. He has obligations in the 
steering committee which prevented 
him from being able to come down, but 
he put a lot of effort, a lot of work, a 
lot of time into this bill. I wish he 
could have been here, but he just sim-
ply could not make it. 
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Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 

support a great WRDA bill, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 4367, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. GRAVES of Missouri. Mr. Speak-
er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

PENSACOLA AND PERDIDO BAYS 
ESTUARY OF NATIONAL SIGNIFI-
CANCE ACT OF 2024 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 50) to amend the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act to 
require the Administrator of the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to give 
priority consideration to selecting 
Pensacola and Perdido Bays as an estu-
ary of national significance, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 50 
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 ‘‘Pensacola 
and Perdido Bays Estuary of National Sig-
nificance Act of 2024’’. 
SEC. 2. PENSACOLA AND PERDIDO BAYS. 

Section 320(a)(2)(B) of the Federal Water 
Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. 1330(a)(2)(B)) 
is amended by striking ‘‘and Lower Columbia 
River, Oregon and Washington’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘Lower Columbia River, Oregon and 
Washington; and Pensacola and Perdido 
Bays, Florida’’. 
SEC. 3. INELIGIBILITY WITH RESPECT TO FISCAL 

YEARS 2024 AND 2025. 
With respect to the amendment made by 

section 2, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency may not use for 
the implementation of that amendment, in-
cluding, with respect to Pensacola and 
Perdido Bays, Florida, convening a manage-
ment conference, developing or carrying out 
a comprehensive conservation and manage-
ment plan, or providing grants under section 
320 of the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1330)— 

(1) any amounts appropriated to carry out 
the national estuary program under that sec-
tion for fiscal year 2024; or 

(2) unless the total amount appropriated to 
carry out that program for fiscal year 2025 is 
at least $850,000 more than the total amount 
appropriated to carry out that program for 
fiscal year 2023, any amounts appropriated to 
carry out that program for fiscal year 2025. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on S. 50. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

S. 50 would add the Pensacola and 
Perdido Bays, located in northeastern 
Florida, to the list of estuaries given 
priority consideration under the EPA’s 
National Estuary Program. 

The National Estuary Program was 
created by Congress in 1987. It aims to 
protect and restore estuaries of na-
tional significance across the United 
States. 

S. 50 was introduced by our Senate 
colleagues, Senators RUBIO and SCOTT, 
earlier this Congress. 

The Senate passed S. 50 with a voice 
vote in March, and I encourage support 
for this legislation today. Mr. Speaker, 
I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support of S. 50, legislation 
sponsored by Senator RUBIO of Florida. 
This bill adds Pensacola and Perdido 
Bays in Florida as priority consider-
ations for the Administrator of the 
EPA to designate as part of the Na-
tional Estuary Program. 

In the Pacific Northwest, we know 
that healthy estuaries like the Puget 
Sound support healthy fish, birds, and 
other wildlife, as well as important 
economic activities such as trade, fish-
ing, tourism, and outdoor recreation. 

That is why I worked over multiple 
Congresses to authorize the National 
Estuary Program and was pleased to 
see that the bipartisan infrastructure 
law not only authorize that program 
but provided $132 million in invest-
ments for improving habitat and re-
storing estuaries. 

The legislation we consider today is 
the result of work of local organiza-
tions near these two critical Florida 
estuaries to add them to the National 
Estuary Program. It is further proof of 
the importance of this program. I urge 
my colleagues to support this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, protecting 
healthy estuaries is good for the eco-
nomic activities like outdoor recre-
ation, as well as good for fish, birds, 
and other wildlife. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

In closing, S. 50 will help protect im-
portant habitat and water resources in 
Florida. This noncontroversial legisla-
tion has the support of the Florida con-
gressional delegation, the State of 

Florida, the community, and local 
stakeholders. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 50. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

IMPROVING FEDERAL BUILDING 
SECURITY ACT OF 2024 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 3613) to require Fa-
cility Security Committees to respond 
to security recommendations issued by 
the Federal Protective Service relating 
to facility security, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 3613 
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 ‘‘Improving 
Federal Building Security Act of 2024’’. 
SEC. 2. RESPONDING TO SECURITY REC-

OMMENDATIONS. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘‘agency’’ has the 

meaning given the term in section 551 of 
title 5, United States Code. 

(2) FACILITY SECURITY COMMITTEE.—The 
term ‘‘Facility Security Committee’’ means 
a committee that— 

(A) consists of representatives of— 
(i) all Federal tenants in a specific non- 

military facility; 
(ii) the security organization for the facil-

ity; and 
(iii) the owning or leasing Federal tenant; 

and 
(B) is responsible for addressing facility- 

specific security issues and approving the 
implementation of security measures and 
practices in the facility. 

(3) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of Homeland Security. 

(b) RESPONSE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date on which the Federal Protec-
tive Service issues a security recommenda-
tion to a Facility Security Committee to im-
prove facility security, the head of the Facil-
ity Security Committee, or a designee there-
of, shall— 

(A) respond to the Secretary— 
(i) indicating if the Facility Security Com-

mittee intends to adopt or reject the rec-
ommendation; and 

(ii) describing the financial implications of 
adopting or rejecting the recommendation, 
including if the benefits outweigh the costs; 
and 

(B) if the Facility Security Committee in-
tends to reject the recommendation, provide 
the Secretary a justification for accepting 
the risk posed by rejecting the recommenda-
tion. 

(2) METHOD.—The Secretary shall— 
(A) develop a method to monitor the rec-

ommendations and responses described in 
paragraph (1); and 
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(B) take reasonable action to ensure Facil-

ity Security Committee responsiveness 
under paragraph (1). 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, and 
annually thereafter, the Secretary shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Homeland Security 
and Governmental Affairs of the Senate and 
the Committee on Homeland Security and 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives a 
report that, for the fiscal year preceding the 
report, includes— 

(A) a summary of the security rec-
ommendations issued by the Federal Protec-
tive Service to Facility Security Commit-
tees to improve facility security; 

(B) the percentage of recommendations de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) that were ac-
cepted and the percentage of such rec-
ommendations that were rejected; 

(C) the percentage of Facility Security 
Committees that failed to respond to a rec-
ommendation described in subparagraph (A) 
in a timely manner; 

(D) a summary of justifications provided 
by Facility Security Committees if a Facil-
ity Security Committee rejected a rec-
ommendation described in subparagraph (A); 

(E) a summary of the financial implica-
tions of Facility Security Committee re-
sponses to recommendations described in 
subparagraph (A), including if the benefits 
outweigh the costs; 

(F) an analysis of steps taken by Facility 
Security Committees to mitigate the risk 
posed by rejecting a recommendation de-
scribed in subparagraph (A); and 

(G) an analysis of any trends found among 
the findings in the report. 

(2) FORM.—Each report required under 
paragraph (1) shall be submitted in unclassi-
fied form, but may include a classified 
annex. 

(3) BRIEFING.—The Secretary shall brief the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs of the Senate and the 
Committee on Homeland Security and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives on 
an annual basis on the findings of the most 
recently submitted report under paragraph 
(1). 

(d) REPORT ON SURVEILLANCE TECH-
NOLOGY.—Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs of the 
Senate and the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives an unredacted report on— 

(1) all surveillance technology rec-
ommended by the Federal Protective Serv-
ice; and 

(2) any intended use of the technology de-
scribed in paragraph (1). 

(e) NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS.—No additional 
funds are authorized to be appropriated for 
the purpose of carrying out this Act. 

(f) SUNSET AND REPORT.— 
(1) SUNSET.—This Act shall cease to be ef-

fective on the date that is 5 years after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) GAO REPORT.—Not later than 5 years 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to Congress a report on the ef-
fectiveness of this Act. 

(g) APPLICATION.—This Act shall only 
apply to— 

(1) General Services Administration facili-
ties under protection of the Federal Protec-
tive Service; and 

(2) non-General Services Administration 
facilities that pay fees to the Federal Pro-
tective Service for protection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on S. 3613. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 3613, the Improving 
Federal Building Security Act of 2024, 
will strengthen security of Federal 
buildings by ensuring agencies are held 
accountable for the security decisions 
they make. 

Specifically, the legislation would re-
quire Federal agencies to respond to se-
curity recommendations of the Federal 
Protective Service and provide a jus-
tification for recommendations that 
are not implemented. 

Given the ongoing security chal-
lenges identified by the Government 
Accountability Office at a Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure Committee 
hearing in July, this bill will improve 
security for those who work in or visit 
Federal buildings across the Nation. 

I thank the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi (Mr. EZELL) for his work on the 
House companion to this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
legislation and reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

I rise in support of this bill, which 
will improve security for Federal em-
ployees and the members of the public 
who visit Federal buildings. Federal fa-
cilities face a wide range of threats, in-
cluding active shooters, cyberattacks, 
hostile surveillance, and explosive de-
vices. 

While the Federal Protective Service, 
or FPS, currently makes safety rec-
ommendations for Federal offices and 
buildings, the tenant agencies in those 
buildings often disregard FPS rec-
ommendations. 

The Government Accountability Of-
fice of the GAO reported that between 
fiscal years 2017 and 2021, tenant agen-
cies ignored about 57 percent of these 
recommendations. S. 3613 will ensure 
Federal agencies are following the 
most up-to-date security recommenda-
tions to protect these facilities and the 
people in them. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, this bill will 
ensure that Federal agencies are fol-
lowing the most up-to-date security 
recommendations to protect their fa-
cilities and people in them. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
legislation, and I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

In closing, Federal agencies need to 
be held accountable for the security de-
cisions they make at Federal office 
buildings. This bill will help achieve 
that. By creating safer, more secure 
workplaces, we can ensure Federal 
workers can easily return to work in 
person. 

The Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee favorably reported the 
House companion. I urge support of S. 
3613, so this legislation can be signed 
into law and we can improve the safety 
of our Federal workers. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to make note, 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
EZELL), a longtime law enforcement of-
ficer, was key in pushing the House bill 
and fully supports this. Again, I urge 
adoption, and yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BACON). The question is on the motion 
offered by the gentleman from Lou-
isiana (Mr. GRAVES) that the House 
suspend the rules and pass the bill, S. 
3613. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

b 1500 

DISASTER CONTRACT 
IMPROVEMENT ACT 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 310) to establish an 
advisory group to encourage and foster 
collaborative efforts among individuals 
and entities engaged in disaster recov-
ery relating to debris removal, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

S. 310 

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 ‘‘Disaster 
Contract Improvement Act’’. 
SEC. 2. OVERSIGHT ON DEBRIS REMOVAL. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
(1) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

trator’’ means the Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency. 

(2) DEBRIS REMOVAL PROGRAM.—The term 
‘‘debris removal program’’ means the pro-
gram established under section 407 of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5173). 

(b) ADVISORY WORKING GROUP.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

establish an advisory working group to en-
courage and foster collaborative efforts 
among individuals and entities engaged in 
disaster recovery relating to debris removal. 

(2) MEMBERSHIP.—The advisory working 
group established under paragraph (1) shall 
be comprised of— 

(A) representatives from the Federal Emer-
gency Management Agency; 

(B) representatives from the Army Corps of 
Engineers; 

(C) representatives from the Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture; 

(D) representatives of States, Tribal gov-
ernments, and units of local government; 
and 

(E) subject matter experts in debris re-
moval, including not less than 1 representa-
tive from the debris services contractor in-
dustry. 

(c) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator, in consultation with the advi-
sory working group established under sub-
section (b)(1), shall— 

(1) determine whether guidance and proce-
dures in effect as of the date of enactment of 
this Act with respect to the oversight and 
cost of debris removal contracts entered into 
under the debris removal program are suffi-
cient; and 

(2) if the Administrator, in consultation 
with the advisory working group established 
under subsection (b)(1), determines that the 
guidance and procedures described in para-
graph (1) are insufficient, develop and imple-
ment additional such guidance and proce-
dures, including— 

(A) a requirement that each State, Tribal 
government, and unit of local government 
receiving a grant under the debris removal 
program take the primary role in the over-
sight function of debris removal; 

(B) guidance for State, Tribal, and local 
debris monitors relating to debris removal 
operations, debris operations oversight, and 
contractor oversight, including contractor 
monitoring; 

(C) guidance for streamlining the reim-
bursement of debris costs overall, including 
debris management planning and support for 
resilience in debris removal operations; 

(D) checklists, job aids, eligibility require-
ments, contract requirements, debris man-
agement planning guidance, sample bids, and 
other items, as determined necessary by the 
Administrator, for State and local debris 
monitors; 

(E) a list of the specific debris removal 
monitoring responsibilities expected to be 
completed by a State that receives a grant 
under the debris removal program; 

(F) a list of the specific debris removal 
monitoring responsibilities expected to be 
completed by recipients of a grant under the 
debris removal program; and 

(G) guidance for State and Tribal govern-
ments and units of local government to re-
duce duplication and inefficiency in debris 
removal contracting across the Federal Gov-
ernment, State and Tribal governments, and 
units of local government. 

(d) TRAINING.—The Administrator shall 
conduct outreach to States, Tribal govern-
ments, and units of local government with 
respect to any guidance or support materials 
developed under this section. 

(e) GAO STUDY.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall conduct a study that— 

(1) studies the use and adoption rate of ad-
vance contracts for debris removal by se-
lected States, Tribal governments, and units 
of local government; 

(2) identifies the benefits and challenges of 
advance contracts for debris removal; 

(3) with respect to the reporting and infor-
mation sharing processes, as of the date of 
enactment of this Act, for advance contracts 
for debris removal between States and units 
of local government and Federal partners— 

(A) assesses those processes; and 
(B) makes any necessary recommendations 

for those processes; 
(4) studies— 
(A) the process for setting Federal reim-

bursement rates for the debris removal pro-
gram; 

(B) the use of penalties, as of the date of 
enactment of this Act, for violations of law 
and regulations relating to debris removal; 
and 

(C) fraud, waste, and abuse relating to the 
debris removal program, including case stud-
ies; and 

(5) makes any necessary recommendations 
for improvements to oversight and fraud pre-
vention across the debris removal program. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and insert extraneous 
material on S. 310. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, S. 310, the Disaster Con-
tract Improvement Act, aims to help 
improve the disaster contracting proc-
ess by directing the Administrator of 
FEMA to establish a working group to 
examine the debris removal process. 
The working group will include rep-
resentatives from FEMA, the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, the United 
States Department of Agriculture’s 
Natural Resource Conservation Serv-
ice, officials from State, Tribal, and 
local governments, and subject matter 
experts. 

The legislation also directs the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office to con-
duct a study on the debris removal ad-
vance contracting process. 

I thank the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. LALOTA) for his work on the 
House companion bill to help reduce 
waste, fraud, and abuse within the 
post-disaster services area. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of S. 
310. This bill directs the Administrator 
of FEMA to convene an advisory group 
to improve debris removal contract 
processes and reduce costs. 

When disasters strike, resulting rub-
ble and debris leave affected commu-

nities with an expensive cleanup. 
FEMA assistance is an essential re-
source for helping communities re-
cover, but the disaster contracting 
process can be inefficient and costly. 

This bill brings stakeholders to-
gether to improve the disaster con-
tracting process, maximizing the im-
pact of Federal dollars and speeding 
disaster recovery. 

Mr. Speaker, clearing debris after a 
disaster is one of the first steps to a 
successful recovery. This bill would di-
rect the Administrator of FEMA to 
convene a stakeholder group to im-
prove the agency’s disaster contracting 
processes. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, the Disaster 
Contract Improvement Act will help 
improve the debris removal process fol-
lowing disasters and help to prevent 
waste, fraud, and abuse. 

Mr. Speaker, in the aftermath of hur-
ricanes and other disasters, I have per-
sonally witnessed absolutely obscene 
rates and extraordinary timeframes for 
debris removal in the aftermath of dis-
asters, watching as multiple layers of 
profiting from 1 cubic yard of debris 
material that is removed. 

The Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture Committee favorably reported the 
House companion to this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of S. 310 
so we can get this important legisla-
tion signed into law, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, S. 310. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

WEATHER ALERT RESPONSE AND 
NOTIFICATION ACT 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 2892) to direct 
the Comptroller General of the United 
States to conduct a study on the effec-
tiveness of local alerting systems, and 
for other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 2892 
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 ‘‘Weather Alert 
Response and Notification Act’’ or the ‘‘WARN 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. EFFECTIVENESS OF LOCAL, STATE, AND 

FEDERAL ALERTING SYSTEMS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Comptroller General of 

the United States shall conduct a study on the 
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effectiveness of local, State, and Federal emer-
gency alerting systems in disseminating timely 
and relevant information during weather-re-
lated emergencies to help communities develop 
better policies and procedures for emergency re-
sponse and enhance public safety in the event of 
a weather-related emergency. 

(b) CONTENTS.—In conducting the study under 
subsection (a), the Comptroller General shall— 

(1) evaluate the efficacy of various alert medi-
ums, including platforms such as social media, 
to disseminate emergency alerts, including trav-
el bans and mass power outages, during extreme 
weather events; 

(2) assess the extent that guidance and train-
ing exists for developing alert content, such as 
ensuring alerts are clear, relevant, and provide 
the public with actionable information; and 

(3) determine whether improvements could be 
made to public alerting based on input from a 
selected sample of emergency managers, local of-
ficials, and community groups. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and the 
Committee on Homeland Security of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs of the 
Senate a report on the study conducted under 
subsection (a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and insert extraneous 
material on H.R. 2892. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2892, also known as 
the WARN Act, directs GAO to conduct 
a study on the effectiveness of local, 
State, and Federal emergency alerting 
systems in disseminating timely and 
relevant information during weather- 
related emergencies. 

By examining these alerting systems, 
we can better understand how to im-
prove communication and public safety 
during emergencies. 

I thank the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. LANGWORTHY) for his work 
on this critical piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2892. The bill directs the GAO, or Gov-
ernment Accountability Office, to 
study the efficacy of local weather 
alerting systems. 

As the climate crisis worsens and ex-
treme weather events strike our com-
munities with increasing frequency and 
severity, frontline communities need 

time to prepare and react in the face of 
these dangers. 

Every wasted second endangers lives. 
That is why local weather alerting sys-
tems are an indispensable tool. They 
give communities the time needed to 
take decisive and lifesaving action. Un-
derstanding how best to leverage, de-
velop, and improve this important tool 
will help ensure community prepared-
ness. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. 
LANGWORTHY), the author of this legis-
lation. 

Mr. LANGWORTHY. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today in support of H.R. 2892, the 
Weather Alert Response and Notifica-
tion Act, also known as the WARN Act, 
to improve public safety during ex-
treme weather events. 

I am proud to lead this bipartisan bill 
that would direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral to evaluate the effectiveness of 
our emergency alert systems—at the 
local, State, and Federal levels—in 
reaching our communities when it 
matters the most. 

I introduced this legislation after my 
district experienced tragedy during 
Winter Storm Elliott in December 2022, 
right before Christmas Eve. Western 
New York and the southern tier are 
used to heavy snowfall every winter. 
During Winter Storm Elliott, we were 
hit with whiteout blizzards and hurri-
cane-force winds that quickly dumped 
more than 4 feet of snow. 

People were trapped in their cars for 
days. Many were trapped in their 
homes without power or heat. Rescue 
crews struggled to get those people res-
cued who were in need, leading to more 
than 40 deaths in our region. Some of 
these deaths could have been pre-
vented, but local warning systems 
failed to adequately communicate the 
risks to the public. We cannot let this 
happen again. 

That is where the WARN Act comes 
in. Whether it is a blizzard, hurricane, 
tornado, or other severe weather event, 
we must ensure that our emergency 
alert systems are timely, accurate, and 
capable of reaching everyone, no mat-
ter what technology they have. 

Preparation is the key to protecting 
lives and minimizing damage during 
these crises. Reliable and effective 
emergency alerts give individuals the 
opportunity to act—keeping them-
selves and their families safe, clearing 
the way for first responders, and ensur-
ing repair crews can restore power, 
clear roads, and respond more quickly 
in emergencies. This preparation helps 
save lives and reduces long-term harm. 

The WARN Act will examine cutting- 
edge technologies, such as mobile 
alerts, satellite communication, and 
next-generation platforms, to deter-
mine how we can improve these life-
saving systems. 

It will also provide critical insights 
to local emergency managers and 

elected officials, who are often on the 
front lines of these crises. 

As we are heading into 2025, we have 
more technology than ever at our fin-
gertips, but we need to make sure it is 
employed in the right way to help us 
get through extreme weather events. 
By equipping our communities with 
clear, more actionable alerts, we can 
save lives and prevent tragedies like 
those we experienced during Winter 
Storm Elliott. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this common-
sense, bipartisan legislation to 
strengthen our Nation’s emergency re-
sponse systems. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, local weather alerting sys-
tems must work properly to save lives. 
This bill would direct the Government 
Accountability Office to identify and 
document any improvements that need 
to be made to such systems. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, in closing, I want to reflect 
upon Hurricane Katrina in 2005 and 
Hurricane Sandy in 2012. Both storms 
resulted in extraordinary death, with, I 
believe, around 1,700 lives lost in the 
aftermath of Hurricane Katrina. 

This legislation is designed to help 
prevent those types of deaths and to 
help communicate the risk to the pub-
lic, and I strongly urge support for this 
legislation. It is going to ensure that 
we have better policies and procedures 
for alerts during weather-related emer-
gencies. 

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

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2892, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to direct the Comp-
troller General of the United States to 
conduct a study on the effectiveness of 
emergency alerting systems, and for 
other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

FEMA LOAN INTEREST PAYMENT 
RELIEF ACT 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 2672) to amend 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to pro-
vide for the authority to reimburse 
local governments or electric coopera-
tives for interest expenses, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 
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H.R. 2672 

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 ‘‘FEMA Loan 
Interest Payment Relief Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REIMBURSEMENT OF INTEREST PAY-

MENTS RELATED TO PUBLIC ASSIST-
ANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Title IV of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170 et seq.) is amend-
ed by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 431. REIMBURSEMENT OF INTEREST PAY-

MENTS RELATED TO PUBLIC ASSIST-
ANCE. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—The President, acting 
through the Administrator of the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency, shall pro-
vide financial assistance to a local govern-
ment or electric cooperative as reimburse-
ment for qualifying interest. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, the fol-

lowing definitions apply: 
‘‘(A) QUALIFYING INTEREST.—The term 

‘qualifying interest’ means, with respect to a 
qualifying loan, the lesser of— 

‘‘(i) the actual interest paid to a lender for 
such qualifying loan; and 

‘‘(ii) the interest that would have been paid 
to a lender if such qualifying loan had an in-
terest rate equal to the prime rate most re-
cently published on the Federal Reserve Sta-
tistical Release on selected interest rates. 

‘‘(B) QUALIFYING LOAN.—The term ‘quali-
fying loan’ means a loan— 

‘‘(i) obtained by a local government or 
electric cooperative; and 

‘‘(ii) of which not less than 90 percent of 
the proceeds are used to fund activities for 
which such local government or electric co-
operative receives assistance under this Act 
after the date on which such loan is dis-
bursed. 

‘‘(2) LOCAL GOVERNMENT.—For purposes of 
this section, the term ‘local government’ in-
cludes the District of Columbia.’’. 

(b) RULES OF APPLICABILITY.— 
(1) ELIGIBILITY.—Any qualifying interest 

(as such term is defined in section 431 of the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emer-
gency Assistance Act, as added by this Act) 
incurred by a local government or electric 
cooperative in the 7 years preceding the date 
of enactment of this Act shall be treated as 
eligible for financial assistance for purposes 
of such section. 

(2) APPROPRIATIONS.—Only amounts appro-
priated on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act may be made available to carry out 
the amendment made by this section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. LARSEN) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days in which to revise and extend 
their remarks and include extraneous 
material on H.R. 2672. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 2672, the FEMA 
Loan Interest Payment Relief Act, will 
help reduce the financial burden on 
local governments and electric co-
operatives that are forced to take out 
loans to speed up rebuilding of projects 
eligible for FEMA assistance. 

On top of that, the current require-
ments for when interest can be reim-
bursed are confusing. The legislation 
clarifies when FEMA can reimburse the 
interest that local governments or 
electric cooperatives incurred on their 
disaster loans because they were wait-
ing for Federal reimbursement from 
FEMA. 

I thank the gentleman from Florida, 
Dr. DUNN, for his leadership on this bi-
partisan legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of the 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
2672, the legislation authored by Rep-
resentatives Dunn and Soto from Flor-
ida. This bill clarifies that FEMA 
should reimburse local governments 
and electric co-ops for interest on dis-
aster recovery loans. 

In the aftermath of a disaster, local 
communities are the first to mobilize 
costly recovery efforts, which they 
often fund with substantial loans. 

It is Congress’ intent that FEMA’s 
public assistance program eventually 
reimburses these loans. However, the 
process can be complex and time-con-
suming, and the reimbursement policy 
is often not applied to local govern-
ments and electric co-ops in the same 
way it is applied to States. 

When communities are working to 
recover, the last thing that they need 
is more uncertainty and additional fi-
nancial burdens. This legislation pro-
vides much-needed relief by directing 
FEMA to reimburse all qualifying in-
terest expenses equally. By doing so, 
communities on the front lines of dis-
aster recovery can focus on what truly 
matters, rebuilding and restoring lives 
and homes. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. DUNN), the 
author of this legislation. 

Mr. DUNN of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting H.R. 2672, the 
FEMA Loan Interest Payment Relief 
Act. 

This bill would incentivize FEMA to 
provide timely reimbursement to State 
and local governments and electrical 
cooperatives for interest incurred on 
Stafford Act disaster-related loans. 

Last year, we successfully passed this 
bill in the House by a large margin, but 
the Senate did not take it up. 

Currently, State and local municipal 
officials take out loans to restore es-
sential services following a natural dis-

aster. However, while they are waiting 
for the loans to be reimbursed by 
FEMA, these loans incur interest. 

Hurricane Michael devastated my 
district in 2018, and now, 6 years later, 
my district is still waiting for FEMA 
to reimburse these loans. That is cost-
ing my 16 counties millions of dollars 
in interest alone that could have been 
avoided if FEMA had reimbursed them 
in a timely fashion. 

These are taxpayer dollars that are 
needlessly tied up by inefficient agency 
processing and would be better spent 
within the communities themselves. 

In light of back-to-back major hurri-
canes, Helene and Milton, this year, 
which brought catastrophic damage 
and loss of lives to multiple States, I 
think time is a valuable commodity. 

If FEMA has to reimburse the inter-
est that accrues, as well as the prin-
cipal, they will become more sensitive 
to the timeliness of reimbursement. I 
remind my colleagues that the ‘‘E’’ in 
FEMA stands for ‘‘emergency.’’ 

b 1515 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will not only 
help my constituents but those in 
every single State. 

State and local leaders constantly 
complain about the issue of delayed 
FEMA loan reimbursements. H.R. 2672 
will incentivize them to obligate these 
funds much more expeditiously moving 
forward. 

This, in turn, will ease the burden of 
accruing interest payments which cost 
States and local municipalities tens of 
millions of dollars every year. 

Most importantly, H.R. 2672 helps 
support our communities. Interest paid 
on these emergency loans is paid by 
the taxpayers, and the bill ensures that 
our State and local partners are not 
stuck footing the bill for FEMA’s 
delay. 

Mr. Speaker, in September, H.R. 2672 
passed the House Committee on Trans-
portation and Infrastructure with 
unanimous consent. I thank Chairman 
GRAVES and the full Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure and 
General SCOTT PERRY, chairman of the 
Emergency Management and Tech-
nology Subcommittee, for their consid-
eration and support of this timely and 
critical legislation. I urge support for 
this bill. 

Mr. LARSEN of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, local governments and elec-
trical co-ops should not be penalized 
for taking out loans to jump-start dis-
aster recovery for their communities. 
This bill will direct the administrator 
of FEMA to reimburse qualifying inter-
est accrued on such loans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to 
make crystal clear what this does. 

In the aftermath of a disaster, you 
will have a local or State government 
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that will fill out what is called a PW, 
project worksheet, trying to get reim-
bursement for something that is al-
lowed under Federal law under the 
Stafford Act. Current law says the 
FEMA administrator may reimburse 
interest costs. 

As my good friend from Florida just 
noted, in some cases there are bureau-
crats working through the paperwork 
for 10 years. In my home State of Lou-
isiana, we have unresolved project 
worksheets dating back to Hurricane 
Katrina in 2005. According to my math, 
that was a long time ago. 

Mr. Speaker, we can’t cause the bur-
den of this debt to be undertaken by 
the local governments and by State 
governments. Rather than making it 
an option or a discretionary reimburse-
ment, this bill ensures that the inter-
est costs shall be reimbursable. Then 
local governments can borrow money, 
and there is more of an incentive for 
FEMA to actually expedite the ap-
proval of these project worksheets. 

I think it is a good clarification of 
law, removing uncertainty for local 
and State governments and electric co- 
ops. They will be able to rebuild faster 
after disaster and reduce the costs as-
sociated with delays. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 2672, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2672, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DISASTER MANAGEMENT COSTS 
MODERNIZATION ACT 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 7671) to amend 
section 324 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act to incentivize States, Indian 
Tribes, and Territories to close disaster 
recovery projects by authorizing the 
use of excess funds for management 
costs for other disaster recovery 
projects. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the joint resolution is as 

follows: 
H.R. 7671 

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 ‘‘Disaster 
Management Costs Modernization Act’’. 
SEC. 2. USE OF EXCESS FUNDS FOR MANAGE-

MENT COSTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 324 of the Robert 

T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 5165b) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(2)— 

(A) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 
(B) as clauses (i) and (ii), respectively, and 
adjusting the margins accordingly; and 

(B) in the matter preceding clause (i), as so 
redesignated, by striking ‘‘provide the fol-
lowing percentage rates’’ and inserting ‘‘pro-
vide— 

‘‘(A) excess funds for management costs as 
described in subsection (c); and 

‘‘(B) the following percentage rates’’; 
(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-

section (d); and 
(3) by inserting after subsection (b) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(c) USE OF EXCESS FUNDS FOR MANAGE-

MENT COSTS.— 
‘‘(1) DEFINITION.—In this subsection, the 

term ‘excess funds for management costs’ 
means the difference between— 

‘‘(A) the amount of the applicable specific 
management costs authorized under sub-
section (b)(1) and subsection (b)(2)(B); and 

‘‘(B) as of the date on which the grant 
award is closed, the amount of funding for 
management costs activities expended by 
the grantee or subgrantee receiving the fi-
nancial assistance for costs described in sub-
paragraph (A). 

‘‘(2) AVAILABILITY OF EXCESS FUNDS FOR 
MANAGEMENT COSTS.—The President may 
make available to a grantee or subgrantee 
receiving financial assistance under section 
403, 404, 406, 407, or 502 any excess funds for 
management costs. 

‘‘(3) USE OF FUNDS.—Excess funds for man-
agement costs made available to a grantee 
or subgrantee under paragraph (2) may be 
used for— 

‘‘(A) activities associated with building ca-
pacity to prepare for, recover from, or miti-
gate the impacts of a major disaster or emer-
gency declared under section 401 or 501, re-
spectively; and 

‘‘(B) management costs associated with 
any— 

‘‘(i) major disaster; 
‘‘(ii) emergency; 
‘‘(iii) disaster preparedness measure; or 
‘‘(iv) mitigation activity or measure au-

thorized under section 203, 204, 205, or 404. 
‘‘(4) AVAILABILITY.—Excess funds for man-

agement costs made available to a grantee 
or subgrantee under paragraph (2) shall re-
main available to the grantee or subgrantee 
until the date that is 5 years after the date 
on which the excess funds for management 
costs are made available under paragraph 
(2).’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a) shall apply with respect to 
any grant award in relation to a major dis-
aster or emergency declared under section 
401 or 501, respectively, of the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5170, 5191)— 

(1) the declaration of which is made on or 
after the date of enactment of this Act; and 

(2) that is funded with amounts appro-
priated on or after the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) GAO STUDY.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs of the 
Senate and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives a report— 

(1) on the actual management costs de-
scribed in section 324 of the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5165b) during the period 
of a major disaster declaration under section 
401 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 5170) to determine 
whether the amount set aside for those man-
agement costs after the date of enactment of 
this Act is appropriate; and 

(2) that includes the management costs de-
scribed in section 324 of the Robert T. Staf-
ford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assist-
ance Act (42 U.S.C. 5165b) for each disaster 
declared under during the period of a major 
disaster declaration under section 401 of such 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5170) during the 5-year period 
preceding the date of the report, the amount 
set aside for those management costs, the 
use of those management costs, the length of 
each disaster, and the reason for the length 
of each disaster. 

(d) NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS.—No additional 
funds are authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out the amendments made by sub-
section (a). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOYLE) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
into the RECORD on H.R. 7671. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 7671, the Disaster 
Management Costs Modernization Act, 
would provide States flexibility and 
allow management cost funds to be 
used across any open disaster, simpli-
fying the administration of these funds 
for State and emergency managers. 

While the Stafford Act currently does 
make a percentage of disaster dollars 
available for management costs, each 
disaster’s management costs are tied 
directly to that declaration, creating 
accounting challenges. 

Mr. Speaker, what often happens is 
there are multiple disasters occurring 
in a community at the same time. Try-
ing to separate the administrative 
costs is difficult, if not impossible. 

H.R. 7671 would provide more flexi-
bility and ensure that States can bet-
ter manage disasters by giving them 
the flexibility. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
7671, legislation authored by Rep-
resentative NEGUSE and cosponsored by 
Representatives D’ESPOSITO, TITUS, 
EZELL, and STANTON. 

The bill will incentivize faster recov-
ery for federally declared disasters and 
lower costs. It also enables State and 
local emergency managers to build ca-
pacity for future disaster preparedness, 
mitigation, response, and recovery. 

When managing Federal disaster dec-
larations, States administer FEMA 
grants that may be worth billions of 
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dollars. FEMA allows States to utilize 
a percentage of those grants to cover 
the cost of administrator requirements 
and grant management. 

Current law requires management 
costs to be strictly tied to each specific 
disaster declaration. However, most 
States are managing recovery for mul-
tiple disaster declarations simulta-
neously. 

A project inspector working a full 
day may visit multiple disaster sites in 
a State. If those sites are associated 
with more than one disaster, all associ-
ated costs must be parceled out to pos-
sibly dozens of open grants. This is in-
efficient, wastes taxpayer dollars, and 
slows recovery. 

This bill encourages efficiency by al-
lowing States to use their management 
funds across all open disasters. Addi-
tionally, H.R. 7671 helps build capacity 
at FEMA and at the local level by re-
warding applicants that complete re-
coveries from major disaster declara-
tions quickly. 

One of the most common concerns we 
hear from emergency management ex-
perts is that FEMA, States, and local 
governments do not have sufficient 
personnel or resources to prepare for 
and respond to disasters. Increasing ef-
ficiency and building capacity is one of 
the most important actions we can 
take to ensure nationwide disaster 
readiness and empower State and local 
emergency managers. I urge my col-
leagues to support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
NEGUSE). 

Mr. NEGUSE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Oregon, Representa-
tive HOYLE, for her kind words and her 
articulate description of the bill that 
we are considering today. 

In particular, I thank Ranking Mem-
ber LARSEN for his leadership on the 
committee and his help in getting this 
bill across the finish line, we hope, in 
the days and weeks ahead. 

I thank my friend and colleague, the 
chairman of this distinguished com-
mittee. I certainly wish him well in all 
of his future endeavors. I have enjoyed 
our verbal sparring on the Select Com-
mittee on the Climate Crisis and the 
House Committee on Natural Re-
sources. I have appreciated his friend-
ship and also appreciated his leadership 
and his support for this piece of legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to talk about the 
Disaster Management Costs Moderniza-
tion Act. As you heard from Represent-
ative HOYLE, as we continue to face in-
creasing numbers of natural disasters 
across our country—wildfires, floods, 
hurricanes, and more—it is critically 
important that we work to equip our 
communities with the resources they 
need. 

My home State of Colorado has seen 
firsthand the devastating impacts of 
these disasters, as we have unfortu-
nately experienced record-breaking and 
deadly wildfires, drought, and flood 
conditions all over in just the past few 
years. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill would 
strengthen our efforts to prepare for 
and mitigate the impacts of future dis-
asters across our country. It is a sim-
ple bill. When State and local govern-
ments receive Federal assistance 
through the Federal Emergency Man-
agement Agency, otherwise known as 
FEMA, they are allocated a percentage 
of that assistance for management 
costs or administrative costs to man-
age that disaster. 

However, as you heard Representa-
tive HOYLE describe, those manage-
ment costs are awarded for a particular 
disaster. When managing multiple open 
disasters, the reality is that that re-
sults in unnecessary administrative 
burdens on State and local govern-
ments and limits flexibility for dis-
aster recovery and preparedness. 

Mr. Speaker, let me give you a very 
practical example of what this looks 
like. In Colorado’s Second Congres-
sional District, we have been home to 
multiple historically large and destruc-
tive wildfires. Oftentimes, these 
wildfires happen simultaneously in dif-
ferent parts of our State and indeed 
different parts of my district. 

In my view, the ability for the State 
government and local governments to 
apply these cost-sharing dollars these 
grants, from FEMA for different disas-
ters simultaneously has been inhibited 
by, in my view, a nonsensical approach 
in current law. That is what we seek to 
change, Mr. Speaker. 

It is a commonsense way to cut red 
tape and ultimately benefit commu-
nities across the West and across the 
country as they continue to grapple 
with natural disasters in the years 
ahead. 

I am proud this bill is supported by a 
broad spectrum of Coloradans, Repub-
licans and Democrats. That includes 
my colleagues in this Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Representative 
HOYLE and the chairman. I encourage 
everyone to support this important 
bill. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, 
emergency managers need more re-
sources and capacity to effectively re-
spond to increasingly frequent and se-
vere disasters. This bill incentivizes 
faster disaster recovery, gets commu-
nities back on their feet, and creates 
more capacity in Federal and local 
emergency management offices. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. Speaker, first of all, I thank the 
gentleman from Colorado for his kind 
words and for sponsoring this legisla-
tion, for offering this legislation. 

Just to put a face on it, in 2020 and in 
2021, my home State of Louisiana had 
Hurricane Laura, Delta, and Zeta. In 
2021, Hurricane Ida came through the 
State. In some cases you had the exact 
same footprint for all four hurricanes. 
You are asking an emergency re-

sponder to try to separate the work 
that they are doing, whether it was for 
Hurricane Laura or Hurricane Ida. You 
simply can’t do it. 

This does simplify the process. I 
think it will expedite recovery and re-
move some of the bureaucracy from the 
aftermath of disasters. It will provide 
States more flexibility in managing 
disasters, allowing them to have a 
greater focus on the needs of disaster 
victims. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support H.R. 7671, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 7671. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

PROMOTING OPPORTUNITIES TO 
WIDEN ELECTRICAL RESILIENCE 
ACT OF 2024 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 9541) to amend 
the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief 
and Emergency Assistance Act to au-
thorize Federal agencies to provide cer-
tain essential assistance for hazard 
mitigation for electric utilities, and for 
other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 9541 

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 ‘‘Promoting 
Opportunities to Widen Electrical Resilience 
Act of 2024’’ or the ‘‘POWER Act of 2024’’. 
SEC. 2. ESSENTIAL ASSISTANCE. 

(a) Section 403 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5170b) is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(e) ELECTRIC UTILITIES.— 
‘‘(1) HAZARD MITIGATION ACTIVITIES.—An 

electric utility may carry out cost-effective 
hazard mitigation activities jointly or other-
wise in combination with activities for the 
restoration of power carried out with assist-
ance provided under this section. 

‘‘(2) ELIGIBILITY FOR ADDITIONAL ASSIST-
ANCE.— In any case in which an electric util-
ity facility receives assistance under this 
section for the emergency restoration of 
power, the receipt of such assistance shall 
not render such facility ineligible for any 
hazard mitigation assistance under section 
406 for which such facility is otherwise eligi-
ble.’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendment made 
by subsection (a) shall only apply to 
amounts appropriated on or after the date of 
enactment of this Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOYLE) each 
will control 20 minutes. 
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The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Louisiana. 
GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
into the RECORD on H.R. 9541. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 9541, the POWER 
Act of 2024, addresses FEMA’s problem-
atic interpretation of section 403 of the 
Stafford Act by clarifying electric util-
ities are classified as essential assist-
ance. 

This legislative fix allows electric 
utilities to work quickly to restore 
power following a disaster and main-
tain eligibility to later implement per-
manent fixes that include mitigation 
measures. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
9541, the bill I cosponsored with Rep-
resentative EZELL. This bill empowers 
publicly owned electric utilities to im-
plement hazard mitigation improve-
ments during disaster recovery. 

When disasters strike, they leave a 
trail of destruction, including damaged 
energy infrastructure that needs to be 
immediately repaired to restore power. 

At the same time, this can present an 
opportunity to improve the resilience 
of power infrastructure to reduce the 
risk of outages in the future. Unfortu-
nately, current law prevents FEMA 
from reimbursing utilities for hazard 
mitigation as they make temporary 
disaster repairs. This leads to wasted 
opportunity, more frequent power out-
ages, and higher costs passed on to 
ratepayers. 

Commonsense solutions like H.R. 
9541 are more critical than ever to keep 
energy costs low for American fami-
lies. This bill maximizes FEMA’s re-
sources and helps communities protect 
critical infrastructure, leading to lower 
costs for utilities and families in the 
wake of future disasters. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

b 1530 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I don’t have any more speak-
ers, I am prepared to close, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, 
the cost of recovering from increas-
ingly frequent severe weather events 
often raises the price of America’s elec-
tric bills. 

This bill will help public power make 
their systems more resilient at the 

time of repair, increasing efficiency 
and cutting overall costs. 

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

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, in the aftermath of a disaster, 
oftentimes communities will lose 
power. This legislation simply allows 
the utilities to come in and put tem-
porary fixes in place so power can get 
stood back up and power can get 
turned back on for these recovering 
communities. It will help ensure that 
electric utilities are not penalized for 
those temporary, interim actions to 
act quickly to restore power for Ameri-
cans impacted by natural disasters by 
clarifying their eligibility for mitiga-
tion assistance. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of H.R. 
9541, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 9541. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AMTRAK EXECUTIVE BONUS 
DISCLOSURE ACT 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H.R. 8689) to require 
Amtrak to publicly disclose certain 
bonus compensation paid to Amtrak 
executives, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 8689 
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 ‘‘Amtrak Execu-
tive Bonus Disclosure Act’’. 
SEC. 2. AMTRAK REPORTS AND AUDITS. 

Section 24315(a) of title 49, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, and make available to the 
public on the website of Amtrak,’’ after ‘‘submit 
to Congress’’; and 

(2) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting the 
following: 

‘‘(2) provide the annual base pay and any 
bonus compensation paid to a member of the ex-
ecutive leadership team (including the chief ex-
ecutive officer, president, and officers) of Am-
trak, including the criteria and metrics used to 
determine any such bonus compensation; and’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. GRAVES) and the gentle-
woman from Oregon (Ms. HOYLE) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Louisiana. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days to revise and extend their re-

marks and include extraneous material 
in the RECORD on H.R. 8689. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 8689 was intro-
duced by my good friend, Representa-
tive MOLINARO of New York. The bill is 
intended to ensure annual bonuses 
awarded to Amtrak’s top executives 
are made public at the beginning of 
every calendar year. 

Amtrak relies heavily on government 
subsidies, and during more than 50 
years of existence, it has never made a 
profit. Nonetheless, Amtrak executives 
have been awarded generous six-figure 
bonuses despite financial losses and 
service issues. 

The disclosure of such huge payouts 
rightfully outrages the public and 
members of the Transportation and In-
frastructure Committee. 

We had a hearing on this many, 
many months ago where Amtrak offi-
cials were unwilling to disclose some of 
the information we had requested. This 
bill is a strong step toward trans-
parency and accountability for Amtrak 
executives and Amtrak’s board of di-
rectors, which awards the bonuses. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
legislation, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleague Mr. MOLINARO for 
sponsoring this really important legis-
lation. 

I rise in support of the Amtrak Exec-
utive Bonus Disclosure Act. This bill 
requires Amtrak to post the compensa-
tion of its executive leadership team 
annually on the Amtrak website. Con-
gress already requires the Nation’s 
intercity passenger railroads to submit 
this information to Congress. This bill 
increases transparency by making this 
information readily available to the 
public. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. 
MOLINARO), the sponsor of bill. 

Mr. MOLINARO. Mr. Speaker, I first 
extend my appreciation to Chairman 
SAM GRAVES not only for leadership of 
the committee this last year but also 
for working with us to move this piece 
of legislation. 

Amtrak was certainly hesitant to 
disclose their bonuses that came imme-
diately after the COVID pandemic and 
the stress and stressors on commuters, 
passengers, and employees. The fact 
that we had to work, despite the sig-
nificant taxpayer subsidies, to have 
them disclose this information was ob-
scene at best. 

I, too, want to take a moment, 
though, since I have 5 minutes, to ex-
press my appreciation and gratitude to 
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Representative GARRET GRAVES as 
well. I truly join, I think, a chorus of 
individuals who recognize not only his 
leadership but his diligence and hard 
work on behalf of not only his con-
stituents but certainly this country as 
a whole. He certainly has made Con-
gress just a little bit better for the 
American people, and I am grateful for 
his friendship and support. 

I would note he is unofficially my 
mentor. I am not quite sure what it is 
I have learned from him. Nevertheless, 
I have learned quite a bit, and I am 
grateful for it. 

I join him certainly today standing 
in support of my bill, the Amtrak Ex-
ecutive Bonus Disclosure Act. This bill 
is rooted in basic transparency and ac-
countability. 

As noted, in 2023, Amtrak awarded 
over $5 million in executive bonuses de-
spite a $1.7 billion loss and $11 billion 
in taxpayer subsidies. 

No business in the world, certainly 
not in this country, would extend those 
kinds of bonuses with those kinds of 
losses, as I noted, in the immediate 
aftermath of the COVID pandemic. 
These bonuses rightfully sparked out-
rage not only from passengers and con-
stituents but Members of Congress and 
the hardworking employees who keep 
Amtrak running for Americans. 

Those employees are represented by 
unions who join in opposition. They in-
clude SMART-TD and the Transport 
Workers Union, each calling these pay-
outs exorbitant and an affront to tax-
payers. I think all of us might have 
stronger words than that. TWU has not 
only endorsed the bill but certainly 
wishes, on behalf of their employees, to 
see continued expansion of trans-
parency and accountability. 

Overall, I oppose the bonuses. If we 
could claw them back, I would. I am 
hopeful this legislation might demand 
the opportunity for the board of direc-
tors to take a pause and be more re-
spectful to taxpayers and perhaps Con-
gress to take action subsequent to 
their issuing these bonuses. 

Transparency should never be op-
tional, certainly when it comes to tax-
payer-subsidized programming, espe-
cially when it comes to Amtrak and 
the significant amount of public funds. 

My bill seeks to ensure that Amtrak 
publicly discloses executive bonuses 
annually, empowering taxpayers to see 
exactly where their money goes. 

This legislation puts passengers, 
workers, and taxpayers first. It is sim-
ply about fairness, accountability, and 
earning back the public trust. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

Ms. HOYLE of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, 
this bill will increase transparency at 
Amtrak. I urge my colleagues to sup-
port this very important legislation, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I yield myself the balance of 
my time. 

I normally would say thank you 
when folks give compliments. I am not 
sure that would be sincere in this case. 

Seriously, Mr. Speaker, if my friend 
from New York decided he was going to 
take a $1.94 Uber ride because he was 
too lazy to walk a block, he would have 
to disclose it. He would have to dis-
close it if he spent public funds doing 
that. 

The fact that we are talking about 
six-figure bonuses for Amtrak—once 
again, public funds—not being publicly 
disclosed is simply inexcusable. 

We must ensure this legislation is en-
acted and this information be made 
available. It is an important step to-
ward increased transparency at Am-
trak. This legislation will make sure 
Amtrak publicly discloses these salary 
bonuses given to Amtrak executives 
annually. 

I do thank my good friend from New 
York (Mr. MOLINARO) for his service to 
this country. He has been incredibly 
helpful to us in the Subcommittee on 
Aviation. 

As you know, we passed a significant 
1,000-page, 5-year aviation authoriza-
tion this year on a strong bipartisan 
basis. My friend from New York was in-
tegral in putting that legislation to-
gether. 

I really do appreciate his friendship 
and support, despite what he says 
about me, over the last few years. I 
wish him well in his next endeavors. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Louisiana (Mr. 
GRAVES) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 8689, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so 
as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend title 49, 
United States Code, to require Amtrak 
to include information on base pay and 
bonus compensation of certain Amtrak 
executives, and for other purposes.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF LAW REVISION 
COUNSEL, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair announces that the Speaker ap-
pointed, pursuant to 2 U.S.C. 285c, and 
the order of the House of January 9, 
2023, Mr. Brian Lindsey as Law Revi-
sion Counsel for the House of Rep-
resentatives, effective October 2, 2024. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR THE PRINTING OF 
A REVISED EDITION OF THE 
RULES AND MANUAL OF THE 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FOR THE ONE HUNDRED NINE-
TEENTH CONGRESS 
Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I send to the desk a resolu-
tion and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

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

There was no objection. 
The text of the resolution is as fol-

lows: 
H. RES. 1611 

Resolved, That a revised edition of the 
Rules and Manual of the House of Represent-
atives for the One Hundred Nineteenth Con-
gress be printed as a House document, and 
that three thousand additional copies shall 
be printed and bound for the use of the House 
of Representatives, of which nine hundred 
eighty copies shall be bound in leather with 
thumb index and delivered as may be di-
rected by the Parliamentarian of the House. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 39 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, December 10, 2024, at 10 a.m. for 
morning-hour debate. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. CRANE (for himself, Mr. HUNT, 
Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. STEUBE, Mr. 
OGLES, and Mr. LANGWORTHY): 

H.R. 10330. A bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to Daniel Penny, who protected 
women and children of the city of New York, 
New York, from violence on May 1, 2023; to 
the Committee on Financial Services. 

By Mr. TORRES of New York: 
H.R. 10331. A bill to prohibit health insur-

ers, including Medicaid managed care orga-
nizations and other private health plans, 
from imposing arbitrary time caps on reim-
bursement for anesthesia services and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana: 
H. Res. 1611. A resolution providing for the 

printing of a revised edition of the Rules and 
Manual of the House of Representatives for 
the One Hundred Nineteenth Congress; con-
sidered and agreed to. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY AND 
SINGLE SUBJECT STATEMENTS 

Pursuant to clause 7(c)(1) of rule XII 
and Section 3(c) of H. Res. 5 the fol-
lowing statements are submitted re-
garding (1) the specific powers granted 
to Congress in the Constitution to 
enact the accompanying bill or joint 
resolution and (2) the single subject of 
the bill or joint resolution. 

By Mr. CRANE: 
H.R. 10330. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 6 
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The single subject of this legislation is: 
Award 

By Mr. TORRES of New York: 
H.R. 10331. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 
The single subject of this legislation is: 
Healthcare 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 17: Mrs. LEE CARTER. 
H.R. 681: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 913: Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 1244: Mr. BURGESS. 
H.R. 1277: Mr. BUCHANAN. 
H.R. 1582: Mr. LEVIN. 
H.R. 1770: Mr. VASQUEZ. 
H.R. 2442: Mr. NEGUSE. 
H.R. 2581: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 2630: Ms. SCHOLTEN. 
H.R. 2708: Ms. SCHRIER. 
H.R. 2923: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 3409: Ms. SCHRIER and Mrs. LEE CAR-

TER. 
H.R. 3413: Mr. HILL, Mr. SCOTT of Virginia, 

and Mr. KENNEDY. 

H.R. 3481: Ms. PELOSI, Mrs. LEE CARTER, 
and Ms. SCHOLTEN. 

H.R. 3489: Ms. MCCLELLAN. 
H.R. 3894: Ms. WILLIAMS of Georgia. 
H.R. 4052: Mr. CLEAVER, Mr. LYNCH, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Georgia, and Mr. FROST. 
H.R. 4412: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 4413: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 4818: Ms. SCHOLTEN. 
H.R. 4999: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 5611: Ms. SCHOLTEN. 
H.R. 5940: Ms. TOKUDA. 
H.R. 6451: Ms. SCHOLTEN. 
H.R. 6608: Mrs. RAMIREZ. 
H.R. 7012: Mr. COHEN and Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 7187: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 7248: Mr. CALVERT. 
H.R. 7257: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 7569: Ms. PETTERSEN and Mrs. 

CAMMACK. 
H.R. 7670: Mr. CROW. 
H.R. 7779: Ms. LEGER FERNANDEZ, Mr. 

NEWHOUSE, Mr. STANTON, and Mr. THOMPSON 
of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 7977: Ms. LEE of Nevada. 
H.R. 7992: Mr. CROW. 
H.R. 8147: Mr. ROUZER. 
H.R. 8154: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 8566: Ms. NORTON and Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 8600: Mr. CASTEN. 
H.R. 8733: Ms. CHU. 

H.R. 8753: Ms. SHERRILL. 
H.R. 8777: Mr. WILLIAMS of Texas. 
H.R. 9039: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 9099: Ms. SCHOLTEN. 
H.R. 9225: Mr. KENNEDY. 
H.R. 9274: Mr. ROUZER and Mr. CASTRO of 

Texas. 
H.R. 9354: Ms. TLAIB. 
H.R. 9382: Mr. MAGAZINER. 
H.R. 9535: Mr. SWALWELL. 
H.R. 9625: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 9841: Mr. LANDSMAN. 
H.R. 9847: Mr. NUNN of Iowa. 
H.R. 9902: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 9950: Mr. MOORE of Utah. 
H.R. 10036: Mr. FITZGERALD. 
H.R. 10083: Mr. CRANE. 
H.R. 10165: Mr. MAGAZINER. 
H.R. 10173: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 10207: Mr. MAGAZINER. 
H.R. 10210: Ms. TLAIB and Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. 
H.R. 10215: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 10300: Mr. HUDSON. 
H.R. 10315: Mr. BAIRD. 
H.R. 10319: Mr. NEWHOUSE. 
H.J. Res. 226: Ms. KAMLAGER-DOVE. 
H. Res. 1604: Mrs. RAMIREZ. 
H. Res. 1610: Mr. AGUILAR. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 3:05 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Honorable CATH-
ERINE CORTEZ MASTO, a Senator from 
the State of Nevada. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, in a turbulent world, 

our eyes look to You. Today, give our 
Senators Your grace and wisdom. Be-
cause of Your grace, may they find 
such inner peace that it will prompt 
them to reach out to one another and 
accomplish great things for Your glory. 
Because of Your wisdom, may they face 
today’s challenges with confidence, 
knowing that You order the steps of 
good people. 

Lord, give all who work on Capitol 
Hill a special discernment to know and 
do Your will. Remove their strain and 
stress, and let their ordered lives con-
fess the beauty of Your peace. 

We pray in Your magnificent Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Presiding Officer led the Pledge 
of Allegiance, as follows: 

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

f 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will please read a communication 
to the Senate from the President pro 
tempore (Mrs. MURRAY). 

The senior assistant executive clerk 
read the following letter: 

U.S. SENATE, 
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washington, DC, December 9, 2024. 
To the Senate: 

Under the provisions of rule I, paragraph 3, 
of the Standing Rules of the Senate, I hereby 

appoint the Honorable CATHERINE CORTEZ 
MASTO, a Senator from the State of Nevada, 
to perform the duties of the Chair. 

PATTY MURRAY, 
President pro tempore. 

Ms. CORTEZ MASTO thereupon as-
sumed the Chair as Acting President 
pro tempore. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
leadership time is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Morning business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Under the previous order, the 
Senate will proceed to executive ses-
sion to resume consideration of the fol-
lowing nomination, which the clerk 
will report. 

The senior assistant read the nomi-
nation of Tiffany Rene Johnson, of 
Georgia, to be United States District 
Judge for the Northern District of 
Georgia. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-

pore. The majority leader is recog-
nized. 

WELCOME TO SENATORS-ELECT ADAM SCHIFF 
AND ANDY KIM 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, 
today, two of our newest Senate Demo-
cratic colleagues will take the oath of 
office: the Senator from California, 
ADAM SCHIFF, and the Senator from 
New Jersey, ANDY KIM. I congratulate 
and welcome Senators-elect SCHIFF and 
KIM to the Senate. 

Today, the Senate Democrats add 
two high-ranking caliber leaders who 

already had great reputations in the 
House, where they got a whole lot 
done. 

Senator-elect SCHIFF brings to the 
Senate an impressive record as a lead-
ing voice among House Democrats, 
where he was known for his piercing 
eloquence, his thoughtfulness, his un-
wavering support of democracy, and his 
courage. 

As former chair of the House Intel-
ligence Committee, he brings deep ex-
pertise and knowledge that will make 
him just a great Senator. 

And Senator-elect KIM is no dif-
ferent. He is one of the most respected 
and admired Members of the House 
Democratic caucus, where his talent 
was only matched by his decency. He 
boasts an impressive record of service 
as a national security expert and dip-
lomat, and spent every day in Congress 
putting families first. 

And today will go down in history. 
Senator-elect KIM’s parents came to 
America without knowing a soul, and 
today their son becomes the first Ko-
rean-American Senator ever. That 
makes you proud to be an American. 

So to our new colleagues, we say wel-
come. We are excited to work with you. 
We are ready to help you. And as you 
find your bearings, we urge you to 
never lose sight of the great responsi-
bility you carry as a Member of this 
body. 

JUDICIAL NOMINATIONS 
Madam President, on judges, this 

week, the Senate will continue work-
ing on and off the floor to confirm 
more of President Biden’s judges. This 
afternoon, we will hold a confirmation 
vote on Tiffany Johnson to be a U.S. 
District judge for the Northern District 
of Georgia. We will continue the week 
with additional votes for other nomi-
nees. We have some more judges right 
now awaiting confirmation votes, and 
we are working to schedule their con-
firmation votes this week. 

We had a really good week last week 
by confirming an additional eight 
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judges, and we want to keep that going 
as much as we can this week and next. 

TRIBUTE TO JON TESTER 
Madam President, now, later this 

afternoon, Senators will convene on 
the floor to hear farewell remarks of a 
beloved colleague. Someone we will 
dearly, dearly miss, someone who for 
all the days he served in this office, 
never forgot who he was, never forgot 
what he stood for. That Senator, of 
course, is my dear friend Senator JON 
TESTER of Montana. 

There are a lot of labels that come to 
mind when JON’s name is mentioned, so 
many of them: Interesting, decent, 
good, fine are these adjectives and la-
bels. Most people around here know 
JON is a third-generation farmer. He 
still grows organic lentils and barley 
and grain, even after all these years in 
office. 

He lost three of his fingers working a 
meat grinder as a 9-year-old, a turning 
point in his life. 

I used to talk to JON when he was 
thinking of starting his organic farm 
out there in Montana. He was so smart, 
so able to see around the curve. He 
knew that organic types of grains and 
lentils were going to start selling, and 
it takes a long time before the field is 
eventually purely organic. But he does. 

And he loves farming so much that 
he is one of the rare people—I think 
Senator GRASSLEY may be another— 
who goes home each weekend to tend 
to his farm. When I would call him up— 
I know his old phone number by heart; 
I know his new phone number by 
heart—he would often be on his trac-
tor. He would say: Hey, I am on my 
tractor. 

He was a happy man when he was on 
that farm, and he is going to continue 
doing that farming as he goes home. 

Most of us know how proud he is of 
Montana, how he so often shared with 
us thoughts about what Montanans 
think. He embodies that State in every 
way: the way he talks, the way he 
thinks, the way he works, but unless 
you are actually from Montana, unless 
you have seen JON TESTER in his own 
backyard, working the dirt, talking to 
his neighbors, butchering a cow or 
greasing a combine, it is difficult, if 
not impossible, to grasp how important 
home is to everything he has done. 

And JON still lives and works on top 
of the very same soil his father and 
grandfather worked for over a century. 
It has never been an easy existence. 
JON says some years it was hard for 
him and his wife Sharla to make even 
$20,000. 

JON also taught music at the very 
same school he attended as a kid. You 
know, in this day when society—when 
things move so fast, and we are almost 
rootless, here is a man with deep roots. 
And those deep roots in Montana and 
in the soil and even in the classroom 
where he taught himself how to play 
the trumpet showed through every day, 
and it made him one of the most effec-
tive Members of this Chamber. 

When he got up to speak, everyone 
listened because they knew it was com-

ing from the heart. They knew he had 
the background that very few Senators 
have, and he was so persuasive in what 
he does. 

And to show you the continuity, he 
actually owns the very same meat 
grinder that took three of his fingers 
off when he was young. On YouTube, 
there are even videos of JON answering 
constituent questions while grinding 
meat. 

Now, JON says he doesn’t remember 
the moment his hand slipped on that 
dreadful day. But what he does remem-
ber is everything that happened after: 
the 13-mile drive in the family station 
wagon to the nearest rural hospital. He 
has been a defender of rural hospitals 
ever since because, in all likelihood, 
that rural hospital saved his life. 

He remembers the intense pressure 
that his parents felt trying to keep it 
together in the years after the accident 
so their son could heal and thrive and 
grow up like other kids his age. 

And when he came to the Senate in 
2007, he brought every piece of home 
with him to Washington, and he was 
one of the best champions of small 
farmers in the Senate. 

He awakened this body to the idea 
that rural areas are short of housing; it 
is not just urban areas that housing is 
an issue. 

He constantly reminded us of one of 
the reasons meat prices were so high: 
because of the beef cartels and the 
combination of the big companies cre-
ating even less and less competition. 

He brought memories of rural doctors 
and nurses who saved his life. He 
brought all these lessons, so much in-
stilled in him in his roots. He is one of 
the most rooted people I have ever met. 
And that is why even when adversity 
hits, whether as a child or now—he 
didn’t win that election and that is a 
shame because he is such a fine person 
and he has served Montana so well— 
but his rootedness, I know, will keep 
him strong and happy and productive 
through the years. 

JON has always been, in all those 
years in Washington, a Montanan first, 
a Senator second, and that is why he 
has been so effective. One of the other 
areas about JON is veterans. I don’t 
know of a single voice in this Cham-
ber—everyone talks about veterans. 
That is a good thing. We all love our 
veterans on both sides of the aisle. But 
I don’t know a single person who has 
done more for veterans, who fought so 
hard for veterans than he did. 

JON moved heaven and earth to get 
the PACT Act done. He never rested. 
Every week he would get up in our cau-
cus and talk about it. He felt the pain 
of those who had been exposed to the 
burn pits and were heartlessly told by 
the VA that unless they could find ab-
solute, undeniable proof that the exact 
harm from the burn pits went into 
their bodies, that they wouldn’t get 
funding, even though everyone knew 
that is what caused these cancers and 
other things that they had. 

Well, right now, there are millions of 
veterans who are much better off who 

were exposed in Iraq and Afghanistan 
to the burn pits because of JON. 

And he always looked out for other 
people. He knew my job was a tough 
one. He always said: I don’t want your 
job. He was that smart to know that, of 
course, but he always asked me how I 
felt and what I was doing and what he 
could do to help. 

He had something that very few peo-
ple have; he had enough strength, 
enough heart, enough soul that not 
only could he work on the things he 
worked on, whether it is farm, the peo-
ple of Montana, working here in the 
Senate as head of the Veterans’ Com-
mittee and now head of the Defense 
Subcommittee—one of the most power-
ful committees in the Senate—but he 
always had enough time to care about 
everybody else. 

This is a deep, strong, wonderful 
man. Even on the hardest days, he 
never let the pressures of Washington 
get in the way of his humor and his de-
cency. You know, everyone knows JON 
is a friend of the bassist for Pearl Jam, 
Jeff Ament. A line to one of their songs 
goes like this: 

I changed by not changing at all. 

JON, your friends in Pearl Jam could 
have been writing that song about you. 
After all these years, all the things you 
have done, everything you have accom-
plished, all of the emoluments and 
praise you have gotten, you haven’t 
changed at all from the moment you 
entered public life, rooted, strong, car-
ing, effective, someone with all three, a 
great brain, a great heart, a great soul. 

We will miss you. Thank you for 18 
wonderful years. 

I yield the floor. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Republican leader is recog-
nized. 

FOREIGN POLICY 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 

in a matter of weeks, President Biden 
will hand off his authority to a new 
Commander in Chief, and his adminis-
tration will submit its stewardship of 
U.S. foreign and national security pol-
icy to the judgment of posterity. 

Already, the contours of history are 
coming into focus. On this administra-
tion’s watch—and, frequently, at its 
tacit invitation—the gravest threats to 
America, our allies, and our global in-
terests have grown and aligned more 
closely. 

Senior administration officials insist 
that the exact opposite is true and that 
they are preparing to hand off a world 
that is safer and more stable than they 
found it. This sort of spin isn’t sur-
prising; it is just profoundly untrue. 
And nowhere is the administration’s 
revisionist gaslighting more blatant or 
bizarre than in its account of events in 
the Middle East. 

Yesterday’s collapse of the Assad re-
gime in Syria was a stunning close to 
a half a century of authoritarian rule 
and 13 years of senseless slaughter, tor-
ture, and innocent suffering. Bashar 
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Assad is an agent of Iran, an ally of 
Russia, and a butcher whose hands are 
stained with so much innocent blood 
that the death toll defies precise count-
ing. 

The destination of this butcher’s 
flight from Damascus over the weekend 
is telling. Fellow dictators still find a 
warm welcome in Putin’s Moscow, and, 
I might add, so do unrepentant traitors 
like Edward Snowden. 

It is quite clear that the recent light-
ning success of Syrian rebel groups is 
due, in part, to the distraction of the 
Assad regime’s essential patrons. For 
more than a decade, assistance from 
Russia and Iran has shored up the twin 
pillars of Assad’s rule: oppression and 
fear. But today, Russian attention and 
resources are tied up in a protracted 
war of aggression over in Ukraine, and 
Iran is busy propping up a network of 
terrorist proxies that Israel has dealt 
savage blows. 

If you ask the Biden administration, 
this was all part of the plan. The Presi-
dent himself said as much yesterday. 
He noted that the Assad regime’s 
strongest backers—Russia, Iran, and 
Hezbollah—are weaker today than they 
were 4 years ago, as if to suggest that 
it was his administration’s policy that 
made these events possible. But my 
colleagues—and, for that matter, 
America’s allies and partners—know a 
lot better than that. We know that, to 
the extent that our adversaries are 
weaker today than they were when the 
President took office, it is in spite of 
his chronic hesitation and half meas-
ures in the conduct of American for-
eign policy. 

Ukraine has blunted Russian mili-
tary power, in spite of this administra-
tion’s unfounded fear of escalation and 
repeated withholding of lethal assist-
ance. Israel has put Iran and its proxies 
on the back foot, in spite—in spite—of 
this administration’s repeated efforts 
to dictate the terms of Israel’s military 
operations and its ongoing freeze on 
the transfers of essential precision mu-
nitions. 

If the Assad regime’s brutality was 
an abiding concern for the President or 
if the ongoing plight of the Syrian peo-
ple factored meaningfully into his ad-
ministration’s policy, then his Na-
tional Security Advisor’s description of 
the Middle East, last fall, as ‘‘quieter 
than it has been for decades’’ is even 
more incongruous than the horrors of 
October 7 already made it. 

If the President now intends to claim 
credit for bringing a potential end to 
Syria’s grinding civil war, it begs the 
question why, as Vice President, he 
agreed with President Obama’s deci-
sion not to enforce his self-imposed 
redline on Assad’s use of chemical 
weapons. 

The last Democratic administration’s 
approach to Syria helped Russia dis-
place American influence and helped 
Iran turn it into its staging ground for 
its terrorist proxies’ war on Israel. The 
current Democratic administration’s 
scolding and hectoring of the Jewish 

State has made defending against this 
war more difficult. 

The Commander in Chief’s record 
will speak for itself. History will re-
flect that, if this administration want-
ed to heed the urging of leaders of both 
parties in Congress and deliver the sort 
of lethal capabilities and permissions 
Ukraine needed to defend against Rus-
sian aggression at the speed of rel-
evance, it was fully empowered to do 
so. 

And had this President even once ex-
pressed a willingness to take a serious 
bipartisan approach to the Middle 
East’s primary agents of chaos in 
Tehran—and its proxies and vassals 
from Yemen to Syria—it would have 
found willing partners on this side of 
the aisle. I made this much crystal 
clear from the first days of his admin-
istration. 

At best, the Biden administration 
has been an impassive observer. At 
worst, it restrained America’s friends 
from defending themselves and ham-
pered the otherwise transformational 
success of Israel’s operation against 
the enemies who actually started the 
war. 

In spite of the administration’s fixa-
tion on deescalation, Israel decimated 
Hezbollah, the crown jewel of Iran’s 
terror web. While the administration 
obsessed over the illusion of returning 
to the stable status quo, Israel actually 
turned the tables on Iran and its prox-
ies. 

Today, there is no longer such a sta-
tus quo in Syria. After years of war 
stoked by Russia and Iran, the pros-
pects of a beleaguered Syrian people 
are certainly complicated and uncer-
tain. But the fall of the Assad regime is 
an opportunity for our partners in the 
Middle East to chart a new future and 
to press the advantage earned by 
Israel’s decisive operations and uproot 
Iran’s remaining influence throughout 
the region. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority whip. 

IMMIGRATION 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, to-

morrow the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee will hold a hearing on Presi-
dent-elect Trump’s planned mass de-
portation of undocumented immigrants 
in the United States. 

Millions—some 13 million—of un-
documented immigrants live in this 
country, and many have been here for 
a decade or longer. These immigrants 
have become our Nation’s healthcare 
workers, teachers, farm workers, entre-
preneurs, police—you name it. And 
many of them grew up alongside our 
own kids, with the same hopes and 
dreams of their first job, getting a driv-
er’s license, and a college acceptance 
letter. 

Twelve years ago, in response to a bi-
partisan request from myself and the 
late Senator from Indiana, Richard 
Lugar, President Barack Obama estab-
lished the Deferred Action for Child-
hood Arrivals Program, known as 
DACA. DACA was a program where, if 

you were brought to this country under 
the age of 18 as a child and you had 
lived here, you had an opportunity to 
apply for a 2-year period of grace and 
not be fearful of deportation, through 
the DACA Program. 

More than 830,000 young people came 
forward to sign up for DACA, all of 
whom were brought here as children, 
some as young as a few months old, 
and they became known as the Dream-
ers. 

The DREAM Act, the legislation 
which would have made this law and 
made it unnecessary for an Executive 
order, was a bill I introduced 23 years 
ago. You have to be patient in the U.S. 
Senate, but 23 years is a long, long 
time—long for me to sponsor but even 
longer for those affected by it. 

These young Dreamers, part of our 
country, with DACA and otherwise, 
earned $27.9 billion and contributed $2.1 
billion to Social Security and Medicare 
in the year 2022. They are a big part of 
America and a big part of our economy. 

One of those DACA recipients I am 
going to highlight today. This gentle-
man’s name is Foday Turay. He is cur-
rently a prosecutor, a husband, and a 
father; and he is going to testify before 
our Judiciary Committee tomorrow. 

Foday is the 148th Dreamer whose 
story I have shared on the Senate floor. 
He came to the United States from Si-
erra Leone when he was 7 years old, 
after his grandmother became ill and 
died. 

Foday didn’t know he was undocu-
mented until much later in life. He de-
cided to apply for a driver’s license, 
and they said: You are not a citizen; 
you can’t apply. He was devastated. He 
had dreamed of going to law school and 
becoming an attorney. And now every-
thing seemed utterly impossible be-
cause of his citizenship status. 

But Foday never wavered in his faith 
and hope to make it in America. He 
said the day DACA was announced was 
the best day of his life. 

Thanks to Barack Obama’s DACA, 
Foday attended college and then Penn 
State Dickinson Law School, where he 
received his Juris Doctorate degree. 

He works full time as a prosecutor 
for the district attorney’s office in 
Philadelphia. He protects his commu-
nity from violent crimes, and he helps 
crime victims navigate a complex legal 
system. 

Growing up in the United States 
since he was 7 years old, Foday has put 
down deep roots. He met and married 
his wife, who is a U.S. citizen. And he 
is a proud homeowner and father to a 
beautiful 18-month-old baby boy. 

DACA allowed Foday to pursue his 
dreams of becoming a lawyer, husband, 
father, but his life is still in limbo. 

Why? Consider what happened to 
DACA the last time President-elect 
Trump was in office. In 2017, President 
Trump shut down the program. Thank-
fully, the Supreme Court blocked his 
effort, but he also encouraged MAGA 
Republicans to file lawsuits against 
DACA, endangering the program’s fu-
ture. 
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I was listening closely—as many 

Americans were—yesterday to the 
interview of President-elect Trump on 
‘‘Meet the Press.’’ President-elect 
Trump stated in an interview yester-
day that he now wants to ‘‘work some-
thing out’’ to protect Dreamers. My 
ears perked up. After 23 years, I am 
ready. Then, he went on to say that 
Democrats have made it a very, very 
difficult thing to do. 

I just want to say to President-elect 
Trump—and I have said it to his face, 
and I will say it again: Anytime, any-
where, let’s sit down; let’s start talk-
ing about these hundreds of thousands 
of young people who are doing their 
best to lead a good life and to help 
America, who just want a chance for a 
future. 

I am ready and willing to negotiate 
in good faith with my Republican col-
leagues in the Senate, too, and the 
President-elect to finally provide 
Dreamers with a pathway to citizen-
ship, which they deserve. 

But there is reason to be skeptical, if 
not cynical. Last term, President-elect 
Trump walked away from four different 
bipartisan compromises with Demo-
crats to solve the DACA crisis. Demo-
crats were willing to provide billions of 
dollars at one point for President 
Trump’s unpopular border wall in ex-
change for a bipartisan Dream Act. But 
we just couldn’t seem to reach a posi-
tive answer. 

I am not giving up on this quest, be-
cause I am not going to give up on 
these DACA students. 

Madam President, you know them, 
too. You have met them in your State. 
We all have. They are wonderful peo-
ple, waiting patiently, hoping the day 
will come when they get a chance to 
prove their commitment to this coun-
try. 

Just this year, President-elect 
Trump demanded congressional Repub-
licans to reject a border deal that was 
bipartisan. And I thought it was a good 
bill. When the bill finally came to a 
vote, the vast majority of Republicans 
voted against it. 

So President Trump has in his power 
the ability to bring around many Re-
publicans on the issue of immigration. 
I hope DACA and the Dreamers become 
the exception to some of the rhetoric 
we have heard. 

The President-elect has pledged to 
pursue mass deportation on day one. 
He has threatened to use the military 
for that purpose. He has announced the 
appointment of some hardliners in his 
Cabinet. 

We can all agree that any undocu-
mented immigrant found guilty of a se-
rious crime should not be allowed to 
stay here. I am a Democrat, and I just 
said that. And I think I speak for my 
caucus. Virtually all of them agree 
with what I just said. If you are a dan-
ger to this country, we don’t want you 
here, and we don’t want you to find 
entry into our country to lay some 
claim to citizenship. That is very basic. 

But the last time the President-elect 
was in office, it wasn’t just criminals 

who were deported. We saw parents 
separated from their children, causing 
permanent trauma. Amazingly, sadly, 
some of those kids have never been re-
united with their families. 

We saw meatpacking plants and 
other workplaces raided. This was a 
raid not targeted to criminals or even 
those without citizenship status. At 
some of these raids, we saw U.S. citi-
zens detained for hours. 

We saw Dreamers like Foday de-
ported, immigrants who were pillars of 
their community. 

So once again I come to the floor and 
say: Would America really be better off 
with an outstanding public servant like 
Foday gone from this country? I think 
not. 

Would our county be better if we lost 
farmworkers who have contributed to 
America for decades or if the military 
was used to round up hard-working im-
migrants with no serious criminal 
backgrounds? The answer is, over and 
over again, a resounding no. 

Most Americans agree. Nearly 65 per-
cent of Americans, regardless of party, 
support a pathway to citizenship for 
longtime undocumented immigrants. 
And a majority oppose the use of mili-
tary to conduct mass deportations. 

At tomorrow’s hearing, we will exam-
ine the need to protect taxpaying, 
hard-working Americans like Foday, 
and we will discuss the cruelty and 
chaos that will inevitably result in 
mass deportation without some 
thought. 

Immigrants like Foday deserve sta-
bility and certainty, not fear. I stand 
ready to work on a bipartisan basis to 
protect families like Foday’s and pro-
vide them with the security that they 
deserve. 

I am not sure if you were in the Sen-
ate when we considered comprehensive 
immigration reform. It was a bipar-
tisan effort. We brought it to the floor, 
and the bill passed with 68 votes. And 
what it basically said, if you are un-
documented in America, we want to 
hold you accountable. You have got to 
come forward and identify yourself, 
where you live, where you work to our 
government so that there is a record of 
who you are and where you are. 

As I said earlier, if you have a serious 
crime that you committed or com-
mitted once you are here, you are ineli-
gible, as far as I am concerned. If you 
are a danger to this country, we don’t 
want you; and you should know better 
than to try to become a citizen of 
America. 

But the vast overwhelming majority 
of people we are talking about don’t 
have criminal records. They go about 
their lives every day, and we don’t 
know the difference. They are the same 
people who are in the nursing home 
taking care of your mom. They are at 
the daycare center taking care of baby 
boys and baby girls every single day. 
We see them at banks. We see them at 
grocery stores. They are everywhere. 
They sit next to us in church, and they 
are undocumented. 

Should they be deported from the 
United States simply because of this? I 
think not. I think the reality is that 
they can make a great contribution to 
this country. I think the starting point 
for our conversation on this subject 
should be that comprehensive immi-
gration bill that we passed on the floor. 

I stand ready to work with President 
Trump and any Member of either party 
who in good faith wants to solve this 
problem. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

WELCH). The Senator from Montana. 
FAREWELL TO THE SENATE 

Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, I am 
going to start by saying that, being 68 
years of age, I oftentimes do things 
that may not be the smartest, and one 
of the things I did yesterday was play 
basketball due to the influence of my 
bald-headed chief of staff Dylan 
Laslovich and my legislative director 
Justin Folsom, who I have no com-
ments for, quite frankly. 

(Laughter.) 
So if I shed a tear while I am up here 

today, it won’t be because I am emo-
tional; it will be because my back is 
killing me right now. 

(Laughter.) 
Look, I have seen a number of these 

exit speeches. To be honest with you, 
they remind me of a bit of an obituary. 
And the truth is, this is the end of this 
moment in time, this last 18 years that 
I have spent in the U.S. Senate, but the 
truth is, there have been other periods 
of time very similar to that through-
out my life. 

When I went to school and high 
school and college, for example, it was 
about an 18-year period. When that 
time period was over with, we moved 
on. My wife Sharla and I cut meat for 
almost exactly 18 years on the farm—a 
custom butcher shop. When we shut 
that down when I got in the State leg-
islature, that period of time in our 
lives was over. And now my time in the 
Senate is over. 

By the way, every one of those time 
periods was wrapped around by my 
family and I—Sharla and I in par-
ticular—doing production agriculture 
on the family farm. 

Now I will tell you that I expected to 
serve 12 years in this body when I got 
here. I jumped in feet first, but I real-
ized in short order that this is a senior-
ity-driven body and that the longer 
you are here, the more ability you have 
to get done for your State and your 
country, and I very much appreciate 
the time that Montanans have allowed 
me to serve as their representative in 
the U.S. Senate. 

In the end, I was able to chair two 
major committees that have an incred-
ibly large—in fact, the biggest—impact 
on our U.S. budget: the Senate Appro-
priations Defense Subcommittee and 
the Senate Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee. These are the two largest 
Agencies from a funding standpoint in 
the U.S. Senate. In those committees 
in the U.S. Senate, as a whole, I have 
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been able to do some good things, some 
long-lasting things for Montana and 
the United States of America, and I 
want to visit for a moment about why 
I was deemed one of the most effective 
Senators by a nonpartisan group from 
a policy perspective. 

I am the product of my grandparents 
Fred and Christine Pearson, both who 
were homesteaders in North Central 
Montana. My grandfather Fred Pearson 
passed away when I was 6 years old, so 
my memories of him are dim, but I do 
remember him smoking cigars, White 
Owls and Roi Tans—a family tradi-
tion—and I remember him being pretty 
deaf. In fact, as a young kid—probably 
5 years old—I remember riding in his 
1953 Chevy pickup with a 235–6 in it and 
the motor just screaming before he 
shifted gears because he was deaf, and 
hearing aids obviously didn’t work so 
good in those years. He also was miss-
ing an index finger on his hand. But 
what I found out since his passing is 
that he loved to work and was literally 
outworked by no one. Whether it was 
pitching bundles into a threshing ma-
chine or picking rock, this is a man 
who knew how to work, and he knew 
how to work hard. 

Then there was my grandmother 
Christine Pearson, who emigrated from 
Sweden to this country when she was 
16 years of age and never went back to 
Sweden. She passed when I was 16 years 
old. My memories are clear of her. She 
believed in a strong public education. 
In fact, all three of her daughters were 
teachers. She talked politics with my 
mother regularly and always had a 
copy of The Nation on her end table. 

My parents Dave and Helen Tester 
were socially liberal and fiscally con-
servative. They were FDR Democrats. 
They were children of the 1930s Depres-
sion. They were both alive when I 
started my State legislative endeavor, 
and my mother was alive when I start-
ed my endeavors in the U.S. Senate. 

David O. Tester, my father, was born 
in Utah—the son of a miner and a 
sheepherder. He was raised in the 
Wasatch Mountains by Salt Lake City. 
He met my mother after the CCCs 
brought him to Montana. He was a 
horseman. He knew horses from the in-
side out. He knew how they thought, 
and he knew how to train them. He 
loved the outdoors, and he said the fin-
est cathedral he ever saw was God’s ca-
thedral in the Bob Marshall Wilder-
ness. He had a fiery but forgiving per-
sonality. In that vein, he was some-
what like John McCain. In one minute, 
he would be mad as hell at you, and 
shortly thereafter, he had forgotten all 
about it, and he was your friend. He en-
joyed life and always said: ‘‘Life ain’t 
worth living if you can’t have fun.’’ He 
was a hard-working free spirit. 

Helen M. Tester, my mother, was the 
daughter of homesteaders. She was 
raised on the farm that Sharla and I 
operate today. She loved the land, and 
she loved farming. She, like her dad, 
would taste the soil and tell you if it 
was ready to plant. She also loved poli-

tics. She absolutely loved John Ken-
nedy and the Kennedy family. In fact, 
she was here for my first swearing-in 
and said it was the greatest day of her 
life. Of course, she was proud of my 
swearing-in, but she also got to meet 
Ted and Ethel Kennedy. She was proud 
of her three boys and took a back seat 
to no one when it came to being smart 
and savvy. She also believed strongly 
in public education. 

So what did these ancestors instill in 
me? They instilled Montana values, 
like telling the truth, like your word is 
your bond, like your handshake means 
something and that you respect people 
and absolutely never, never sass your 
elders. But, most importantly, they 
taught me that hard work creates luck 
and hard work is essential for success. 
Finally, from a government/ag perspec-
tive, they told me: Don’t depend on 
farm subsidies to cash flow the farm, 
and don’t borrow money. If you don’t 
have the money, don’t buy it. 

My two older brothers—and I empha-
size ‘‘older’’—are Dave and Bob. Dave 
is a retired veterinarian. Bob is a re-
tired chief master sergeant. They have 
taught me by example to always work 
to make your community a better 
place. They both, by the way, are polit-
ical animals even though, most of the 
time, they don’t care to admit it. 

My wife Sharla—47 years my 
soulmate—has put up with me and kept 
me grounded, whether it was teaching 
or processing meat or farming. We took 
the farm over when I was 21 years of 
age and Sharla was 19. For the first ba-
sically 20 years of our marriage, we 
spent 180 days a year processing beef 
and pork. That meant that every other 
day of the year, our workplace put us 
across from one another with knives— 
very sharp knives—in our hands. That 
taught us to choose our arguments 
carefully. 

(Laughter.) 
She has always been my right-hand 

man or my right-hand person. Sharla 
has always been there, whether it was 
working together to seed or to hay or 
to harvest or even to butcher beef in 
miserably cold weather, and in the end, 
she always supported my many public 
service endeavors, even when she really 
didn’t think it was a good idea. 

Our kids, Christine, Shon, and then, 
later, Melody—I am very proud of what 
they have done and the causes they 
have advocated for, Christine in 
healthcare and Shon in fixing up clas-
sic cars and Melody in education. All 
three of them work every day to make 
their community a better place. They 
are not coffee drinkers and bitchers; 
they are doers. 

Then there are my public service in-
fluences. I guess I first got started 
when I was elected student body presi-
dent in high school. Then, after col-
lege, I spent the next 20 years doing 
community service before I got elected 
to the State legislature. Those boards 
included the Soil Conservation Board 
in Big Sandy; the Big Sandy School 
Board, which was the hardest public 

service job I ever had; the Chouteau 
County Farm Service Agency; the Ex-
ecutive Board of the International Or-
ganic Certification Association; and 
then the Montana State Legislature, 
which was the funnest job I ever had. If 
not for term limits, I would probably 
still endeavor to be a State legislator. 

I had my share of successes and fail-
ures, but all of these commitments 
taught me, most importantly, that you 
have two ears and you have one 
mouth—act accordingly. You never are 
right all the time, and you are never 
wrong all the time, so listen to what 
people are saying. These public influ-
ences taught me how to get stuff 
done—in other words, how to go to 
work and be a workhorse, not a 
showhorse. 

Then there were influences outside of 
politics—of course, our family farm. It 
didn’t take long for me to understand 
that democracies don’t work when you 
have hungry people. Over the 47 years 
that Sharla and I have been on the 
farm, we have witnessed the challenges 
of consolidation in land and markets 
and inputs and an increased depend-
ence by farmers on government sub-
sidies. 

Public education—the great founda-
tion of our democracy, the great equal-
izer, the ability for us to have the 
American dream—taught me a lot both 
as a student and as a teacher. But it 
was what the teachers taught me. I 
learned so much from them. The ones I 
liked I learned a lot from, and in retro-
spect, the ones I didn’t like I probably 
learned more from. 

If you want to know what is wrong 
with public education today, you have 
to look no further than what we are 
paying our teachers. 

Infrastructure—something that we 
use every day—is the foundation of our 
economy. For those folks who brought 
themselves up by their bootstraps, 
their boots would have no straps with-
out good infrastructure. 

Valuing our natural resources, espe-
cially water. Water needs to be re-
spected, not abused. The well on 
Sharla’s and my farm is 450-feet deep, 
and it is saltwater; it is not drinkable. 
Good water is scarce, so we ought to 
work to protect it because water is life. 

The importance of a strong, account-
able military and the folks who serve 
to deter our enemies. I was a first grad-
er during the Cuban Missile Crisis. I re-
member the teacher talking about the 
bomb shelters and where they were and 
instructing us to get under our desks if 
we were attacked. As a 6-year-old kid, 
that kind of stuff stays with you. 

Then there was the influence from 
the folks, the giants I have served 
with—of course, Robert C. Byrd, who 
always called me the Mountain Man. 
Now, Robert C. Byrd was not at the top 
of his game when I came here, but he 
was still pretty damned good—I will 
tell you that—and did some amazing 
things during the years I served with 
him. 

There was Teddy Kennedy—the per-
petual worker, the guy who went to 
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Montana to campaign for John Ken-
nedy. During the Bucking Horse Sale 
in Miles City, he walked up to the 
crow’s nest and said: Can you announce 
that I am here and that John Kennedy 
is running for President? 

The announcer said: The only way we 
get the name ‘‘Kennedy’’ announced 
here is if you get on the back of one of 
those horses. 

And he did it. 
(Laughter.) 
Danny Inouye—a true American 

hero. I can’t say enough about this 
dude. He was the best. And I got to 
play ‘‘Taps’’ at his funeral at the 
Punchbowl—something I will never for-
get as long as I am alive. 

Johnny Isakson—the Senator from 
Georgia and the Vets chair: a more 
quality man you will never ever meet. 
This guy had my back even when times 
were tough. He didn’t go run to the 
press and trash me; he had my back, 
and he explained what was going on. I 
will be eternally grateful to Johnny 
Isakson. 

Richard Shelby—the character, the 
Approps chair who understood how to 
get things done in the U.S. Senate, an 
amazing guy. When he talked with that 
southern drawl, it was good that you 
paid attention because he had informa-
tion to relay that would be helpful. 

Then, finally, Jay Rockefeller—the 
man who stood at this desk right here, 
who, the first time I saw him when I 
got to Washington, DC, walked up to 
me—a big man—and put his arm 
around me—I felt like a midget—and 
he said: You know, JON, we started out 
in different spots, but we ended up in 
the same place. 

No truer statement could ever be 
said, which leads me to some of my ac-
complishments. 

Veterans’ mileage reimbursement 
was the first bill of significance that I 
got passed, and I got it passed because 
Robert C. Byrd helped me get it passed, 
and every disabled veteran in this 
country got a benefit from that mile-
age reimbursement that was long over-
due to be increased. 

Then we did other bills in the vet-
erans space. The John Scott Hannon 
mental health care bill is absolutely 
critically important for our veterans, 
as is the Deborah Sampson women’s 
healthcare bill. The largest growing 
group of people in our VA is women. 
Getting that done was important. 

Then the last major VA bill—and we 
had many in between—was the PACT 
Act. Veterans, veterans, veterans— 
they all got together, and they made 
this the highest priority. Some of you 
can remember the veterans being on 
the swamp in July—hotter than hot— 
and we got it passed because of their 
influence. Democracy worked. It has 
resulted in 1 million Americans and 
35,000 Montanans being screened. 

In the area of conservation, you 
know, I believe in gold-mining, but 
mining gold on the doorstep of the Yel-
lowstone National Park isn’t the place 
to do it. There was a proposal to do 

that, and we got it stopped. We also got 
the Rocky Mountain Front and North 
Fork Watershed protected for genera-
tions, and we got the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund fully funded—our 
best conservation tool in this country. 

Then, banking, for community banks 
and credit unions, access to capital for 
rural America is critically important, 
and they are the ones that do it. We 
got the regulations to fit the risk. 

In infrastructure, it has been talked 
about a number of times by a number 
of people who are no longer going to be 
in this body next year. But I got to 
serve with 10 Senators—some I knew 
pretty well; others I didn’t know that 
well. I can tell you, after those nego-
tiations for that infrastructure bill, 
which resulted in the largest invest-
ment in infrastructure since the year I 
was born, in the middle of the Eisen-
hower administration, you wouldn’t 
have known which one of us was a 
Democrat and which one of us was a 
Republican. 

I remember arguing with WARNER 
and SHAHEEN and agreeing with CAS-
SIDY and ROMNEY. I mean, I am telling 
you, when we got done, we had turned 
everything inside out and upside down 
and ended up with roads and bridges 
and water and broadband, electric 
transmission, rails—the list goes on. It 
was an incredible experience, oppor-
tunity, and something that I will cher-
ish after I leave this body. 

There was a CHIPS and Science Act. 
You know, we have been outsourcing 
jobs forever, but we finally passed a 
bill to start bringing those jobs back 
home. That is what the CHIPS and 
Science Act did. It also resulted in a 
tech hub for Montana, which will allow 
our private sector and our university 
system in Montana to be an important 
leader when it comes to tech. 

For our Native Americans—and we 
cannot forget about our Native Ameri-
cans. We have trust responsibilities to 
them that are exclusive to them. So 
when it came to water settlements and 
healthcare and law enforcement, sov-
ereignty, and self-determination, I 
made it a high priority. Also, we ended 
up getting the Little Shell Tribe recog-
nized, something that they had worked 
on for literally generation after gen-
eration after generation. 

I can’t talk enough about the impor-
tant work. I took credit for all of this. 
But the Senators sitting on this floor 
know that the staffs are the ones who 
really do the work. My DC staff was 
outstanding, and it is outstanding. I 
appreciate them a lot. 

I also appreciate the work of my 
State staff who do constituency work. 
I think they are some of the best in the 
country, and I appreciate them. 

I also want to thank the committee 
staff—all of the committee staff but es-
pecially the Vets Committee staff and 
the staff on the Defense Subcommittee 
on Appropriations. These guys are the 
energy that keeps the wheels of democ-
racy moving. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
their names printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Dylan Laslovich, Justin Folsom, Tony 
McClain, Sarah Feldman, Pam Haxby-Cote, 
Susan Cierlitsky, Corine Weiler, Alyssa 
LaTray, Anneliese Slamowitz, Brittany 
Adams, Christopher Bowman, Claire Rogers, 
Eli Cousin, Elizabeth Hague, Kasha Brad-
ford-Adams, Laura Peterson, Lindsey Huber, 
Maddie Alpert, Michael Eck, Nate Zobrak, 
Olivia Oo, Rachel Jakovac, Ryan 
McManamen, Veronica Chase, Abby Roubal, 
Carlos Fuentes, Dahlia Melendrez, Elizabeth 
Mackenzie, Faye Fernandes, Jackson Haney, 
Janko Mitric, Katie Adams, Liz Timmons, 
Tess Wrzesinski, Weston Haycock, Bill Van 
Saun, Rob Leonard, Brigid Kolish, Abby 
Grace, Gabriella Armonda, Katy Hagan, 
Kimberly Segura, Laura Forrest, Mike 
Clementi, and Ryan Pettit. 

Mr. TESTER. So you may ask what 
do I see as my greatest accomplish-
ment. As a U.S. Senator, I see my 
greatest accomplishment as a citizen 
legislator, having a real full-time job 
outside this body, in my case, as a 
farmer. This is what our forefathers 
had in mind: trips home every week-
end, not only preparing the seedbed 
and seeding sometimes until 3 in the 
morning or haying, plowing down peas, 
getting the equipment ready but also 
traveling the State, having meetings 
with my constituents, doing my job as 
a Senator. I loved every minute of it, 
most days. 

I was asked to go on codels and al-
most always declined because I went on 
a codel every weekend back to Mon-
tana. 

Moving forward, I would ask this 
body to please focus on public edu-
cation. It is a great equalizer. It is the 
foundation for our democracy and our 
economy. 

Continue to work for healthcare that 
everybody can afford when they need 
it. 

In family farm agriculture, work to 
put more competition in the market-
place. This is ultimately what will re-
sult in less reliance on farm subsidies. 

Work for a fair tax code. Work for eq-
uity. Stop these damn carve-outs of 
our Tax Code. 

Continue to address the funding chal-
lenges in defense, climate, hunger, edu-
cation, and housing. 

Capitalism works if there is competi-
tion, so address the consolidation the 
best you can in agriculture, energy, 
and finance. 

Work to grow the middle class. The 
problems with income disparity are ab-
solutely real. 

Address the defense budget in ways 
that keep us safe while holding our 
military and our contractors account-
able. China, Russia, Iran, North 
Korea—those threats are real. They are 
doing some god-awful stuff, and we 
need to make sure that we have a mili-
tary that will deter. Hopefully, we will 
never have to use it, but if we do, we 
win. Put some sideboards on AI, main-
taining creativity and protecting pri-
vacy and freedom while stopping AI’s 
potential to ruin humanity. 

And last but certainly not least—and 
please listen to me. I have just been 
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through this meat grinder. We need to 
do some campaign finance reform. Be-
cause of our campaign finance system 
in this country today, we have more di-
vision than ever. We are more para-
lyzed as a body to do policy than we 
ever have been before. Campaign fi-
nance reform would be good for democ-
racy. And let me tell you something, it 
has to be solved with bipartisan solu-
tions. It needs to happen. 

One of the frustrating things that 
happened was our conservative Su-
preme Court made the finance rules. 
Whether it is Citizens United or 
McCutcheon or whatever it is, I despise 
these rules. I think they are horrible. I 
think it allows candidates to stay un-
derground and not go out and talk to 
people. But I will follow the rules, and 
I will go by the rules. Then I get criti-
cized by the same people who voted to 
put those folks on the Supreme Court. 
Crazy. 

Now, for the staffs that we take for 
granted, I want to thank the folks who 
are on the rostrum, whether it is the 
Parliamentarian, the bill clerks, the 
reading clerk—did I forget anybody? 
The truth is, the work you guys do is 
absolutely amazing and sometimes 
way, way, way too late at night. 

The Sergeant at Arms and the em-
ployees under you, thank you very 
much for keeping us safe in this build-
ing. 

For the policemen out on the street, 
man, I have never been around a police 
department that does a job as well as 
them. 

To the cloakrooms, thank you for 
keeping us on task. 

Some things we don’t think about, 
like the wood shop, the metal shop, and 
the painters. These folks are artisans. 
They do amazing work. You don’t 
think about it, but these chairs, they 
are hand-built. Most of the furniture 
we have in our office is hand-built by 
some of the best people—woodworkers, 
metalworkers, the painters—you can 
imagine. 

To the janitors, thank you very much 
for keeping this place clean. You guys 
are all the lubricant that keeps this 
place operating. 

Look, I spent 2 days a week for 18 
years on airplanes. I was served by 
United and Delta, so I want to thank 
them, too. 

And the press—my God, the press. 
Look, your job is to hold us account-
able. Do it. If any of these folks don’t 
like it—and occasionally, they won’t— 
just remember that democracy and ac-
countability go hand in hand. You need 
to be able to do your job, and thank 
you for doing the job you are doing. 

As I close, I would say this: This de-
mocracy has resulted in the greatest 
country that has ever existed. It is be-
cause of our forefathers’ ability to 
compromise and think clearly about 
the challenges ahead and set the rules 
that would address these challenges. 
The U.S.A. exists as the greatest coun-
try ever to exist because of previous 
generations of Senators and public offi-

cials exhibiting the ability to make 
sound decisions based on facts and re-
ality, not decisions promoting political 
power but realistic decisions promoting 
a strong future for our country and for 
future generations. 

To say that I am worried about this 
country’s ability to maintain the 
strongest economy and the most pow-
erful military in the world would be an 
understatement. However, I know that 
a majority of people who serve in this 
U.S. Senate today are real legislators 
who want to do real legislating. 

To those Senators, you need to make 
sure your voices are a majority of this 
body. If not, this country will change 
in a way that our children will not 
thank us for. 

God bless you all and tally-ho. 
(Applause, Senators rising.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 
TRIBUTE TO JON TESTER 

Mr. BOOKER. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate being recognized right now. But I 
would be remiss if I let JON TESTER 
leave the floor without telling some of 
the truth about this guy. 

All the niceties here are making me 
a little nauseous. I want to set the 
record straight and say for the record, 
for the rest of the history of this coun-
try going forward, that I want it to be 
known that I do not like JON TESTER. 
So I want a rebuttal. I need to clear 
the record. He has had his piece, and I 
want my piece. 

I came to the Senate as this kind of 
naive guy. I did not think the Senate 
would be like what I experienced. I got 
here in earnest. My idea for who a Sen-
ator was, was very set in stone. I 
watched great movies about the U.S. 
Senators. I saw ‘‘Mr. Smith Goes to 
Washington.’’ And then I met JON 
TESTER, who is more like a combina-
tion of John Belushi and John Wick go 
to Washington. 

I didn’t know Senators cursed until I 
got here and met JON TESTER. I think, 
if I remember the exact first quote that 
JON TESTER said to me, it was: BOOKER, 
I didn’t think you were much. I 
thought you were a big hole—and there 
was a word in between that—but now I 
realize you are not a big hole; you are 
really not that big. This was the begin-
ning of a relationship. 

(Laughter.) 
I have to say, I was the guy who 

played college football. I have some 
scars still from running into the likes 
of Junior Seau. But I literally wear 
physical scars because of my hitting 
JON TESTER. 

My mom said: I think you finally got 
an answer to the question of what hap-
pens when the unstoppable force meets 
the immovable object. 

Literally, he invited me to play bas-
ketball with him once. I have played 
some rough-and-tumble hoops before. 
There is a court here on the Senate 
grounds. What he did to me on that 
basketball court is illegal in six States. 
I have video evidence that I was plan-
ning—you know, he has cited the 

speech and debate clause protects what 
Senators do when they are in their offi-
cial capacity, but now that he is leav-
ing the U.S. Senate, I will be filing 
charges against this man. 

(Laughter.) 
JON TESTER is mean. He is cantan-

kerous. He is ornery. He is rough. He is 
truly a son of a gun. 

Now, despite the fact that, again, I 
do not like JON TESTER, I have learned 
a heck of a lot from him. I was the 
mayor of a city, an urban place, and I 
hadn’t gotten to know farmers in my 
State yet, but I came here and I met a 
farmer. And despite our issues and the 
tension between the two of us, he was 
willing to sit down with me and—per-
haps more than any other Senator in 
my experience here—take the time to 
help me learn the urgencies about 
America’s farm system. 

You see, what I learned about JON 
TESTER is he doesn’t give a damn who 
you are. Will you work with him to ad-
vance the causes of his State? I real-
ized that, despite the fact that I do not 
like JON TESTER, he loves the people of 
Montana. Look, I hear him complain 
about this place, complain about how 
it works. But I watched him and 
learned from him about how you fight 
here to get things done; that it is not 
about people or personalities; it is 
about fighting for causes and the com-
munities that you care about. 

So JON TESTER taught me a heck of a 
lot. In fact, some of the things I feel 
most passionate about about the Amer-
ican food system were things that he 
taught me. And what he showed me 
was that, in this Nation, whether you 
live in rural Montana or urban New 
Jersey, we share common cause. JON 
TESTER showed me that we still have a 
common American fight and that this 
place still needs people who don’t care 
about partisanship, who don’t care 
about camaraderie, who don’t care 
about the formalities, but just care 
about fighting for people. 

And so I am grateful for that, but I 
still don’t like JON TESTER. 

(Laughter.) 
I used to come by his office. And I 

just want to look at his staff right now 
and tell them: God bless you. I mean, 
the HR claims you could have probably 
filed against this guy are extraor-
dinary, and it shows me your loyalty to 
him because sometimes I would walk in 
there, and there was, like, full combat 
staff games being played. I mean, I 
couldn’t believe it. I mean, what was 
being tossed around that office some-
times was extraordinary. 

But the fact that somehow he bred 
extraordinary loyalty from his staff 
members, dedication, work ethic, and 
people that delivered real results, in 
this place that is often hard to get 
things done, is a testimony to you and 
how much, in his office, he bred a sense 
of commitment to country. And so I 
thank you all for that. 

And being now that there is no limit 
on what I can say and get off my chest, 
I want to thank his chief of staff Dylan 
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because, unbeknownst to you, we 
would break into your house often, sir. 
When you were back in Montana, yes, I 
have been in your home and done 
things in that home that will be in my 
next book. 

(Laughter.) 
Dylan, I can’t get you fired because 

you are leaving anyway now at this 
point. 

I want to end by saying this: I have 
stories to tell about JON TESTER. I have 
charges to file about JON TESTER. I 
have a lot of language that has been 
expanded in my vocabulary because of 
JON TESTER. And I thought that I 
would come down tonight and write an 
original poem. I was very excited about 
the chance to rhyme ‘‘JON TESTER’’ 
with ‘‘Uncle Fester.’’ I thought it 
would be great. I had this incredible 
poem that I wanted to read. But I, in-
stead, want to end with this poem. 

I watched JON TESTER do something 
that was extraordinary. He chose to 
run again—a guy that I knew how he 
felt about Washington but decided to 
do something recklessly audacious. 
Most Senators, when they see the odds 
are against them and their chances of 
winning are slim, they decide to retire. 
JON didn’t go quietly into the night. He 
ran an election. 

And so many people on both sides of 
the aisle actually believed that if any-
body can win in a State that Donald 
Trump won by 20 points, where there 
are probably as many vegans in Mon-
tana as there are Democrats, he chose, 
because of the love of his State, to run 
again, run an election. And by golly, 
the people I saw pouring their heart 
into this fight—it was extraordinary. 

It was an election to me—and in 
talking to Dylan on so many days— 
that was one of the more exciting ones 
because I really felt like he was from a 
movie like ‘‘Braveheart’’ or the men in 
‘‘300’’ in Thermopolis. He was running 
one of the most extraordinary fights in 
this place. And because the world be-
lieved that—oh, my God—JON TESTER 
could pull off the greatest upset in 
American politics, he drew fire into 
that State. You talk about campaign 
finance reform. Literally, tens if not 
well over $100 million that would have 
probably gone to Wisconsin, Michigan, 
Arizona, everybody was pouring into 
this fight. He drew so much fire and 
went down in an election, to me, that 
was a testimony to his character. 

So instead of reading an original 
poem, I just thought I would read a 
poem by a man that I have known all 
my life. And now I have to say this 
poem most describes the man I don’t 
like, JON TESTER. It is by a guy named 
Rudyard Kipling. It is entitled ‘‘If.’’ 

If you can keep your head when all about 
you are losing theirs and blaming it on you; 
if you can trust yourself when all men doubt 
you, but make allowance for their doubting 
too; if you can wait and not be tired by wait-
ing, or being lied about, don’t deal in lies, or 
being hated, don’t give way to hating, and 
yet don’t look too good, nor talk too wise; if 
you can dream—and not make dreams your 
master; if you can think—and not make 

thoughts your aim; if you can meet with Tri-
umph and Disaster and treat those two im-
postors just the same; if you can bear to hear 
the truth you’ve spoken twisted by knaves to 
make a trap for fools, or watch the things 
you gave your life to, broken, and stoop and 
build ‘em up with worn-out tools; if you can 
make one heap of all your winnings and risk 
it on one turn of pitch-and-toss, and lose, 
and start again at your beginnings and never 
breathe a word about your loss; if you can 
force your heart and nerve and sinew to 
serve your turn long after they are gone, and 
so hold on when there is nothing in you ex-
cept the Will which says to them: ‘Hold on!’; 
if you can talk with crowds and keep your 
virtue, or walk with Kings—nor lose the 
common touch; if neither foes nor loving 
friends can hurt you; if all men count with 
you, but none too much; if you can fill the 
unforgiving minute with sixty seconds’ 
worth of distance run, yours— 

JON TESTER, yours— 
is the Earth and everything that’s in it, 

and—which is more—you’ll be a Man, my 
son! 

Mr. President, I have served with a 
lot of people in a lot of levels of gov-
ernment. JON TESTER is a man and one 
of the greatest ones I have known. 

I do not like JON TESTER, but, God, I 
love the man. Thank you. 

(Applause.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Minnesota. 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, no 

one wants to follow that, but I just 
thought that I should say a few words, 
as a classmate coming in together— 
many of us sitting in this back row for 
so long—back, the class of 2006, 17 
years. 

And I am going to miss JON TESTER. 
I am going to miss the bubble gum in 
his desk that I always steal. I am going 
to miss when his name shows up when 
he is calling, how it makes me smile 
because I know he is going to say 
something funny, no matter what is 
going on. And we are all going to miss 
him. 

So I remember JON and I sitting kind 
of here—but I think we were over 
there—in one of our first speeches in 
the U.S. Senate, and Trent Lott—re-
member this?—was talking about eth-
ics reform. JON and I had run on ethics 
reform. And Trent Lott was saying: If 
this stuff passes, we are going to be left 
with nothing but our bathrobes in the 
Russell courtyard. That was exactly 
what he said. And JON and I were sit-
ting in the back. And at the time, they 
had us in trailers in the Russell court-
yard. And I remember we looked at 
each other and said: Well, so what. It 
couldn’t get any worse than where we 
are now. Like, that is what we are 
doing now. 

And that was the old days when to 
even get any of these ethics rules 
passed, it was really hard. 

And what Senator BOOKER was saying 
about you being brave and ahead of 
your time—from the moment you got 
here, you were ahead of your time 
about what this job meant. 

Then I remember Sharla. I am look-
ing for her up there. Right up there; 
there she is. The very first official, big 

event I ever did with JON, I was fol-
lowing him up on the podium. And I re-
member he got up there, and he said: 
You know what, I have been traveling 
all over the country, and I am going to 
win this race. 

This was 2006. 
I am going to win this race, I know I 

am; but right now, I haven’t seen my 
wife Sharla for 3 weeks, and I have a 
beer sitting at the table, and I am 
going to just go back and sit with my 
wife and have that beer. Thank you. 

And he got a standing ovation for 
that speech. And it was just an exam-
ple of JON: to the point, all the time. 

My favorite note that I am going to 
save forever in my desk, it was during 
the impeachment hearing. Many of you 
remember SHERROD would always be 
kind of talking out of turn. But we 
would have a lot of mentions—I see our 
friends down there remembering this— 
of the Founding Fathers at the time. 
So I have a note that I wrote to BOB 
CASEY that said: As it approaches mid-
night and we keep hearing about the 
Founding Fathers, I start to think that 
you look like a Founding Father, BOB. 
Your hair looks like a Founding Fa-
ther. But TESTER, not so much. 

We are going to miss your barber, 
wherever he is. And he is back in Mon-
tana, I am sure. 

But I remember some of JON’s first 
ads where he had his barber in those 
ads. And it just was him, and it is him 
now. And he looks exactly the same 
with his haircut as he did when he first 
started running. 

There has been a lot of talk about his 
incredible leadership, many things he 
has done, worked with us on competi-
tion issues, trying to make sure that 
we still have small farms in this coun-
try. And it means something. But for 
me, the most meaningful thing, JON, 
was that PACT Act and how, when our 
veterans signed up to serve, there 
shouldn’t be a waiting line, and when 
they come home to this country and 
they have a healthcare problem and 
they want to get in to get healthcare 
at the VA or they want to get cov-
erage, there should never be a waiting 
line in the United States of America. 

JON did that—JON’s leadership— 
working across the aisle, like he has 
done on so many other things. 

We are going to miss his Montana 
rural work ethic, his sense of humor, 
his 40-pound suitcases of meat that he 
butchered himself, and, yes, even his 
musical talents. Because in addition to 
us losing a tireless champion for Mon-
tana, we are also going to lose the Sen-
ate’s only trumpet player and, cer-
tainly, the Senate’s only seven-fin-
gered trumpet player. 

So, Mr. President, I join my col-
leagues from both sides of the aisle to 
celebrate JON TESTER and to know he 
is not going to be far away—the flattop 
dirt farmer who went from Havre, MT, 
to the U.S. Senate and never forgot 
where he came from. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
(Applause.) 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Virginia. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I will 

be brief, but I just want to add a word. 
A lot of us in this body sometimes 

complain about this job, whether it is 
the schedule or whether it is the lack 
of resources, the amount of time. And 
what has always struck me about JON 
TESTER—I mean, a lot of us in this 
business, we wonder about authen-
ticity. So there isn’t any Senator, ei-
ther side of the aisle, who is more au-
thentic and more true to who he has 
been and will be and will always be 
than JON TESTER. 

The fact that we have also—to echo 
what CORY said, I have not invaded 
Dylan’s house, but I have invaded JON 
and Sharla’s house a number of times. 
And whenever I would think about the 
challenges of this job, bitch and moan, 
I always came back—and I talked to 
other Senators on this; I have talked to 
many folks around the country. When I 
think about somebody who defines pub-
lic service in the 21st century, there is 
one person that comes to mind—some-
body who was a teacher, a musician, a 
farmer; somebody who had to get up at 
3 o’clock in the morning to drive a cou-
ple hours to get on not one plane but 
two, to shlep back here for sometimes 
a week of nothing votes and then climb 
back on that flight to go back and still 
maintain that farm—I can’t say that, 
as a guy who lives 20 minutes away. I 
can’t say that in terms of somebody 
who doesn’t have the kind of personal 
financial resources but never raised a 
word of complaint through his years of 
service. 

So echoing what others said and will 
continue to say, any time I doubt my 
commitment or any of our commit-
ments, I ask you all: Think who defines 
public service. I think that person is 
JON TESTER. 

I yield the floor. 
(Applause.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Utah. 
Mr. ROMNEY. Mr. President, I know 

something about failed Presidential 
campaigns. I made an assessment that 
President Biden was not going to go 
the distance. So I approached three 
Democrats and suggested they ought to 
run for President. I just heard from 
them. One was CORY BOOKER. One was 
MARK WARNER. One was JON TESTER. 

Now, why did I approach those three 
men—not just once, but multiple 
times—and say, ‘‘You ought to run for 
President’’? Not because I agree with 
them. I disagree with them on almost 
every issue. It is because I happen to 
find these three men—and JON TESTER 
is the one I am looking at right now— 
to be men of character, integrity, of 
honesty, of purpose, who hold fast to 
the values that made America the hope 
of the Earth. 

I know that, over the years, policy 
comes and goes, and, sometimes, I have 
read history and I find my party is on 
one side of a policy position and 
changes, and now we are on the other 

side. I recognize the country can han-
dle bad policy. We have. Heaven knows 
there have been times when your party 
has been in charge, and we suffered 
through it. You would say the same is 
true of mine, and that is probably the 
case. 

But what we have not suffered is a 
lack of character. Going from the very 
beginning of our country until now, we 
have had men of great character. And, 
someday, we will have women of char-
acter, as well, in that great Office. 

I wanted JON TESTER to be the next 
President of the United States because 
he is a man of extraordinary character. 
He is as honest as his hair is short and 
as strong as his physique is imposing. 

I learned something about that char-
acter when we worked together. He 
mentioned the infrastructure bill that 
I had the privilege of joining him on to 
help negotiate. There was a time, to-
ward the very, very end, when I made a 
beginner’s mistake. I am just a fresh-
man Senator, after all. I was about to 
do something which would be as harm-
ful for my political career and my wel-
come back home and might even be 
helpful to the opposition forces. And 
everybody was telling me: Don’t worry 
about this. We can paper it over later. 
Don’t worry. Don’t worry. 

JON TESTER stood up and said: No, 
this is going to hurt MITT. It is not 
fair. We have to fix this. 

I didn’t know that. But he stood up 
for me and convinced the other Mem-
bers of our group to do something that 
was not in their interest, not in his in-
terest, but in my interest, because he 
is a man of character and a friend. 

I am not going to be here. JON is not 
going to be here. We may see each 
other sometime in the hills of Mon-
tana. He is a man who—one couldn’t 
have a better friend than JON TESTER. 
The people of Montana could not have 
had a better friend—a man who loves 
the land, who loves the people, who 
loves the values of the people of Mon-
tana. 

I am proud to have been able to serve 
with JON TESTER and wish him god-
speed. God bless America and God bless 
JON TESTER and his dear family. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Colorado. 
Mr. BENNET. Mr. President, I am 

trying to decide whether I am heart-
broken because Senator ROMNEY didn’t 
approach me and ask me to run for 
President or I am heartbroken because 
I know almost as much about failed 
Presidential campaigns as Senator 
ROMNEY does, or something of that na-
ture. 

I appreciate so much the sentiments 
today that I wanted to get up. I have 
heard the word ‘‘virtue’’ used twice in 
the last week on this floor, once in the 
Rudyard Kipling poem that Senator 
BOOKER read and once in Senator ROM-
NEY’s incredible farewell speech. Com-
ing out of both places, it made me feel 
like, on some level, how foreign that 
sort of trait is in our politics these 

days, but how well it fits the people 
that we are talking about, whether it 
is Senator ROMNEY or Senator TESTER. 

I want to say a couple of words about 
Senator TESTER before he kicks us out 
of here, which I know he will. 

First of all, I came here a little bit to 
demand an apology. JON knows about 
this but not everybody does. When I 
first came back here and I had been ap-
pointed to the job, I was coming over 
from the Hart Building to the Senate 
to get sworn in. My daughters were 9, 7, 
and 4. Susan was with us, and the three 
girls were with us. 

Anne was the youngest, who was 4. 
She was sucking her thumb all the way 
from the Hart Office Building to the 
Capitol, and I was panicked because 
she was about to meet the Vice Presi-
dent. I was about to get sworn in. In 
fairness, I was probably more worried 
about my getting sworn in than her 
meeting the Vice President, but she 
was sucking her thumb. I said: Anne, 
stop sucking your thumb. You are in 
this beautiful dress. Anne, stop sucking 
your thumb. You are driving me crazy. 
Anne, please stop sucking your thumb. 
I will do anything. 

I didn’t know that JON TESTER was 
on the car—on the subway car with 
us—but we were. He watched all of this 
happen. But we really had not met be-
fore. 

We got off the subway car, and JON 
TESTER, who is the size that he is, and 
Anne Bennet, who is this size at the 
time and who was looking up at JON 
TESTER—JON TESTER said: You know 
what happens if you keep sucking your 
thumb? 

She said: No. 
He whipped out his hand, and he 

showed it to her. 
She is 20 years old, and she has not 

recovered from that moment ever. She 
cries herself to sleep every night be-
cause of what JON TESTER did on that 
very first day that we were together. 

I will never forget it because it made 
me realize what an extraordinarily 
genuine person he is. Who else would 
take the risk, not ever having met 
somebody around this place, and do 
that to their 4-year-old daughter? JON 
TESTER would, and that is why he is a 
legend in our house—one of the many 
reasons. 

One of the things I am going to miss 
most about JON is, for years and years 
and years, we traveled back and forth 
from the West to be on this floor, to 
get together with a number of Senators 
from the Western United States who 
have had to stop in Denver on their 
way to wherever they go. I have been 
very fortunate because I get to Denver, 
and I am a half hour from my home. 
JON, if he makes his flight—if he 
makes his connection—is hours away 
from landing in Montana, and then he 
is another hour and a half away from 
home, at least, depending on where he 
is going. 

And then, as he said today, as all of 
us know, there are many nights when 
he has been working on the combine 
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and doing other things around his shop 
that have kept him up to 3 in the 
morning with Sharla, working on 
things, as he does his real job on the 
farm. 

When the people in this Chamber 
barely can hold onto the one job they 
have here, JON and Sharla would be 
working two jobs, maybe three jobs, in 
the time he has been in the U.S. Sen-
ate—and, more important, never a 
word of complaint. 

JON doesn’t fit all that well into the 
plane seats going back and forth to 
Montana, and I never heard him com-
plain about being on that flight ever. I 
never heard him complain about being 
on a second flight ever or the fact that 
he worked until 3 in the morning. 

In fact, he knew it was a privilege 
that he had the chance to be able to do 
both. He had the chance to be able to 
serve here and the chance to be able to 
contribute to his community and to his 
family by working on his farm. 

All of us should have that level of 
connection to the people that we rep-
resent, to the place that we represent. 
That is why, in my view, JON’s loss is 
not just a loss for Democrats. It is not 
a loss, particularly, for Democrats, and 
it is not his loss. In many ways, it is a 
loss for the U.S. Senate because we are 
the ones that are poorer for JON not 
being here. 

JON’s life, I think, will be enriched by 
not being here. Our lives will be poorer 
because he is not here. 

And that is because I think, when 
you think about what the Founders 
had in mind when they set up this form 
of representative government, they 
knew a lot about the worst parts of 
human nature. They did. They worried 
about it. They wrote about it. They 
talked about what humans could do to 
one another, and they worried about 
what despots could do in a republican 
form of government. They worried 
about what self-interested legislators 
could do. They worried about what par-
ties could do. 

But one of the things they counted 
on—what they said we would be sunk if 
we didn’t have—was public virtue. It 
was virtue that elected leaders would 
have and that the American people 
would have to be the glue that held to-
gether this set of rules that they were 
writing; that held together the aspira-
tions they were making; that held to-
gether the assumptions they had about 
what it might be like to live in a place 
where there was no King or tyrant to 
tell you what to think, where you lived 
in a place where you actually had the 
freedom to think for yourself and the 
freedom to disagree with other people. 
And out of those disagreements, we 
wouldn’t create shabby compromises, 
but we would create more imaginative 
solutions than any King or tyrant 
could come up with on their own. That 
was the whole idea. 

But the whole thing relied on some-
thing you couldn’t legislate across the 
ages, which was public virtue—the vir-
tue of somebody who could bring his 

life experience to this place and inform 
his colleagues about that; the perspec-
tives of his State, the perspectives of 
rural Montana, the perspectives of the 
West. 

And he never proceeded on an idea 
that he had a monopoly on wisdom or 
that he couldn’t learn something from 
somebody else. And that is what we are 
going to miss, because, I think, he has 
set the standard—a standard that the 
Founders of this country imagined we 
would be at our very best, not just as 
Senators but, much more important 
than that, as citizens of this country. 

So I am going to miss him terribly 
for all of that because, I think, under-
neath his tough exterior, there was 
somebody who had a huge heart for the 
people of Montana; for the people of his 
hometown, Big Sandy; for the Amer-
ican West; but also for what this de-
mocracy can actually be. And that is 
an example we can never let go of. 

Thank you, JON, for setting that ex-
ample while you have been here. 

I yield the floor. 
(Applause.) 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. I just arrived from the 

airport, and I hurried because I wanted 
to be here for my friend JON TESTER. I 
love this guy. I love how he does his 
job. No one takes his job more seri-
ously and has more fun doing this job 
than JON TESTER. That laughter, that 
commitment, that idealism was infec-
tious. 

We worked on two committees to-
gether—one I chaired; one he chaired. 
He still chairs the Veterans Com-
mittee, and look what we did for this 
Nation’s veterans. I got the honor of 
being JON TESTER’s wingman on that. I 
chair the Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs Committee, with people like 
TINA SMITH. Doug Jones was once on 
that committee, and JEFF MERKLEY 
was once on that committee. 

When I say how seriously JON took 
this job, I think just how hard it was 
for him to get here every week. Two 
years ago, he decided to run for reelec-
tion. He knew the pressure, and he 
knew the challenge. It takes me an 
hour to get to Washington. It takes 
JON 7 or 8 or 9 hours to get to Wash-
ington. Every week he goes home; he 
farms. He goes home every weekend to 
look out for his constituents and to 
represent them. 

As I said, no one takes this job more 
seriously and has more fun doing it. He 
will be missed by everybody. This body 
will miss him for that infectious spirit 
that really is what this country is all 
about. And it was just such an honor 
for 18 years—we were sworn in the 
same day. It was such an honor to 
serve with JON TESTER of Montana. 

(Applause.) 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, JON 

TESTER once said he didn’t know how 
his Senate colleagues saw him, but he 
hoped it was, first and foremost, as a 
farmer. Beyond his ability to drive a 
tractor or lug a container of beef raised 

on his Montana ranch to Washington, 
we have seen in JON the best qualities 
of that noble occupation: hard work, 
resilience, and common sense. 

With his wife Sharla, JON still farms 
the land near Big Sandy, MT, that has 
been in his family for more than a cen-
tury. He was brought up to believe that 
public education, strong families, and 
civic engagement form the foundation 
of our democracy, and he has dem-
onstrated that conviction as a teacher, 
school board member, and leader of the 
Montana State Senate. 

In the U.S. Senate, JON has been an 
advocate of rural America and its 
farmers and ranchers, small business 
owners, sportsmen and women, and 
Tribal Nations. He has championed re-
sponsible energy development, improv-
ing schools, and expanding high-qual-
ity healthcare to underserved commu-
nities. 

It has been a pleasure to work with 
JON on many issues. Maine and Mon-
tana share the distinction of having 
two of the highest percentages of vet-
erans in the Nation, and we have joined 
together to honor America’s patriots 
by both strengthening the benefits vet-
erans have earned through their serv-
ice and ensuring that our Armed 
Forces today have the resources they 
need to defend our Nation. 

As cochairs of the Defense Appropria-
tions Subcommittee in this Congress, 
JON and I crafted two bipartisan bills 
to fund our national defense priorities. 
In addition to countless engagements 
with senior military officials, Chair-
man TESTER held more than 20 hear-
ings and classified briefings—more 
than any other Subcommittee—per-
forming oversight of the Department of 
Defense. Many of our meetings were 
classified, held without cameras or the 
press. JON’s focus was always on what 
our troops needed to keep our country 
safe. From investments to modernize 
our Nation’s nuclear triad to accel-
erating space-based capabilities, I can 
attest that our work together has made 
our Nation’s military stronger in the 
face of increasing threats from China 
and Russia. 

We also served as cochairs of the 
Congressional TRIO Caucus and intro-
duced the Educational Opportunity and 
Success Act to reauthorize and 
strengthen Federal programs to sup-
port underserved students. Every 
spring, we lead the Public Schools 
Week resolution to recognize the im-
portance of education and the con-
tributions of our teachers. 

JON was among the group of 10 Sen-
ators who negotiated the Infrastruc-
ture Investment and Jobs Act of 2021. 
From transportation to broadband, the 
most significant investment in infra-
structure since the interstate highway 
system in the 1950s is bringing lasting 
benefits to our Nation. 

JON has contributed to our country 
and served his state. I commend my 
colleague Senator JON TESTER for his 
outstanding service and wish him 
bountiful crops for many years to 
come. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Maine. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will be 

brief because I am set to relieve you in 
the chair, so my time is very limited. 

There are two aspects to JON’s life 
that I would like to comment on. I ex-
perienced both. One was as a legislator 
and a Senator, and the other was as a 
friend. 

And he was a master legislator. The 
PACT Act would not have happened 
without JON TESTER. That is just a 
fact. And there are thousands, millions 
of veterans across the country here 
who are going to benefit from that act 
of legislative work that it took to get 
that across the finish line. 

I remember being here, and there 
were some procedural votes. We fell 
back; JON stayed at it; we got it done. 
Many of the comments today have been 
about JON as a legislator, as a Senator, 
as a model Senator, but I also want to 
comment on JON as a friend. 

JON is one of the best human beings 
I have ever met. Not necessarily one of 
the best—I am not saying legislator, 
public servant, school teacher. I am 
talking human being. I am talking 
about a person who is real. My wife is 
Jewish. She would call him a mensch; 
that is somebody who steps up. He has 
been a friend to me throughout. 

We have had innumerable dinners to-
gether. I don’t think he has ever paid 
for one, but we have spent so much 
time together. And I have learned so 
much from JON about commitment, 
about honesty, about integrity, about 
serving the public; and I just want to 
say we are losing a great human being 
here as well as a great legislator. 

And I want to echo CORY BOOKER: I 
love you, man. We are going to miss 
you. 

(Applause.) 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

KING). The Senator from Montana. 
Mr. TESTER. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

LETTERS OF RESIGNATION 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate communications 
regarding the resignations from the 
Senate of Senator BUTLER and Senator 
HELMY, which, without objection, are 
deemed read and spread upon the Jour-
nal and printed in full in the RECORD. 

The letters follow: 
U.S. SENATE, 
December 6, 2024. 

Hon. KAMALA D. HARRIS, 
President of the U.S. Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR VICE PRESIDENT HARRIS: Please find 
the attached document dated December 6, 

2024, officially notifying California Governor 
Gavin Newsom of my intent to resign my 
Senate seat effective Sunday, December 8, 
2024. 

Sincerely, 
LAPHONZA R. BUTLER, 

U.S. Senator. 

U.S. SENATE, 
December 6, 2024. 

Governor GAVIN NEWSOM, 
Sacramento, CA. 

GOVERNOR NEWSOM: I hereby resign as Sen-
ator from the State of California, effective 
Sunday, December 8, 2024. As I prepare to re-
turn to private life, I want to extend my 
deepest gratitude to the people of California 
for granting me the immense privilege of 
serving them in the United States Senate. 

Sincerely, 
LAPHONZA R. BUTLER, 

U.S. Senator. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, December 5, 2024. 

Hon. KAMALA HARRIS, 
President of the Senate, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM VICE PRESIDENT: Please find 
enclosed my letter of resignation I trans-
mitted to the Governor of New Jersey. 

Sincerely, 
GEORGE S. HELMY, 

U.S. Senator. 

U.S. SENATE, 
Washington, DC, December 5, 2024. 

Hon. PHIL MURPHY, 
Governor of New Jersey, Office of the Governor 
Trenton, NJ. 

DEAR GOVERNOR MURPHY: I write to inform 
you that I will be resigning from my office as 
the United States Senator from New Jersey, 
effective on December 8, 2024. 

For well over a decade, I have devoted my 
professional career to serving the people of 
New Jersey. I had the honor and privilege to 
work for Senators Frank Lautenberg and 
CORY BOOKER. And, you provided me with the 
most rewarding public service experience of 
my life, serving as your Chief of Staff. 

I am proud of the accomplishments my 
team and I have achieved in our brief time in 
office. We pushed forward important legisla-
tive proposals, including a series of bills fo-
cused on alleviating the youth mental health 
crisis. Additionally, we advanced a number 
of priorities important to New Jerseyans, in-
cluding key congressional funding that will 
benefit projects and programs in our state. 

Thank you for providing me with the op-
portunity to once again serve our great 
state. It was the honor of a lifetime. 

Sincerely, 
GEORGE S. HELMY, 

U.S. Senator. 

f 

CERTIFICATES OF APPOINTMENT 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 

lays before the Senate a certificate of 
appointment to fill the unexpired term 
created by the resignation of Bob 
Menendez, former Senator from New 
Jersey; a certificate of election to fill 
the unexpired term caused by the res-
ignation of Ben Sasse, former Senator 
from Nebraska; and a certificate of ap-
pointment to fill the unexpired term 
created by the death of the late Sen-
ator Dianne Feinstein of the State of 
California. The certificates, the Chair 
is advised, are in the form suggested by 
the Senate. 

If there be no objection, the reading 
of the certificates will be waived, and 

they will be printed in full in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the certifi-
cates were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

STATE OF NEBRASKA 
CERTIFICATE OF ELECTION FOR UNEXPIRED 

TERM 

To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that on the 5th day of No-
vember 2024, Pete Ricketts was duly chosen 
by the qualified electors of the State of Ne-
braska a Senator for the unexpired term end-
ing at noon on the 3rd day of January, 2027, 
to fill the vacancy in the representation 
from said State in the Senate of the United 
States caused by the resignation of Ben 
Sasse. 

Witness: His excellency our governor Jim 
Pillen, and our seal hereto affixed at Lin-
coln, Nebraska this 2nd day of December, in 
the year of our Lord 2024. 

By the governor: 
JIM PILLEN, 

Governor. 
ROBERT B. EVNEN, 

Secretary of State. 
[State Seal Affixed] 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 

To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that, pursuant to the 
power vested in me by the Constitution of 
the United States and the laws of the State 
of New Jersey, I, Philip D. Murphy, the Gov-
ernor of New Jersey, do hereby appoint Andy 
Kim, a Senator from New Jersey to represent 
New Jersey in the Senate of the United 
States until the vacancy therein caused by 
the resignation of Senator George S. Helmy, 
effective December 8, 2024. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor Phil-
ip D. Murphy, and our seal hereto affixed at 
Trenton this 8th day of December, in the 
year of our Lord 2024. 

By the Governor: 
PHILIP D. MURPHY, 

Governor. 
Attest: 

TAHESHA L. WAY, 
Lt. Governor/Secretary of State. 

[State Seal Affixed] 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT 

To the President of the Senate of the United 
States: 

This is to certify that, pursuant to the 
power vested in me by the Constitution of 
the United States and the laws of the State 
of California, I, GAVIN NEWSOM, the Gov-
ernor of California, do hereby appoint ADAM 
B. SCHIFF a Senator from California to rep-
resent California in the Senate of the United 
States until the vacancy therein caused by 
the resignation of Laphonza R. Butler, is 
filled by election as provided by law. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor 
Gavin Newsom, and our seal hereto affixed in 
the City of San Diego, this 8th day of Decem-
ber, in the year of our Lord 2024. 

GAVIN NEWSOM, 
Governor. 

SHIRLEY N. WEBER, PH.D., 
Secretary of State. 

[State Seal Affixed] 

f 

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS OF 
OFFICE 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen-
ators-elect and Senators-designates 
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will now present themselves at the 
desk, the Chair will administer the 
oaths of office. 

The Senator-designate, ANDY KIM, es-
corted by Mr. BOOKER; the Senator-des-
ignate, PETE RICKETTS, escorted by 
Mrs. FISCHER; and the Senator-des-
ignate, ADAM B. SCHIFF, escorted by 
Mr. PADILLA, advanced to the desk of 
the Vice President; the oath prescribed 
by law was administered to them by 
the Vice President; and they subscribed 
to the oath in the Official Oath Book. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Congratula-
tions, Senators. 

(Applause, Senators rising.) 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
KING). The Senator from Illinois. 

NOMINATION OF TIFFANY RENE JOHNSON 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, today, 

the Senate will vote to confirm Tiffany 
Johnson to the U.S. District Court for 
the Northern District of Georgia. 

Ms. Johnson’s impressive career in 
public service, combined with her Fed-
eral court experience, will make her an 
excellent addition to the Federal 
bench. 

After earning her B.A. from Prince-
ton University and her J.D. from Wake 
Forest University School of Law, Ms. 
Johnson began her career in private 
practice as an associate at Parker, 
Hudson, Rainer & Dobbs, LLP, where 
she focused on a wide range of complex 
commercial litigation. 

In 2017, Ms. Johnson transitioned to 
public service, joining the U.S. Attor-
ney’s Office for the Northern District 
of Georgia as an assistant U.S. attor-
ney. In that role, she has litigated both 
civil and criminal cases in all stages of 
proceedings, from conducting fact and 
expert depositions in civil matters, to 
prosecuting white-collar and public 
corruption crimes. 

Ms. Johnson has the strong support 
of her home State Senators, Mr. 
OSSOFF and Mr. WARNOCK. In addition, 
she was rated ‘‘well qualified’’ by the 
American Bar Association. 

I urge my colleagues to support Ms. 
Johnson’s nomination. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the scheduled 
rollcall vote start immediately. 

VOTE ON JOHNSON NOMINATION 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the Johnson nomination? 

Mr. DURBIN. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 

Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FETTERMAN), the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. LUJÁN), and the Senator 
from Arizona (Ms. SINEMA) are nec-
essarily absent. 

Mr. THUNE. The following Senators 
are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Louisiana (Mr. CASSIDY), the Sen-
ator from Kansas (Mr. MORAN), the 
Senator from Idaho (Mr. RISCH), the 
Senator from Florida (Mr. RUBIO), and 
the Senator from Ohio (Mr. VANCE). 

The result was announced—yeas 48, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 317 Ex.] 
YEAS—48 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Booker 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Gillibrand 
Hassan 
Heinrich 

Hickenlooper 
Hirono 
Kaine 
Kelly 
Kim 
King 
Klobuchar 
Manchin 
Markey 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Ossoff 
Padilla 
Peters 
Reed 

Rosen 
Sanders 
Schatz 
Schiff 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warnock 
Warren 
Welch 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NAYS—44 

Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Boozman 
Braun 
Britt 
Budd 
Capito 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hagerty 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Lummis 
Marshall 
McConnell 
Mullin 

Murkowski 
Paul 
Ricketts 
Romney 
Rounds 
Schmitt 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Tuberville 
Wicker 
Young 

NOT VOTING—8 

Cassidy 
Fetterman 
Luján 

Moran 
Risch 
Rubio 

Sinema 
Vance 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

BROWN). Under the previous order, the 
motion to reconsider is considered 
made and laid upon the table, and the 
President will be immediately notified 
of the Senate’s action. 

The majority leader. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 783. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Lauren 
McGarity McFerran, of the District of 
Columbia, to be a Member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board for the 
term of five years expiring December 
16, 2029 (Reappointment). 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 
a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 783, Lauren 
McGarity McFerran, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be a Member of the National 
Labor Relations Board for the term of five 
years expiring December 16, 2029. (Reappoint-
ment) 

Charles E. Schumer, Patty Murray, Mark 
R. Warner, Jeanne Shaheen, Martin 
Henrich, Jon Tester, Christopher A. 
Coons, Richard J. Durbin, Jack Reed, 
Debbie Stabenow, Amy Klobuchar, 
Maria Cantwell, Gary C. Peters, Ben-
jamin L. Cardin, Ron Wyden, Robert P. 
Casey, Jr., Sherrod Brown, Brian 
Schatz, Sheldon Whitehouse. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to legislative session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
move to proceed to executive session to 
consider Calendar No. 784. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will report the nomination. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

read the nomination of Joshua L. 
Ditelberg, of Illinois, to be a Member of 
the National Labor Relations Board for 
the term of five years expiring Decem-
ber 16, 2027. 

CLOTURE MOTION 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I send 
a cloture motion to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Executive Calendar No. 784, Joshua 
L. Ditelberg, of Illinois, to be a Member of 
the National Labor Relations Board for the 
term of five years expiring December 16, 2027. 

Charles E. Schumer, Mark R. Warner, 
Jeanne Shaheen, Martin Heinrich, Jon 
Tester, Christopher A. Coons, Richard 
J. Durbin, Jack Reed, Debbie Stabe-
now, Amy Klobuchar, Gary C. Peters, 
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Benjamin L. Cardin, Ron Wyden, Rob-
ert P. Casey, Jr., Sherrod Brown, Brian 
Schatz, Sheldon Whitehouse, Thomas 
R. Carper. 

f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to legislative session and be in 
a period of morning business, with Sen-
ators permitted to speak therein for up 
to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DAKOTA WATER RESOURCES ACT 
AMENDMENTS OF 2024 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I am 
placing a hold on S. 4996, the Dakota 
Water Resources Act Amendments of 
2024. This bill authorizes the appropria-
tion of more than $1.5 billion to further 
the construction of projects that di-
rectly and indirectly facilitate the di-
version of water outside of the Mis-
souri River basin. Despite the prece-
dent this will set and the impacts these 
projects will have on the future of 
water supply for downstream States 
along the Missouri and Mississippi Riv-
ers, the Bureau of Reclamation has 
only held two meetings with the Mis-
souri Department of Natural Re-
sources, one in 2010 and the other in 
2015. The Bureau has not engaged with 
any other downstream States or im-
pacted interests, which includes munic-
ipal water supply users, navigators, 
and electric utilities. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO SENIOR MASTER 
SERGEANT KATRINA BUTLER 

Mr. BOOZMAN. Mr. President, I rise 
today to recognize SMSgt Katrina But-
ler for her dedicated service to the U.S. 
Air Force and the Senate as a legisla-
tive defense fellow. Katrina has served 
as a vital part of my team since Janu-
ary 2024 as a trusted adviser on issues 
relating to the Departments of Defense 
and Veterans Affairs. 

Katrina enlisted in the U.S. Air 
Force in August 2006. She deployed in 
support of Operations Inherent Resolve 
and Freedom’s Sentinel and was sta-
tioned at the Pentagon as a senior en-
listed leader at U.S. Air Force head-
quarters. She has earned the Defense 
Meritorious Service Medal and Air 
Force Commendation Medal, among 
other decorations. 

Her effort and passion stood out as a 
valuable member of my legislative 
team. I am proud to have had someone 
like Katrina on my staff who under-
stands the significance of maintaining 
America’s air superiority and caring 
for our servicemembers and their fami-
lies. 

During her tenure in my office, she 
made integral contributions to the U.S. 
Senate Air Force Caucus, leading mul-

tiple trips and hosting numerous key 
leader engagements that helped grow 
the relationship between lawmakers 
and the service during an active year. 

As she is soon to be promoted to the 
rank of chief master sergeant, 
Katrina’s character and consistent dis-
play of knowledge, leadership, and de-
votion deserve to be recognized and re-
warded. 

I am incredibly grateful for her dedi-
cation to serving the people of Arkan-
sas. Both in the Nation’s Capital and 
while visiting the Natural State, she 
spoke with and actively listened to our 
State’s military, veterans and their 
families. 

We have been very fortunate to have 
Katrina’s expertise and knowledge en-
hancing my team’s work on defense 
and veterans policy. I also want to 
thank her husband Mr. Shikeem Butler 
and her beloved children Jaden, Laila, 
and Micah for their support during her 
time in uniform. Growing up in a mili-
tary family, I understand that service 
in the Armed Forces is a family affair 
and impossible without their sacrifice. 

We appreciate Katrina’s continued 
service to the U.S. Air Force and all 
her heartfelt, committed work as a 
member of my staff. Having her on my 
team has been a privilege, and she will 
always be welcome. I know she will re-
main an asset to our military and vet-
erans in addition to any other endeav-
ors she pursues; I wish her and her fam-
ily the best and congratulate Katrina 
on this well-deserved promotion. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO ED CROSS 

∑ Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. President, 
today, I rise to honor and recognize Ed 
Cross for his 21 years of service as 
president of the Kansas Independent 
Oil and Gas Association. 

A leading advocate for Kansas inde-
pendent oil and natural gas producers, 
Ed had an active presence in both 
State and Federal legislation through-
out his tenure. On behalf of the State 
of Kansas, I want to express my heart-
felt appreciation for the way in which 
Ed enhanced the oil and natural gas in-
dustry in both Kansas and throughout 
our Nation. 

During his tenure, Ed was Kansas’ 
appointed associate representative to 
the Interstate Oil and Gas Compact 
Commission and was recognized for his 
leadership by being awarded the 2015 
Distinguished Leadership Award from 
the National Stripper Well Association. 
More recently, in November 2018, he 
was a finalist for the Petroleum Econo-
mist magazine’s Energy Executive of 
the Year award. 

I now ask my colleagues to join me 
in thanking Ed for his work on behalf 
of Kansas’ independent oil and natural 
gas producers, as well as in wishing 
him the best of luck in his new position 
with the Illinois Oil and Gas Associa-
tion.∑ 

REMEMBERING VINCENT LEGGETT 

∑ Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
rise today to pay tribute to the re-
markable life of the late Vincent 
‘‘Vince’’ Leggett of Baltimore, MD. 

Mr. Leggett was born in East Balti-
more in 1953 to Charlie and Willie Mae 
Leggett. After attending local schools, 
Mr. Leggett attended Morgan State 
University before continuing on to 
Central Michigan University, where he 
earned his master’s in public adminis-
tration in 1999. 

Mr. Leggett would often spend his 
summers as a child traveling south to 
North Carolina to tend to his family’s 
farm. It was through this and his love 
for experiencing the outdoors with his 
family that inspired his career in con-
servation. In 1984, Mr. Leggett mate-
rialized his passion into the Blacks of 
the Chesapeake Project in which he 
worked tirelessly to not only preserve 
African-American maritime history in 
our region but also to advocate for en-
vironmental justice for African-Ameri-
cans in the DMV area. His efforts led to 
the establishment of the Blacks of the 
Chesapeake Foundation that we know 
today. 

Under Mr. Leggett’s direction, the 
Blacks of the Chesapeake Foundation 
cultivated a tremendous archive of 
Black maritime stories. In 2000, the 
foundation was designated as a Local 
Legacy Project by the Library of Con-
gress and U.S. Congress. Because of his 
work, Mr. Leggett was also awarded 
the honor of Admiral of the Chesa-
peake, a lifetime achievement award 
given by the Governor to those com-
mitted to conserving the bay. Most re-
cently, he was working with the Enoch 
Pratt Free Library and the Maryland 
State Archives to digitize the collec-
tion and make it more accessible to the 
community. 

I offer my heartfelt gratitude to Mr. 
Leggett’s family for his service. In hon-
oring those who came before him, Mr. 
Leggett also cemented his own legacy 
as a conservationist champion to all in 
our community. He will be sorely 
missed by all, but his impact will con-
tinue to carry on for years to come.∑ 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Under the authority of the order of 
the Senate of January 3, 2023, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on December 6, 
2024, during the adjournment of the 
Senate, received a message from the 
House of Representatives announcing 
that the Speaker has signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bills: 

S. 91. An act to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal collectively to 60 diplomats, in rec-
ognition of their bravery and heroism during 
the Holocaust. 

S. 4243. An act to award posthumously the 
Congressional Gold Medal to Shirley Chis-
holm. 

H.R. 1432. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for the de-
ductibility of charitable contributions to 
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certain organizations for members of the 
Armed Forces. 

H.R. 3821. An act to reauthorize the Fire-
fighter Cancer Registry Act of 2018. 

H.R. 5863. An act to provide tax relief with 
respect to certain Federal disasters. 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 3:09 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mrs. Alli, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the 
following bills, in which it requests the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 5349. An act to develop and dissemi-
nate a civic education curriculum and oral 
history resources regarding certain political 
ideologies, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 7198. An act to amend title 5, United 
States Code, to require greater transparency 
for Federal regulatory decisions that impact 
small businesses, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 8413. An act to provide for the convey-
ance of certain Federal land at Swanson Res-
ervoir and Hugh Butler Reservoir in the 
State of Nebraska, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 9598. An act to amend the Office of 
National Drug Control Policy Reauthoriza-
tion Act to reauthorize such Office, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 9600. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 119 Main Street in Plains, Georgia, as the 
‘‘Jimmy and Rosalynn Carter Post Office’’. 

The message also announced that the 
House has passed the following bill, 
with an amendment, in which it re-
quests the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 709. An act to improve performance and 
accountability in the Federal Government, 
and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The Vice President announced that 

on today, December 9, 2024, she had 
signed the following enrolled bill, 
which was previously signed by the 
Speaker of the House: 

S. 91. An act to award a Congressional Gold 
Medal collectively to 60 diplomats, in rec-
ognition of their bravery and heroism during 
the Holocaust. 

The President pro tempore (Mrs. 
MURRAY) announced that on today, De-
cember 9, 2024, she had signed the fol-
lowing enrolled bills, which were pre-
viously signed by the Speaker of the 
House: 

S. 4243. An act to award posthumously the 
Congressional Gold Medal to Shirley Chis-
holm. 

H.R. 1432. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to provide for the de-
ductibility of charitable contributions to 
certain organizations for members of the 
Armed Forces. 

H.R. 3821. An act to reauthorize the Fire-
fighter Cancer Registry Act of 2018. 

H.R. 5863. An act to provide tax relief with 
respect to certain Federal disasters. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 5349. An act to develop and dissemi-
nate a civic education curriculum and oral 
history resources regarding certain political 
ideologies, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

H.R. 9598. An act to amend the Office of 
National Drug Control Policy Reauthoriza-
tion Act to reauthorize such Office, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

H.R. 9600. An act to designate the facility 
of the United States Postal Service located 
at 119 Main Street in Plains, Georgia, as the 
‘‘Jimmy and Rosalynn Carter Post Office’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED 

The Secretary of the Senate reported 
that on December 6, 2024, she had pre-
sented to the President of the United 
States the following enrolled bill: 

S. 3960. An act to amend title 35, United 
States Code, to provide a good faith excep-
tion to the imposition of fines for false asser-
tions and certifications, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–6716. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Cyazofamid; Pes-
ticide Tolerances’’ (FRL No. 12338–01– 
OCSPP) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on December 6, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–6717. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the Department’s fiscal years 
2021–2023 report on reducing barriers to food 
access received in the Office of the President 
pro tempore; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–6718. A communication from the Assist-
ant to the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Federal 
Reserve Bank Capital Stock’’ (RIN7100–AG85) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on December 6, 2024; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6719. A communication from the Assist-
ant to the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Guidance 
for Resolution Plan Submissions of Domestic 
Triennial Full Filers’’ (Docket No. OP–1816) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on December 6, 2024; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6720. A communication from the Assist-
ant to the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Guidance 
for Resolution Plan Submissions of Foreign 
Triennial Full Filers’’ (Docket No. OP–1817) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on December 6, 2024; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6721. A communication from the Con-
gressional and Public Affairs Specialist, Bu-
reau of Industry and Security, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Additions and 
Modifications to the Entity List; Removals 
from the Validated End-User Program’’ 

(RIN0694–AJ77) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on December 2, 2024; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–6722. A communication from the Execu-
tive Director, Bureau of Industry and Secu-
rity, Department of Commerce, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Securing the Information and Com-
munications Technology and Services Sup-
ply Chain’’ (RIN0605–AA51) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on December 6, 
2024; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6723. A communication from the Con-
gressional and Public Affairs Specialist, Bu-
reau of Industry and Security, Department 
of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Foreign-Pro-
duced Direct Product Rule Additions, and 
Refinements to Controls for Advanced Com-
puting and Semiconductor Manufacturing 
Items’’ (RIN0694–AJ74) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on April 22, 
2024; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6724. A communication from the Divi-
sion Chief of Regulatory Affairs and Direc-
tives, Bureau of Land Management, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Waste 
Prevention, Production Subject to Royalties, 
and Resource Conservation’’ (RIN1004–AF01) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on December 6, 2024; to the Committee on 
Energy and Natural Resources. 

EC–6725. A communication from the Policy 
Advisor, Fish and Wildlife Service, Depart-
ment of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge System; 2024–2025 Sta-
tion-Specific Hunting and Sport Fishing 
Regulations’’ (RIN1018–BH17) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on December 6; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

EC–6726. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Hazardous Waste 
Generator Improvements Rule, the Haz-
ardous Waste Pharmaceuticals Rule, and the 
Definition of Solid Waste Rule; Technical 
Corrections’’ ((RIN2050–AH23) (FRL No. 8687– 
04–OLEM)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on December 6, 2024; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6727. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Revisions; 
Arizona; Maricopa County Air Quality De-
partment’’ (FRL No. 11596–02–R9) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on Decem-
ber 6, 2024; to the Committee on Environ-
ment and Public Works. 

EC–6728. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Finding of Failure 
to Submit State Implementation Plan Sub-
missions for the 2008 and 2015 Ozone National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards; California; 
San Diego County Area’’ (FRL No. 12352–01– 
R9) received during adjournment of the Sen-
ate in the Office of the President of the Sen-
ate on December 6, 2024; to the Committee on 
Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6729. A communication from the Asso-
ciate Director of the Regulatory Manage-
ment Division, Environmental Protection 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6871 December 9, 2024 
Agency, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; 
ID; Revisions to Air Quality Regulations’’ 
(FRL No. 11575–03–R10) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on December 6, 2024; 
to the Committee on Environment and Pub-
lic Works. 

f 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The following petitions and memo-
rials were laid before the Senate and 
were referred or ordered to lie on the 
table as indicated: 

POM–190. A resolution adopted by the 
House of Representatives of the State of New 
Hampshire reaffirming support for the child 
labor amendment to the United States Con-
stitution; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

HOUSE RESOLUTION NO. 24 

Whereas, widespread child labor was com-
mon in the 1800’s and into the early 1900’s; 
and 

Whereas, the United States Supreme Court 
ruled in 1918 in Hammer v. Dagenhart that 
Congress did not possess the authority to 
regulate child labor prompting the writing of 
the Child Labor Amendment; and 

Whereas, the Child Labor Amendment au-
thorizes Congress ‘‘to limit, regulate, and 
prohibit the labor of persons under eighteen 
years of age’’ and recognizes state legisla-
tures sharing that authority with Congress; 
and 

Whereas, the Child Labor Amendment was 
passed by Congress in 1924 and sent to the 
states for ratification, and the New Hamp-
shire legislature ratified it in 1933; and 

Whereas, no state has ratified the Child 
Labor Amendment since 1937 and in 1941 the 
United States Supreme Court overturned 
Hammer v. Dagenhart in United States v. 
Darby Lumber Co.; and 

Whereas, while United States v. Darby 
Lumber Co. remains precedent, since 2018 
there has been renewed interest in the ratifi-
cation of the Child Labor Amendment, in-
cluding passage by the Hawaii Senate in 2021 
and 2022 and introduction in several other 
state legislative chambers; now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives: 
That the New Hampshire legislature reaf-

firms its ratification of the Child Labor 
Amendment to the United States Constitu-
tion. 

That the clerk of the New Hampshire 
house of representatives is directed to pre-
pare copies of this memorial and transmit 
them to the President of the United States, 
the President and the Secretary of the 
United States Senate, the Speaker and the 
Clerk of the United States House of Rep-
resentatives, and New Hampshire’s congres-
sional delegation. 

POM–191. A petition from a citizen of the 
State of Texas relative to requesting enact-
ment of federal legislation that would pro-
hibit Federal, State, or local taxation upon 
disbursements from the Social Security pro-
gram; to the Committee on Finance. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment: 

S. 559. A bill to amend the Federal Fire 
Prevention and Control Act of 1974 to au-
thorize appropriations for the United States 

Fire Administration and firefighter assist-
ance grant programs (Rept. No. 118–266). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

S. 1444. A bill to increase the pay and en-
hance the training of United States Border 
Patrol agents, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 118–267). 

S. 1862. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to provide explicit author-
ity for the Secretary of Homeland Security 
and the Director of the Cybersecurity and In-
frastructure Security Agency to work with 
international partners on cybersecurity, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 118–268). 

S. 1897. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to enhance capabilities 
for outbound inspections at the southern 
land border, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 118–269). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with amendments and an amendment 
to the title: 

S. 2248. A bill to require a pilot program on 
the use of big data analytics to identify ves-
sels evading sanctions and export controls 
and to require a report on the availability in 
the United States of emerging and 
foundational technologies subject to export 
controls (Rept. No. 118–270). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

S. 2251. A bill to improve the cybersecurity 
of the Federal Government, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 118–271). 

S. 2367. A bill to improve border security 
through regular assessments and evaluations 
of the Checkpoint Program Management Of-
fice and effective training of U.S. Border Pa-
trol agents regarding drug seizures (Rept. 
No. 118–272). 

S. 4024. A bill to amend the Homeland Se-
curity Act of 2002 to enable secure and trust-
worthy technology through other trans-
action contracting authority (Rept. No. 118– 
273). 

S. 4055. A bill to provide for a pilot pro-
gram to improve contracting outcomes, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 118–274). 

S. 4062. A bill to establish a pilot program 
to assess the use of technology to speed up 
and enhance the cargo inspection process at 
land ports of entry along the border (Rept. 
No. 118–275). 

S. 4066. A bill to improve Federal tech-
nology procurement, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 118–276). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute and an amendment to the title: 

S. 4631. A bill to amend title 41, United 
States Code, to prohibit minimum education 
requirements for proposed contractor per-
sonnel in certain contract solicitations, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 118–277). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment: 

S. 4656. A bill to amend title 5, United 
States Code, concerning restrictions on the 
participation of certain Federal employees 
in partisan political activity, and for other 
purposes (Rept. No. 118–278). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

S. 4672. A bill to require the Commissioner 
for U.S. Customs and Border Protection to 
assess current efforts to respond to haz-
ardous weather and water events at or near 
United States borders and, to the extent 

such efforts may be improved, to develop a 
hazardous weather and water events pre-
paredness and response strategy, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 118–279). 

S. 4697. A bill to enhance the cybersecurity 
of the Healthcare and Public Health Sector 
(Rept. No. 118–280). 

S. 5092. A bill to amend the Northern Bor-
der Security Review Act to require updates 
to the northern border threat analysis and 
northern border strategy, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 118–281). 

S. 5098. A bill to require certain agencies to 
develop plans for internal control in the 
event of an emergency or crisis, and for 
other purposes (Rept. No. 118–282). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment: 

H.R. 5887. An act to amend chapter 3 of 
title 5, . . .United States Code, to improve 
Government service delivery, and build re-
lated capacity for the Federal Government, 
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 118–283). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

H.R. 7219. An act to ensure that Federal 
agencies rely on the best reasonably avail-
able scientific, technical, demographic, eco-
nomic, and statistical information and evi-
dence to develop, issue or inform the public 
of the nature and bases of Federal agency 
rules and guidance, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 118–284). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, without amendment: 

H.R. 7524. An act to amend title 40, United 
States Code, to require the submission of re-
ports on certain information technology 
services funds to Congress before expendi-
tures may be made, and for other purposes 
(Rept. No. 118–285). 

H.R. 7525. An act to require the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget to 
issue guidance to agencies requiring special 
districts to be recognized as local govern-
ment for the purpose of Federal financial as-
sistance determinations (Rept. No. 118–286). 

By Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute: 

S. 4294. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to negotiate with the 
Government of Canada regarding an agree-
ment for integrated cross border aerial law 
enforcement operations, and for other pur-
poses (Rept. No. 118–287). 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. YOUNG (for himself and Mr. 
BRAUN): 

S. 5452. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
119 North Anderson Street in Elwood, Indi-
ana, as the ‘‘Officer Noah Jacob Shahnavaz 
Post Office Building’’; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. DAINES (for himself and Ms. 
SMITH): 

S. 5453. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to provide Tribal courts and law 
enforcement with more tools to combat the 
opioid epidemic; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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By Mr. CARDIN: 

S. 5454. A bill to update the United States 
policy towards Hong Kong, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions. 

By Mr. MANCHIN: 
S. 5455. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs to carry out a program for 
the construction and renovation of com-
mittal shelters at State-owned veterans’ 
cemeteries, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. SMITH (for herself and Ms. COL-
LINS): 

S. 5456. A bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to authorize rural residency 
planning and development grant programs, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (for himself, Mr. 
TILLIS, and Mr. SCOTT of South Caro-
lina): 

S. 5457. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow a portion of gen-
eral business credit carryforwards to be 
transferred by certain taxpayers affected by 
Federally declared disasters; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. PAUL: 
S. 5458. A bill to allow Federal funds appro-

priated for kindergarten through grade 12 
education to follow the student; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mrs. BLACKBURN: 
S. 5459. A bill to amend title XI of the So-

cial Security Act to alter when biosimilar 
biological products are eligible for price ne-
gotiations under the Medicare program; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 1845 
At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1845, a bill to amend title 
XI of the Social Security Act to pro-
vide for the testing of a community- 
based palliative care model. 

S. 2492 
At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2492, a bill to amend title II of the 
Social Security Act to improve coordi-
nation between the Do Not Pay work-
ing system and Federal and State agen-
cies authorized to use the system. 

S. 2563 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, the 

name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. WELCH) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2563, a bill to amend the Food and 
Nutrition Act of 2008 to allow for dual 
enrollment in the supplemental nutri-
tion assistance program and the food 
distribution program on Indian res-
ervations. 

S. 2829 
At the request of Ms. STABENOW, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2829, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide for an ex-
clusion for assistance provided to par-
ticipants in certain veterinary student 
loan repayment or forgiveness pro-
grams. 

S. 3657 
At the request of Mr. CASEY, the 

name of the Senator from New Mexico 
(Mr. LUJÁN) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3657, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to enhance the 
Child and Dependent Care Tax Credit 
and make the credit fully refundable 
for certain taxpayers. 

S. 3981 
At the request of Mr. HICKENLOOPER, 

the names of the Senator from Dela-
ware (Mr. COONS) and the Senator from 
Alabama (Mrs. BRITT) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 3981, a bill to amend 
the Public Health Service Act to au-
thorize the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services to carry out a pro-
gram of research, training, and inves-
tigation related to Down syndrome, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 4272 
At the request of Mr. WARNOCK, the 

name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
4272, a bill to direct the Joint Com-
mittee of Congress on the Library to 
obtain a statue of Shirley Chisholm for 
placement in the United States Cap-
itol. 

S. 4786 
At the request of Mr. MARKEY, the 

name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 4786, a bill to cancel Federal oil 
and gas leases held by persons that ma-
nipulate the market price of oil or gas 
in violation of Federal law, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 4888 
At the request of Mr. WELCH, the 

name of the Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. BOOZMAN) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 4888, a bill to include Czechia 
in the list of foreign states whose na-
tionals are eligible for admission into 
the United States as E–1 non-
immigrants if United States nationals 
are treated similarly by the Govern-
ment of Czechia. 

S. 4917 
At the request of Mrs. BRITT, the 

names of the Senator from North Caro-
lina (Mr. TILLIS), the Senator from 
Delaware (Mr. COONS) and the Senator 

from New Hampshire (Ms. HASSAN) 
were added as cosponsors of S. 4917, a 
bill to amend the Federal securities 
laws to enhance 403(b) plans, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 5060 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO), the Senator from New Hamp-
shire (Mrs. SHAHEEN) and the Senator 
from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 5060, a bill to 
reauthorize the PROTECT Our Chil-
dren Act of 2008, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 5215 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from Georgia (Mr. 
OSSOFF) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
5215, a bill to amend title 10, United 
States Code, to modify the treatment 
of nondisclosure agreements with re-
spect to privatized military housing, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 5415 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. BOOKER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 5415, a bill to amend title 11, 
United States Code, to prohibit non-
consensual release of a nondebtor enti-
ty’s liability to an entity other than 
the debtor, and for other purposes. 

S. 5443 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 5443, a bill to amend title 11, United 
States Code, to improve protections for 
employees and retirees in business 
bankruptcies. 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO OBJECT TO 
PROCEEDING 

I, Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY, intend 
to object to proceeding to S. 4996, a bill 
to amend Public Law 89–108 to modify 
the authorization of appropriations for 
State and Tribal, municipal, rural, and 
industrial water supplies, and for other 
purposes, dated December 9, 2024. 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the following 
staffers in Senator JON TESTER’s office 
be granted floor privileges until De-
cember 10, 2024: Eli Cousin, Brittany 
Adams, and Elizabeth Hague. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

h 

FOREIGN TRAVEL FINANCIAL REPORTS 

In accordance with the appropriate provisions of law, the Secretary of the Senate herewith submits the following re-
ports for standing committees of the Senate, certain joint committees of the Congress, delegations and groups, and select 
and special committees of the Senate, relating to expenses incurred in the performance of authorized foreign travel: 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6873 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or US 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or US 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or US 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or US 
currency 

Senator Lindsey Graham: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 3,854.00 ................................ ................................ 3,854.00 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 1,911.27 ................................ ................................ 1,911.27 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 5,800.90 ................................ 5,800.90 

Taylor Stephens: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 3,854.00 ................................ ................................ 3,854.00 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 1,911.27 ................................ ................................ 1,911.27 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 5,800.90 ................................ 5,800.90 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 11,530.54 11,601.80 0.00 23,132.34 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR PATTY MURRAY,
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Oct. 23, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Katie Britt: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,920.45 ................................ ................................ 1,920.45 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 1,024.00 ................................ ................................ 1,024.00 

Senator Bill Hagerty: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,920.45 ................................ ................................ 1,920.45 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 686.24 ................................ ................................ 686.24 

Robert Zarate: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,850.45 ................................ ................................ 1,850.45 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 755.60 ................................ ................................ 755.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 10,065.23 10,065.23 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 4,254.92 4,254.92 

Senator Christopher Coons: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,720.44 ................................ ................................ 1,720.44 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 1,064.00 ................................ ................................ 1,064.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 406.71 ................................ 406.71 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,163.00 2,163.00 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,064.00 1,064.00 

Senator Deb Fischer: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Senator Jerry Moran: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 5,030.00 ................................ ................................ 5,030.00 

Nathan Flagg: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Emily Leviner: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Senator John Boozman: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Senator Katie Britt: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Senator John Kennedy: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Senator Jeanne Shaheen: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Clayton Armentrout: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Toni-Marie Higgins: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Katherine Kaufer: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 3,815.29 ................................ ................................ 3,815.29 

James Kelly: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 5,030.00 ................................ ................................ 5,030.00 

Alison Macdonald: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Delegation Expenses: * 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... ................................ ................................ 39,817.30 39,817.30 

Abigail Grace: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... Philippine Peso ..................................... 1,140.29 ................................ ................................ 1,140.29 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 23,820.30 ................................ 23,820.30 

Katherine Kaufer: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... Philippine Peso ..................................... 1,140.29 ................................ ................................ 1,140.29 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... 1,088.34 ................................ ................................ 1,088.34 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 15,952.50 ................................ 15,952.50 

Robert Leonard: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... Philippine Peso ..................................... 1,140.29 ................................ ................................ 1,140.29 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... 1,088.29 ................................ ................................ 1,088.29 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 11,285.50 ................................ 11,285.50 

Todd Phillips: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,140.29 ................................ ................................ 1,140.29 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,088.34 ................................ ................................ 1,088.34 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 11,239.70 ................................ 11,239.70 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... Philippine Peso ..................................... ................................ ................................ 576.86 576.86 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... ................................ ................................ 1,154.67 1,154.67 

Senator Lindsey Graham: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 493.96 ................................ ................................ 493.96 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... 3,195.36 ................................ ................................ 3,195.36 

Taylor Stephens: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 493.96 ................................ ................................ 493.96 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... 1,900.66 ................................ ................................ 1,900.66 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,700.76 1,700.76 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,928.78 2,928.78 

Senator Lindsey Graham: 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 477.60 ................................ ................................ 477.60 
Netherlands .................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... 118.56 ................................ ................................ 118.56 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. 998.47 ................................ ................................ 998.47 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6874 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 476.91 ................................ ................................ 476.91 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,420.20 ................................ 13,420.20 

Ryan Geary: 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 505.43 ................................ ................................ 505.43 
Netherlands .................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... 147.79 ................................ ................................ 147.79 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. 1,081.00 ................................ ................................ 1,081.00 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 582.72 ................................ ................................ 582.72 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 12,857.82 ................................ 12,857.82 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,821.68 1,821.68 
Netherlands .................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,098.34 2,098.34 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. ................................ ................................ 2,076.66 2,076.66 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,263.24 2,263.24 

Paul Grove: 
India ............................................................................................................................................................. Indian Rupee ........................................ 1,830.60 ................................ ................................ 1,830.60 
Pakistan ....................................................................................................................................................... Pakistan Rupee .................................... 420.00 ................................ ................................ 420.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 10,225.48 ................................ 10,225.48 

Delegation Expenses: * 
India ............................................................................................................................................................. Indian Rupee ........................................ ................................ ................................ 387.88 387.88 
Pakistan ....................................................................................................................................................... Pakistan Rupee .................................... ................................ ................................ 1,306.94 1,306.94 

Michael Clementi: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,650.24 ................................ ................................ 1,650.24 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 9,029.09 ................................ 9,029.09 

Kimberly Segura: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,650.24 ................................ ................................ 1,650.24 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 15,668.39 ................................ 15,668.39 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,856.52 1,856.52 

Michelle Dominguez: 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. 1,267.00 ................................ ................................ 1,267.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 18,966.40 ................................ 18,966.40 

Jason Mcmahon: 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. 1,267.00 ................................ ................................ 1,267.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 18,966.40 ................................ 18,966.40 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. ................................ ................................ 2,833.00 2,833.00 

Ryan Petit: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 289.56 ................................ ................................ 289.56 
Luxembourg .................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... 129.00 ................................ ................................ 129.00 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 617.12 ................................ ................................ 617.12 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,597.20 ................................ 4,597.20 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 4,640.41 4,640.41 
Luxembourg .................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 712.42 712.42 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,364.51 2,364.51 

Senator Chris Van Hollen: 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ New Israeli Sheqel ............................... 1,910.00 ................................ ................................ 1,910.00 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ Saudi Riyal ........................................... 452.80 ................................ ................................ 452.80 
United Arab Emirates ................................................................................................................................... UAE Dirham .......................................... 832.40 ................................ ................................ 832.40 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 17,192.38 ................................ 17,192.38 

Molly Cole: 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ New Israeli Sheqel ............................... 1,770.00 ................................ ................................ 1,770.00 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ Saudi Riyal ........................................... 452.80 ................................ ................................ 452.80 
United Arab Emirates ................................................................................................................................... UAE Dirham .......................................... 832.40 ................................ ................................ 832.40 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 12,843.61 ................................ 12,843.61 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ New Israeli Sheqel ............................... ................................ ................................ 2,187.00 2,187.00 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ Saudi Riyal ........................................... ................................ ................................ 167.77 167.77 
United Arab Emirates ................................................................................................................................... UAE Dirham .......................................... ................................ ................................ 646.00 646.00 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 108,039.53 196,471.68 89,087.89 393,599.10 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR PATTY MURRAY,
Chairman, Committee on Appropriations, Oct. 29, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 U.S.C. 1754(b), 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Tammy Duckworth: 
Laos .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 345.99 ................................ ................................ 345.99 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,224.70 ................................ 13,224.70 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... 855.46 ................................ ................................ 855.46 

Grace Cason: 
Laos .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 375.78 ................................ ................................ 375.78 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,234.70 ................................ 13,234.70 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... 973.38 ................................ ................................ 973.38 

Jermaine Turner: 
Laos .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 346.87 ................................ ................................ 346.87 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Us Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,629.70 ................................ 13,629.70 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... 1,069.29 ................................ ................................ 1,069.29 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Laos .............................................................................................................................................................. Lao Kip ................................................. ................................ ................................ 2,345.09 2,345.09 

Jonathan Epstein: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 493.26 ................................ ................................ 493.26 
Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,280.37 ................................ ................................ 1,280.37 
Kazakhstan ................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,214.39 ................................ ................................ 1,214.39 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 9,156.95 ................................ 9,156.95 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,028.47 ................................ ................................ 1,028.47 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 11,453.00 ................................ 11,453.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... ................................ ................................ 906.00 906.00 

Jonathan Epstein: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 503.69 ................................ ................................ 503.69 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,811.10 ................................ 6,811.10 

Adam Trull: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 456.00 ................................ ................................ 456.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6875 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 U.S.C. 1754(b), 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 7,702.20 ................................ 7,702.20 
Chad Johnson: 

Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,046.56 ................................ ................................ 1,046.56 
Kenya ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 701.25 ................................ ................................ 701.25 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 17,033.00 ................................ 17,033.00 

Katelyn Magnus: 
Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,046.56 ................................ ................................ 1,046.56 
Kenya ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,052.77 ................................ ................................ 1,052.77 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 17,033.00 ................................ 17,033.00 

Senator Theodore Budd: 
Estonia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 459.57 ................................ ................................ 459.57 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 838.94 ................................ ................................ 838.94 
Latvia ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 573.94 ................................ ................................ 573.94 
Lithuania ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 648.61 ................................ ................................ 648.61 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,452.10 ................................ 8,452.10 

Abigail Zarzar: 
Estonia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 743.43 ................................ ................................ 743.43 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 668.60 ................................ ................................ 668.60 
Latvia ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 410.74 ................................ ................................ 410.74 
Lithuania ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 662.69 ................................ ................................ 662.69 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Estonia ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,779.88 3,779.88 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,650.38 2,650.38 
Latvia ........................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,096.00 2,096.00 

Adam Barker: 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,065.35 ................................ ................................ 2,065.35 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 10,593.00 ................................ 10,593.00 

Adam Trull: 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,713.92 ................................ ................................ 2,713.92 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 10,593.00 ................................ 10,593.00 

Senator Kevin Cramer: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 410.00 ................................ ................................ 410.00 

Colby Kuhns: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 558.86 ................................ ................................ 558.86 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 9,052.95 ................................ 9,052.95 

Senator Jack Reed: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 741.00 ................................ ................................ 741.00 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,007.00 ................................ ................................ 1,007.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,769.00 ................................ 6,769.00 

Jenny Davis: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 741.00 ................................ ................................ 741.00 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,007.00 ................................ ................................ 1,007.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 5,401.80 ................................ 5,401.80 

Michael Noblet: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 741.00 ................................ ................................ 741.00 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,007.00 ................................ ................................ 1,007.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,769.00 ................................ 6,769.00 

Meredith Werner: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 741.00 ................................ ................................ 741.00 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,007.00 ................................ ................................ 1,007.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,769.29 ................................ 6,769.29 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... Philippine Peso ..................................... ................................ ................................ 472.49 472.49 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,055.00 2,055.00 

Senator Eric Schmitt: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 2,034.55 ................................ ................................ 2,034.55 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 883.53 ................................ ................................ 883.53 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,291.72 2,291.72 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,063.72 1,063.72 

Eric Trager: 
Egypt ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 656.27 ................................ ................................ 656.27 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,409.78 ................................ 6,409.78 

Olivia Trusty: 
Egypt ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 930.07 ................................ ................................ 930.07 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,409.78 ................................ 6,409.78 

Kevin Kim: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 496.00 ................................ ................................ 496.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,114.30 ................................ 6,114.30 

Adam Trull: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 326.45 ................................ ................................ 326.45 
Netherlands .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 532.38 ................................ ................................ 532.38 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,754.15 ................................ 4,754.15 

Sofia Kamali: 
Australia ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,006.13 ................................ ................................ 1,006.13 
New Zealand ................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 192.12 ................................ ................................ 192.12 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 15,148.00 ................................ 15,148.00 

Olivia Trusty: 
Australia ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,474.40 ................................ ................................ 1,474.40 
New Zealand ................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 326.00 ................................ ................................ 326.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 14,783.20 ................................ 14,783.20 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,976.93 ................................ ................................ 1,976.93 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 9,885.30 ................................ 9,885.30 
Argentina ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 883.21 ................................ ................................ 883.21 
Chile ............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 958.30 ................................ ................................ 958.30 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 16,557.10 ................................ 16,557.10 

Brendan Gavin: 
Panama ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 450.04 ................................ ................................ 450.04 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 3,423.30 ................................ 3,423.30 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Colombia ...................................................................................................................................................... Colombian Peso .................................... ................................ ................................ 317.69 317.69 
Panama ........................................................................................................................................................ Balboa, US Dollar ................................. ................................ ................................ 2,113.00 2,113.00 

Senator Roger Wicker: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 999.00 ................................ ................................ 999.00 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,209.30 ................................ ................................ 1,209.30 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,353.00 ................................ ................................ 1,353.00 

Jen Jett: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 999.00 ................................ ................................ 999.00 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,209.30 ................................ ................................ 1,209.30 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 170.00 ................................ ................................ 170.00 

Warner Speed: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 999.00 ................................ ................................ 999.00 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,209.30 ................................ ................................ 1,209.30 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,020.00 ................................ ................................ 1,020.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 2,170.20 ................................ 2,170.20 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6876 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 U.S.C. 1754(b), 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ Armenian Dram .................................... ................................ ................................ 7,832.34 7,832.34 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 7,214.04 7,214.04 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Romanian Leu ...................................... ................................ ................................ 19,361.10 19,361.10 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 52,831.02 259,333.60 54,498.45 366,663.07 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR JACK REED,
Chairman, Committee on Armed Services, Oct. 30, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING & URBAN AFFAIRS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPTEMBER 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Robert Baldwin: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 510.67 ................................ ................................ 510.67 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,052.00 ................................ ................................ 1,052.00 

Lila Nieves-Lee: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 510.67 ................................ ................................ 510.67 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,052.00 ................................ ................................ 1,052.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,661.50 1,661.50 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,123.00 1,123.00 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 3,125.34 ................................ 2,784.50 5,909.84 

* Delegation expenses included payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR SHERROD BROWN,
Chairman, Committee on Banking, Housing & Urban Affairs, Oct. 23, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON BUDGET FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Aaron Strickland: 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 366.68 ................................ ................................ 366.68 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,798.00 ................................ 8,798.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,131.62 1,131.62 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 366.68 8,798.00 1,131.62 10,296.30 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR SHELDON WHITEHOUSE,
Chairman, Committee on Budget, Nov. 5, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE & TRANSPORTATION FOR TRAVEL FROM: JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator John Thune: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,720.44 ................................ ................................ 1,720.44 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 924.00 ................................ ................................ 924.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,163.37 2,163.37 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,063.72 1,063.72 

Lauren Bates: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 4,705.29 ................................ ................................ 4,705.29 

Delegation Expenses: * 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... ................................ ................................ 2,799.71 2,799.71 

John Connell: 
South Africa ................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,439.88 ................................ ................................ 2,439.88 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 16,739.50 ................................ 16,739.50 

Delegation Expenses: * 
South Africa ................................................................................................................................................. Rand ..................................................... ................................ ................................ 142.31 142.31 

Mary-Eileen Manning: 
Peru .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,014.00 ................................ ................................ 1,014.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 1,084.25 ................................ 1,084.25 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Peru .............................................................................................................................................................. Sol ........................................................ ................................ ................................ 628.93 628.93 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 10,803.61 17,823.75 6,798.04 35,425.40 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR MARIA CANTWELL,
Chairman, Committee on Commerce, Science & Transportation,

Oct. 22, 2024. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6877 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT & PUBLIC WORKS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 to SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

James Longley: 
Cambodia ..................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 506.00 135.00 ................................ 641.00 
Indonesia ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 330.33 ................................ ................................ 330.33 
Singapore ..................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 3,428.00 109.00 ................................ 3,537.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 15,835.60 ................................ 15,835.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Cambodia ..................................................................................................................................................... Riel ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 475.56 475.56 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 4,264.33 16,079.60 475.56 20,819.49 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR THOMAS CARPER,
Chairman, Committee on Environment & Public Works, Oct. 28, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBER AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator John Cornyn: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ Armenian Dram .................................... 1,417.85 ................................ ................................ 1,417.85 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 1,194.71 ................................ ................................ 1,194.71 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Romanian Leu ...................................... 1,491.66 ................................ ................................ 1,491.66 

Phil Breuder: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ Armenian Dram .................................... 840.92 ................................ ................................ 840.92 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 1,194.69 ................................ ................................ 1,194.69 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ Armenian Dram .................................... ................................ ................................ 850.22 850.22 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,560.38 1,560.38 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Romanian Leu ...................................... ................................ ................................ 2,939.49 2,939.49 

Nomcebisi Ndlovu: 
Kenya ............................................................................................................................................................ Kenyan Shilling .................................... 196.00 ................................ ................................ 196.00 
Tanzania ....................................................................................................................................................... Tanzanian Shilling ............................... 376.00 ................................ ................................ 376.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,494.90 ................................ 13,494.90 

Mayur Patel: 
Kenya ............................................................................................................................................................ Kenyan Shilling .................................... 231.00 ................................ ................................ 231.00 
Tanzania ....................................................................................................................................................... Tanzanian Shilling ............................... 411.00 ................................ ................................ 411.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,494.90 ................................ 13,494.90 

Gregg Richard: 
Kenya ............................................................................................................................................................ Kenyan Shilling .................................... 231.00 ................................ ................................ 231.00 
Tanzania ....................................................................................................................................................... Tanzanian Shilling ............................... 411.00 ................................ ................................ 411.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,494.90 ................................ 13,494.90 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Kenya ............................................................................................................................................................ Kenyan Shilling .................................... ................................ ................................ 1,017.12 1,017.12 
Tanzania ....................................................................................................................................................... Tanzanian Shilling ............................... ................................ ................................ 1,855.42 1,855.42 

Shawn Bishop: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 688.94 ................................ ................................ 688.94 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,567.01 ................................ ................................ 1,567.01 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,515.50 ................................ 13,515.50 

Gable Brady: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 769.97 ................................ ................................ 769.97 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,669.53 ................................ ................................ 1,669.53 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,526.00 ................................ 13,526.00 

Eva Dugoff: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 672.00 ................................ ................................ 672.00 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,347.22 ................................ ................................ 1,347.22 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,521.30 ................................ 13,521.30 

Allyson Horstman: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 743.64 ................................ ................................ 743.64 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,463.02 ................................ ................................ 1,463.02 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 15,184.10 ................................ 15,184.10 

Amy Nabozny: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 776.00 ................................ ................................ 776.00 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,611.22 ................................ ................................ 1,611.22 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,526.00 ................................ 13,526.00 

Charlotte Rock: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 776.00 ................................ ................................ 776.00 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,622.22 ................................ ................................ 1,622.22 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 14,362.90 ................................ 14,362.90 

Marisa Salemme: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 659.72 ................................ ................................ 659.72 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,565.81 ................................ ................................ 1,565.81 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,526.00 ................................ 13,526.00 

Michael Sheehey: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 798.00 ................................ ................................ 798.00 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,691.22 ................................ ................................ 1,691.22 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 12,661.70 ................................ 12,661.70 

Kripa Sreepada: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 628.43 ................................ ................................ 628.43 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... 1,465.33 ................................ ................................ 1,465.33 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 12,661.70 ................................ 12,661.70 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,972.00 3,972.00 
Switzerland ................................................................................................................................................... Swiss Franc .......................................... ................................ ................................ 3,679.40 3,679.40 

Mayur Patel: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 939.43 ................................ ................................ 939.43 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 1,052.00 ................................ ................................ 1,052.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,263.80 ................................ 8,263.80 

Gregg Richard: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 939.43 ................................ ................................ 939.43 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 1,052.00 ................................ ................................ 1,052.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,263.80 ................................ 8,263.80 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 815.00 815.00 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,123.00 1,123.00 

Sally Laing: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 532.00 ................................ ................................ 532.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 5,524.30 ................................ 5,524.30 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6878 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBER AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FINANCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Isaiah Akin: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 798.00 ................................ ................................ 798.00 
Lithuania ...................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 936.00 ................................ ................................ 936.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,545.60 ................................ 13,545.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,330.18 3,330.18 
Lithuania ...................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 361.83 361.83 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 34,759.67 198,567.40 21,504.04 254,831.11 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 
25,1977. 

SENATOR RON WYDEN,
Chairman, Committee on Finance, Oct. 25, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Veronica Duron: 
Croatia .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,432.00 ................................ ................................ 1,432.00 
Cyprus .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 314.77 ................................ ................................ 314.77 
Greece ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,492.00 ................................ ................................ 1,492.00 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,658.76 ................................ ................................ 1,658.76 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,394.50 ................................ ................................ 1,394.50 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 21,315.96 ................................ 21,315.96 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Croatia .......................................................................................................................................................... Kuna ..................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,100.33 1,100.33 
Cyprus .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,572.99 2,572.99 
Greece ........................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 518.66 518.66 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,402.76 1,402.76 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ Saudi Riyal ........................................... ................................ ................................ 253.74 253.74 
United Arab Emirates ................................................................................................................................... UAE Dirham .......................................... ................................ ................................ 114.35 114.35 

Senator Benjamin Cardin: 
Argentina ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,284.00 ................................ ................................ 1,284.00 
Brazil ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 2,082.00 ................................ ................................ 2,082.00 
Guatemala .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 176.00 ................................ ................................ 176.00 

Eric Harris: 
Argentina ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,130.10 ................................ ................................ 1,130.10 
Brazil ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,776.00 ................................ ................................ 1,776.00 
Guatemala .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 289.00 ................................ ................................ 289.00 

Damian Murphy: 
Argentina ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,050.77 ................................ ................................ 1,050.77 
Brazil ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 2,276.00 ................................ ................................ 2,276.00 
Guatemala .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 218.00 ................................ ................................ 218.00 

Debbie Yamada: 
Argentina ...................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,186.00 ................................ ................................ 1,186.00 
Brazil ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 2,012.00 ................................ ................................ 2,012.00 
Guatemala .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 225.00 ................................ ................................ 225.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Argentina ...................................................................................................................................................... Argentine Peso ..................................... ................................ ................................ 6,274.64 6,274.64 
Brazil ............................................................................................................................................................ Brazilian Real ....................................... ................................ ................................ 14,835.00 14,835.00 
Guatemala .................................................................................................................................................... Quetzal ................................................. ................................ ................................ 1,264.44 1,264.44 

Senator Benjamin Cardin: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 719.00 ................................ ................................ 719.00 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,542.00 ................................ ................................ 2,542.00 

Debbie Yamada: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 719.00 ................................ ................................ 719.00 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,545.00 ................................ ................................ 2,545.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,700.76 1,700.76 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 6,388.29 6,388.29 

Debbie Yamada: 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 903.00 ................................ ................................ 903.00 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,022.00 ................................ ................................ 1,022.00 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 340.00 ................................ ................................ 340.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 7,625.00 ................................ 7,625.00 

Delegation Expenses:* 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ Armenian Dram .................................... ................................ ................................ 903.35 903.35 
Malta ............................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,365.35 1,365.35 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Romanian Leu ...................................... ................................ ................................ 2,420.13 2,420.13 

Katie Chaudoin: 
Denmark ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,345.00 ................................ ................................ 1,345.00 
Egypt ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,315.00 ................................ ................................ 1,315.00 
Greece ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 474.00 ................................ ................................ 474.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,066.59 ................................ 8,066.59 

Matthew Sullivan: 
Denmark ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,345.00 ................................ ................................ 1,345.00 
Egypt ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,315.00 ................................ ................................ 1,315.00 
Greece ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 474.00 ................................ ................................ 474.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,066.59 ................................ 8,066.59 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Egypt ............................................................................................................................................................ Egyptian Pound .................................... ................................ ................................ 115.91 115.91 

Lara Crouch: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 933.40 ................................ ................................ 933.40 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 7,908.08 ................................ 7,908.08 

Michael Urena: 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,205.28 ................................ ................................ 1,205.28 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 7,908.08 ................................ 7,908.08 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Philippines .................................................................................................................................................... Philippine Peso ..................................... ................................ ................................ 378.88 378.88 

Brenton Krieger: 
Laos .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 370.16 ................................ ................................ 370.16 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 13,979.70 ................................ 13,979.70 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... 939.59 ................................ ................................ 939.59 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Laos .............................................................................................................................................................. Lao Kip ................................................. ................................ ................................ 586.27 586.27 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... ................................ ................................ 710.65 710.65 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6879 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Elisa Ewers: 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 3,378.00 ................................ ................................ 3,378.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,549.65 ................................ 6,549.65 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ New Israeli Sheqel ............................... ................................ ................................ 1,355.80 1,355.80 

Jim Durrett: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,720.44 ................................ ................................ 1,720.44 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 924.00 ................................ ................................ 924.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,163.37 2,163.37 
South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,006.45 1,006.45 

Jodi Herman: 
Lithuania ...................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 996.87 ................................ ................................ 996.87 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 776.91 ................................ ................................ 776.91 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 8,327.00 ................................ 8,327.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Lithuania ...................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 96.50 96.50 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 142.07 142.07 

Josh Klein: 
Ghana ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,008.00 ................................ ................................ 1,008.00 
Ivory Coast ................................................................................................................................................... CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ 1,172.95 ................................ ................................ 1,172.95 
Senegal ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 914.00 ................................ ................................ 914.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 10,910.70 ................................ 10,910.70 

Elodie Offord: 
Ghana ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 921.75 ................................ ................................ 921.75 
Ivory Coast ................................................................................................................................................... CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ 1,295.13 ................................ ................................ 1,295.13 
Senegal ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 973.00 ................................ ................................ 973.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 11,095.54 ................................ 11,095.54 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Ghana ........................................................................................................................................................... Ghana Cedi .......................................... ................................ ................................ 1,890.96 1,890.96 
Ivory Coast ................................................................................................................................................... CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ ................................ ................................ 3,770.40 3,770.40 
Senegal ......................................................................................................................................................... CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ ................................ ................................ 275.00 275.00 

Damian Murphy: 
Indonesia ...................................................................................................................................................... Rupiah .................................................. 821.45 ................................ ................................ 821.45 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 5,745.30 ................................ 5,745.30 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... 1,379.60 ................................ ................................ 1,379.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Indonesia ...................................................................................................................................................... Rupiah .................................................. ................................ ................................ 521.63 521.63 
Vietnam ........................................................................................................................................................ Dong ..................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,158.00 1,158.00 

Senator Pete Ricketts: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 730.00 ................................ ................................ 730.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 11,095.10 ................................ 11,095.10 

Delegation Expenses: * 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,349.32 3,349.32 

Senator Jeanne Shaheen: 
Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 480.38 ................................ ................................ 480.38 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 14,404.10 ................................ 14,404.10 

Amy English: 
Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 496.17 ................................ ................................ 496.17 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 15,975.59 ................................ 15,975.59 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... Lari ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,468.14 2,468.14 

Christopher Socha: 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... 1,482.22 ................................ ................................ 1,482.22 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,943.30 ................................ 4,943.30 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... ................................ ................................ 1,513.00 1,513.00 

Margaret Dougherty: 
Ghana ........................................................................................................................................................... Ghana Cedi .......................................... 672.00 ................................ ................................ 672.00 
Ivory Coast ................................................................................................................................................... CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ 475.90 ................................ ................................ 475.90 
Liberia .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,776.00 ................................ ................................ 1,776.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 7,126.00 ................................ 7,126.00 

John Tomaszewski 
Ghana ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 672.00 ................................ ................................ 672.00 
Ivory Coast ................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 475.90 ................................ ................................ 475.90 
Liberia .......................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,776.00 ................................ ................................ 1,776.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 7,126.00 ................................ 7,126.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Ivory Coast ................................................................................................................................................... CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ ................................ ................................ 2,381.78 2,381.78 
Liberia .......................................................................................................................................................... Liberian Dollar ...................................... ................................ ................................ 1,258.26 1,258.26 

John Tomaszewski: 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 480.69 ................................ ................................ 480.69 
Niger ............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 1,596.00 ................................ ................................ 1,596.00 
Togo .............................................................................................................................................................. CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ 906.81 ................................ ................................ 906.81 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,491.80 ................................ 6,491.80 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Niger ............................................................................................................................................................. CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ ................................ ................................ 3,021.87 3,021.87 
Togo .............................................................................................................................................................. CFA Franc BCEAO ................................ ................................ ................................ 1,159.03 1,159.03 

Michael Urena: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 2,456.00 ................................ ................................ 2,456.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,553.10 ................................ 4,553.10 

Shervin Ghaffari: 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 1,770.00 ................................ ................................ 1,770.00 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 452.80 ................................ ................................ 452.80 
United Arab Emirates ................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 832.40 ................................ 100.00 932.40 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,767.00 ................................ 4,767.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Israel ............................................................................................................................................................ New Israeli Sheqel ............................... ................................ ................................ 1,093.50 1,093.50 
Saudi Arabia ................................................................................................................................................ Saudi Riyal ........................................... ................................ ................................ 55.92 55.92 
United Arab Emirates ................................................................................................................................... UAE Dirham .......................................... ................................ ................................ 353.28 353.28 

Senator Todd Young: 
South Africa ................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,206.58 ................................ ................................ 2,206.58 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 25,854.50 ................................ 25,854.80 

John Pinegar: 
South Africa ................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,410.64 ................................ ................................ 2,410.64 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 16,704.50 ................................ 16,704.50 

Delegation Expenses: * 
South Africa ................................................................................................................................................. Rand ..................................................... ................................ ................................ 284.63 284.63 

Senator Todd Young: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,041.00 ................................ ................................ 1,041.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,961.75 ................................ 4,961.75 

John Pinegar: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,106.00 ................................ ................................ 1,106.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 5,458.25 ................................ 5,458.25 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... Mexican Peso ........................................ ................................ ................................ 42.00 42.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6880 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 79,080.92 246,959.18 72,367.41 398,407.51 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR BENJAMIN CARDIN,
Chairman, Committee on Foreign Relations, Oct. 24, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY & GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Senator Laphonza Butler: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,025.00 ................................ ................................ 1,025.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 2,296.39 ................................ 2,296.39 

Senator Thomas Carper: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 954.35 ................................ ................................ 954.35 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 2,748.69 ................................ 2,748.69 

Taylor Gibson: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,265.00 ................................ ................................ 1,265.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 931.89 ................................ 931.89 

Laura Pastre: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,485.00 ................................ ................................ 1,485.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 451.99 ................................ 451.99 

Sarah Silverstein: 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,547.12 ................................ ................................ 1,547.12 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 451.99 ................................ 451.99 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Mexico ........................................................................................................................................................... Mexican Peso ........................................ ................................ ................................ 5,915.71 5,915.71 

Senator Roger Marshall: 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 944.85 ................................ ................................ 944.85 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. US Dollar .............................................. 2,607.43 ................................ ................................ 2,607.43 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 850.38 850.38 
Italy .............................................................................................................................................................. Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,464.39 1,464.39 

Senator Kyrsten Sinema: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 4,772.58 ................................ ................................ 4,772.58 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 10,805.00 ................................ 10,805.00 

Michael Brownlie: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 4,772.58 ................................ ................................ 4,772.58 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 6,097.00 ................................ 6,097.00 

Daniel Winkler: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 4,772.57 ................................ ................................ 4,772.57 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 10,805.10 ................................ 10,805.10 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... ................................ ................................ 5,605.65 5,605.65 

Senator Kyrsten Sinema: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,324.54 ................................ ................................ 1,324.54 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 601.00 ................................ ................................ 601.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,454.20 ................................ 4,454.20 

Daniel Winkler: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 1,324.54 ................................ ................................ 1,324.54 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 601.00 ................................ ................................ 601.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 4,454.20 ................................ 4,454.20 

Delegation Expenses: * 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... ................................ ................................ 708.68 708.68 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 27,997.56 43,496.45 14,544.81 86,038.82 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR GARY PETERS,
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security & Governmental Affairs,

Nov. 4, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Maria Mahler-Haug: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 312.00 ................................ ................................ 312.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 250.00 ................................ ................................ 250.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 975.00 ................................ ................................ 975.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 12,042.70 ................................ 12,042.70 

Russell Willig: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 312.00 ................................ ................................ 312.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 250.00 ................................ ................................ 250.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 975.00 ................................ ................................ 975.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 17,091.70 ................................ 17,091.70 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 396.00 396.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1.36 1.36 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 400.00 400.00 

Nicolas Adams: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 425.71 ................................ ................................ 425.71 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 430.00 ................................ ................................ 430.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 826.24 ................................ ................................ 826.26 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 184.00 ................................ ................................ 184.00 
Country 5 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 16,317.08 ................................ 16,317.08 

Andrew Polesovsky: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 425.71 ................................ ................................ 425.71 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6881 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,239.36 ................................ ................................ 1,239.36 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 770.40 ................................ ................................ 770.40 
Country 5 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 16,586.06 ................................ 16,586.06 

Alex Sabater: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 425.71 ................................ ................................ 425.71 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 430.00 ................................ ................................ 430.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 233.64 ................................ ................................ 233.64 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 184.00 ................................ ................................ 184.00 
Country 5 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 16,317.08 ................................ 16,317.08 

Steve Smith: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 425.71 ................................ ................................ 425.71 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,084.08 ................................ ................................ 1,084.08 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 770.40 ................................ ................................ 770.40 
Country 5 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 16,317.08 ................................ 16,317.08 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 100.00 100.00 

Senator John Cornyn: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 320.00 ................................ ................................ 320.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 584.00 ................................ ................................ 584.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,283.79 ................................ ................................ 1,283.79 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 25,206.16 ................................ 25,206.16 

Nicolas Adams: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 320.00 ................................ ................................ 320.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 584.00 ................................ ................................ 584.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,283.79 ................................ ................................ 1,283.79 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 21,850.04 ................................ 21,850.04 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 547.00 547.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 295.00 295.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 906.15 906.15 

Courtney Fellows: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 527.96 ................................ ................................ 527.96 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 430.00 ................................ ................................ 430.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 8,101.70 ................................ 8,101.70 

Heather Melancon: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 595.86 ................................ ................................ 595.86 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,134.42 ................................ ................................ 1,134.42 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 11,658.20 ................................ 11,658.20 

Alex Moree: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 755.60 ................................ ................................ 755.60 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 852.87 ................................ ................................ 852.87 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 8,103.30 ................................ 8,103.30 

Arjun Ravindra: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 755.60 ................................ ................................ 755.60 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,134.42 ................................ ................................ 1,134.42 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 8,284.20 ................................ 8,284.20 

Rafi Martina: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 411.29 ................................ ................................ 411.29 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 859.00 ................................ ................................ 859.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 410.89 ................................ ................................ 410.89 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,264.60 ................................ 14,264.60 

Peter Metzger: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 407.84 ................................ ................................ 407.84 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 859.00 ................................ ................................ 859.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 410.89 ................................ ................................ 410.89 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,264.60 ................................ 14,264.60 

Bethany Poulos: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 410.92 ................................ ................................ 410.92 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 979.00 ................................ ................................ 979.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 410.89 ................................ ................................ 410.89 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,275.40 ................................ 14,275.40 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,076.00 2,076.00 

Nathan Heiman: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 638.00 ................................ ................................ 638.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 275.00 ................................ ................................ 275.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 4,154.57 ................................ 4,154.57 

Andrew Polesovksy: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 638.00 ................................ ................................ 638.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 535.00 ................................ ................................ 535.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 3,308.07 ................................ 3,308.07 

Steve Smith: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 492.08 ................................ ................................ 492.08 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 535.00 ................................ ................................ 535.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 3,308.07 ................................ 3,308.07 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 400.00 400.00 

Tommy Nguyen: 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 967.43 ................................ ................................ 967.43 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 6,411.10 ................................ 6,411.10 

Andrew Polesovksy: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 510.00 ................................ ................................ 510.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 622.00 ................................ ................................ 622.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,131.93 ................................ ................................ 1,131.93 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 12,866.30 ................................ 12,866.30 

Steve Smith: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 510.00 ................................ ................................ 510.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 539.15 ................................ ................................ 539.15 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,131.93 ................................ ................................ 1,131.93 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 9,465.60 ................................ 9,465.60 

Carolina Wadhams: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 510.00 ................................ ................................ 510.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 622.00 ................................ ................................ 622.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 929.31 ................................ ................................ 929.31 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 12,866.30 ................................ 12,866.30 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 699.56 699.56 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 942.29 942.29 

Rebecca Lee: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 351.00 ................................ ................................ 351.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 735.00 ................................ ................................ 735.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 672.38 ................................ ................................ 672.38 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 12,864.30 ................................ 12,864.30 

Arjun Ravindra: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 351.00 ................................ ................................ 351.00 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6882 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 735.00 ................................ ................................ 735.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 672.38 ................................ ................................ 672.38 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 19,712.30 ................................ 19,712.30 

Russell Willig: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 172.38 ................................ ................................ 172.38 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 735.00 ................................ ................................ 735.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 672.38 ................................ ................................ 672.38 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 13,759.90 ................................ 13,759.90 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 60.97 60.97 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 250.00 250.00 

Elnigar Iltebir: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,317.00 ................................ ................................ 1,317.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,097.50 ................................ 14,097.50 

Rebecca Lee: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,317.00 ................................ ................................ 1,317.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,097.90 ................................ 14,097.90 

Heather Melancon: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 81.60 ................................ 81.60 

Samanatha Roberts: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,317.00 ................................ ................................ 1,317.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,127.50 ................................ 14,127.50 

Valli Sanmugalingam: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 117.60 ................................ 117.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 62.00 62.00 

Alex Sabater: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 301.35 ................................ ................................ 301.35 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 742.92 ................................ ................................ 742.92 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 221.00 ................................ ................................ 221.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 764.40 ................................ ................................ 764.40 
Country 5 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 8,492.30 ................................ 8,492.30 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 944.97 944.97 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 662.60 662.60 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 900.75 900.75 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 642.17 642.17 

Elnigar Iltebir: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,141.40 ................................ ................................ 1,141.40 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 15,982.00 ................................ 15,982.00 

Heather Melancon: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,201.40 ................................ ................................ 1,201.40 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 10,961.60 ................................ 10,961.60 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 77.62 ................................ ................................ 77.62 

Alex Sabater: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 438.78 ................................ ................................ 438.78 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 10,961.60 ................................ 10,961.60 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 324.00 ................................ ................................ 324.00 

Dennis Wischmeier: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,201.41 ................................ ................................ 1,201.41 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 10,961.60 ................................ 10,961.60 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 324.00 ................................ ................................ 324.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 52.88 52.88 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 58.16 58.16 

Senator Ron Wyden: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,379.31 ................................ ................................ 1,379.31 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,713.86 ................................ ................................ 1,713.86 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 13,545.60 ................................ 13,545.60 

E Gottesman: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,379.31 ................................ ................................ 1,379.31 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,704.93 ................................ ................................ 1,704.93 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 13,545.60 ................................ 13,545.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,330.18 3,330.18 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 723.65 723.65 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 59,201.03 446,368.81 14,451.69 520,021.53 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbrusements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR MARK WARNER,
Chairman, Committee on Intelligence, Nov. 12, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1, 2024 TO JUNE 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Nicolas Adams: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 345.13 ................................ ................................ 345.13 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 560.87 ................................ ................................ 560.87 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,337.00 ................................ ................................ 1,337.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,342.50 ................................ 14,342.50 

Michael Pevzner: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 345.13 ................................ ................................ 345.13 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 758.76 ................................ ................................ 758.76 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,337.00 ................................ ................................ 1,337.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 14,342.50 ................................ 14,342.50 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,645.34 1,645.34 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,140.11 1,140.11 

Senator Michael F. Bennet: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 813.44 ................................ ................................ 813.44 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 347.03 ................................ ................................ 347.03 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 320.35 ................................ ................................ 320.35 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 804.00 ................................ ................................ 804.00 

Sarah Istel: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 813.44 ................................ ................................ 813.44 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6883 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1, 2024 TO JUNE 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 347.03 ................................ ................................ 347.03 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 601.00 ................................ ................................ 601.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 804.00 ................................ ................................ 804.00 

Rebecca Lee: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 470.73 ................................ ................................ 470.73 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 347.02 ................................ ................................ 347.02 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 809.00 ................................ ................................ 809.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 804.00 ................................ ................................ 804.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,130.64 1,130.64 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 64.52 64.52 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,191.00 1,191.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 780.21 780.21 

Rebecca Lee: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 803.24 ................................ ................................ 803.24 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 701.67 ................................ ................................ 701.67 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 2,895.80 ................................ 2,895.80 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,796.25 3,796.25 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,105.00 3,105.00 

Maria Mahler-Haug: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 345.48 ................................ ................................ 345.48 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 251.00 ................................ ................................ 251.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 10,077.60 ................................ 10,077.60 

Tommy Nguyen: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 533.51 ................................ ................................ 533.51 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 251.00 ................................ ................................ 251.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 10,077.60 ................................ 10,077.60 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 3,261.64 3,261.64 

Rafi Martina: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 383.00 ................................ ................................ 383.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,398.54 ................................ ................................ 1,398.54 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 15,060.70 ................................ 15,060.70 

Arjun Ravindra: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 383.00 ................................ ................................ 383.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,398.54 ................................ ................................ 1,398.54 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 15,060.70 ................................ 15,060.70 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 240.35 240.35 

Heather Melancon: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 484.00 ................................ ................................ 484.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 241.00 ................................ ................................ 241.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 677.88 ................................ ................................ 677.88 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 13,820.10 ................................ 13,820.10 

Russell Willig: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 835.00 ................................ ................................ 835.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 241.00 ................................ ................................ 241.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 677.88 ................................ ................................ 677.88 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 12,239.30 ................................ 12,239.30 

Senator Jerry Moran: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,375.87 ................................ ................................ 1,375.87 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 2,195.60 ................................ 2,195.60 

Nathan Heiman: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,025.87 ................................ ................................ 1,025.87 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 471.26 471.26 

Andrew Polesovsky: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,277.00 ................................ ................................ 1,277.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,561.87 ................................ ................................ 1,561.87 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 10,604.40 ................................ 10,604.40 

Steve Smith: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 790.00 ................................ ................................ 790.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 12,373.18 ................................ 12,373.18 

Brian Walsh: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,277.00 ................................ ................................ 1,277.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,561.87 ................................ ................................ 1,561.87 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 13,049.40 ................................ 13,049.40 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 223.00 223.00 

Alex Moree: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 726.00 ................................ ................................ 726.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 2,190.55 ................................ 2,190.55 

Samantha Roberts: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 528.81 ................................ ................................ 528.81 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 2,190.55 ................................ 2,190.55 

Valli Sanmugalingam: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 562.86 ................................ ................................ 562.86 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 2,190.55 ................................ 2,190.55 

Tara Mcfeely: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 2,841.49 ................................ ................................ 2,841.49 

Tommy Nguyen: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 2,145.49 ................................ ................................ 2,145.49 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 8,334.20 ................................ 8,334.20 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,969.89 2,969.89 

Bethany Poulos: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,716.00 ................................ ................................ 1,716.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 18,213.55 ................................ 18,213.55 

Senator Marco Rubio: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,716.00 ................................ ................................ 1,716.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 16,118.55 ................................ 16,118.55 

Brian Walsh: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 1,971.00 ................................ ................................ 1,971.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 18,303.55 ................................ 18,303.55 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,650.88 2,650.88 

Nicolas Adams: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 646.00 ................................ ................................ 646.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 228.00 ................................ ................................ 228.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 16,023.08 ................................ 16,023.08 

Peter Metzger: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 646.00 ................................ ................................ 646.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 393.71 ................................ ................................ 393.71 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 15,648.08 ................................ 15,648.08 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6884 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1, 2024 TO JUNE 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Steve Smith: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 646.00 ................................ ................................ 646.00 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 446.00 ................................ 1,112.16 1,558.16 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,112.16 1,112.16 

Kasea Hamar: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 436.28 356.50 ................................ 792.78 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 606.00 ................................ ................................ 606.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 302.00 ................................ ................................ 302.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 19,134.00 ................................ 19,134.00 

Heather Salinas: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 563.18 356.50 ................................ 919.68 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 606.00 ................................ ................................ 606.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 257.00 ................................ ................................ 257.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 19,134.00 ................................ 19,134.00 

Steve Smith: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 293.80 356.50 ................................ 650.30 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 606.00 ................................ ................................ 606.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 302.00 ................................ ................................ 302.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 13,587.30 ................................ 13,587.30 

Russell Willig: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 563.18 356.50 ................................ 919.68 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 606.00 ................................ ................................ 606.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 302.00 ................................ ................................ 302.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 19,003.60 ................................ 19,003.60 

Dennis Wischmeier: 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 563.00 356.50 ................................ 919.50 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 606.00 ................................ ................................ 606.00 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 302.00 ................................ ................................ 302.00 
Country 4 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ 19,051.00 ................................ 19,051.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Country 1 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 523.38 523.38 
Country 2 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 75.71 75.71 
Country 3 ...................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 1,760.00 1,760.00 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 52,567.95 337,044.44 27,253.50 416,865.89 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR MARK WARNER,
Chairman, Committee on Intelligence, July 29, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), MAJORITY LEADER FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Kara Dixon: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 3,246.00 ................................ ................................ 3,246.00 

Nora Younkin: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 3,246.00 ................................ ................................ 3,246.00 

Brian Monahan: 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. 3,246.00 ................................ ................................ 3,246.00 

Delegation Expenses: * 
France ........................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... ................................ ................................ 2,969.89 2,969.89 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 9,738.00 ................................ 2,969.89 12,707.89 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR CHARLES SCHUMER,
Majority Leader, Oct. 28, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), MAJORITY LEADER FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Gary Myrick: 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ US Dollar .............................................. 4,955.29 ................................ ................................ 4,955.29 

Delegation Expenses: * 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound Sterling ...................................... ................................ ................................ 3,233.02 3,233.02 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 4,955.29 ................................ 3,233.02 8,188.31 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR CHARLES SCHUMER,
Majority Leader, Oct. 28, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), REPUBLICAN LEADER FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Brian Monahan: 
Japan ............................................................................................................................................................ Yen ....................................................... 1,867.44 ................................ ................................ 1,867.44 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6885 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), REPUBLICAN LEADER FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

South Korea .................................................................................................................................................. Won ....................................................... 971.00 ................................ ................................ 971.00 
Robert Karem: 

Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Norwegian Krone .................................. 2,389.42 434.65 ................................ 2,824.07 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... US Dollar .............................................. ................................ 12,734.00 ................................ 12,734.00 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 5,227.86 13,168.65 ................................ 18,396.51 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 
1977. 

SENATOR MITCH McCONNELL,
Republican Leader, Dec. 6, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM JAN. 1 TO MAR. 31, 2021 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Janice Helwig: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,386.25 ................................ 8,386.25 
Kyrgyzstan .................................................................................................................................................... Som ...................................................... 2,727.00 ................................ 148.90 2,875.90 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 2,727.00 8,386.25 148.90 11,262.15 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State, under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 
funds agreed to May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July, 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2021 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Janice Helwig: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 9,766.75 ................................ 9,766.75 
Armenia ........................................................................................................................................................ Dram ..................................................... 1,974.00 ................................ 226.00 2,200.00 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,086.52 ................................ 59.45 1,145.97 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 3,060.52 9,766.75 285.45 13,112.72 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State, under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 funds 
agreed to May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2021 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Jordan Warlick: 
Estonia ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 594.39 ................................ 392.01 986.40 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,601.32 ................................ 1,175.21 2,776.53 

Alex Tiersky: 
Estonia ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 594.39 ................................ 392.01 986.40 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,601.32 ................................ 1,175.21 2,776.53 

Rachel Bauman: 
Estonia ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 594.39 ................................ 392.01 986.40 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,601.32 ................................ 1,175.21 2,776.53 

Bob Hand: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,147.05 ................................ 6,147.05 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 2,135.09 ................................ 1,175.21 3,310.30 

CODEL Wicker/Cardin (1 stop): 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Krone .................................................... ................................ ................................ 5,945.00 5,945.00 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 8,722.22 6,147.05 11,821.87 26,691.14 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State, under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 funds 
agreed to May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6886 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 2021 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Shannon Simrell: 
Sweden ......................................................................................................................................................... Krona .................................................... 1,163.51 967.20 ................................ 2,130.71 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 544.00 1,539.80 ................................ 2,083.80 

Janice Helwig: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,145.87 ................................ 6,145.87 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 12,090.00 ................................ ................................ 12,090.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 13,025.75 ................................ 13,025.75 
Uzbekistan .................................................................................................................................................... Som ...................................................... 2,097.00 ................................ 157.00 2,254.00 

Michael Cecire: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 11,023.97 ................................ 11,023.97 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,337.04 ................................ 848.42 2,185.46 

Kyle Parker: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,368.37 ................................ 6,368.37 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 2,444.66 ................................ 258.35 2,703.01 

Alex Tiersky: 
Canada ......................................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... 848.36 ................................ 1,868.50 2,716.86 

CATO: 
....................................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... ................................ ................................ 35.00 35.00 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 20,524.57 39,070.96 3,167.27 62,762.80 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 funds 
agreed to May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM JAN. 1 TO MAR. 31, 2022 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Shannon Simrell: 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 340.19 859.40 ................................ 1,199.59 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 41,996.00 1,344.37 ................................ 43,340.37 

Kyle Parker: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,183.97 ................................ 6,183.97 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 2,091.26 ................................ 5,379.69 7,470.95 

Robert Hand: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 11,025.17 ................................ 11,025.17 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 2,509.52 ................................ 5,379.69 7,889.21 

Bakhti Nishanov: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,087.27 ................................ 6,087.27 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,673.01 ................................ 5,379.69 7,052.70 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 48,609.98 25,500.18 16,139.07 90,249.23 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State, under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 funds 
agreed to May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2022 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Janice Helwig : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 19,569.64 ................................ 19,569.64 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 4,057.26 ................................ ................................ 4,057.26 

Jordan Warlick : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,690.17 ................................ 8,690.17 
Hungary ........................................................................................................................................................ Forint .................................................... 2,217.00 ................................ 408.75 2,625.75 

Shannon Simrell : 
Hungary ........................................................................................................................................................ Forint .................................................... 1,405.00 99.00 408.75 1,912.75 

Kyle Parker : * 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,124.67 ................................ 8,124.67 
Hungary ........................................................................................................................................................ Forint .................................................... 1,416.00 ................................ 408.75 1,824.75 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Leu ........................................................ 879.00 ................................ ................................ 879.00 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 382.42 ................................ 45.74 428.16 

Michael Cecire : * 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 14,122.07 ................................ 14,122.07 
Hungary ........................................................................................................................................................ Forint .................................................... ................................ ................................ 408.75 408.75 
Georgia ......................................................................................................................................................... Lari ....................................................... 1,264.00 ................................ 563.90 1,827.90 

Edward White : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 11,551.27 ................................ 11,551.27 
Serbia ........................................................................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... 1,309.00 ................................ 281.00 1,590.00 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,314.00 ................................ ................................ 1,314.00 

Bakhti Nishanov : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 7,140.37 ................................ 7,140.37 
Serbia ........................................................................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... 1,309.00 ................................ 281.00 1,590.00 

Bob Hand : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 10,847.47 ................................ 10,847.47 
Denmark ....................................................................................................................................................... Krone .................................................... 1,048.36 ................................ ................................ 1,048.36 

Paul Massaro : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 10,890.27 ................................ 10,890.27 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 1,126.96 ................................ 85.78 1,212.74 
Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Krone .................................................... 1,576.00 ................................ 213.00 1,789.00 
Cyprus .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 927.62 ................................ 123.14 1,050.76 

Kyle Parker : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,581.97 ................................ 8,581.97 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 04:00 Dec 10, 2024 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00030 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 8634 E:\CR\FM\A09DE6.007 S09DEPT1D
M

W
ils

on
 o

n 
D

S
K

JM
0X

7X
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6887 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM APR. 1 TO JUNE 30, 2022—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Norway .......................................................................................................................................................... Krone .................................................... 1,167.00 ................................ 1,713.00 2,880.00 
Michael Cecire : * 

United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 12,798.77 ................................ 12,798.77 
Moldova ........................................................................................................................................................ Leu ........................................................ 586.00 ................................ ................................ 586.00 
Belgium ........................................................................................................................................................ Euro ...................................................... 1,099.29 ................................ 1,359.02 2,458.31 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 23,083.91 112,415.67 6,300.58 141,800.16 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 funds agreed to 
May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2022 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Alex Tiersky : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 12,891.44 ................................ 12,891.44 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 27,061.00 ................................ ................................ 27,061.00 

Michael Cecire : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 10,941.17 ................................ 10,941.17 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Leu ........................................................ 1,738.75 ................................ 3,225.12 4,963.87 

Kyle Parker : 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Leu ........................................................ 982.18 ................................ 3,225.12 4,207.30 
Sweden ......................................................................................................................................................... Krona .................................................... 1,094.00 ................................ 947.53 2,041.53 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 450.77 ................................ 249.67 700.44 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 1,708.50 ................................ 3,983.61 5,692.11 

Rachel Bauman : 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Leu ........................................................ 982.11 ................................ 3,225.12 4,207.23 
Sweden ......................................................................................................................................................... Krona .................................................... 1,094.00 ................................ 947.53 2,041.53 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 450.77 ................................ 249.67 700.44 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 1,708.50 ................................ 3,983.61 5,692.11 

Jordan Warlick : 
Romania ....................................................................................................................................................... Leu ........................................................ 982.18 ................................ 3,225.12 4,207.30 
Sweden ......................................................................................................................................................... Krona .................................................... 1,094.00 ................................ 947.53 2,041.53 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 450.77 ................................ 249.67 700.44 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 1,708.50 ................................ 3,983.61 5,692.11 

Bob Hand : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 7,147.47 ................................ 7,147.47 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 2,194.40 ................................ 3,983.61 6,178.01 

Shannon Simrell : 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 1,828.50 2,097.30 3,983.61 7,909.41 

Alex Tiersky : 
Sweden ......................................................................................................................................................... Krona .................................................... 1,094.00 ................................ 947.53 2,041.53 
Finland ......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 450.77 ................................ 249.67 700.44 
United Kingdowm ......................................................................................................................................... Pound ................................................... 1,828.50 677.50 3,983.61 6,489.61 

Paul Massaro : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 9,289.88 ................................ 9,289.88 
Germany ....................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 1,785.00 ................................ 1,247.00 3,032.00 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,562.87 ................................ 8,562.87 
Czech Republic ............................................................................................................................................. Koruna .................................................. 608.00 ................................ ................................ 608.00 

Janice Helwig : 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 7,004.67 ................................ 7,004.67 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 1,291.46 ................................ 1,328.32 2,619.78 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 3,182.26 ................................ ................................ 3,182.26 

Shannon Simrell : 
Austria .......................................................................................................................................................... Euro ...................................................... 83,242.20 6,299.87 ................................ 89,542.07 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 139,011.12 64,912.17 44,166.26 248,089.55 

* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 funds agreed to May 
25,1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2022 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Demitra Pappas: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,838.07 ................................ 6,838.07 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 3,276.34 ................................ 74.94 3,351.28 

Shannon Simrell: 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 3,140.63 726.80 74.94 3,942.37 

Kyle Parker: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 11,817.07 ................................ 11,817.07 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 2,355.47 ................................ 74.94 2,430.41 

Michael Cecire: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,854.17 ................................ 8,854.17 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 1,570.32 ................................ 74.94 1,645.26 

Janice Helwig: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,188.07 ................................ 6,188.07 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 3,538.06 ................................ 74.94 3,613.00 

Bakhti Nishanov: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,085.97 ................................ 8,085.97 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 1,308.59 ................................ 74.94 1,383.53 

Rachel Bauman: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,438.07 ................................ 6,438.07 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES6888 December 9, 2024 
CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 

U.S.C. 1754(b), COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE FOR TRAVEL FROM OCT. 1 TO DEC. 31, 2022—Continued 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 2,355.47 ................................ 74.94 2,430.41 
Jordan Warlick: 

United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,548.37 ................................ 8,548.37 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 2,200.31 ................................ 74.94 2,275.25 

Alex Tiersky: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 13,099.87 ................................ 13,099.87 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 1,036.11 ................................ 91.00 1,127.11 
Bosnia and Herzgovi .................................................................................................................................... Denar .................................................... 806.43 ................................ 146.77 953.20 

Francois Hernandez: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 6,842.37 ................................ 6,842.37 
Bosnia and Herzgovi .................................................................................................................................... Denar .................................................... 806.43 ................................ 146.77 953.20 

Michael Cecire: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,928.38 ................................ 8,928.38 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 2,543.73 ................................ 900.91 3,444.64 

Shannon Simrell: 
Jordan ........................................................................................................................................................... Dinar ..................................................... 1,296.71 3,543.80 51.65 4,892.16 

Kyle Parker: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 9,423.58 ................................ 9,423.58 
United Kingdom ............................................................................................................................................ Pound ................................................... 2,749.24 ................................ 29.52 2,778.76 

Shannon Simrell: 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 771.54 799.50 363.00 1,934.04 

Kyle Parker: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollar .................................................... ................................ 8,140.98 ................................ 8,140.98 
Poland .......................................................................................................................................................... Zloty ...................................................... 462.66 ................................ 363.00 825.66 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 30,218.04 108,275.07 2,692.14 141,185.25 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State, under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 funds 
agreed to May 25, 1977. 

SENATOR BEN CARDIN,
Chairman, Commission on Security and Cooperation in Europe,

July 31, 2024. 

CONSOLIDATED REPORT OF EXPENDITURE OF FUNDS FOR FOREIGN TRAVEL BY MEMBERS AND EMPLOYEES OF THE U.S. SENATE, UNDER AUTHORITY OF SEC. 22, P.L. 95–384—22 
U.S.C. 1754(b), CONGRESSIONAL-EXECUTIVE COMMISSION ON CHINA FOR TRAVEL FROM JULY 1 TO SEPT. 30, 2024 

Name and country Name of currency 

Per diem Transportation Miscellaneous Total 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 

Piero Tozzi: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollars .................................................. ................................ 6,102.30 ................................ 6,102.30 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... 1,695.92 ................................ ................................ 1,695.92 

Scott Flipse: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollars .................................................. ................................ 6,102.30 ................................ 6,102.30 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... 1,937.75 ................................ ................................ 1,937.75 

Andy Wong: 
United States ............................................................................................................................................... Dollars .................................................. ................................ 6,102.30 ................................ 6,102.30 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... 1,937.74 ................................ ................................ 1,937.74 

Delegation Expenses: * 
Taiwan .......................................................................................................................................................... New Taiwan Dollar ............................... ................................ 912.48 2,899.48 3,811.96 

Total ......................................................................................................................................................... ............................................................... 5,571.41 19,219.38 2,899.48 27,690.27 

* Delegation expenses include official expenses reimbursed to the Department of State, under the authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Sec. 22 of P.L. 95–384, and may include S. Res. 179 funds 
agreed to May 25, 1977. 

HON. CHRIS SMITH,
Chairman, Congressional-Executive Commission on China,

Sept. 23, 2024. 

h 

ORDERS FOR TUESDAY, 
DECEMBER 10, 2024 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate completes its business today, it 
stand adjourned until 10 a.m. on Tues-
day, December 10; that following the 
prayer and pledge, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the 
morning hour be deemed expired, the 
time for the two leaders be reserved for 
their use later in the day, and morning 
business be closed; that following the 
conclusion of morning business, the 
Senate proceed to executive session to 
resume consideration of the McFarren 
nomination; further, that at 11:30 a.m., 
the Senate vote on confirmation of the 
Neary nomination, as provided under 
the order of December 4; further, that 
the Senate recess following the con-
firmation vote until 2:15 p.m. to allow 
for the weekly caucus meetings; fi-
nally, that if any nominations are con-
firmed during Tuesday’s session, the 

motions to reconsider be considered 
made and laid upon the table and the 
President be immediately notified of 
the Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask that it stand ad-
journed under the previous order fol-
lowing the remarks of Senator 
CRAMER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The jun-

ior Senator from North Dakota. 
f 

CABINET NOMINATION 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. President, it is a 
great honor for me to be able to speak 

tonight about my good friend and fel-
low North Dakotan Governor Doug 
Burgum. 

On November 15, President Trump 
announced his choice of Governor Doug 
Burgum to serve as Secretary of the 
Department of the Interior and to 
chair the National Energy Council. He 
is the perfect candidate for this job, 
and I urge this body to take up his 
nomination swiftly. 

To my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle, I encourage you to engage with 
him throughout the confirmation proc-
ess. You will find the same inquisitive, 
engaging executive that North Dako-
tans know very well. 

Doug Burgum does do things dif-
ferently than most, I will warn you. It 
is his nature. He is, after all, a risk- 
taker. He literally mortgaged his fam-
ily farm to get $250,000 in seed capital 
that he needed to buy into his first 
company, a small business solutions 
startup in Fargo called Great Plains 
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Software. Great Plains grew from a 
dozen or so to over 2,200 employees be-
fore it was sold to Microsoft in 2001 for 
$1.1 billion. Now, Fargo, ND, is home to 
one of the largest Microsoft campuses 
in the country. 

Doug Burgum, ever the entrepreneur, 
became a venture capitalist and, much 
like President Trump, turned to real 
estate development. He founded the 
Kilbourne Group, revitalizing down-
town Fargo. 

In 2016, he burst into the North Da-
kota political scene during his first run 
for Governor without any prior polit-
ical experience, catching the party and 
the State by surprise and overwhelm-
ingly—overwhelmingly—winning. 

As Governor, Doug led like a CEO 
and guided our State to one of the 
highest rates of GDP per capita. Under 
his pro-business leadership, we also 
have one of the lowest unemployment 
rates in the Nation. Agriculture, infra-
structure, energy, and technology 
make our State a commodity power-
house that feeds and fuels the world. 

Mr. President, North Dakota is also 
where our Nation’s 26th President, 
Theodore Roosevelt, came to live and 
ranch. The Badlands were where he 
learned and built his legacy of natural 
resource management and where he 
recognized ‘‘the right and duty of this 
generation to develop and use the nat-
ural resources of our land.’’ He went on 
to say: 

I do not recognize the right to waste them, 
or to rob, by wasteful use, the generations 
that come after us. 

Governor Burgum embodies the TR 
spirit North Dakotans love so much. 
He understands the delicate balance be-
tween energy development and stew-
ardship better than anyone I know. 
And, more importantly, he is com-
mitted to that delicate balance. His 
Teddy Roosevelt ethos will surely be a 
model for his service as Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. President, no doubt part of the 
reason President Trump chose Doug 
Burgum is they are both successful en-
trepreneurs and political outsiders. But 
just as importantly, both are unafraid 
to disrupt the status quo. 

By definition and tradition, a Cabi-
net Secretary’s role, of course, is lim-
ited to the confines of the Agency that 
they lead, the Constitution, and the 
laws of the United States. But when 
President Trump announced Governor 
Burgum as his choice to serve as Sec-
retary of the Interior, he also an-
nounced the formation, the establish-
ment of a National Energy Council 
with Doug serving as its very first 
Chair. This will include every Agency 
involved in every step of the develop-
ment, production, and distribution of 
American-made energy. 

This coordination is a radically com-
monsense solution to the inane com-
plexity of an overbearing bureaucracy. 
As Chair of the National Energy Coun-
cil, he will also have a seat on the Na-
tional Security Council, proof that 
President Trump understands energy 
security is, in fact, national security. 

Doug Burgum is who a global talent 
agency would recommend to be Chair 
of the National Energy Council if you 
paid them $1 million to hunt for the 
perfect candidate. Doug’s leadership 
potential on energy and natural re-
source development is far greater than 
an individual Cabinet post. The pick of 
Governor Burgum and the creation of 
the Council are brilliant moves by a 
President who has made energy domi-
nance a central pillar of his second ad-
ministration. 

And like every other Cabinet Sec-
retary nominee, Doug Burgum will 
come before the Senate, first in the 
committee, of course, then on the floor 
for a Senate-wide vote. We will fulfill 
our constitutional duty and obligation 
to provide our advice and, ultimately, 
consent to the President’s nominee. 

A Senate-confirmed Cabinet Sec-
retary also serving as Chair of the Na-
tional Energy Council lends special le-
gitimacy to the post. His confirmation 
by this body makes him more than a 
czar or a powerful bureaucrat. The 
Council will provide accountability 
that the so-called Biden climate advis-
ers never had. Instead of White House 
lackeys dumping policies on the Agen-
cies, the Agencies themselves will craft 
the policy in coordination with one an-
other and Congress. 

The Federal Government is sprawl-
ing, contradictory, and just plain inef-
ficient and ineffective. It needs a vi-
sionary at the helm to make plans that 
are coordinated and complementary, 
working toward a common national 
goal. 

Unfortunately, the current adminis-
tration’s energy policy has been any-
thing but cohesive. Let’s just take one 
issue, carbon capture and sequestra-
tion—CCUS—technology, as an exam-
ple. The administration’s climate and 
energy strategy has always acknowl-
edged that carbon capture utilization 
and storage is critical to reducing 
emissions while keeping electricity re-
liable and affordable. They passed laws 
and rules offering billions of dollars of 
incentive from the Departments of En-
ergy and the Treasury to develop and 
to get CCUS off the ground. Then an-
other Agency within the same adminis-
tration, the EPA, finalized its Clean 
Power Plan mandating CCUS while it 
is still in development. Then they set 
the capture requirements so high, no-
body—no matter how much money you 

have—could meet them, completely un-
dercutting a technology they said was 
necessary—even mandatory—to meet 
their climate objectives—multiple 
Agencies in the same administration 
working against each other, seemingly 
on purpose. It makes no sense and is 
just one example of many of the need 
for a coordinated energy policy. 

We need these dedicated outsiders 
like President Trump and Governor 
Burgum to even begin cleaning up the 
mess of the last 4 years and make en-
ergy policy make sense again. 

Undoing the mountain of Biden ad-
ministration regulations is the first 
step to unleashing our energy poten-
tial. But it will take deliberate, 
thoughtful coordination between the 
Department of the Interior, Depart-
ment of Energy, the Environmental 
Protection Agency, Department of Ag-
riculture, and, yes, the Department of 
Justice and others. Encouraging Amer-
ican energy development requires mak-
ing producers’ interactions with the 
Federal Government as seamless as 
possible. And we must have a Justice 
Department committed to the laws and 
policies they are responsible for de-
fending. 

There are lots of examples where ar-
rogant DOJ attorneys overrule Agency 
lawyers in litigation on behalf of the 
Agencies. Can you imagine having an 
attorney who disagrees with you so 
they go to court and litigate against 
your position? That happens all the 
time in our DOJ. 

As Chair of the National Energy 
Council and Secretary of the Interior, 
Doug Burgum will be at the forefront 
of slashing redtape and unleashing 
American dominance to make Amer-
ican energy great again. 

I congratulate President Trump and 
Governor Burgum. January 20 can’t get 
here too soon. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
adjourned until 10 a.m. tomorrow. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 6:35 p.m., 
adjourned until Tuesday, December 10, 
2024, at 10 a.m. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate December 9, 2024: 

THE JUDICIARY 

TIFFANY RENE JOHNSON, OF GEORGIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES DISTRICT JUDGE FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT 
OF GEORGIA. 
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LIZZIE FLETCHER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I missed the 
following votes on December 3 and 4, 2024 
due to being sick. Had I been present, I would 
have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 479; YEA on 
Roll Call No. 480; YEA on Roll Call No. 481; 
NAY on Roll Call 482; and NAY on Roll Call 
No. 483. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HAROLD ROGERS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 
due to personal illness, I was unable to vote 
from December 3 through 6, 2024. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on Roll Call 
No. 479; YEA on Roll Call No. 480; YEA on 
Roll Call No. 481; YEA on Roll Call No. 482; 
and YEA on Roll Call No. 483. 

f 

HONORING CHARLES GARNER’S 
SERVICE IN UNIFORM AND CON-
TRIBUTIONS TO OUR COUNTRY 
AND INDIANA’S SECOND CON-
GRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

HON. RUDY YAKYM III 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. YAKYM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recog-
nize and offer my praise and gratitude to 
World War II veteran, American hero, and 101 
-year-old Kosciusko County resident Charles 
Garner. 

Born in Fulton County on July 3, 1923, 
Charles Garner is a decorated veteran who 
honorably served our Nation in uniform, and 
who has shown his commitment to making 
Kosciusko County an even better place to live, 
learn, work, and raise a family after he re-
turned home from battle. 

Charles enlisted in the Army Reserves in 
1942 during the height of World War II while 
attending Indiana Central College in Indianap-
olis. Charles’ service in uniform saw him serve 
in a mortar battalion, once digging five fox-
holes in two days while being surrounded by 
the German Army during the Battle of the 
Bulge, and it took him across Normandy, 
northern France, central Europe, and the 
Rhineland during different campaigns and bat-
tles. After his service in Europe, Charles was 
on his way to fight in the Pacific Theater in 
Japan when he and his fellow 
servicemembers learned that the war was fi-
nally over. 

Because of his honorable and valorous 
service, Charles was awarded a Good Con-
duct Medal, one service stripe, two overseas 
bars, and a European African Middle Eastern 
Theater Ribbon with five bronze stars. 

Upon returning home, Charles attended In-
diana Central College and received a master’s 
degree from Indiana University, which he used 
to launch a career in education that took him 
from teacher to Leesburg School principal to 
Warsaw Community High School assistant 
principal over the course of 38 years. 

After more than a century and still going of 
living life to the fullest, I am happy to join 
countless Hoosiers, including his three sons 
and dozens and dozens of grandchildren, 
great-grandchildren, and great-great-grand-
children, in commending Charles Garner for 
his brave military service and thanking him for 
the many contributions he has made to Kos-
ciusko County, Indiana’s Second District, and 
our country. May God bless Charles Garner. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DARIN LaHOOD 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. LAHOOD. Mr. Speaker, I had to miss 
votes on December 6, 2024, to travel back to 
Illinois. Had I been present, I would have 
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 492. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LIZZIE FLETCHER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I missed the 
following votes on December 5 and 6, 2024, 
due to being sick. Had I been present, I would 
have voted NAY on Roll Call No. 489; NAY on 
Roll Call No. 490; NAY on Roll Call No. 491; 
and YEA on Roll Call No. 492. 

f 

HONORING MR. JIM PROVENZA 

HON. MIKE THOMPSON 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to honor Jim Provenza for his ex-
ceptional career in public service and his un-
wavering commitment to our community. After 
16 years of service on the Yolo County Board 
of Supervisors and over 40 years working in 
state and local government, Mr. Provenza will 
soon retire, leaving a legacy of compassion, 
justice, and dedication to our community. 

Born in Buffalo, New York, in 1955, and 
raised in San Diego, Mr. Provenza pursued a 

Bachelor of Arts in Political Science from the 
University of California, Santa Barbara, fol-
lowed by a Juris Doctor from the University of 
California, Davis Law School. After graduating, 
Mr. Provenza served as the Executive Director 
of the Legal Aid Foundation of Santa Barbara 
County and as Managing Attorney for Legal 
Services of Northern California. During this 
time, he helped low-income individuals gain 
critical access to the justice system, cham-
pioning the rights of domestic violence sur-
vivors, tenants, and victims of civil rights viola-
tions. 

Mr. Provenza then went on to serve as a 
counsel in the California State Legislature, 
where he authored California’s hate crime law 
and pursued criminal justice reforms. His ten-
ure as Special Assistant for the Los Angeles 
District Attorney’s Office from 1993 to 2016 
was marked by his leadership on issues of 
public safety. In this role, he worked to combat 
gang violence, fraud, and abuse, while also 
leading initiatives to reform the juvenile justice 
system, tighten environmental protections, and 
improve workplace safety. 

In 2009, Mr. Provenza joined the Yolo 
County Board of Supervisors, where he 
served with distinction for 16 years, including 
three terms as Chair. Over his tenure, Mr. 
Provenza helped secure the funding and ap-
proval for a new library in South Davis, advo-
cated for the financial stability and growth of 
the Yolo Crisis Nursery, and championed ef-
forts to allocate American Rescue Plan funds 
to communities most in need. His decisive ac-
tion and sound leadership were instrumental 
during the COVID–19 pandemic, ensuring the 
protection of businesses, essential workers, 
and the most vulnerable members of our com-
munity. 

An advocate for environmental conservation, 
Mr. Provenza authored Yolo County’s Climate 
Resolution, setting a target for the county to 
become carbon-negative by 2030. His commit-
ment to conservation also extended to the 
Yolo Bypass Wildlife Area and the Sac-
ramento-San Joaquin Delta, where he worked 
with our neighboring counties, state and fed-
eral agencies, and local stakeholders to pre-
serve our region’s natural resources. 

Mr. Provenza’s dedication to service is fur-
ther exemplified by his efforts to support older 
adults in Yolo County. He co-founded and 
chaired the Yolo Healthy Aging Alliance, orga-
nized the first Yolo County Aging Summit, and 
has served on multiple aging and healthcare 
committees. Through these roles, he has co-
ordinated essential services and advocated for 
aging populations across the county. 

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of our Yolo County 
community, I extend my gratitude to Mr. Jim 
Provenza for his dedication, his integrity, and 
his profound impact on our communities. His 
legacy of public service serves as an inspira-
tion to us all, and it is fitting and proper that 
we honor him here today. 
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Correction to Page E1239
On December 9, 2024, page E1239, in the first column, the following appeared:

   Ms. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I missed the following votes on December 3 and 4, 2024

The online version has been corrected to read:

   Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I missed the following votes on December 3 and 4, 2024



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — Extensions of RemarksE1240 December 9, 2024 
HONORING JOHNNIE KABERLE 

HON. KEN CALVERT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. CALVERT. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
pay tribute to an invaluable leader of the De-
fense Appropriations Subcommittee, Johnnie 
Kaberle, for 30 years of exemplary dedication 
and service to our Nation. 

In 2020, Johnnie took over as the Minority 
Clerk of the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee. From the creation of the Accel-
erate the Procurement and Fielding of Innova-
tive Technologies or ‘‘APFIT’’ program, which 
provides vital bridge funding to promising new 
defense companies, to the preservation of the 
USS Fort Worth from premature decommis-
sioning, she successfully championed robust 
national security spending and Republican pri-
orities in the enacted Fiscal Year 2020 
through Fiscal Year 2023 Defense Appropria-
tions acts. 

After serving ably and dual-hatted as the 
House Appropriations Committee Deputy Staff 
Director and Defense Subcommittee Minority 
Clerk, Johnnie rightfully took on an even more 
challenging and impactful role as the Defense 
Appropriations Subcommittee Majority Staff Di-
rector and Clerk when Republicans won the 
Majority in 2022. In this role, she led a staff of 
fourteen defense and intelligence experts in 
the drafting and passage of the Fiscal Year 
2024 Defense Appropriations Act and House 
passage of the Fiscal Year 2025 Defense Ap-
propriations bill. At over $800 billion per fiscal 
year, this bill is the largest and most complex 
appropriations bill for the Nation and in the 
world. Johnnie’s innate ability to build coali-
tions across Members of Congress, senior ad-
ministration officials, and industry executives, 
to achieve United States national security ob-
jectives is truly breathtaking to witness and in-
valuable to a Subcommittee Chairman. 

Among her many accomplishments as Ma-
jority Clerk, Johnnie’s will possibly be most re-
membered for spearheading my vision to ac-
celerate the adoption of innovation across the 
Department of Defense. Because of her ef-
forts, Congress allocated nearly $2.5 billion to-
ward defense innovation, including rapid pro-
curement and fielding of promising defense 
technologies through the Defense Innovation 
Unit, the creation and funding of APFIT, and 
the support of the Office of Strategic Capital. 
This will have a lasting impact on our national 
security and ensure continued American mili-
tary supremacy. 

On a personal note, Johnnie has been a 
trusted advisor and friend to the Members of 
the Subcommittee on both sides of the aisle. 
Her partnership with Chair Emeritus Kay 
Granger, Chairman Tom Cole, and myself has 
been instrumental to our efforts to make the 
Department of Defense a more agile and ef-
fective organization. Her contributions to 
America’s warfighters will endure long after 
her tenure in the House of Representatives 
ends, and I know she will continue to do great 
work to advance our national defense. 

On behalf of a grateful Nation, I join my col-
leagues today in recognizing and commending 
Johnnie for her service to our country. We 
wish her all the best in her future endeavors. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HAROLD ROGERS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 
due to personal illness, I was unable to vote 
from December 3 through 6, 2024. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on Roll Call 
No. 489; YEA on Roll Call No. 490; YEA on 
Roll Call No. 491; and YEA on Roll Call No. 
492. 

f 

RECOGNIZING EFFICIENCY 
MAINE’S LEADER OF THE PACK 
AWARD 

HON. CHELLIE PINGREE 
OF MAINE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Ms. PINGREE. Mr. Speaker, it is my distinct 
honor to recognize an organization that has 
done so much to make Maine a national lead-
er in energy efficiency. 

This past October, in recognition of its ef-
forts to accelerate the replacement of fossil 
fuel appliances with more efficient electric al-
ternatives in our state, Efficiency Maine re-
ceived the ‘‘Leader of the Pack’’ award from 
the American Council for an Energy-Efficient 
Economy. The fact that this award is only 
given once every five years is a testament to 
just how impactful Efficiency Maine’s programs 
have been. 

Between 2010 and 2023, the share of 
Maine households that used heating fuel as 
their primary heat source fell from 70 percent 
to 50 percent. That’s a remarkable improve-
ment—and the programs offered by Efficiency 
Maine have played a significant role in this 
trend. Its initiatives in the areas of consumer- 
education, income-differentiated rebates, pilot 
programs for new technology, and close col-
laboration with local tradespeople have been 
truly remarkable. 

By promoting the transition from fossil fuel- 
dependent heating systems to those that rely 
on clean, renewable energy, Efficiency Maine 
is helping our state reduce its carbon foot-
print—proving that ‘‘going green’’ can mean 
‘‘saving green,’’ too. 

Organizations like Efficiency Maine are ab-
solutely critical to helping citizens embrace the 
power they have to bring about a greener, 
more sustainable future for our country. I 
thank them for their incredible work, their tire-
less service, and their steadfast commitment 
to Maine’s growing green economy. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LIZZIE FLETCHER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I missed the 
following vote on November 20, 2024, due to 
a scheduling conflict. Had I been present, I 
would have voted YEA on Roll Call No. 474. 

CELEBRATING THE RETIREMENT 
OF JOHN L. HUMPHRIES 

HON. JEFF DUNCAN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. DUNCAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to 
celebrate the remarkable career and leader-
ship of John L. Humphries as he retires as 
President and General Manager of WYFF 4 
after more than four decades in broadcast tel-
evision. 

John led two of Hearst Television’s most 
honored and successful brands for eighteen 
years, most recently leading Hearst’s NBC af-
filiate in the Greenville-Spartanburg-Anderson, 
South Carolina and Asheville, North Carolina, 
television market. He is said to have built 
upon the culture of excellence in journalism 
and community service in both markets. 

In 2018, Broadcasting & Cable named him 
General Manager of the Year for mid-size tele-
vision markets as the station earned a South-
east Regional Emmy for Outstanding News-
cast and, in 2022, it received a prestigious na-
tional Edward R. Murrow Award. The many 
state and regional achievements have in-
cluded three consecutive Associated Press of 
South Carolina’s Outstanding News Operation 
in 2017, 2018, and 2019 and the South Caro-
lina Association of Broadcasters Station of the 
Year recognition in 2021. 

Before joining Hearst Television, John was 
General Sales Manager for WBTV in Char-
lotte, North Carolina, and held the same posi-
tion at WSPA-TV/WASV-TV in the Greenville- 
Spartanburg market. He began his career at 
Charlotte’s WSOC-TV, initially as a Production 
Specialist. 

He holds a bachelor’s degree in Speech 
from Appalachian State University, in Boone, 
North Carolina, for which he served on the 
Alumni Council and currently sits on the De-
partment of Communication’s Professional Ad-
visory Board. 

Among his industry and charitable associa-
tions, John serves as president of the South 
Carolina Broadcasters Association Board of 
Directors, the board for the Greenville Cham-
ber of Commerce, and the South Carolina 
Chapter of the Cystic Fibrosis Foundation. In 
2016, he was named one of the region’s 50 
Most Influential People by Greenville Business 
Magazine. 

Mr. Speaker, as John signs off and embarks 
on a well-deserved retirement, it is a privilege 
to be able to serve the Third District of South 
Carolina and to celebrate those who make a 
difference in our community. 

f 

HONORING BOB GAST’S MILITARY 
SERVICE AND CONTRIBUTIONS 
TO OUR COUNTRY, KOSCIUSKO 
COUNTY, AND INDIANA’S SECOND 
CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 

HON. RUDY YAKYM III 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. YAKYM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to recog-
nize and honor decorated World War II vet-
eran and devoted member of the Kosciusko 
County community, Bob Gast. 
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Born more than a century ago, Bob em-

bodies what it means to be part of the ‘‘Great-
est Generation.’’ When the forces of fascism 
and tyranny threatened the peace, security, 
and freedom of millions, Bob answered the 
call to serve our Nation as a soldier in the 
United States Army. During one of the most 
crucial periods of fighting on the Western 
Front in the Second World War, Bob led his 
Army platoon during the Battle of Hürtgen For-
est. A Second Lieutenant at the time, Bob 
earned the Silver Star after being shot in the 
arm. The Silver Star is one of the most pres-
tigious medals of honor our Nation can bestow 
on a servicemember, and it appropriately rec-
ognizes Bob’s valor in combat and his gal-
lantry in action against the enemy. Bob’s Sil-
ver Star, along with his Purple Heart, Bronze 
Star, Combat Infantry Badge, World War II 
Victory Medal, and European-African-Middle 
Eastern Campaign Medal, are all physical 
proof and outward symbols of Bob’s inner for-
titude, leadership abilities, and his unwavering 
commitment to duty and service. 

President Ronald Reagan reminded us that 
freedom is fragile and must constantly be 
fought for and vigilantly guarded by each gen-
eration. That noble mission is exactly what 
Bob helped carry out when he wore the uni-
form of the United States Military. Because of 
the service and sacrifice of warriors like Bob, 
generations of Americans have been able to 
experience the blessings of liberty and live in 
a land that is free. For that, all of us owe Bob 
and his fellow veterans a debt we can never 
fully repay. 

Bob’s dedication to service did not stop 
when he returned home to Indiana after battle. 
Bob has been very active in a number of com-
munity organizations throughout Kosciusko 
County, and the Warsaw City Council, the Ro-
tary Club, Salvation Army, Warsaw Evan-
gelical Community Church, and Mobile Meals 
program have all benefited greatly from Bob’s 
involvement. Simply put, Bob epitomizes what 
it means to put ‘‘Service Above Self.’’ 

Despite all these impressive accolades and 
countless testimonials from those he has 
helped over the years, perhaps Bob’s best 
legacy are his and his wife Marge’s seven 
children, and their more than two dozen 
grandchildren and great-grandchildren. 

After more than a century of life well lived, 
I join countless Hoosiers in celebrating Bob 
Gast and in thanking him for his loyal service 
and the many, many contributions he has 
made to the Kosciusko County community, In-
diana’s Second Congressional District, and 
our country. May God bless Bob Gast. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. HAROLD ROGERS 
OF KENTUCKY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mr. ROGERS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 
due to personal illness, I was unable to vote 
from December 3 through 6, 2024. Had I been 
present, I would have voted YEA on Roll Call 
No. 484; YEA on Roll Call No. 485; YEA on 
Roll Call No. 486; NAY on Roll Call No. 487; 
and NAY on Roll Call No. 488. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LIZZIE FLETCHER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, December 9, 2024 

Mrs. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I missed the 
following votes on December 5, 2024, due to 
being sick. Had I been present, I would have 
voted YEA on Roll Call No. 484; YEA on Roll 
Call No. 485; YEA on Roll Call No. 486; YEA 
on Roll Call No. 487; and YEA on Roll Call 
No. 488. 

f 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 

agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Tuesday, De-
cember 10, 2024 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 

DECEMBER 11 
9:45 a.m. 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs 

Business meeting to consider the nomi-
nations of Caroline A. Crenshaw, of the 

District of Columbia, to be a Member 
of the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission, and Gordon I. Ito, of Hawaii, 
to be a Member of the Financial Sta-
bility Oversight Council; to be imme-
diately followed by a hearing to exam-
ine consumer protection, focusing on 
protecting workers’ money and fight-
ing for the dignity of work. 

SD–538 
2:30 p.m. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation 

Subcommittee on Communications, Media, 
and Broadband 

To hold hearings to examine communica-
tions networks safety and security. 

SR–253 
Select Committee on Intelligence 

To receive a closed briefing on certain 
intelligence matters. 

SH–219 
2:45 p.m. 

Committee on Rules and Administration 
To hold an oversight hearing to examine 

the United States Capitol Police. 
SR–301 

DECEMBER 12 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation 
Business meeting to consider the nomi-

nations of David Michael Capozzi, of 
Maryland, Ronald L. Batory, of New 
Mexico, Elaine Marie Clegg, of Idaho, 
and Lanhee J. Chen, of California, each 
to be a Director of the Amtrak Board 
of Directors, Lisa T. Ballance, of Or-
egon, to be a Member of the Marine 
Mammal Commission, Felix R. San-
chez, of the District of Columbia, and 
Adam Jeffrey White, of Virginia, both 
to be a Member of the Board of Direc-
tors of the Corporation for Public 
Broadcasting, L. E. Sola, of Florida, to 
be a Federal Maritime Commissioner, 
and routine lists in the Coast Guard; to 
be immediately followed by a Sub-
committee on Aviation Safety, Oper-
ations, and Innovation hearing to ex-
amine U.S. Air Traffic Control sys-
tems, personnel, and safety. 

SR–253 
Committee on the Judiciary 

Business meeting to consider S. 1306, to 
reauthorize the COPS ON THE BEAT 
grant program, S. 2082, to make tech-
nical corrections relating to the Jus-
tice Against Sponsors of Terrorism 
Act, and the nominations of Benjamin 
J. Cheeks, to be United States District 
Judge for the Southern District of Cali-
fornia, and Serena Raquel Murillo, to 
be United States District Judge for the 
Central District of California. 

SD–G50 
Special Committee on Aging 

To hold hearings to examine empowering 
people with disabilities to live, work, 
learn, and thrive. 

SD–106 
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Monday, December 9, 2024 

Daily Digest 
HIGHLIGHTS 

Senator-designate Andy Kim, of New Jersey, was administered the oath 
of office by the Vice President. 

Senator-elect Pete Ricketts, of Nebraska, was administered the oath of 
office by the Vice President. 

Senator-designate Adam B. Schiff, of California, was administered the 
oath of office by the Vice President. 

Senate 
Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S6857–S6889 
Measures Introduced: Eight bills were introduced, 
as follows: S. 5452–5459                               Pages S6871–72 

Measures Reported: 
S. 559, to amend the Federal Fire Prevention and 

Control Act of 1974 to authorize appropriations for 
the United States Fire Administration and firefighter 
assistance grant programs, with an amendment. (S. 
Rept. No. 118–266) 

S. 1444, to increase the pay and enhance the 
training of United States Border Patrol agents, with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. 
Rept. No. 118–267) 

S. 1862, to amend the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 to provide explicit authority for the Secretary 
of Homeland Security and the Director of the Cyber-
security and Infrastructure Security Agency to work 
with international partners on cybersecurity, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. 
No. 118–268) 

S. 1897, to require the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity to enhance capabilities for outbound inspec-
tions at the southern land border, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 
118–269) 

S. 2248, to require a pilot program on the use of 
big data analytics to identify vessels evading sanc-
tions and export controls and to require a report on 
the availability in the United States of emerging and 
foundational technologies subject to export controls, 
with amendments. (S. Rept. No. 118–270) 

S. 2251, to improve the cybersecurity of the Fed-
eral Government, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–271) 

S. 2367, to improve border security through reg-
ular assessments and evaluations of the Checkpoint 
Program Management Office and effective training 
of U.S. Border Patrol agents regarding drug seizures, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. 
Rept. No. 118–272) 

S. 4024, to amend the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 to enable secure and trustworthy technology 
through other transaction contracting authority, with 
an amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. 
Rept. No. 118–273) 

S. 4055, to provide for a pilot program to im-
prove contracting outcomes, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–274) 

S. 4062, to establish a pilot program to assess the 
use of technology to speed up and enhance the cargo 
inspection process at land ports of entry along the 
border, with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–275) 

S. 4066, to improve Federal technology procure-
ment, with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–276) 

S. 4631, to amend title 41, United States Code, 
to prohibit minimum education requirements for 
proposed contractor personnel in certain contract so-
licitations, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–277) 

S. 4656, to amend title 5, United States Code, 
concerning restrictions on the participation of certain 
Federal employees in partisan political activity. (S. 
Rept. No. 118–278) 
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S. 4672, to require the Commissioner for U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection to assess current ef-
forts to respond to hazardous weather and water 
events at or near United States borders and, to the 
extent such efforts may be improved, to develop a 
hazardous weather and water events preparedness and 
response strategy, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–279) 

S. 4697, to enhance the cybersecurity of the 
Healthcare and Public Health Sector, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. 
No. 118–280) 

S. 5092, to amend the Northern Border Security 
Review Act to require updates to the northern bor-
der threat analysis and northern border strategy, 
with an amendment in the nature of a substitute. (S. 
Rept. No. 118–281) 

S. 5098, to require certain agencies to develop 
plans for internal control in the event of an emer-
gency or crisis, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–282) 

H.R. 5887, to amend chapter 3 of title 5, United 
States Code, to improve Government service deliv-
ery, and build related capacity for the Federal Gov-
ernment. (S. Rept. No. 118–283) 

H.R. 7219, to ensure that Federal agencies rely on 
the best reasonably available scientific, technical, de-
mographic, economic, and statistical information and 
evidence to develop, issue or inform the public of 
the nature and bases of Federal agency rules and 
guidance, with an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute. (S. Rept. No. 118–284) 

H.R. 7524, to amend title 40, United States 
Code, to require the submission of reports on certain 
information technology services funds to Congress 
before expenditures may be made. (S. Rept. No. 
118–285) 

H.R. 7525, to require the Director of the Office 
of Management and Budget to issue guidance to 
agencies requiring special districts to be recognized 
as local government for the purpose of Federal finan-
cial assistance determinations. (S. Rept. No. 
118–286) 

S. 4294, to direct the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity to negotiate with the Government of Canada 
regarding an agreement for integrated cross border 
aerial law enforcement operations, with an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute. (S. Rept. No. 
118–287)                                                                        Page S6871 

Swearing In of Senator Kim: The Chair laid before 
the Senate the certificate of appointment of Senator- 
designate Andy Kim, of the State of New Jersey, 
and the oath of office was then administered as re-
quired by the U.S. Constitution and prescribed by 
law.                                                                            Pages S6867–68 

Swearing In of Senator Ricketts: The Chair laid 
before the Senate the certificate of election of Sen-
ator-elect Pete Ricketts, of the State of Nebraska, 
and the oath of office was then administered as re-
quired by the U.S. Constitution and prescribed by 
law.                                                                            Pages S6867–68 

Swearing In of Senator Schiff: The Chair laid be-
fore the Senate the certificate of appointment of Sen-
ator-designate Adam B. Schiff, of the State of Cali-
fornia, and the oath of office was then administered 
as required by the U.S. Constitution and prescribed 
by law.                                                                     Pages S6867–68 

McFerran Nomination—Cloture: Senate began 
consideration of the nomination of Lauren McGarity 
McFerran, of the District of Columbia, to be a Mem-
ber of the National Labor Relations Board. 
                                                                                            Page S6868 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur on Wednesday, 
December 11, 2024.                                                 Page S6868 

Prior to the consideration of this nomination, Sen-
ate took the following action: 

Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Legisla-
tive Session.                                                                   Page S6868 

Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Execu-
tive Session to consider the nomination.        Page S6868 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the nomination at 
approximately 10 a.m., on Tuesday, December 10, 
2024; and that at 11:30 a.m., Senate vote on con-
firmation of the nomination of Keli Marie Neary, of 
Pennsylvania, to be United States District Judge for 
the Middle District of Pennsylvania, as provided 
under the order of Wednesday, December 4, 2024. 
                                                                                            Page S6888 

Ditelberg Nomination—Cloture: Senate began 
consideration of the nomination of Joshua L. 
Ditelberg, of Illinois, to be a Member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board.                      Pages S6868–69 

A motion was entered to close further debate on 
the nomination, and, in accordance with the provi-
sions of Rule XXII of the Standing Rules of the 
Senate, a vote on cloture will occur upon disposition 
of the nomination of Lauren McGarity McFerran, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a Member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board.                      Pages S6868–69 

Prior to the consideration of this nomination, Sen-
ate took the following action: 

Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Legisla-
tive Session.                                                                   Page S6868 

Senate agreed to the motion to proceed to Execu-
tive Session to consider the nomination.        Page S6868 
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abonner
Correction to Page D1115
On page D1115, December 9, 2024, the following appears: 

H.R. 5887, to amend chapter 3 of title 5, United States Code, to improve Government service delivery, and build related capacity for the Federal Government, with amendments. (S. Rept. No. 118-283) 

The online Record has been corrected to read: 

H.R. 5887, to amend chapter 3 of title 5, United States Code, to improve Government service delivery, and build related capacity for the Federal Government. (S. Rept. No. 118-283)
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Nomination Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nomination: 

By 48 yeas to 44 nays (Vote No. EX. 317), Tif-
fany Rene Johnson, of Georgia, to be United States 
District Judge for the Northern District of Georgia. 
                                                                      Pages S6857–67, S6868 

Messages from the House:                        Pages S6869–70 

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S6870 

Enrolled Bills Presented:                                    Page S6870 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S6870–71 

Petitions and Memorials:                                   Page S6871 

Additional Cosponsors:                                       Page S6872 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
Additional Statements:                                        Page S6869 

Notices of Intent:                                                    Page S6872 

Privileges of the Floor:                                        Page S6872 

Record Votes: One record vote was taken today. 
(Total—317)                                                                 Page S6868 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 3:05 p.m. and 
adjourned at 6:35 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Tuesday, 
December 10, 2024. (For Senate’s program, see the 
remarks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S6888.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

No committee meetings were held. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 2 public 
bills, H.R. 10330–10331; and 1 resolution, H. Res. 
1611, were introduced.                                           Page H6537 

Additional Cosponsors:                                       Page H6538 

Reports Filed: There were no reports filed today. 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein he 
appointed Representative Strong to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H6445 

Recess: The House recessed at 12:38 p.m. and re-
convened at 2 p.m.                                                    Page H6450 

Whole Number of the House: The Chair an-
nounced to the House that, in light of the resigna-
tions of the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. Kim, 
and the gentleman from California, Mr. Schiff, the 
whole number of the House is 431.                 Page H6451 

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

Designating United States Route 20 in the 
States of Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Ne-
braska, Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, New York, and Massachusetts as the ‘‘Na-
tional Medal of Honor Highway’’: S. 1478, to des-
ignate United States Route 20 in the States of Or-
egon, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, Nebraska, Iowa, 
Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and 
Massachusetts as the ‘‘National Medal of Honor 
Highway’’;                                                             Pages H6451–52 

Strengthening the Commercial Driver’s License 
Information System Act: S. 3475, to amend title 
49, United States Code, to allow the Secretary of 
Transportation to designate an authorized operator of 
the commercial driver’s license information system; 
                                                                                    Pages H6452–53 

Pensacola and Perdido Bays Estuary of Na-
tional Significance Act: S. 50, to amend the Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act to require the Admin-
istrator of the Environmental Protection Agency to 
give priority consideration to selecting Pensacola and 
Perdido Bays as an estuary of national significance; 
                                                                                            Page H6529 

Disaster Contract Improvement Act: S. 310, to 
establish an advisory group to encourage and foster 
collaborative efforts among individuals and entities 
engaged in disaster recovery relating to debris re-
moval;                                                                      Pages H6530–31 

Weather Alert Response and Notification Act: 
H.R. 2892, amended, to direct the Comptroller 
General of the United States to conduct a study on 
the effectiveness of local alerting systems; 
                                                                                    Pages H6531–32 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To di-
rect the Comptroller General of the United States to 
conduct a study on the effectiveness of emergency 
alerting systems, and for other purposes’’; 
                                                                                    Pages H6531–32 

FEMA Loan Interest Payment Relief Act: H.R. 
2672, amended, to amend the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act to 
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provide for the authority to reimburse local govern-
ments or electric cooperatives for interest expenses; 
                                                                                    Pages H6532–34 

Disaster Management Costs Modernization Act: 
H.R. 7671, to amend section 324 of the Robert T. 
Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act to incentivize States, Indian Tribes, and Terri-
tories to close disaster recovery projects by author-
izing the use of excess funds for management costs 
for other disaster recovery projects;           Pages H6534–35 

Promoting Opportunities to Widen Electrical 
Resilience Act of 2024: H.R. 9541, to amend the 
Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency 
Assistance Act to authorize Federal agencies to pro-
vide certain essential assistance for hazard mitigation 
for electric utilities;                                           Pages H6535–36 

Amtrak Executive Bonus Disclosure Act: H.R. 
8689, amended, to require Amtrak to publicly dis-
close certain bonus compensation paid to Amtrak ex-
ecutives; and                                                         Pages H6536–37 

Agreed to amend the title so as to read: ‘‘To 
amend title 49, United States Code, to require Am-
trak to include information on base pay and bonus 
compensation of certain Amtrak executives, and for 
other purposes.’’.                                                 Pages H6536–37 

Law Revision Counsel of the United States 
House of Representatives: The Chair announced 
the Speaker’s appointment of Mr. Brian Lindsey as 
Law Revision Counsel of the United States House of 
Representatives, effective October 2, 2024. 
                                                                                            Page H6537 

Providing for the printing of a revised edition of 
the Rules and Manual of the House of Rep-
resentatives for the One Hundred Nineteenth 
Congress: The House agreed by unanimous consent 
to H. Res. 1611, providing for the printing of a re-
vised edition of the Rules and Manual of the House 
of Representatives for the One Hundred Nineteenth 
Congress.                                                                        Page H6537 

Suspensions—Proceedings Postponed: The House 
debated the following measures under suspension of 
the rules. Further proceedings were postponed. 

Thomas R. Carper Water Resources Develop-
ment Act: S. 4367, amended, to provide for im-
provements to the rivers and harbors of the United 
States, to provide for the conservation and develop-
ment of water and related resources; and 
                                                                             Pages H6453–H6529 

Improving Federal Building Security Act of 
2024: S. 3613, to require Facility Security Commit-
tees to respond to security recommendations issued 
by the Federal Protective Service relating to facility 
security.                                                                   Pages H6529–30 

Quorum Calls—Votes: There were no Yea and Nay 
votes, and there were no Recorded votes. There were 
no quorum calls. 
Adjournment: The House met at 12 p.m. and ad-
journed at 3:39 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
LIBERTY IN LAUNDRY ACT; JUDICIAL 
UNDERSTAFFING DELAYS GETTING 
EMERGENCIES SOLVED ACT OF 2024; 
SENATE AMENDMENT TO THE WILD ACT 
Committee on Rules: Full Committee held a hearing on 
H.R. 7673, the ‘‘Liberty in Laundry Act’’; S. 4199, 
the ‘‘Judicial Understaffing Delays Getting Emer-
gencies Solved Act of 2024’’; the Senate Amendment 
to H.R. 5009, the ‘‘WILD Act’’ [Servicemember 
Quality of Life Improvement and National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2025]. The Com-
mittee granted, by a record vote of 5–3, a rule pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 7673, the ‘‘Liberty 
in Laundry Act’’, S. 4199, the ‘‘Judicial Under-
staffing Delays Getting Emergencies Solved Act of 
2024’’, and the Senate amendment to H.R. 5009, 
the ‘‘Servicemember Quality of Life Improvement 
and National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2025’’. The rule provides for consideration of 
H.R. 7673, the ‘‘Liberty in Laundry Act’’, under a 
closed rule. The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill. The rule provides 
that the bill shall be considered as read. The rule 
waives all points of order against provisions in the 
bill. The rule provides one hour of general debate 
equally divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce or their respective designees. 
The rule provides one motion to recommit. The rule 
further provides for consideration of S. 4199, the 
‘‘Judicial Understaffing Delays Getting Emergencies 
Solved Act of 2024’’, under a closed rule. The rule 
waives all points of order against consideration of the 
bill. The rule provides that the bill shall be consid-
ered as read. The rule waives all points of order 
against provisions in the bill. The rule provides one 
hour of general debate equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority member 
of the Committee on the Judiciary or their respective 
designees. The rule provides one motion to commit. 
The rule further provides for consideration of the 
Senate amendment to H.R. 5009, the ‘‘Servicemem-
ber Quality of Life Improvement and National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2025’’. The 
rule makes in order a motion offered by the chair of 
the Committee on Armed Services or his designee 
that the House concur in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment consisting of the text of Rules 
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Committee Print 118–52. The rule waives all points 
of order against consideration of the motion. The 
rule provides that the Senate amendment and motion 
shall be considered as read. The rule provides one 
hour of debate on the motion equally divided and 
controlled by the chair and ranking minority mem-
ber of the Committee on Armed Services or their re-
spective designees. Finally, the rule provides that the 
chair of the Committee on Armed Services may in-
sert in the Congressional Record not later than De-
cember 10, 2024, such material as he may deem ex-
planatory of the Senate amendment and the motion 
specified in section 3. Testimony was heard from 
Chairman Rogers of Alabama, Chairman Jordan, and 
Representatives Smith of Washington, Nadler, Dun-
can, and Pallone. 

Joint Meetings 
No joint committee meetings were held. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR TUESDAY, 
DECEMBER 10, 2024 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on the Judiciary: to hold hearings to examine 

mass deportations, 10 a.m., SD–G50. 
Select Committee on Intelligence: to receive a closed brief-

ing on certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., SH–219. 

House 
Committee on Appropriations, Full Committee, budget 

hearing and oversight hearing on the District of Colum-
bia, 10 a.m., 2358–A Rayburn. 

Committee on Homeland Security, Subcommittee on Emer-
gency Management and Technology, hearing entitled 
‘‘Given the Green Light: Open Border Policies and 
Threats to Law Enforcement’’, 10 a.m., 310 Cannon. 

Subcommittee on Counterterrorism, Law Enforcement, 
and Intelligence; and Subcommittee on Transportation 
and Maritime Security, joint hearing entitled ‘‘Safe-
guarding the Homeland from Unmanned Aerial Sys-
tems’’, 2 p.m., 310 Cannon. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Subcommittee on Over-
sight and Investigations, hearing entitled ‘‘Desecrating 
Old Glory: Investigating How the Pro-Hamas Protests 
Turned National Park Service Land into a Violent Dis-
grace’’, 10:15 a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Accountability, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘Oversight of the U.S. Postal 
Service’’, 10 a.m., HVC–210. 

CONGRESSIONAL PROGRAM AHEAD 

Week of December 10 through December 13, 
2024 

Senate Chamber 

On Tuesday, Senate will continue consideration of 
the nomination of Lauren McGarity McFerran, of the 
District of Columbia, to be a Member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board. 

At 11:30 a.m., Senate will vote on confirmation 
of the nomination of Keli Marie Neary, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be United States District Judge for the 
Middle District of Pennsylvania. 

During the balance of the week, Senate may con-
sider any cleared legislative and executive business. 

Senate Committees 
(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs: De-
cember 11, business meeting to consider the nominations 
of Caroline A. Crenshaw, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a Member of the Securities and Exchange Commission, 
and Gordon I. Ito, of Hawaii, to be a Member of the Fi-
nancial Stability Oversight Council; to be immediately 
followed by a hearing to examine consumer protection, 
focusing on protecting workers’ money and fighting for 
the dignity of work, 9:45 a.m., SD–538. 

Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: De-
cember 11, Subcommittee on Communications, Media, 
and Broadband, to hold hearings to examine communica-
tions networks safety and security, 2:30 p.m., SR–253. 

December 12, Full Committee, business meeting to 
consider the nominations of David Michael Capozzi, of 
Maryland, Ronald L. Batory, of New Mexico, Elaine 
Marie Clegg, of Idaho, and Lanhee J. Chen, of California, 
each to be a Director of the Amtrak Board of Directors, 
Lisa T. Ballance, of Oregon, to be a Member of the Ma-
rine Mammal Commission, Felix R. Sanchez, of the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and Adam Jeffrey White, of Virginia, 
both to be a Member of the Board of Directors of the 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting, L.E. Sola, of Florida, 
to be a Federal Maritime Commissioner, and routine lists 
in the Coast Guard; to be immediately followed by a 
Subcommittee on Aviation Safety, Operations, and Inno-
vation hearing to examine U.S. Air Traffic Control sys-
tems, personnel, and safety, 10 a.m., SR–253. 

Committee on the Judiciary: December 10, to hold hear-
ings to examine mass deportations, 10 a.m., SD–G50. 

December 12, Full Committee, business meeting to 
consider S. 1306, to reauthorize the COPS ON THE 
BEAT grant program, S. 2082, to make technical correc-
tions relating to the Justice Against Sponsors of Ter-
rorism Act, and the nominations of Benjamin J. Cheeks, 
to be United States District Judge for the Southern Dis-
trict of California, and Serena Raquel Murillo, to be 
United States District Judge for the Central District of 
California, 10 a.m., SD–G50. 
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Committee on Rules and Administration: December 11, to 
hold an oversight hearing to examine the United States 
Capitol Police, 2:45 p.m., SR–301. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: December 10, to receive 
a closed briefing on certain intelligence matters, 2:30 
p.m., SH–219. 

December 11, Full Committee, to receive a closed 
briefing on certain intelligence matters, 2:30 p.m., 
SH–219. 

Special Committee on Aging: December 12, to hold hear-
ings to examine empowering people with disabilities to 
live, work, learn, and thrive, 10 a.m., SD–106. 

House Committees 
Committee on the Budget, December 11, Full Committee, 

hearing entitled ‘‘Sounding the Alarm: Pathways and Pos-
sible Solutions to the U.S. Fiscal Crisis’’, 10 a.m., 210 
Cannon. 

Committee on Education and Workforce, December 11, 
Subcommittee on Higher Education and Workforce De-
velopment, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the Policies and 

Priorities of AmeriCorps and Its FY 2024 Audit Failure’’, 
10:15 a.m., 2175 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, December 11, Full Com-
mittee, hearing entitled ‘‘An Assessment of the State De-
partment’s Withdrawal from Afghanistan by America’s 
Top Diplomat’’, 10 a.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

December 11, Subcommittee on Global Health, Global 
Human Rights, and International Organizations, hearing 
entitled ‘‘The Communist Cuban Regime’s Disregard for 
Human Rights’’, 2 p.m., 2200 Rayburn. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, December 
11, Subcommittee on Aviation, hearing entitled ‘‘FAA 
Reauthorization Act of 2024: Stakeholder Perspectives on 
Implementation’’, 10 a.m., 2167 Rayburn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, December 11, Sub-
committee on Economic Opportunity, hearing entitled 
‘‘Examining the Effectiveness of the Veterans Readiness 
and Employment (VR&E) Program’’, 10:30 a.m., 360 
Cannon. 

December 12, Subcommittee on Technology Mod-
ernization, hearing entitled ‘‘Modernizing VA: Lessons 
Learned in the 118th Congress’’, 8 a.m., 360 Cannon. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Tuesday, December 10 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of the nomination of Lauren McGarity McFerran, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a Member of the National 
Labor Relations Board. 

At 11:30 a.m., Senate will vote on confirmation of the 
nomination of Keli Marie Neary, of Pennsylvania, to be 
United States District Judge for the Middle District of 
Pennsylvania. 

Additional roll call votes are expected during Tuesday’s 
session. 

(Senate will recess following the vote on confirmation of the 
nomination of Keli Marie Neary until 2:15 p.m. for their re-
spective party conferences.) 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Tuesday, December 10 

House Chamber 

Program for Tuesday: Consideration of measures under 
suspension of the Rules. 

Extensions of Remarks, as inserted in this issue 
HOUSE 

Calvert, Ken, Calif., E1240 
Duncan, Jeff, S.C., E1240 

Fletcher, Lizzie, Tex., E1239, E1239, E1240, E1241 
LaHood, Darin, Ill., E1239 
Pingree, Chellie, Me., E1240 
Rogers, Harold, Ky., E1239, E1240, E1241 

Thompson, Mike, Calif., E1239 
Yakym, Rudy, III, Ind., E1239, E1240 
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