
1 

Water Resources Development Act of 1992 

[Public Law 102–580; Approved October 31, 1992] 

[As Amended Through P.L. 118–272, Enacted January 4, 2025] 

øCurrency: This publication is a compilation of the text of Public Law 102–580. It 
was last amended by the public law listed in the As Amended Through note above 
and below at the bottom of each page of the pdf version and reflects current law 
through the date of the enactment of the public law listed at https:// 
www.govinfo.gov/app/collection/comps/¿ 

øNote: While this publication does not represent an official version of any Federal 
statute, substantial efforts have been made to ensure the accuracy of its contents. 
The official version of Federal law is found in the United States Statutes at Large 
and in the United States Code. The legal effect to be given to the Statutes at 
Large and the United States Code is established by statute (1 U.S.C. 112, 204).¿ 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Water Re-

sources Development Act of 1992’’. 

* * * * * * * 

TITLE II—GENERALLY APPLICABLE 
PROVISIONS 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 203. VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL AND 

RECREATION PROJECTS. 
(a) ACCEPTANCE.—In connection with carrying out a water re-

sources project for environmental protection and restoration or a 
water resources project for recreation, the Secretary is authorized 
to accept contributions of cash, funds, materials, and services from 
persons, including governmental entities but excluding the project 
sponsor. 

(b) DEPOSIT.—Any cash or funds received by the Secretary 
under subsection (a) shall be deposited into the account in the 
Treasury of the United States entitled ‘‘Contributions and Ad-
vances, Rivers and Harbors, Corps of Engineers (8662)’’ and shall 
be available until expended to carry out water resources projects 
described in subsection (a). 

ø33 U.S.C. 2325¿ 

SEC. 204. REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 

(1) SEDIMENT USE.— 
(A) SEDIMENT FROM FEDERAL WATER RESOURCES 

PROJECTS.—For sediment obtained through or used in the 
construction, operation, or maintenance of an authorized 
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2 Sec. 204 Water Resources Development Act of 1992 

Federal water resources project, including a project author-
ized for flood control, the Secretary shall develop, at Fed-
eral expense, regional sediment management plans and 
carry out projects at locations identified in plans developed 
under this section, or identified jointly by the non-Federal 
interest and the Secretary, for use in the construction, re-
pair, modification, or rehabilitation of projects, including 
projects for the beneficial use of dredged materials de-
scribed in section 1122 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2016 (33 U.S.C. 2326 note), associated with 
Federal water resources projects for purposes listed in 
paragraph (3). 

(B) SEDIMENT FROM OTHER FEDERAL SOURCES AND 
NON-FEDERAL SOURCES.—For purposes of projects carried 
out under this section, the Secretary may include sediment 
from other Federal sources and non-Federal sources, sub-
ject to the requirement that any sediment obtained from a 
non-Federal source shall not be obtained at Federal ex-
pense. 
(2) COOPERATION.—The Secretary shall develop plans 

under this subsection in cooperation with the appropriate Fed-
eral, State, regional, and local agencies. 

(3) PURPOSES FOR SEDIMENT USE IN PROJECTS.—The pur-
poses of using sediment for the construction, repair, modifica-
tion, or rehabilitation of Federal water resources projects are— 

(A) to reduce storm damage to property; 
(B) to protect, restore, and create aquatic and eco-

logically related habitats, including wetlands; and 
(C) to transport and place suitable sediment for the 

purposes of improving environmental conditions in marsh 
and littoral systems, stabilizing stream channels, enhanc-
ing shorelines, and supporting State and local risk man-
agement adaptation strategies. 
(4) REDUCING COSTS.—To reduce or avoid Federal costs, 

the Secretary shall consider the beneficial use of dredged mate-
rial in a manner that contributes to the maintenance of sedi-
ment resources in the nearby coastal system. 
(b) SECRETARIAL FINDINGS.—Subject to subsection (c), projects 

carried out under subsection (a) may be carried out in any case in 
which the Secretary finds that— 

(1) the environmental, economic, and social benefits of the 
project, both monetary and nonmonetary, justify the cost of the 
project; and 

(2) the project will not result in environmental degrada-
tion. 
(c) DETERMINATION OF PROJECT COSTS.— 

(1) COSTS OF CONSTRUCTION.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Costs associated with construction of 

a project under this section or identified in a regional sedi-
ment management plan shall be limited solely to construc-
tion costs that are in excess of the costs necessary to carry 
out the dredging for construction, operation, or mainte-
nance of an authorized Federal water resources project in 
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the most cost-effective way, consistent with economic, engi-
neering, and environmental criteria. 

(B) COST SHARING.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in clause (ii), 

the non-Federal share of the construction cost of a 
project under this section shall be determined as pro-
vided in subsections (a) through (d) of section 103 of 
the Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2213). 

(ii) SPECIAL RULE.—Construction of a project 
under this section for one or more of the purposes of 
protection, restoration, or creation of aquatic and eco-
logically related habitat, the cost of which does not ex-
ceed $750,000 and which is located in a disadvantaged 
community as determined by the Secretary, may be 
carried out at Federal expense. 
(C) TOTAL COST.—The total Federal costs associated 

with construction of a project under this section may not 
exceed $15,000,000. 
(2) OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, REPLACEMENT, AND REHA-

BILITATION COSTS.—Operation, maintenance, replacement, and 
rehabilitation costs associated with a project under this section 
are the responsibility of the non-Federal interest. 
(d) SELECTION OF DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL METHOD FOR 

PURPOSES RELATED TO ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION OR STORM 
DAMAGE AND FLOOD REDUCTION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—At the request of the non-Federal inter-
est for a water resources development project involving the dis-
posal of dredged material, the Secretary, using funds appro-
priated for construction or operation and maintenance of the 
project, may select a disposal method that is not the least cost 
option if the Secretary determines that the incremental costs 
of the disposal method are reasonablein relation to— 

(A) the environmental benefits, including the benefits 
to the aquatic environment to be derived from the creation 
of wetlands and control of shoreline erosion; or 

(B) the hurricane and storm or flood risk reduction 
benefits, including shoreline protection, protection against 
loss of life, and damage to improved property. 
(2) FEDERAL SHARE.—The Federal share of such incre-

mental costs shall be determined in accordance with subsection 
(c). 

(3) SPECIAL RULE.—Disposal of dredged material under 
this subsection may include a single or periodic application of 
sediment for beneficial use and shall not require operation and 
maintenance. 

(4) DISPOSAL AT NON-FEDERAL COST.—The Secretary may 
accept funds from a non-Federal interest to dispose of dredged 
material as provided under section 103(d)(1) of the Water Re-
sources Development Act of 1986 (33 U.S.C. 2213(d)(1)). 

(5) SELECTION OF DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL METHOD 
FOR CERTAIN PURPOSES.—Activities carried out under this sub-
section— 
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(A) shall be carried out using amounts appropriated 
for construction or operation and maintenance of the 
project involving the disposal of the dredged material; and 

(B) shall not carried out using amounts made avail-
able under subsection (g). 

(e) STATE AND REGIONAL PLANS.—The Secretary may— 
(1) cooperate with any State or group of States in the prep-

aration of a comprehensive State or regional sediment manage-
ment plan within the boundaries of the State or among States; 

(2) encourage State participation in the implementation of 
the plan; and 

(3) submit to Congress reports and recommendations with 
respect to appropriate Federal participation in carrying out the 
plan. 
(f) PRIORITY AREAS.—In carrying out this section, the Secretary 

shall give priority to a regional sediment management project in 
the vicinity of each of the following: 

(1) Little Rock Slackwater Harbor, Arkansas. 
(2) Fletcher Cove, California. 
(3) Egmont Key, Florida. 
(4) Calcasieu Ship Channel, Louisiana. 
(5) Delaware River Estuary, New Jersey and Pennsyl-

vania. 
(6) Fire Island Inlet, Suffolk County, New York. 
(7) Smith Point Park Pavilion and the TWA Flight 800 

Memorial, Brookhaven, New York. 
(8) Morehead City, North Carolina. 
(9) Toledo Harbor, Lucas County, Ohio. 
(10) Galveston Bay, Texas. 
(11) Benson Beach, Washington. 
(12) Osceola County, Florida. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There is authorized 
to be appropriated to carry out this section $62,500,000 per fiscal 
year, of which not more than $5,000,000 per fiscal year may be 
used for the development of regional sediment management plans 
authorized by subsection (e) and of which not more than $3,000,000 
per fiscal year may be used for construction of projects to which 
subsection (c)(1)(B)(ii) applies. Such funds shall remain available 
until expended. 

ø33 U.S.C. 2326¿ 

SEC. 205. DEFINITION OF REHABILITATION FOR INLAND WATERWAY 
PROJECTS. 

For purposes of laws relating to navigation on inland and in-
tracoastal waterways of the United States, the term ‘‘rehabilita-
tion’’ means— 

(1) major project feature restoration— 
(A) which consists of structural work on an inland 

navigation facility operated and maintained by the Corps 
of Engineers; 

(B) which will significantly extend the physical life of 
the feature; 

(C) which is economically justified by a benefit-cost 
analysis; 
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(D) which will take at least 2 years to complete; and 
(E)(i) which is initially funded before October 1, 1994, 

and will require at least $5,000,000 in capital outlays; or 
(ii) which is initially funded on or after such date and 

will require at least $20,000,000 in capital outlays; and 
(2) structural modification of a major project component 

(not exhibiting reliability problems)— 
(A) which will enhance the operational efficiency of 

such component or any other major component of the 
project by increasing benefits beyond the original project 
design; and 

(B) which will require at least $1,000,000 in capital 
outlays. 

Such term does not include routine or deferred maintenance. The 
dollar amounts referred to in paragraphs (1) and (2) shall be ad-
justed annually according to the economic assumption published 
each year as guidance in the Annual Program and Budget Request 
for Civil Works Activities of the Corps of Engineers. 

ø33 U.S.C. 2327¿ 

øSection 206 was repealed by section 1014(c)(2) of P.L. 113- 
121¿ 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 212. USE OF PRIVATE SECTOR RESOURCES IN SURVEYING AND 

MAPPING. 
To the maximum extent practicable, the Secretary shall make 

use of private sector resources in carrying out surveying and map-
ping activities in the Civil Works Program of the Corps of Engi-
neers. 

ø33 U.S.C. 569e¿ 

SEC. 213. USE OF DOMESTIC PRODUCTS. 
(a) COMPLIANCE WITH BUY AMERICAN ACT.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in paragraph (2), the 
Secretary shall ensure that procurements with funds appro-
priated to carry out this Act are conducted in compliance with 
sections 2 through 4 of the Act of March 3, 1933 (41 U.S.C. 
10a–l0c), popularly known as the ‘‘Buy American Act’’. 

(2) LIMITATION ON APPLICABILITY.—This subsection shall 
apply only to procurements made for which— 

(A) amounts are authorized by this Act to be made 
available; and 

(B) solicitations for bids are issued after the date of 
the enactment of this Act. 
(3) REPORTS.—The Secretary shall report to Congress on 

procurements covered under this subsection of products that 
are not domestic products. 

(4) REPORT ON PURCHASE OF FOREIGN MANUFACTURED ARTI-
CLES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—In the first annual report submitted 
to Congress after the date of enactment of this paragraph 
in accordance with section 8 of the Act of August 11, 1888 
(25 Stat. 424, chapter 860; 33 U.S.C. 556), and section 
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925(b) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986 
(33 U.S.C. 2295(b)), the Secretary shall include a report on 
the amount of acquisitions in the prior fiscal year made by 
the Corps of Engineers for civil works projects from enti-
ties that manufactured the articles, materials, or supplies 
outside of the United States. 

(B) CONTENTS.—The report required under subpara-
graph (A) shall indicate, for each category of acquisition— 

(i) the dollar value of articles, materials, and sup-
plies purchased that were manufactured outside of the 
United States; and 

(ii) a summary of the total procurement funds 
spent on goods manufactured in the United States and 
the total procurement funds spent on goods manufac-
tured outside of the United States. 
(C) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—Not later than 30 days 

after the submission of the report required under subpara-
graph (A), the Secretary shall make such report publicly 
available, including on the Internet. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—For the purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘domestic product’’ means a product— 

(1) that is manufactured or produced in the United States; 
and 

(2) at least 50 percent of the cost of the articles, materials, 
or supplies of which are mined, produced, or manufactured in 
the United States. 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 216. DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL AREAS. 

(a) STUDY.—The Secretary shall conduct a study on the need 
for changes in Federal law and policy with respect to dredged ma-
terial disposal areas for the construction and maintenance of har-
bors and inland harbors by the Secretary. As part of the study, the 
Secretary shall evaluate the need for any changes in Federal and 
non-Federal cost sharing for such areas and harbor projects, includ-
ing sources of funding. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Public Works and Transportation of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Environment and Public Works 
of the Senate a report on the results of the study conducted under 
subsection (a), together with recommendations of the Secretary. 

ø33 U.S.C. 2211 note¿ 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 219. ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is authorized to provide assist-
ance to non-Federal interests for carrying out water-related envi-
ronmental infrastructure and resource protection and development 
projects described in subsection (c), including waste water treat-
ment and related facilities and water supply, storage, treatment, 
and distribution facilities. Such assistance may be in the form of 
technical and planning and design assistance. If the Secretary is to 
provide any design or engineering assistance to carry out a project 
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7 Sec. 219 Water Resources Development Act of 1992 

under this section, the Secretary shall obtain by procurement from 
private sources all services necessary for the Secretary to provide 
such assistance, unless the Secretary finds that— 

(1) the service would require the use of a new technology 
unavailable in the private sector; or 

(2) a solicitation or request for proposal has failed to at-
tract 2 or more bids or proposals. 
(b) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal share of the cost of 

projects for which assistance is provided under this section shall 
not be less than 25 percent, except that such share shall be subject 
to the ability of the non-Federal interest to pay, including the pro-
cedures and regulations relating to ability to pay established under 
section 103(m) of the Water Resources Development Act of 1986. 

(c) PROJECT DESCRIPTIONS.—The projects for which the Sec-
retary is authorized to provide assistance under subsection (a) are 
as follows: 

(1) WASHINGTON, D.C. AND MARYLAND.—Measures to allevi-
ate adverse water quality impacts resulting from storm water 
discharges from Federal facilities in the Anacostia River water-
shed, Washington, D.C. and Maryland. 

(2) ATLANTA, GEORGIA.—A combined sewer overflow treat-
ment facility for the city of Atlanta, Georgia. 

(3) HAZARD, KENTUCKY.—A water system (including a 
13,000,000 gallon per day water treatment plant), intake struc-
tures, raw water pipelines and pumps, distribution lines, and 
pumps and storage tanks for Hazard, Kentucky. 

(4) ROUGE RIVER, MICHIGAN.—Completion of a comprehen-
sive streamflow enhancement project for the Western Town-
ships Utility Authority, Rouge River, Wayne County, Michigan. 

(5) JACKSON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—Provision of an alter-
native water supply, projects for stormwater and drainage sys-
tems, and projects for the design, installation, enhancement, or 
repair of sewer systems for Jackson County, Mississippi. 

(6) EPPING, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—Evaluation and assistance 
in addressing expanded and advanced wastewater treatment 
needs for Epping, New Hampshire. 

(7) MANCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—Elimination of com-
bined sewer overflows in the city of Manchester, New Hamp-
shire. 

(8) ROCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—Provision of advanced 
wastewater treatment for the city of Rochester, New Hamp-
shire. 

(9) PATERSON AND PASSAIC COUNTY, NEW JERSEY.—Drain-
age facilities to alleviate flooding problems on Getty Avenue in 
the vicinity of St. Joseph’s Hospital for the city of Paterson, 
New Jersey, and Passaic County, New Jersey. 

(10) STATE OF NEW JERSEY AND NEW JERSEY WASTEWATER 
TREATMENT TRUST.—The development of innovative beneficial 
uses of sewage sludge and conventional and innovative facili-
ties to dispose of sewage sludge or to make reusable products 
from sewage sludge for local government units that ceased the 
discharge of sewage sludge in the Atlantic Ocean. 
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(11) ERIE COUNTY, NEW YORK.—A tunnel from North Buf-
falo, New York, to Amherst Quarry to relieve flooding and im-
prove water quality. 

(12) ERIE COUNTY, NEW YORK.—A sludge processing dis-
posal facility to serve the Erie County Sewer District 5, New 
York. 

(13) OTSEGO COUNTY, NEW YORK.—A water storage tank 
and an adequate water filtration system for the Village of Mil-
ford, Otsego County, New York. 

(14) CHENANGO COUNTY, NEW YORK.—A primary source 
water well and improvement of a water distribution system for 
New Berlin, Chenango County, New York. 

(15) GREENSBORO AND GLASSWORKS, PENNSYLVANIA.—A 
sewage treatment plant for the borough of Greensboro, Penn-
sylvania, and the unincorporated village of Glassworks, Penn-
sylvania. 

(16) LYNCHBURG, VIRGINIA.—Alleviation of combined sewer 
overflows for Lynchburg, Virginia, in accordance with com-
bined sewer overflow control plans adopted by, and currently 
being implemented by, the non-Federal sponsor. 

(17) RICHMOND, VIRGINIA.—Alleviation of combined sewer 
overflows for Richmond, Virginia, in accordance with combined 
sewer overflow control plans adopted by, and currently being 
implemented by, the non-Federal sponsor. 

(18) COLONIAS ALONG UNITED STATES-MEXICO BORDER.— 
Wastewater treatment facilities, water systems (including 
water treatment plants), intake structures, raw water pipelines 
and pumps, distribution lines, and pumps and storage tanks 
for colonias in the United States along the United States-Mex-
ico border. 

(19) MARANA, ARIZONA.—Wastewater treatment and dis-
tribution infrastructure, Marana, Arizona. 

(20) EASTERN ARKANSAS ENTERPRISE COMMUNITY, ARKAN-
SAS.—Water-related infrastructure, Eastern Arkansas Enter-
prise Community, Cross, Lee, Monroe, and St. Francis Coun-
ties, Arkansas. 

(21) CHINO HILLS, CALIFORNIA.—Storm water and sewage 
collection infrastructure, Chino Hills, California. 

(22) CLEAR LAKE BASIN, CALIFORNIA.—Water-related infra-
structure and resource protection, Clear Lake Basin, Cali-
fornia. 

(23) DESERT HOT SPRINGS, CALIFORNIA.—Resource protec-
tion and wastewater infrastructure, Desert Hot Springs, Cali-
fornia. 

(24) EASTERN MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA.— 
Regional water-related infrastructure, Eastern Municipal 
Water District, California. 

(25) HUNTINGTON BEACH, CALIFORNIA.—Water supply and 
wastewater infrastructure, Huntington Beach, California. 

(26) INGLEWOOD, CALIFORNIA.—Water infrastructure, 
Inglewood, California. 

(27) LOS OSOS, CALIFORNIA.—Water and wastewater infra-
structure, Los Osos, California. 
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(28) NORWALK, CALIFORNIA.—Water-related infrastructure, 
Norwalk, California. 

(29) KEY BISCAYNE, FLORIDA.—Sanitary sewer infrastruc-
ture, Key Biscayne, Florida. 

(30) SOUTH TAMPA, FLORIDA.—Water supply and aquifer 
storage and recovery infrastructure, South Tampa, Florida. 

(31) FORT WAYNE, INDIANA.—Combined sewer overflow in-
frastructure and wetlands protection, Fort Wayne, Indiana. 

(32) INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA.—Combined sewer overflow in-
frastructure, Indianapolis, Indiana. 

(33) ST. CHARLES, ST. BERNARD, AND PLAQUEMINES PAR-
ISHES, LOUISIANA.—Water supply and wastewater infrastruc-
ture, including stormwater management, St. Charles, St. Ber-
nard, and Plaquemines Parishes, Louisiana. 

(34) ST. JOHN THE BAPTIST, ST. JAMES, AND ASSUMPTION 
PARISHES, LOUISIANA.—Water and sewer improvements, St. 
John the Baptist, St. James, and Assumption Parishes, Lou-
isiana. 

(35) UNION COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—Water infrastruc-
ture, Union County, North Carolina. 

(36) HOOD RIVER, OREGON.—Water transmission infra-
structure, Hood River, Oregon. 

(37) MEDFORD, OREGON.—Sewer collection infrastructure, 
Medford, Oregon. 

(38) PORTLAND, OREGON.—Water infrastructure and re-
source protection, Portland, Oregon. 

(39) COUDERSPORT, PENNSYLVANIA.—Sewer system exten-
sions and improvements, Coudersport, Pennsylvania. 

(40) PARK CITY, UTAH.—Water supply infrastructure, Park 
City, Utah. 

(41) WINCHESTER, KENTUCKY.—Wastewater infrastructure, 
Winchester, Kentucky. 
(d) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There is authorized 

to be appropriated for providing assistance under this section 
$30,000,000. Such sums shall remain available until expended. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION AS-
SISTANCE.—There are authorized to be appropriated for providing 
construction assistance under this section— 

(1) $57,500,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(5); 

(2) $2,000,000 for the project described in subsection (c)(6); 
(3) $20,000,000 for the project described in subsection 

(c)(7); 
(4) $11,000,000 for the project described in subsection 

(c)(8); 
(5) $100,000,000 for the project described in subsection 

(c)(2); 
(6) $30,000,000 for the project described in subsection 

(c)(9); 
(7) $30,000,000 for the project described in subsection 

(c)(16); 
(8) $30,000,000 for the project described in subsection 

(c)(17); 
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(9) $35,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(18); 

(10) $27,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(19); 

(11) $20,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(20); 

(12) $35,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(23); 

(13) $20,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(25); 

(14) $20,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(26); 

(15) $43,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(27); 

(16) $20,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(28); 

(17) $30,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(40); 

(18) $70,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(33); and 

(19) $36,000,000 for the project described in subsection 
(c)(34). 
(f) ADDITIONAL ASSISTANCE.—The Secretary may provide as-

sistance under subsection (a) and assistance for construction for the 
following: 

(1) ATLANTA, GEORGIA.—The project described in sub-
section (c)(2), modified to include watershed restoration and de-
velopment in the regional Atlanta watershed, including Big 
Creek and Rock Creek. 

(2) PATERSON, PASSAIC COUNTY, AND PASSAIC VALLEY, NEW 
JERSEY.—The project described in subsection (c)(9), modified to 
include drainage facilities to alleviate flooding problems on 
Getty Avenue in the vicinity of St. Joseph’s Hospital for the 
city of Paterson, New Jersey, and Passaic County, New Jersey, 
and innovative facilities to manage and treat additional flows 
in the Passaic Valley, Passaic River basin, New Jersey. 

(3) NASHUA, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—$20,000,000 for a project to 
eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
Nashua, New Hampshire. 

(4) FALL RIVER AND NEW BEDFORD, MASSACHUSETTS.— 
$35,000,000 for a project to eliminate or control combined 
sewer overflows in the cities of Fall River and New Bedford, 
Massachusetts. 

(5) FINDLAY TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$11,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in Findlay Township, Al-
legheny County, Pennsylvania. 

(6) DILLSBURG BOROUGH AUTHORITY, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
$2,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure in Frank-
lin Township, York County, Pennsylvania. 

(7) HAMPDEN TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$3,000,000 for 
water, sewer, and storm sewer improvements in Hampden 
Township, Pennsylvania. 
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(8) TOWAMENCIN TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$1,500,000 
for sanitary sewer and water and wastewater infrastructure in 
Towamencin Township, Pennsylvania. 

(9) DAUPHIN COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—$2,000,000 for a 
project to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows and 
water system rehabilitation for the city of Harrisburg, Dauphin 
County, Pennsylvania. 

(10) EASTERN SHORE AND SOUTHWEST VIRGINIA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$52,000,000 for water supply, waste-

water infrastructure, and environmental restoration 
projects in the counties of Accomack, Northampton, Lee, 
Norton, Wise, Scott, Russell, Dickenson, Buchanan, and 
Tazewell, Virginia. 

(B) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit, in accordance 
with section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 
U.S.C. 1962d–5b), toward the non-Federal share of the cost 
of the project the cost of work carried out by the non-Fed-
eral interest for the project before the date of the partner-
ship agreement for the project. 
(11) NORTHEAST PENNSYLVANIA.—$70,000,000 for water 

and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply in the 
counties of Lackawanna, Lycoming, Susquehanna, Wyoming, 
Pike, Wayne, Sullivan, Bradford, Northumberland, Union, Sny-
der, Luzerne, and Monroe, Pennsylvania, including assistance 
for the Mountoursville Regional Sewer Authority, Lycoming 
County, Pennsylvania. 

(12) CALUMET REGION, INDIANA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$125,000,000 for water related infra-

structure projects in the counties of Benton, Jasper, Lake, 
Newton, and Porter, Indiana. 

(B) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit, in accordance 
with section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 
U.S.C. 1962d–5b), toward the non-Federal share of the cost 
of the project the cost of planning and design work carried 
out by the non-Federal interest for the project before the 
date of the partnership agreement for the project. 
(13) CLINTON COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—$2,000,000 for 

water related infrastructure in Clinton County, Pennsylvania. 
(14) PATTON TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$1,400,000 for 

water related infrastructure in Patton Township, Pennsyl-
vania. 

(15) NORTH FAYETTE TOWNSHIP, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PENN-
SYLVANIA.—$500,000 for water related infrastructure in North 
Fayette Township, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. 

(16) SPRINGDALE BOROUGH, PENNSYLVANIA.—$500,000 for 
water related infrastructure in Springdale Borough, Pennsyl-
vania. 

(17) ROBINSON TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$1,200,000 for 
water related infrastructure in Robinson Township, Pennsyl-
vania. 

(18) UPPER ALLEN TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$3,400,000 
for water related infrastructure in Upper Allen Township, 
Pennsylvania. 
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(19) JEFFERSON TOWNSHIP, GREENE COUNTY, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—$1,000,000 for water related infrastructure in Jeffer-
son Township, Greene County, Pennsylvania. 

(20) LUMBERTON, NORTH CAROLINA.—$1,700,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure projects in Lumberton, North 
Carolina. 

(21) BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA.—$100,000,000 for water re-
lated infrastructure for the parishes of East Baton Rouge, As-
cension, and Livingston, Louisiana. 

(22) EAST SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$25,000,000 for ground water re-

charge and conjunctive use projects in Stockton East 
Water District, California. 

(B) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit, in accordance 
with section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 
U.S.C. 1962d–5b), toward the non-Federal share of the cost 
of the project the cost of design and construction work car-
ried out by the non-Federal interest for the project before 
the date of the partnership agreement for the project. 

(C) IN-KIND CONTRIBUTIONS.—The non-Federal interest 
may provide any portion of the non-Federal share of the 
cost of the project in the form of in-kind services and mate-
rials. 
(23) SACRAMENTO AREA, CALIFORNIA.— $45,000,000 for re-

gional water conservation, recycling, reliability, and resiliency 
projects in Placer, El Dorado, and Sacramento Counties and 
the San Juan Water District, California. 

(24) CUMBERLAND COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$5,000,000 for 
water supply projects in Cumberland County, Tennessee. 

(25) LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
$235,000,000 for wastewater treatment and water supply 
treatment and distribution projects in the counties of Berkeley, 
Calhoun, Clarendon, Colleton, Dorchester, and Orangeberg, 
South Carolina. 

(26) BRIDGEPORT, CONNECTICUT.—$10,000,000 for a project 
to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
Bridgeport, Connecticut. 

(27) HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT.—$10,000,000 for a project 
to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
Hartford, Connecticut. 

(28) NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT.—$10,000,000 for a project 
to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
New Haven, Connecticut. 

(29) OAKLAND COUNTY, MICHIGAN.—$20,000,000 for a 
project to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the 
cities of Berkley, Ferndale, Madison Heights, Royal Oak, Bir-
mingham, Hazel Park, Oak Park, Southfield, Clawson, Hun-
tington Woods, Pleasant Ridge, and Troy, and the village of 
Beverly Hills, and the Charter Township of Royal Oak, Michi-
gan. 

(30) DESOTO COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—$170,000,000 for a 
wastewater infrastructure project in the county of DeSoto, Mis-
sissippi. 
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1 Paragraphs (45) through (70) were added by section 108(d) of the Miscellaneous Appropria-
tions Act, 2001 (114 Stat. 2763A–220), as enacted into law by section 1(a)(4) of Public Law 106– 
554. There is not a paragraph (44). 

(31) KANSAS CITY, MISSOURI.—$15,000,000 for a project to 
eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
Kansas City, Missouri. 

(32) ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI.—$100,000,000 for projects to 
eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of St. 
Louis and St. Louis County, Missouri. 

(33) ELIZABETH, NEW JERSEY.—$10,000,000 for a project to 
eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
Elizabeth, New Jersey. 

(34) NORTH HUDSON, NEW JERSEY.—$20,000,000 for a 
project to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows for the 
North Hudson Sewerage Authority, New Jersey. 

(35) INNER HARBOR PROJECT, NEW YORK, NEW YORK.— 
$15,000,000 for a project to eliminate or control combined 
sewer overflows for the inner harbor project, New York, New 
York. 

(36) OUTER HARBOR PROJECT, NEW YORK, NEW YORK.— 
$15,000,000 for a project to eliminate or control combined 
sewer overflows for the outer harbor project, New York, New 
York. 

(37) LEBANON, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—$8,000,000 for a project 
to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of 
Lebanon, New Hampshire. 

(38) ASTORIA, OREGON.—$5,000,000 for a project to elimi-
nate or control combined sewer overflows in the city of Astoria, 
Oregon. 

(39) CACHE COUNTY, UTAH.—$5,000,000 for a wastewater 
infrastructure project for Cache County, Utah. 

(40) LAWTON, OKLAHOMA.—$5,000,000 for a wastewater in-
frastructure project for the city of Lawton, Oklahoma. 

(41) LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA.—$1,500,000 for a project to 
provide water facilities for the Fox Field Industrial Corridor, 
Lancaster, California. 

(42) SAN RAMON VALLEY, CALIFORNIA.—$15,000,000 for a 
project for recycled water for San Ramon Valley, California. 

(43) HARBOR/SOUTH BAY, CALIFORNIA.—$70,000,000 for an 
industrial water reuse project for the Harbor/South Bay area, 
California. 

(45) 1 WASHINGTON, D.C., AND MARYLAND.—$15,000,000 for 
the project described in subsection (c)(1), modified to include 
measures to eliminate or control combined sewer overflows in 
the Anacostia River watershed. 

(46) DUCK RIVER, CULLMAN, ALABAMA.—$5,000,000 for 
water supply infrastructure, Duck River, Cullman, Alabama. 

(47) UNION COUNTY, ARKANSAS.—$52,000,000 for water 
supply infrastructure, including facilities for withdrawal, treat-
ment, and distribution, Union County, Arkansas. 

(48) CAMBRIA, CALIFORNIA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$10,300,000 for desalination infra-

structure, Cambria, California. 
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(B) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit, in accordance 
with section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 
U.S.C. 1962d–5b), toward the non-Federal share of the cost 
of the project not to exceed $3,000,000 for the cost of plan-
ning and design work carried out by the non-Federal inter-
est for the project before the date of the partnership agree-
ment for the project. 
(49) LOS ANGELES HARBOR/TERMINAL ISLAND, CALIFORNIA.— 

$6,500,000 for wastewater recycling infrastructure, Los Ange-
les Harbor/Terminal Island, California. 

(50) NORTH VALLEY REGION, LANCASTER, CALIFORNIA.— 
$24,500,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, North 
Valley Region, Lancaster, California. 

(51) SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for 
water-related infrastructure, San Diego County, California. 

(52) SOUTH PERRIS, CALIFORNIA.—$100,000,000 for water 
supply desalination infrastructure, South Perris, California. 

(53) AURORA, ILLINOIS.—$8,000,000 for wastewater infra-
structure to reduce or eliminate combined sewer overflows, Au-
rora, Illinois. 

(54) COOK COUNTY AND LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.— 
$149,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure, including 
stormwater management, and other water-related infrastruc-
ture and resource protection and development, Cook County 
and Lake County, Illinois. 

(55) MADISON AND ST. CLAIR COUNTIES, ILLINOIS.— 
$150,000,000 for water and wastewater assistance (including 
stormwater management), Madison and St. Clair Counties, Illi-
nois. 

(56) IBERIA PARISH, LOUISIANA.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, Iberia Parish, Louisiana. 

(57) KENNER, LOUISIANA.—$5,000,000 for wastewater infra-
structure, Kenner, Louisiana. 

(58) BENTON HARBOR, MICHIGAN.—$1,500,000 for water-re-
lated infrastructure, City of Benton Harbor, Michigan. 

(59) GENESEE COUNTY, MICHIGAN.—$6,700,000 for waste-
water infrastructure assistance to reduce or eliminate sewer 
overflows, Genesee County, Michigan. 

(60) NEGAUNEE, MICHIGAN.—$10,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure assistance, City of Negaunee, Michigan. 

(61) GARRISON, CROW WING COUNTY, MILLE LACS COUNTY, 
MILLE LACS INDIAN RESERVATION, AND KATHIO TOWNSHIP, MIN-
NESOTA.—$17,000,000 for a wastewater infrastructure project 
for the city of Garrison, Crow Wing County, Mille Lacs County, 
Mille Lacs Indian Reservation established by the treaty of Feb-
ruary 22, 1855 (10 Stat. 1165), and Kathio Township, Min-
nesota. Such assistance shall be provided directly to the Garri-
son-Kathio-West Mille Lacs Lake Sanitary District, Minnesota, 
except for assistance provided directly to the Mille Lacs Band 
of Ojibwe at the discretion of the Secretary. 

(62) NEWTON, NEW JERSEY.—$7,000,000 for water filtration 
infrastructure, Newton, New Jersey. 

(63) LIVERPOOL, NEW YORK.—$2,000,000 for water infra-
structure, including a pump station, Liverpool, New York. 
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(64) STANLY COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$8,900,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, Stanly County, North 
Carolina. 

(65) YUKON, OKLAHOMA.—$5,500,000 for water-related in-
frastructure, including wells, booster stations, storage tanks, 
and transmission lines, Yukon, Oklahoma. 

(66) ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$30,000,000 for wastewater infra-

structure, including stormwater management, and other 
water-related environmental infrastructure, Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania. 

(B) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit, in accordance 
with section 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 
U.S.C. 1962d–5b), toward the non-Federal share of the cost 
of the project the cost of work carried out by the non-Fed-
eral interest for the project before the date of the partner-
ship agreement for the project. 
(67) MOUNT JOY TOWNSHIP AND CONEWAGO TOWNSHIP, 

PENNSYLVANIA.—$8,300,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure, Mount Joy Township and Conewago Township, 
Pennsylvania. 

(68) PHOENIXVILLE BOROUGH, CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYL-
VANIA.—$10,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, 
including stormwater infrastructure and water supply, 
Phoenixville Borough, Chester County, Pennsylvania. 

(69) TITUSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA.—$7,300,000 for storm 
water separation and treatment plant upgrades, Titusville, 
Pennsylvania. 

(70) WASHINGTON, GREENE, WESTMORELAND, AND FAYETTE 
COUNTIES, PENNSYLVANIA.—$8,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, Washington, Greene, Westmoreland, and 
Fayette Counties, Pennsylvania. 

(71) CORONADO, CALIFORNIA.— 
(A) $10,000,000 is authorized for wastewater infra-

structure, Coronado, California. 
(B) The Federal Share may be in the form of grants 

or reimbursements of project costs incurred by the non- 
Federal sponsor for work performed by the non-Federal 
sponsor before or after the execution of a project coopera-
tion agreement, if the Secretary determines that such 
work is integral to the project. 

(C) The Secretary is authorized to credit towards the 
non-Federal share of project costs the costs incurred by the 
non-Federal sponsor for work performed by the non-Fed-
eral sponsor before or after the execution of a project co-
operation agreement, if the Secretary determines that such 
work is integral to the project. 
(72) CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$10,000,000 for 

wastewater infrastructure, including wastewater collection sys-
tems, and stormwater system improvements, Charleston, 
South Carolina. 

(73) PLACER AND EL DORADO COUNTIES, CALIFORNIA.— 
$35,000,000 to improve the efficiency and use of existing water 
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supplies in Placer and El Dorado Counties, California, through 
water and wastewater projects, programs, and infrastructure. 

(74) LASSEN, PLUMAS, BUTTE, SIERRA, AND NEVADA COUN-
TIES, CALIFORNIA.—$25,000,000 to improve the efficiency and 
use of existing water supplies in the counties of Lassen, 
Plumas, Butte, Sierra, and Nevada, California, through water 
and waste water projects, programs, and infrastructure. 

(75) INDIANAPOLIS, INDIANA.—$6,430,000 for environmental 
infrastructure for Indianapolis, Indiana. 

(76) ST. CROIX FALLS, WISCONSIN.—$5,000,000 for waste 
water infrastructure, St. Croix Falls, Wisconsin. 

(77) ALPINE, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 is authorized for a 
water transmission main, Alpine, CA. 

(78) ST. CLAIR COUNTY, BLOUNT COUNTY, AND CULLMAN 
COUNTY, ALABAMA.—$5,000,000 for water related infrastruc-
ture, St. Clair County, Blount County, and Cullman County, 
Alabama. 

(79) CRAWFORD COUNTY, ARKANSAS.—$35,000,000 for water 
supply infrastructure, Crawford County, Arkansas. 

(80) ALAMEDA AND CONTRA COSTA COUNTIES, CALIFORNIA.— 
$45,000,000 for recycled water treatment facilities within the 
East Bay Municipal Utility District service area, Alameda and 
Contra Costa Counties, California. 

(81) ALISO CREEK, ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$5,000,000 for water related infrastructure, Aliso Creek, Or-
ange County, California. 

(82) AMADOR COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$3,000,000 for waste-
water collection and treatment infrastructure, Amador County, 
California. 

(83) ARCADIA, SIERRA MADRE, AND UPLAND, CALIFORNIA.— 
$33,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, Arcadia, 
Sierra Madre, and Upland, California, including $13,000,000 
for stormwater infrastructure for Upland, California. 

(84) BIG BEAR AREA REGIONAL WASTEWATER AGENCY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$15,000,000 for water reclamation and distribution 
infrastructure, Big Bear Area Regional Wastewater Agency, 
California. 

(85) BRAWLEY COLONIA, IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$1,400,000 for water infrastructure to improve water quality in 
the Brawley Colonia Water District, Imperial County, Cali-
fornia. 

(86) CALAVERAS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$16,300,000 for 
water supply and wastewater infrastructure improvement 
projects in Calaveras County, California, including wastewater 
reclamation, recycling, and conjunctive use projects. 

(87) CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$80,000,000, of 
which not less than $23,000,000 shall be for water and waste-
water infrastructure for the Contra Costa Water District serv-
ice area, and of which not less than $57,000,000 shall be for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management and water supply, within the service areas for the 
Delta Diablo Sanitation District and the Ironhouse Sanitary 
District, Contra Costa County, California. 
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(88) EAST BAY, SAN FRANCISCO, AND SANTA CLARA AREAS, 
CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for a desalination project to serve the 
East Bay, San Francisco, and Santa Clara areas, California. 

(89) EAST PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for a new 
pump station and stormwater management and drainage sys-
tem, East Palo Alto, California. 

(90) IMPERIAL COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure, including a wastewater disinfection 
facility and polishing system, to improve water quality in the 
vicinity of Calexico, California, on the southern New River, Im-
perial County, California. 

(91) LA HABRA, CALIFORNIA.—$5,000,000 for wastewater 
and water related infrastructure, city of La Habra, California. 

(92) LA MIRADA, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for the planning, 
design, and construction of a stormwater program in La 
Mirada, California. 

(93) LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$128,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management, Diamond Bar, La Habra Heights, Dominguez 
Channel, Santa Clarita Valley, and Rowland Heights, Los An-
geles County, California. 

(94) LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for 
the planning, design, and construction of water related infra-
structure for Santa Monica Bay and the coastal zone of Los 
Angeles County, California. 

(95) MALIBU, CALIFORNIA.—$3,000,000 for municipal 
wastewater and recycled water infrastructure, Malibu Creek 
Watershed Protection Project, Malibu, California. 

(96) MONTEBELLO, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for water in-
frastructure improvements in south Montebello, California. 

(97) NEW RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure to improve water quality in the New River, Cali-
fornia. 

(98) ORANGE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for waste-
water and water related infrastructure, Anaheim, Brea, Mis-
sion Viejo, Rancho Santa Margarita, and Yorba Linda, Orange 
County, California. 

(99) PORT OF STOCKTON, STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA.— 
$3,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure projects for 
Rough and Ready Island and vicinity, Stockton, California. 

(100) PERRIS, CALIFORNIA.—$3,000,000 for recycled water 
transmission infrastructure, Eastern Municipal Water District, 
Perris, California. 

(101) SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$24,000,000 
for wastewater and water related infrastructure, Chino and 
Chino Hills, San Bernardino County, California. 

(102) SANTA CLARA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$5,500,000 for 
an advanced recycling water treatment plant in Santa Clara 
County, California. 

(103) SANTA MONICA, CALIFORNIA.—$3,000,000 for improv-
ing water system reliability, Santa Monica, California. 

(104) SOUTHERN LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$15,000,000 for environmental infrastructure for the ground-
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water basin optimization pipeline, Southern Los Angeles Coun-
ty, California. 

(105) STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA.—$33,000,000 for water treat-
ment and distribution infrastructure, Stockton, California. 

(106) SWEETWATER RESERVOIR, SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALI-
FORNIA.—$375,000 to improve water quality and remove non-
native aquatic nuisance species from the Sweetwater Res-
ervoir, San Diego County, California. 

(107) WHITTIER, CALIFORNIA.—$8,000,000 for water, waste-
water, and water related infrastructure, Whittier, California. 

(108) ARKANSAS VALLEY CONDUIT, COLORADO.—$10,000,000 
for the Arkansas Valley Conduit, Colorado. 

(109) BOULDER COUNTY, COLORADO.—$20,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment and water supply, Boulder County, Colorado. 

(110) MONTEZUMA AND LA PLATA COUNTIES, COLORADO.— 
$1,000,000 for water and wastewater related infrastructure for 
the Ute Mountain project, Montezuma and La Plata Counties, 
Colorado. 

(111) OTERO, BENT, CROWLEY, KIOWA, AND PROWERS COUN-
TIES, COLORADO.—$35,000,000 for water transmission infra-
structure, Otero, Bent, Crowley, Kiowa, and Prowers Counties, 
Colorado. 

(112) PUEBLO AND OTERO COUNTIES, COLORADO.— 
$34,000,000 for water transmission infrastructure, Pueblo and 
Otero Counties, Colorado. 

(113) ENFIELD, CONNECTICUT.—$1,000,000 for infiltration 
and inflow correction, Enfield, Connecticut. 

(114) LEDYARD AND MONTVILLE, CONNECTICUT.—$7,113,000 
for water infrastructure, Ledyard and Montville, Connecticut. 

(115) NEW HAVEN, CONNECTICUT.—$300,000 for 
stormwater system improvements, New Haven, Connecticut. 

(116) NORWALK, CONNECTICUT.—$3,000,000 for the Keeler 
Brook Storm Water Improvement Project, Norwalk, Con-
necticut. 

(117) PLAINVILLE, CONNECTICUT.—$6,280,000 for waste-
water treatment, Plainville, Connecticut. 

(118) SOUTHINGTON, CONNECTICUT.—$9,420,000 for water 
supply infrastructure, Southington, Connecticut. 

(119) ANACOSTIA RIVER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND MARY-
LAND.—$20,000,000 for environmental infrastructure and re-
source protection and development to enhance water quality 
and living resources in the Anacostia River watershed, District 
of Columbia and Maryland. 

(120) DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.—$35,000,000 for implemen-
tation of a combined sewer overflow long-term control plan in 
the District of Columbia. 

(121) CHARLOTTE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$33,000,000 for 
wastewater and water supply infrastructure, Charlotte County, 
Florida. 

(122) CHARLOTTE, LEE, AND COLLIER COUNTIES, FLORIDA.— 
$20,000,000 for water supply interconnectivity infrastructure, 
Charlotte, Lee, and Collier Counties, Florida. 
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(123) COLLIER COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$5,000,000 for water in-
frastructure to improve water quality in the vicinity of the Gor-
don River, Collier County, Florida. 

(124) HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$6,250,000 for 
water infrastructure and supply enhancement, Hillsborough 
County, Florida. 

(125) JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA.—$25,000,000 for waste-
water related infrastructure, including septic tank replace-
ments, Jacksonville, Florida. 

(126) SARASOTA COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in Sarasota County, Florida. 

(127) SOUTH SEMINOLE AND NORTH ORANGE COUNTY, FLOR-
IDA.—$30,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure for the South 
Seminole and North Orange Wastewater Transmission Author-
ity, Florida. 

(128) MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$190,250,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure, including water reuse supply and a 
water transmission pipeline, Miami-Dade County, Florida. 

(129) PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$57,500,000 for 
water infrastructure, Palm Beach County, Florida. 

(130) ALBANY, GEORGIA.—$109,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater management (including 
combined sewer overflows), Albany, Georgia. 

(131) BANKS COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$5,000,000 for water in-
frastructure improvements, Banks County, Georgia. 

(132) BERRIEN COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$5,000,000 for water in-
frastructure improvements, Berrien County, Georgia. 

(133) CHATTOOGA COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$8,000,000 for 
wastewater and drinking water infrastructure improvement, 
Chattooga County, Georgia. 

(134) CHATTOOGA, FLOYD, GORDON, WALKER, AND 
WHITIFIELD COUNTIES, GEORGIA.—$10,000,000 for water infra-
structure improvements, Armuchee Valley, Chattooga, Floyd, 
Gordon, Walker, and Whitifield Counties, Georgia. 

(135) DAHLONEGA, GEORGIA.—$5,000,000 for water infra-
structure improvements, Dahlonega, Georgia. 

(136) EAST POINT, GEORGIA.—$20,000,000 for stormwater 
management and other water infrastructure improvements, 
city of East Point, Georgia. 

(137) FAYETTEVILLE, GRANTVILLE, LAGRANGE, PINE MOUN-
TAIN (HARRIS COUNTY), DOUGLASVILLE, AND CARROLLTON, GEOR-
GIA.—$24,500,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, 
Fayetteville, Grantville, LaGrange, Pine Mountain (Harris 
County), Douglasville, and Carrollton, Georgia. 

(138) MERIWETHER AND SPALDING COUNTIES, GEORGIA.— 
$7,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, 
Meriwether and Spalding Counties, Georgia. 

(139) MOULTRIE, GEORGIA.—$5,000,000 for water supply 
infrastructure, Moultrie, Georgia. 

(140) STEPHENS COUNTY/CITY OF TOCCOA, GEORGIA.— 
$8,000,000 water infrastructure improvements, Stephens 
County/city of Toccoa, Georgia. 
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(141) NORTH VERNON AND BUTLERVILLE, INDIANA.— 
$1,700,000 for wastewater infrastructure, North Vernon and 
Butlerville, Indiana. 

(142) SALEM, WASHINGTON COUNTY, INDIANA.—$3,200,000 
for water supply infrastructure, Salem, Washington County, 
Indiana. 

(143) ATCHISON, KANSAS.—$20,000,000 to address com-
bined sewer overflows, Atchison, Kansas. 

(144) CENTRAL KENTUCKY.—$10,000,000 for water related 
infrastructure and resource protection and development, Scott, 
Franklin, Woodford, Anderson, Fayette, Mercer, Jessamine, 
Boyle, Lincoln, Garrard, Madison, Estill, Powell, Clark, Mont-
gomery, and Bourbon Counties, Kentucky. 

(145) LAFAYETTE, LOUISIANA.—$1,200,000 for water and 
wastewater improvements, Lafayette, Louisiana. 

(146) LAFOURCHE PARISH, LOUISIANA.—$7,300,000 for 
measures to prevent the intrusion of saltwater into the fresh-
water system, Lafourche Parish, Louisiana. 

(147) LAKE CHARLES, LOUISIANA.—$1,000,000 for water and 
wastewater improvements, Lake Charles, Louisiana. 

(148) NORTHWEST LOUISIANA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS, 
LOUISIANA.—$2,000,000 for water and wastewater improve-
ments, Northwest Louisiana Council of Governments, Lou-
isiana. 

(149) OUACHITA PARISH, LOUISIANA.—$1,000,000 for water 
and wastewater improvements, Ouachita Parish, Louisiana. 

(150) PLAQUEMINE, LOUISIANA.—$7,000,000 for sanitary 
sewer and wastewater infrastructure, Plaquemine, Louisiana. 

(151) RAPIDES AREA PLANNING COMMISSION, LOUISIANA.— 
$1,000,000 for water and wastewater improvements, Rapides, 
Louisiana. 

(152) SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA.—$20,000,000 for water sup-
ply infrastructure in Shreveport, Louisiana. 

(153) SOUTH CENTRAL PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT COM-
MISSION, LOUISIANA.—$17,500,000 for water and wastewater 
improvements, South Central Planning and Development Com-
mission, Louisiana. 

(154) UNION-LINCOLN REGIONAL WATER SUPPLY PROJECT, 
LOUISIANA.—$2,000,000 for the Union-Lincoln Regional Water 
Supply project, Louisiana. 

(155) CHESAPEAKE BAY IMPROVEMENTS, MARYLAND, VIR-
GINIA, AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.—$30,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure projects to benefit the Chesapeake Bay, 
including the nutrient removal project at the Blue Plains 
Wastewater Treatment facility in the District of Columbia. 

(156) CHESAPEAKE BAY REGION, MARYLAND AND VIRGINIA.— 
$40,000,000 for water pollution control, Chesapeake Bay Re-
gion, Maryland and Virginia. 

(157) MICHIGAN.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$160,000,000 for correction of com-

bined sewer overflows, Michigan. 
(B) ADDITIONAL PROJECTS.—Amounts made available 

under subparagraph (A) may be used for design and con-
struction projects for water-related environmental infra-
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structure and resource protection and development 
projects in Michigan, including for projects for wastewater 
treatment and related facilities, water supply and related 
facilities, environmental restoration, and surface water re-
source protection and development. 
(158) CENTRAL IRON RANGE SANITARY SEWER DISTRICT, MIN-

NESOTA.—$12,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure for the 
Central Iron Range Sanitary Sewer District to serve the cities 
of Hibbing, Chisholm, Buhl, and Kinney, and Balkan and 
Great Scott Townships, Minnesota. 

(159) CENTRAL LAKE REGION SANITARY DISTRICT, MIN-
NESOTA.—$2,000,000 for sanitary sewer and wastewater infra-
structure for the Central Lake Region Sanitary District, Min-
nesota, to serve Le Grande and Moe Townships, Minnesota. 

(160) GOODVIEW, MINNESOTA.—$3,000,000 for water qual-
ity infrastructure, Goodview, Minnesota. 

(161) GRAND RAPIDS, MINNESOTA.—$5,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, Grand Rapids, Minnesota. 

(162) WILLMAR, MINNESOTA.—$15,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, Willmar, Minnesota. 

(163) BILOXI, MISSISSIPPI.—$10,000,000 for water and 
wastewater related infrastructure, city of Biloxi, Mississippi. 

(164) CORINTH, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,500,000 for a surface 
water program, city of Corinth, Mississippi. 

(165) GULFPORT, MISSISSIPPI.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater related infrastructure, city of Gulfport, Mississippi. 

(166) HARRISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—$5,000,000 for 
water and wastewater related infrastructure, Harrison County, 
Mississippi. 

(167) JACKSON, MISSISSIPPI.—$139,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including resilience activities for 
such infrastructure, Jackson, Mississippi. 

(168) CLARK COUNTY, NEVADA.—$30,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, Clark County, Nevada. 

(169) CLEAN WATER COALITION, NEVADA.—$50,000,000 for 
the Systems Conveyance and Operations Program, Clark Coun-
ty, Henderson, Las Vegas, and North Las Vegas, Nevada. 

(170) GLENDALE DAM DIVERSION STRUCTURE, NEVADA.— 
$10,000,000 for water system improvements to the Glendale 
Dam Diversion Structure for the Truckee Meadows Water Au-
thority, Nevada. 

(171) HENDERSON, NEVADA.—$13,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, Henderson, Nevada. 

(172) INDIAN SPRINGS, NEVADA.—$12,000,000 for construc-
tion of wastewater system improvements for the Indian 
Springs community, Nevada. 

(173) RENO, NEVADA.—$13,000,000 for construction of a 
water conservation project for the Highland Canal, Mogul By-
pass in Reno, Nevada. 

(174) WASHOE COUNTY, NEVADA.—$14,000,000 for construc-
tion of water infrastructure improvements to the Huffaker 
Hills Reservoir Conservation Project, Washoe County, Nevada. 

(175) CRANFORD TOWNSHIP, NEW JERSEY.—$6,000,000 for 
storm sewer improvements, Cranford Township, New Jersey. 
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(176) MIDDLETOWN TOWNSHIP, NEW JERSEY.—$1,100,000 
for storm sewer improvements, Middletown Township, New 
Jersey. 

(177) PATERSON, NEW JERSEY.—$35,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, Paterson, New Jersey. 

(178) RAHWAY VALLEY, NEW JERSEY.—$25,000,000 for sani-
tary sewer and storm sewer improvements in the service area 
of the Rahway Valley Sewerage Authority, New Jersey. 

(179) BABYLON, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, Town of Babylon, New York. 

(180) ELLICOTTVILLE, NEW YORK.—$2,000,000 for water 
supply, water, and wastewater infrastructure in Ellicottville, 
New York. 

(181) ELMIRA, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, Elmira, New York. 

(182) ESSEX HAMLET, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, Essex Hamlet, New York. 

(183) FLEMING, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for drinking water 
infrastructure, Fleming, New York. 

(184) KIRYAS JOEL, NEW YORK.—$25,000,000 for drinking 
water infrastructure, village of Kiryas Joel, New York. 

(185) NIAGARA FALLS, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, Niagara Falls Water Board, New York. 

(186) PATCHOGUE, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, village of Patchogue, New York. 

(187) SENNETT, NEW YORK.—$1,500,000 for water infra-
structure, town of Sennett, New York. 

(188) SPRINGPORT AND FLEMING, NEW YORK.—$10,000,000 
for water related infrastructure, including water mains, pump 
stations, and water storage tanks, Springport and Fleming, 
New York. 

(189) WELLSVILLE, NEW YORK.—$2,000,000 for water sup-
ply, water, and wastewater infrastructure in Wellsville, New 
York. 

(190) YATES COUNTY, NEW YORK.—$5,000,000 for drinking 
water infrastructure, Yates County, New York. 

(191) CABARRUS COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$4,500,000 for 
water related infrastructure, Cabarrus County, North Caro-
lina. 

(192) CARY, WAKE COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$4,000,000 
for a water reclamation facility, Cary, Wake County, North 
Carolina. 

(193) CHARLOTTE, NORTH CAROLINA.—$14,000,000 for the 
Briar Creek Relief Sewer project, city of Charlotte, North Caro-
lina. 

(194) FAYETTEVILLE, CUMBERLAND COUNTY, NORTH CARO-
LINA.—$6,000,000 for water and sewer upgrades, city of Fay-
etteville, Cumberland County, North Carolina. 

(195) MOORESVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure improvements, town of 
Mooresville, North Carolina. 

(196) NEUSE REGIONAL WATER AND SEWER AUTHORITY, 
NORTH CAROLINA.—$4,000,000 for the Neuse regional drinking 
water facility, Kinston, North Carolina. 
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(197) RICHMOND COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$13,500,000 
for water related infrastructure, Richmond County, North 
Carolina. 

(198) UNION COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$6,000,000 for 
water related infrastructure, Union County, North Carolina. 

(199) WASHINGTON COUNTY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$1,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, Washington County, 
North Carolina. 

(200) WINSTON-SALEM, NORTH CAROLINA.—$3,000,000 for 
stormwater upgrades, city of Winston-Salem, North Carolina. 

(201) NORTH DAKOTA.—$15,000,000 for water-related infra-
structure, North Dakota. 

(202) DEVILS LAKE, NORTH DAKOTA.—$15,000,000 for water 
supply infrastructure, Devils Lake, North Dakota. 

(203) SAIPAN, NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS.—$20,000,000 
for water related infrastructure, Saipan, Northern Mariana Is-
lands. 

(204) AKRON, OHIO.—$5,000,000 for wastewater infrastruc-
ture, Akron, Ohio. 

(205) BURR OAK REGIONAL WATER DISTRICT, OHIO.— 
$4,000,000 for construction of a water line to extend from a 
well field near Chauncey, Ohio, to a water treatment plant 
near Millfield, Ohio. 

(206) CINCINNATI, OHIO.—$31,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

(207) CLEVELAND, OHIO.—$25,500,000 water and waste-
water infrastructure, city of Cleveland, Ohio. 

(208) COLUMBUS, OHIO.—$4,500,000 for wastewater infra-
structure, Columbus, Ohio. 

(209) DAYTON, OHIO.—$1,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, Dayton, Ohio. 

(210) DEFIANCE COUNTY, OHIO.—$1,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, Defiance County, Ohio. 

(211) FOSTORIA, OHIO.—$2,000,000 for wastewater infra-
structure, Fostoria, Ohio. 

(212) FREMONT, OHIO.—$2,000,000 for construction of off- 
stream water supply reservoir, Fremont, Ohio. 

(213) LAKE COUNTY, OHIO.—$1,500,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, Lake County, Ohio. 

(214) LAWRENCE COUNTY, OHIO.—$5,000,000 for Union 
Rome wastewater infrastructure, Lawrence County, Ohio. 

(215) MEIGS COUNTY, OHIO.—$1,000,000 to extend the 
Tupper Plains Regional Water District water line to Meigs 
County, Ohio. 

(216) MENTOR-ON-LAKE, OHIO.—$625,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, Mentor-on-Lake, Ohio. 

(217) VINTON COUNTY, OHIO.—$1,000,000 to construct 
water lines in Vinton and Brown Townships, Ohio. 

(218) WILLOWICK, OHIO.—$665,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, Willowick, Ohio. 

(219) ADA, OKLAHOMA.—$1,700,000 for sewer improve-
ments and other water infrastructure, city of Ada, Oklahoma. 

(220) ALVA, OKLAHOMA.—$250,000 for wastewater infra-
structure improvements, city of Alva, Oklahoma. 
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(221) ARDMORE, OKLAHOMA.—$1,900,000 for water and 
sewer infrastructure improvements, city of Ardmore, Okla-
homa. 

(222) BARTLESVILLE, OKLAHOMA.—$2,500,000 for water 
supply infrastructure, city of Bartlesville, Oklahoma. 

(223) BETHANY, OKLAHOMA.—$1,500,000 for water im-
provements and water related infrastructure, city of Bethany, 
Oklahoma. 

(224) CHICKASHA, OKLAHOMA.—$650,000 for industrial 
park sewer infrastructure, city of Chickasha, Oklahoma. 

(225) DISNEY AND LANGLEY, OKLAHOMA.—$2,500,000 for 
water and sewer improvements and water related infrastruc-
ture, cities of Disney and Langley, Oklahoma. 

(226) DURANT, OKLAHOMA.—$3,300,000 for bayou restora-
tion and water related infrastructure, city of Durant, Okla-
homa. 

(227) EASTERN OKLAHOMA STATE UNIVERSITY, WILBERTON, 
OKLAHOMA.—$1,000,000 for sewer and utility upgrades and 
water related infrastructure, Eastern Oklahoma State Univer-
sity, Wilberton, Oklahoma. 

(228) GUYMON, OKLAHOMA.—$16,000,000 for water and 
wastewater related infrastructure, city of Guymon, Oklahoma. 

(229) KONAWA, OKLAHOMA.—$500,000 for water treatment 
infrastructure improvements, city of Konawa, Oklahoma. 

(230) LUGERT-ALTUS IRRIGATION DISTRICT, ALTUS, OKLA-
HOMA.—$5,000,000 for water related infrastructure improve-
ments, Lugert-Altus Irrigation District, Altus, Oklahoma. 

(231) MIDWEST CITY, OKLAHOMA.—$15,000,000 for improve-
ments to water related infrastructure, the City of Midwest 
City, Oklahoma. 

(232) MUSTANG, OKLAHOMA.—$3,325,000 for water im-
provements and water related infrastructure, city of Mustang, 
Oklahoma. 

(233) NORMAN, OKLAHOMA.—$10,000,000 for water related 
infrastructure, Norman, Oklahoma. 

(234) OKLAHOMA PANHANDLE STATE UNIVERSITY, GUYMON, 
OKLAHOMA.—$275,000 for water testing facility and water re-
lated infrastructure development, Oklahoma Panhandle State 
University, Guymon, Oklahoma. 

(235) WEATHERFORD, OKLAHOMA.—$500,000 for arsenic 
program and water related infrastructure, city of Weatherford, 
Oklahoma. 

(236) WOODWARD, OKLAHOMA.—$3,000,000 for water im-
provements and water related infrastructure, Woodward, Okla-
homa. 

(237) ALBANY, OREGON.—$35,000,000 for wastewater infra-
structure to improve habitat restoration, Albany, Oregon. 

(238) BEAVER CREEK RESERVOIR, PENNSYLVANIA.— 
$3,000,000 for projects for water supply and related activities, 
Beaver Creek Reservoir, Clarion County, Beaver and Salem 
Townships, Pennsylvania. 

(239) HATFIELD BOROUGH, PENNSYLVANIA.—$3,000,000 for 
wastewater related infrastructure for Hatfield Borough, Penn-
sylvania. 
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(240) LEHIGH COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—$5,000,000 for 
stormwater control measures and storm sewer improvements, 
Lehigh County, Pennsylvania. 

(241) NORTH WALES BOROUGH, PENNSYLVANIA.—$1,516,584 
for wastewater related infrastructure for North Wales Bor-
ough, Pennsylvania. 

(242) PEN ARGYL, PENNSYLVANIA.—$5,250,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, Pen Argyl, Pennsylvania. 

(243) PHILADELPHIA, PENNSYLVANIA.—$3,000,000 for water 
supply and wastewater related infrastructure for Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 

(244) STOCKERTON BOROUGH, TATAMY BOROUGH, AND PALM-
ER TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$10,000,000 for stormwater con-
trol measures, particularly to address sinkholes, in the vicinity 
of Stockerton Borough, Tatamy Borough, and Palmer Town-
ship, Pennsylvania. 

(245) VERA CRUZ, PENNSYLVANIA.—$5,500,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, Vera Cruz, Pennsylvania. 

(246) COMMONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICO.—$35,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. 

(247) CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$4,000,000 for 
stormwater control measures and storm sewer improvements, 
Spring Street/Fishburne Street drainage project, Charleston, 
South Carolina. 

(248) CHARLESTON AND WEST ASHLEY, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
$6,000,000 for wastewater tunnel replacement, Charleston and 
West Ashley, South Carolina. 

(249) CROOKED CREEK, MARLBORO COUNTY, SOUTH CARO-
LINA.—$25,000,000 for a project for water storage and water 
supply infrastructure on Crooked Creek, Marlboro County, 
South Carolina. 

(250) MYRTLE BEACH AND VICINITY, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
$31,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, including ocean 
outfalls, Myrtle Beach and vicinity, South Carolina. 

(251) NORTH MYRTLE BEACH AND VICINITY, SOUTH CARO-
LINA.—$74,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, including 
ocean outfalls, North Myrtle Beach and vicinity, South Caro-
lina. 

(252) SURFSIDE, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$11,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including stormwater system im-
provements and ocean outfalls, Surfside, South Carolina. 

(253) CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX RESERVATION (DEWEY AND 
ZIEBACH COUNTIES) AND PERKINS AND MEADE COUNTIES, SOUTH 
DAKOTA.—$65,000,000 for water related infrastructure, Chey-
enne River Sioux Reservation (Dewey and Ziebach counties) 
and Perkins and Meade Counties, South Dakota. 

(254) ATHENS, TENNESSEE.—$16,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, Athens, Tennessee. 

(255) BLAINE, TENNESSEE.—$500,000 for water supply and 
wastewater infrastructure, Blaine, Tennessee. 

(256) CLAIBORNE COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$1,250,000 for 
water supply and wastewater infrastructure, Claiborne Coun-
ty, Tennessee. 
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(257) GILES COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$2,000,000 for water 
supply and wastewater infrastructure, county of Giles, Ten-
nessee. 

(258) GRAINGER COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$1,250,000 for 
water supply and wastewater infrastructure, Grainger County, 
Tennessee. 

(259) HAMILTON COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$500,000 for water 
supply and wastewater infrastructure, Hamilton County, Ten-
nessee. 

(260) HARROGATE, TENNESSEE.—$2,000,000 for water sup-
ply and wastewater infrastructure, city of Harrogate, Ten-
nessee. 

(261) JOHNSON COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$600,000 for water 
supply and wastewater infrastructure, Johnson County, Ten-
nessee. 

(262) KNOXVILLE, TENNESSEE.—$5,000,000 for water sup-
ply and wastewater infrastructure, city of Knoxville, Ten-
nessee. 

(263) NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE.—$5,000,000 for water sup-
ply and wastewater infrastructure, Nashville, Tennessee. 

(264) LEWIS, LAWRENCE, AND WAYNE COUNTIES, TEN-
NESSEE.—$2,000,000 for water supply and wastewater infra-
structure, counties of Lewis, Lawrence, and Wayne, Tennessee. 

(265) OAK RIDGE, TENNESSEE.—$4,000,000 for water supply 
and wastewater infrastructure, city of Oak Ridge, Tennessee. 

(266) PLATEAU UTILITY DISTRICT, MORGAN COUNTY, TEN-
NESSEE.—$1,000,000 for water supply and wastewater infra-
structure, Morgan County, Tennessee. 

(267) SHELBY COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$4,000,000 for water 
related environmental infrastructure, county of Shelby, Ten-
nessee. 

(268) CENTRAL TEXAS.—$20,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure in Bosque, Brazos, Burleson, Grimes, Hill, 
Hood, Johnson, Madison, McLennan, Limestone, Robertson, 
and Somervell Counties, Texas. 

(269) EL PASO COUNTY, TEXAS.—$75,000,000 for water re-
lated infrastructure and resource protection, including 
stormwater management, and development, El Paso County, 
Texas. 

(270) FT. BEND COUNTY, TEXAS.—$20,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, Ft. Bend County, Texas. 

(271) DUCHESNE, IRON, AND UINTAH COUNTIES, UTAH.— 
$10,800,000 for water related infrastructure, Duchesne, Iron, 
and Uintah Counties, Utah. 

(272) NORTHERN WEST VIRGINIA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—$20,000,000 for water and waste-

water infrastructure in Hancock, Ohio, Marshall, Wetzel, 
Tyler, Pleasants, Wood, Doddridge, Monongalia, Marion, 
Harrison, Taylor, Barbour, Preston, Tucker, Mineral, 
Grant, Gilmer, Brooke, and Ritchie Counties, West Vir-
ginia. 

(B) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.—Notwith-
standing subsection (a), at the request of a non-Federal in-
terest for a project or a separable element of a project that 
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receives assistance under this paragraph, the Secretary 
may enter into an agreement developed in accordance with 
section 571(e) of the Water Resources Development Act of 
1999 (113 Stat. 371) for the project or separable element. 
(273) UNITED STATES VIRGIN ISLANDS.—$25,000,000 for 

wastewater infrastructure for the St. Croix Anguilla waste-
water treatment plant and the St. Thomas Charlotte Amalie 
wastewater treatment plant, United States Virgin Islands. 

(274) ALABAMA.—$85,000,000 for water, wastewater, and 
other environmental infrastructure in Alabama. 

(275) CHANDLER, ARIZONA.—$18,750,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the city of Chandler, Arizona. 

(276) PINAL COUNTY, ARIZONA.—$40,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in Pinal County, Arizona. 

(277) TEMPE, ARIZONA.—$37,500,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including water reclamation and ground-
water recharge, for the City of Tempe, Arizona. 

(278) ALAMEDA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for en-
vironmental infrastructure, in Alameda County, California. 

(279) BELL GARDENS, CALIFORNIA.—$12,500,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water recycling and 
water supply, in the city of Bell Gardens, California. 

(280) CALIMESA, CALIFORNIA.—$3,500,000 for stormwater 
management and water supply infrastructure, including 
groundwater recharge and water recycling, in the city of 
Calimesa, California. 

(281) COMPTON CREEK, CALIFORNIA.—$6,165,000 for 
stormwater management infrastructure in the vicinity of 
Compton Creek, city of Compton, California. 

(282) DOWNEY, CALIFORNIA.—$100,000,000 for water infra-
structure, including water supply, in the city of Downey, Cali-
fornia. 

(283) EAST COUNTY, SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$70,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, including 
water recycling and water supply, in East County, San Diego 
County, California. 

(284) EASTERN LOS ANGELES COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$25,000,000 for the planning, design, and construction of water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water recycling and 
water supply, for the cities of Azusa, Baldwin Park, Covina, 
Duarte, El Monte, Glendora, Industry, Irwindale, La Puente, 
La Verne, Monrovia, San Dimas, and West Covina, and for 
Avocado Heights, Bassett, and Valinda, California. 

(285) ESCONDIDO CREEK, CALIFORNIA.—$34,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management, in the vicinity of Escondido Creek, city of Escon-
dido, California. 

(286) FONTANA, CALIFORNIA.—$16,000,000 for stormwater 
management infrastructure in the city of Fontana, California. 

(287) HEALDSBURG, CALIFORNIA.—$23,500,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water recycling and 
water supply, in the city of Healdsburg, California. 
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28 Sec. 219 Water Resources Development Act of 1992 

(288) INLAND EMPIRE, CALIFORNIA.—$60,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in Riv-
erside County and San Bernardino County, California. 

(289) LOMITA, CALIFORNIA.—$4,716,600 for stormwater 
management infrastructure in the city of Lomita, California. 

(290) MARIN COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$28,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in 
Marin County, California. 

(291) MAYWOOD, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure in the city of Maywood, California. 

(292) MONTEREY PENINSULA, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, and water supply, on the 
Monterey Peninsula, California. 

(293) NORTH RICHMOND, CALIFORNIA.—$45,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including coastal flood-
ing resilience measures for such infrastructure, in North Rich-
mond, California. 

(294) ONTARIO, CALIFORNIA.—$40,700,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water recycling and water 
supply, in the city of Ontario, California. 

(295) PARAMOUNT, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the city of Paramount, California. 

(296) PETALUMA, CALIFORNIA.—$13,700,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water recycling, in the 
city of Petaluma, California. 

(297) PLACER COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$21,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, in Placer County, California. 

(298) RIALTO, CALIFORNIA.—$27,500,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure in the city of Rialto, California. 

(299) RINCON RESERVATION, CALIFORNIA.—$38,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure on the Rincon Band of 
Luiseño Indians reservation, California. 

(300) SACRAMENTO-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, CALIFORNIA.— 
$50,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure (including 
stormwater management), water supply and related facilities, 
environmental restoration, and surface water protection and 
development, including flooding resilience measures for such 
infrastructure, in Contra Costa County, San Joaquin County, 
Solano County, Sacramento County, and Yolo County, Cali-
fornia. 

(301) SAN JOAQUIN AND STANISLAUS, CALIFORNIA.— 
$200,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, includ-
ing stormwater management, and water supply, in San Joa-
quin County and Stanislaus County, California. 

(302) SANTA ROSA, CALIFORNIA.—$19,400,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, in the city of Santa Rosa California. 

(303) SIERRA MADRE, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, and water supply, including 
earthquake resilience measures for such infrastructure and 
water supply, in the city of Sierra Madre, California. 

(304) SMITH RIVER, CALIFORNIA.—$25,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure in Howonquet Village and Resort and 
Tolowa Dee-ni’ Nation, Smith River, California. 
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(305) SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.—$270,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management and water recycling, at the San Francisco Inter-
national Airport, California. 

(306) TEMECULA, CALIFORNIA.—$18,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, in the city of Temecula, California. 

(307) TORRANCE, CALIFORNIA.—$100,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including groundwater recharge 
and water supply, in the city of Torrance, California. 

(308) WESTERN CONTRA COSTA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$15,000,000 for wastewater infrastructure in the cities of 
Pinole, San Pablo, and Richmond, and in El Sobrante, Cali-
fornia. 

(309) YOLO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$6,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, in Yolo County, California. 

(310) HEBRON, CONNECTICUT.—$3,700,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the town of Hebron, Connecticut. 

(311) NEW LONDON, CONNECTICUT.—$16,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure in the town of Bozrah and the City of 
Norwich, Connecticut. 

(312) WINDHAM, CONNECTICUT.—$18,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the town of Windham, Con-
necticut. 

(313) KENT, DELAWARE.—$40,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
water storage and treatment systems, and environmental res-
toration, in Kent County, Delaware. 

(314) NEW CASTLE, DELAWARE.—$40,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
water storage and treatment systems, and environmental res-
toration, in New Castle County, Delaware. 

(315) SUSSEX, DELAWARE.—$40,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
water storage and treatment systems, and environmental res-
toration, in Sussex County, Delaware. 

(316) WASHINGTON, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.—$1,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management, in Washington, District of Columbia. 

(317) LONGBOAT KEY, FLORIDA.—$12,750,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the town of Longboat Key, Flor-
ida. 

(318) MARTIN, ST. LUCIE, AND PALM BEACH COUNTIES, FLOR-
IDA.—$100,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, 
including stormwater management, to improve water quality 
in the St. Lucie River, Indian River Lagoon, and Lake Worth 
Lagoon in Martin County, St. Lucie County, and Palm Beach 
County, Florida. 

(319) POLK COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$10,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in Polk 
County, Florida. 

(320) OKEECHOBEE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$20,000,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure in Okeechobee County, Florida. 
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(321) ORANGE COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$50,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water reclamation 
and water supply, in Orange County, Florida. 

(322) GEORGIA.—$75,000,000 for environmental infrastruc-
ture in Baldwin County, Bartow County, Floyd County, 
Haralson County, Jones County, Gilmer County, Towns Coun-
ty, Warren County, Lamar County, Lowndes County, Troup 
County, Madison County, Toombs County, Dade County, 
Bulloch County, Gordon County, Walker County, Dooly Coun-
ty, Butts County, Clarke County, Crisp County, Newton Coun-
ty, Bibb County, Baker County, Barrow County, Oglethorpe 
County, Peach County, Brooks County, Carroll County, Worth 
County, Jenkins County, Wheeler County, Calhoun County, 
Randolph County, Wilcox County, Stewart County, Telfair 
County, Clinch County, Hancock County, Ben Hill County, Jeff 
Davis County, Chattooga County, Lanier County, Brantley 
County, Charlton County, Tattnall County, Emanuel County, 
Mitchell County, Turner County, Bacon County, Terrell Coun-
ty, Macon County, Ware County, Bleckley County, Colquitt 
County, Washington County, Berrien County, Coffee County, 
Pulaski County, Cook County, Atkinson County, Candler Coun-
ty, Taliaferro County, Evans County, Johnson County, Irwin 
County, Dodge County, Jefferson County, Appling County, Tay-
lor County, Wayne County, Clayton County, Decatur County, 
Schley County, Sumter County, Early County, Webster Coun-
ty, Clay County, Upson County, Long County, Twiggs County, 
Dougherty County, Quitman County, Meriwether County, Ste-
phens County, Wilkinson County, Murray County, Wilkes 
County, Elbert County, McDuffie County, Heard County, Mar-
ion County, Talbot County, Laurens County, Montgomery 
County, Echols County, Pierce County, Richmond County, 
Chattahoochee County, Screven County, Habersham County, 
Lincoln County, Burke County, Liberty County, Tift County, 
Polk County, Glascock County, Grady County, Jasper County, 
Banks County, Franklin County, Whitfield County, Treutlen 
County, Crawford County, and Hart County, Georgia. 

(323) GUAM.—$35,000,000 for water and wastewater infra-
structure in Guam. 

(324) STATE OF HAWAII.—$75,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure (including urban stormwater conveyance), 
resource protection and development, water supply, environ-
mental restoration, and surface water protection and develop-
ment, in the State of Hawaii. 

(325) COUNTY OF HAWAI‘I, HAWAII.—$20,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the County of Hawai‘i, Hawaii. 

(326) HONOLULU, HAWAII.—$20,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the City and County of Honolulu, Hawaii. 

(327) KAUA‘I, HAWAII.—$20,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the County of Kaua‘i, Hawaii. 
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(328) MAUI, HAWAII.—$50,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the County of Maui, Hawaii. 

(329) DIXMOOR, ILLINOIS.—$15,000,000 for water and 
water supply infrastructure in the village of Dixmoor, Illinois. 

(330) FOREST PARK, ILLINOIS.—$50,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in the vil-
lage of Forest Park, Illinois. 

(331) LEMONT, ILLINOIS.—$3,135,000 for water infrastruc-
ture in the village of Lemont, Illinois. 

(332) LOCKPORT, ILLINOIS.—$6,550,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater management, in the city of 
Lockport, Illinois. 

(333) SOUTH CENTRAL ILLINOIS.—$30,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in Mont-
gomery County, Christian County, Fayette County, Shelby 
County, Jasper County, Richland County, Crawford County, 
and Lawrence County, Illinois. 

(334) WILL COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—$36,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in Will County, Illinois. 

(335) ORLEANS PARISH, LOUISIANA.—$100,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in Orleans Parish, Louisiana. 

(336) FITCHBURG, MASSACHUSETTS.—$30,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), in the city of Fitch-
burg, Massachusetts. 

(337) HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS.—$30,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), in the city of Ha-
verhill, Massachusetts. 

(338) LAWRENCE, MASSACHUSETTS.—$30,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), in the city of Law-
rence, Massachusetts. 

(339) LOWELL, MASSACHUSETTS.—$30,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), in the city of Low-
ell, Massachusetts. 

(340) METHUEN, MASSACHUSETTS.—$30,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment (including combined sewer overflows), in the city of 
Methuen, Massachusetts. 

(341) MARYLAND.—$100,000,000 for water, wastewater, 
and other environmental infrastructure, Maryland. 

(342) BOONSBORO, MARYLAND.—$5,000,000 for water infra-
structure, including water supply, in the town of Boonsboro, 
Maryland. 

(343) BRUNSWICK, MARYLAND.—$15,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the city of Brunswick, Maryland. 

(344) CASCADE CHARTER TOWNSHIP, MICHIGAN.—$7,200,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in Cascade Charter 
Township, Michigan. 
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(345) MACOMB COUNTY, MICHIGAN.—$90,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
Macomb County, Michigan. 

(346) NORTHFIELD, MINNESOTA.—$33,450,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the city of Northfield, Minnesota. 

(347) CENTERTOWN, MISSOURI.—$15,900,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the village of Centertown, Mis-
souri. 

(348) CITY OF ST. LOUIS, MISSOURI.—$45,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the city of St. Louis, Mis-
souri. 

(349) ST. LOUIS COUNTY, MISSOURI.—$45,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in St. Louis County, Missouri. 

(350) CLINTON, MISSISSIPPI.—$13,600,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including stormwater management), drainage sys-
tems, and water quality enhancement, in the city of Clinton, 
Mississippi. 

(351) MADISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—$24,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure (including stormwater management), drainage 
systems, and water quality enhancement, in Madison County, 
Mississippi. 

(352) MERIDIAN, MISSISSIPPI.—$26,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including stormwater management), drainage sys-
tems, and water quality enhancement, in the city of Meridian, 
Mississippi. 

(353) OXFORD, MISSISSIPPI.—$10,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including stormwater management), drainage systems, and 
water quality enhancement, in the City of Oxford, Mississippi. 

(354) RANKIN COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—$24,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure (including stormwater management), drainage 
systems, and water quality enhancement, in Rankin County, 
Mississippi. 

(355) MANCHESTER, NEW HAMPSHIRE.—$20,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management (including combined sewer overflows), in the city 
of Manchester, New Hampshire. 

(356) BAYONNE, NEW JERSEY.—$825,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater management (including 
combined sewer overflows), in the city of Bayonne, New Jersey. 

(357) CAMDEN, NEW JERSEY.—$143,800,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in the city 
of Camden, New Jersey. 

(358) ESSEX AND SUSSEX COUNTIES, NEW JERSEY.— 
$60,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, including 
water supply, in Essex County and Sussex County, New Jer-
sey. 

(359) FLEMINGTON, NEW JERSEY.—$4,500,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the Bor-
ough of Flemington, New Jersey. 
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(360) JEFFERSON, NEW JERSEY.—$90,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
Jefferson Township, New Jersey. 

(361) KEARNY, NEW JERSEY.—$69,900,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management (including 
combined sewer overflows), in the town of Kearny, New Jersey. 

(362) LONG HILL, NEW JERSEY.—$7,500,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in Long 
Hill Township, New Jersey. 

(363) MORRIS COUNTY, NEW JERSEY.—$30,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in Morris County, New Jersey. 

(364) PASSAIC, NEW JERSEY.—$1,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater management, in Passaic 
County, New Jersey. 

(365) PHILLIPSBURG, NEW JERSEY.—$2,600,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the town of Phillipsburg, New Jersey. 

(366) RAHWAY, NEW JERSEY.—$3,250,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the city of Rahway, New Jersey. 

(367) ROSELLE, NEW JERSEY.—$5,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in the Bor-
ough of Roselle, New Jersey. 

(368) SOUTH ORANGE VILLAGE, NEW JERSEY.—$7,500,000 
for water infrastructure, including water supply, in the Town-
ship of South Orange Village, New Jersey. 

(369) SUMMIT, NEW JERSEY.—$1,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure, including stormwater management, in the city of 
Summit, New Jersey. 

(370) WARREN, NEW JERSEY.—$4,550,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in Warren 
Township, New Jersey. 

(371) ESPAÑOLA, NEW MEXICO.—$21,995,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in the city of Española, New Mexico. 

(372) FARMINGTON, NEW MEXICO.—$15,500,000 for water 
infrastructure, including water supply, in the city of Farm-
ington, New Mexico. 

(373) MORA COUNTY, NEW MEXICO.—$2,874,000 for waste-
water infrastructure in Mora County, New Mexico. 

(374) SANTA FE, NEW MEXICO.—$20,700,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water reclamation, in the 
city of Santa Fe, New Mexico. 

(375) CLARKSTOWN, NEW YORK.—$14,600,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the town of Clarkstown, New York. 

(376) GENESEE, NEW YORK.—$85,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management 
and water supply, in Genesee County, New York. 

(377) QUEENS, NEW YORK.—$190,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management 
(including combined sewer overflows), in Queens, New York. 

(378) YORKTOWN, NEW YORK.—$40,000,000 for wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management, in the town 
of Yorktown, New York. 
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(379) BRUNSWICK, OHIO.—$4,510,000 for wastewater infra-
structure, including stormwater management, in the city of 
Brunswick, Ohio. 

(380) BROOKINGS, OREGON.—$2,000,000 for wastewater in-
frastructure in the City of Brookings and the Port of Brookings 
Harbor, Oregon. 

(381) MONROE, OREGON.—$6,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure in the city of Monroe, Oregon. 

(382) NEWPORT, OREGON.—$60,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and water 
storage, in the city of Newport, Oregon. 

(383) LANE COUNTY, OREGON.—$25,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and storage, 
distribution, and treatment systems, in Lane County, Oregon. 

(384) PALMYRA, PENNSYLVANIA.—$36,300,000 for waste-
water infrastructure in Palmyra Township, Pennsylvania. 

(385) PIKE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—$10,000,000 for water 
and stormwater management infrastructure, including water 
supply, in Pike County, Pennsylvania. 

(386) PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA.—$20,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the city of Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania. 

(387) POCONO, PENNSYLVANIA.—$22,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure in Pocono Township, Pennsylvania. 

(388) WESTFALL, PENNSYLVANIA.—$16,880,000 for waste-
water infrastructure in Westfall Township, Pennsylvania. 

(389) WHITEHALL, PENNSYLVANIA.—$6,000,000 for 
stormwater management infrastructure in Whitehall Township 
and South Whitehall Township, Pennsylvania. 

(390) BEAUFORT, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$7,462,000 for 
stormwater management infrastructure in Beaufort County, 
South Carolina. 

(391) CHARLESTON, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$25,583,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the city of Charleston, South Carolina. 

(392) HORRY COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$19,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including ocean outfalls, in 
Horry County, South Carolina. 

(393) MOUNT PLEASANT, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$20,000,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the town of Mount Pleasant, South Carolina. 

(394) PORTLAND, TENNESSEE.—$1,850,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the city 
of Portland, Tennessee. 

(395) SMITH COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$69,500,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
Smith County, Tennessee. 

(396) TROUSDALE, MACON, AND SUMNER COUNTIES, TEN-
NESSEE.—$178,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastruc-
ture in Trousdale County, Macon County, and Sumner County, 
Tennessee. 

(397) UNITED STATES VIRGIN ISLANDS.—$1,584,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure in the United States Virgin Islands. 
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(398) BONNEY LAKE, WASHINGTON.—$3,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the city of Bonney Lake, 
Washington. 

(399) BURIEN, WASHINGTON.—$5,000,000 for stormwater 
management infrastructure in the city of Burien, Washington. 

(400) ELLENSBURG, WASHINGTON.—$3,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the city of Ellensburg, Washington. 

(401) NORTH BEND, WASHINGTON.—$30,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the city of North Bend, Washington. 

(402) PORT ANGELES, WASHINGTON.—$7,500,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the City and Port of Port Angeles, Washington. 

(403) SNOHOMISH COUNTY, WASHINGTON.—$56,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, 
in Snohomish County, Washington. 
øParagraph (404) was repealed by section 1332(f) of division A 

of Public Law 118–272.¿ 

(405) MILWAUKEE, WISCONSIN.—$11,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management 
(including combined sewer overflows), and resource protection 
and development, in the Milwaukee metropolitan area, Wis-
consin. 

(406) BUCKEYE, ARIZONA.—$12,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water reclamation, City of 
Buckeye, Arizona. 

(407) FLAGSTAFF, ARIZONA.—$5,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including facilities for water reclamation, withdrawal, treat-
ment, and distribution), Flagstaff, Arizona. 

(408) GLENDALE, ARIZONA.—$5,200,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including stormwater management), drainage systems, and 
water quality enhancement, Glendale, Arizona. 

(409) PAGE, ARIZONA.—$10,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including water reclamation, City of 
Page, Arizona. 

(410) SAHUARITA, ARIZONA.—$4,800,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water reclamation, in the 
town of Sahuarita, Arizona. 

(411) TOHONO O’ODHAM NATION, ARIZONA.—$10,000,000 for 
environmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater 
infrastructure (including facilities for withdrawal, treatment, 
and distribution), Tohono O’odham Nation, Arizona. 

(412) TUCSON, ARIZONA.—$30,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including water reclamation and recycled water systems), Tuc-
son, Arizona. 

(413) WINSLOW, ARIZONA.—$3,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including water reclamation, City of 
Winslow, Arizona. 
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(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 RIVERS, BAY-DELTA, 
CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, in-
cluding water and wastewater infrastructure (including 
stormwater management), drainage systems, and water quality 
enhancement, Sacramento 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 infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in Bloomington, California. 

(419) BUTTE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$50,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, water supply, environmental restoration, and surface 
water resource protection in Butte County, California. 

(420) CALIFORNIA CITY, CALIFORNIA.—$1,902,808 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, 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, including water supply and 
water storage, in Cedar Glen, California. 

(423) CULVER CITY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and 
drinking water, in City of Culver City, California. 

(424) COLTON, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the city of Colton, California. 

(425) EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$50,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, including 
stormwater management, drinking water, and water supply, in 
the City of Los Angeles, California, including Sun Valley. 

(426) FRESNO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water 
and water supply infrastructure, including stormwater man-
agement, surface water resource protection, and environmental 
restoration, in Fresno County, California. 

(427) GEORGETOWN DIVIDE PUBLIC UTILITY DISTRICT, CALI-
FORNIA.—$20,500,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, 
including water supply and water storage, for communities 
served by the Georgetown Divide Public Utility District, Cali-
fornia. 

(428) GRAND TERRACE, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the city of Grand Terrace, California. 

(429) HAYWARD, CALIFORNIA.—$15,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including related environmental in-
frastructure, in the city of Hayward, California. 
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(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 infrastructure in Kern County, California. 

(432) LAKE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in Lake County, California. 

(433) LAKE TAHOE BASIN.—$20,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the com-
munities 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, including stormwater management, 
and environmental infrastructure, in the city of Lawndale, 
California. 

(437) LONE PINE, CALIFORNIA.—$7,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the town of Lone Pine, California. 

(438) LOMITA, CALIFORNIA.—$5,500,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and 
stormwater management, in the city of Lomita, California. 

(439) LOS BANOS, CALIFORNIA.—$4,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including 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, Cali-
fornia. 

(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 infrastructure in Madera County, Cali-
fornia. 

(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, including water supply and 
stormwater management, in the town of Montecito, California. 

(445) OAKLAND-ALAMEDA ESTUARY, CALIFORNIA.— 
$30,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure (including stormwater manage-
ment), drainage systems and water quality enhancement, Oak-
land-Alameda Estuary, Oakland and Alameda Counties, Cali-
fornia. 

(446) OXNARD, CALIFORNIA.—$40,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, conserva-
tion, water reuse and related facilities, environmental restora-
tion, and surface water resource protection, in the city of 
Oxnard, California. 
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(447) PATTERSON, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and envi-
ronmental restoration, in the city of Patterson, California. 

(448) POMONA, CALIFORNIA.—$35,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and drink-
ing water, in Pomona, California. 

(449) ROHNERT PARK, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for water 
and water supply infrastructure in the city of Rohnert Park, 
California. 

(450) SALINAS, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the city 
of Salinas, California. 

(451) SAN BENITO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, 
in San Benito County, California. 

(452) SAN BUENAVENTURA, CALIFORNIA.—$18,250,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water reclama-
tion, City of San Buenaventura, California. 

(453) SAN DIEGO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$200,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, 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, Cali-
fornia. 

(455) SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$5,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure, including drinking 
water and water supply, in San Luis Obispo County, Cali-
fornia. 

(456) STANISLAUS COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply 
and stormwater management, in Stanislaus County, Cali-
fornia. 

(457) TIJUANA RIVER VALLEY WATERSHED, CALIFORNIA.— 
$10,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, including water 
and wastewater infrastructure, Tijuana River Valley Water-
shed, California. 

(458) TULARE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water 
and water supply infrastructure, including stormwater man-
agement, surface water resource protection, and environmental 
restoration, in Tulare County, California. 

(459) WATSONVILLE, CALIFORNIA.—$28,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the city of Watsonville, Cali-
fornia. 

(460) YOLO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA.—$20,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and 
stormwater management, in Yolo County, California. 

(461) YORBA LINDA WATER DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA.— 
$6,500,000 for water and water supply infrastructure in com-
munities served by the Yorba Linda Water District, California. 

(462) EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO.—$20,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure and stormwater management, El Paso County, 
Colorado. 
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(463) FREMONT COUNTY, COLORADO.—$50,000,000 for water 
and water supply infrastructure, in Fremont County, Colorado. 

(464) EAST HAMPTON, CONNECTICUT.—$25,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, 
in the town of East Hampton, Connecticut. 

(465) EAST LYME, CONNECTICUT.—$25,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the 
town of East Lyme, Connecticut. 

(466) REHOBOTH BEACH, LEWES, DEWEY, BETHANY, SOUTH 
BETHANY, FENWICK ISLAND, DELAWARE.—$25,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure, Rehoboth Beach, Lewes, Dewey, Bethany, South 
Bethany, and Fenwick Island, Delaware. 

(467) WILMINGTON, DELAWARE.—$25,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure, Wilmington, Delaware. 

(468) PICKERING BEACH, KITTS HUMMOCK, BOWERS BEACH, 
SOUTH BOWERS BEACH, SLAUGHTER BEACH, PRIME HOOK BEACH, 
MILTON, MILFORD, DELAWARE.—$25,000,000 for environmental 
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 infrastructure, including stormwater man-
agement, water storage and treatment, surface water protec-
tion, and environmental restoration, in Broward County, Flor-
ida. 

(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, including 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 waste-
water infrastructure, including water storage and treatment, 
in the city of Oviedo, Florida. 

(474) OSCEOLA COUNTY, FLORIDA.—$5,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, and en-
vironmental restoration, in Osceola County, Florida. 

(475) CENTRAL FLORIDA.—$45,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in Brevard 
County, Orange County, and Osceola County, Florida. 

(476) COASTAL GEORGIA, GEORGIA.—$50,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure (including stormwater management and water 
supply), in Bryan, Camden, Chatham, Effingham, Glynn, and 
McIntosh Counties, Georgia. 

(477) MUSCOGEE, HENRY, AND CLAYTON COUNTIES, GEOR-
GIA.—$10,000,000 for environmental infrastructure, including 
water and wastewater infrastructure (including stormwater 

VerDate Nov 24 2008 13:56 Jan 31, 2025 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00039 Fmt 9001 Sfmt 9001 G:\COMP\WATER1\WRDAO1.BEL HOLC

January 31, 2025 

G:\COMP\WATER1\WATER RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1992.XML

    
As Amended Through P.L. 118-272, Enacted January 4, 2025



40 Sec. 219 Water Resources Development Act of 1992 

management), Muscogee, Henry, and Clayton Counties, Geor-
gia. 

(478) COBB COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$5,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure, Cobb County, Georgia. 

(479) DEKALB COUNTY, GEORGIA.—$40,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including drinking water and 
water treatment, in DeKalb County, Georgia. 

(480) PORTERDALE, GEORGIA.—$10,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
water supply, and environmental restoration in the city of 
Porterdale, Georgia. 

(481) BURLEY, IDAHO.—$20,000,000 for water and waste-
water 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 environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure, Calumet City, Illinois. 

(484) DUPAGE COUNTY, ILLINOIS.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply and drink-
ing water, in the village of Clarendon Hills, Illinois. 

(485) FOX RIVER, ILLINOIS.—$9,500,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water storage and treat-
ment, in the villages of Lakemoor, Island Lake, and Volo, and 
McHenry County, Illinois. 

(486) GERMAN VALLEY, ILLINOIS.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including drinking water and water 
treatment, in the village of German Valley, Illinois. 

(487) LASALLE, ILLINOIS.—$4,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
drinking water, water treatment, and environmental restora-
tion, in the city of LaSalle, Illinois. 

(488) ROCKFORD, ILLINOIS.—$4,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including drinking water and water 
treatment, in the city of Rockford, Illinois. 

(489) SAVANNA, ILLINOIS.—$2,000,000 for water and water 
supply infrastructure, including drinking water, in the city of 
Savanna, Illinois. 

(490) SHERRARD, ILLINOIS.—$7,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including drinking water and water 
treatment, in the village of Sherrard, Illinois. 

(491) WYANDOTTE COUNTY AND KANSAS CITY, KANSAS.— 
$35,000,000 for water and wastewater 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, including water supply and 
drinking water, in the city of Brownsville, Kentucky. 

(493) MONROE, LOUISIANA.—$7,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
water supply, and drinking water, in the city of Monroe, Lou-
isiana. 
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(494) POINTE CELESTE, LOUISIANA.—$50,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including pump stations, in 
Pointe Celeste, Louisiana. 

(495) EASTHAMPTON, MASSACHUSETTS.—$10,000,000 for en-
vironmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater 
infrastructure (including wastewater treatment plant outfalls), 
Easthampton, Massachusetts. 

(496) FRANKLIN, MASSACHUSETTS.—$1,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Franklin, Massachusetts. 

(497) NORTHAMPTON, MASSACHUSETTS.—$5,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including pump stations, 
Hockanum Road, Northampton, Massachusetts. 

(498) WINTHROP, MASSACHUSETTS.—$1,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Winthrop, Massachusetts. 

(499) MILAN, MICHIGAN.—$3,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including water supply and drinking 
water, in the city of Milan, Michigan. 

(500) SOUTHEAST MICHIGAN.—$58,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management 
and water supply, in Genesee, Macomb, Oakland, Wayne, and 
Washtenaw Counties, Michigan. 

(501) ELYSIAN, MINNESOTA.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the city 
of Elysian, Minnesota. 

(502) LE SUEUR, MINNESOTA.—$3,200,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the city 
of Le Sueur, Minnesota. 

(503) BYRAM, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including stormwater management), drainage systems, and 
water quality enhancement, Byram, Mississippi. 

(504) COLUMBIA, MISSISSIPPI.—$4,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including water quality enhance-
ment and water supply, in the city of Columbia, Mississippi. 

(505) DIAMONDHEAD, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure and drainage systems, Diamondhead, Mississippi. 

(506) HANCOCK COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure (including stormwater management), drainage 
systems, and water quality enhancement, Hancock County, 
Mississippi. 

(507) LAUREL, MISSISSIPPI.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the city of Laurel, Mississippi. 

(508) MADISON, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including stormwater management), drainage systems, and 
water quality enhancement, Madison, Mississippi. 

(509) MOSS POINT, MISSISSIPPI.—$11,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the city of Moss Point, Mississippi. 
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(510) OLIVE BRANCH, MISSISSIPPI.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, water quality enhancement, and water supply, in the 
city of Olive Branch, Mississippi. 

(511) PEARL, MISSISSIPPI.—$7,000,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including stormwater management), drainage systems, and 
water quality enhancement, Pearl, Mississippi. 

(512) PICAYUNE, MISSISSIPPI.—$5,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the city of Picayune, Mississippi. 

(513) STARKVILLE, MISSISSIPPI.—$6,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including drinking water, water 
treatment, water quality enhancement, and water supply, in 
the city of Starkville, Mississippi. 

(514) LAUGHLIN, NEVADA.—$29,000,000 for water infra-
structure, including water supply, in the town of Laughlin, Ne-
vada. 

(515) NYE COUNTY, NEVADA.—$10,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including water wellfield and pipeline in the 
Pahrump Valley), Nye County, Nevada. 

(516) PAHRUMP, NEVADA.—$4,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure in the town of Pahrump, Nevada. 

(517) STOREY COUNTY, NEVADA.—$10,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including facilities for withdrawal, treatment, and 
distribution), Storey County, Nevada. 

(518) NEW HAMPSHIRE.—$25,000,000 for environmental in-
frastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure, 
New Hampshire. 

(519) BELMAR, NEW JERSEY.—$10,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including related environmental in-
frastructure and stormwater management in Belmar Town-
ship, New Jersey. 

(520) CAPE MAY COUNTY, NEW JERSEY.—$40,000,000 for en-
vironmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater 
infrastructure (including water supply, desalination, and facili-
ties 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 infrastructure in Deptford Township, 
New Jersey. 

(523) LACEY TOWNSHIP, NEW JERSEY.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including related envi-
ronmental infrastructure and stormwater management, in 
Lacey Township, New Jersey. 

(524) MERCHANTVILLE, NEW JERSEY.—$18,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the borough of 
Merchantville, New Jersey. 
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(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 JERSEY.—$3,200,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in Washington Town-
ship, Gloucester County, New Jersey. 

(527) BERNALILLO, NEW MEXICO.—$20,000,000 for waste-
water 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, including stormwater management, 
in the town of Carmel, New York. 

(530) DUTCHESS COUNTY, NEW YORK.—$10,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in Dutchess County, New 
York. 

(531) KINGS COUNTY, NEW YORK.—$100,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, 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, includ-
ing stormwater management, surface water resource protec-
tion, environmental restoration, and related infrastructure, in 
the vicinity of the Mohawk River and tributaries, including the 
counties of Albany, Delaware, Fulton, Greene, Hamilton, Her-
kimer, Lewis, Madison, Montgomery, Oneida, Otsego, Sara-
toga, Schoharie, and Schenectady, New York. 

(533) MOUNT PLEASANT, NEW YORK.—$2,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Mount Pleasant, New York. 

(534) NEW ROCHELLE, NEW YORK.—$20,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including stormwater management), New Rochelle, 
New York. 

(535) NEWTOWN CREEK, NEW YORK.—$25,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, 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 infrastructure, including stormwater 
management (including combined sewer overflows), in New 
York County, New York. 

(537) ORANGE COUNTY, NEW YORK.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in Orange County, New York. 

(538) SLEEPY HOLLOW, NEW YORK.—$2,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the village of Sleepy Hollow, New York. 

(539) ULSTER COUNTY, NEW YORK.—$10,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in Ulster County, New York. 

(540) RAMAPO, NEW YORK.—$4,000,000 for water infra-
structure, including related environmental infrastructure, in 
the town of Ramapo, New York. 
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(541) RIKERS ISLAND, NEW YORK.—$25,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, 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, including stormwater manage-
ment, in the town of Canton, North Carolina. 

(544) FAIRMONT, NORTH CAROLINA.—$7,137,500 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, in the town of Fairmont, North 
Carolina. 

(545) MURPHY, NORTH CAROLINA.—$1,500,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, in the 
town of Murphy, North Carolina. 

(546) ROBBINSVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA.—$3,474,350 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the town of 
Robbinsville, North Carolina. 

(547) WEAVERVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA.—$4,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure in the town of 
Weaverville, North Carolina. 

(548) CITY OF AKRON, OHIO.—$5,500,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including drainage systems), City of Akron, Ohio. 

(549) APPLE CREEK, OHIO.—$350,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the village of Apple Creek, Ohio. 

(550) ASHTABULA COUNTY, OHIO.—$1,500,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including water supply and water quality enhance-
ment), Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

(551) BLOOMINGBURG, OHIO.—$6,500,000 for environmental 
infrastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including facilities for withdrawal, treatment, and distribu-
tion), Bloomingburg, Ohio. 

(552) BROOKLYN HEIGHTS, OHIO.—$170,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management, 
in the village of Brooklyn Heights, Ohio. 

(553) CHAGRIN FALLS REGIONAL WATER SYSTEM, OHIO.— 
$3,500,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure in the vil-
lages 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 environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including combined sewer overflows), Cuyahoga 
County, Ohio. 

(555) EAST CLEVELAND, OHIO.—$13,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including stormwater management), East Cleveland, 
Ohio. 

(556) ERIE COUNTY, OHIO.—$16,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management 
(including combined sewer overflows) in Erie County, Ohio. 
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(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, including stormwater management, 
in the City of Painesville, Ohio. 

(561) SOLON, OHIO.—$14,137,341 for water and wastewater 
infrastructure, including stormwater management (including 
combined sewer overflows), in the city of Solon, Ohio. 

(562) SUMMIT COUNTY, OHIO.—$25,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including related environmental in-
frastructure, in Summit County, Ohio. 

(563) STARK COUNTY, OHIO.—$24,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including related environmental in-
frastructure, in Stark County, Ohio. 

(564) STRUTHERS, OHIO.—$500,000 for environmental in-
frastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure 
(including wastewater infrastructure, stormwater manage-
ment, and sewer improvements), Struthers, Ohio. 

(565) TOLEDO AND OREGON, OHIO.—$10,500,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the cities of Toledo and Or-
egon, Ohio. 

(566) VERMILION, OHIO.—$15,400,000 for wastewater infra-
structure in the city of Vermilion, Ohio. 

(567) WESTLAKE, OHIO.—$750,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management, in 
the city of Westlake, Ohio. 

(568) STILLWATER, OKLAHOMA.—$30,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure and water supply infrastructure (including facilities 
for water storage, withdrawal, treatment, and distribution), in 
the city of Stillwater, Oklahoma. 

(569) BEAVERTON, OREGON.—$10,000,000 for water supply 
in the city of Beaverton, Oregon. 

(570) CLACKAMAS COUNTY, OREGON.—$50,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, 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 environmental in-
frastructure, including water and wastewater infrastructure, 
Pennsylvania. 

(573) BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—$7,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, 
stormwater management, drinking water, and water treat-
ment, in Berks County, Pennsylvania. 

(574) CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA.—$7,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including water supply, 
stormwater management, drinking water, and water treat-
ment, in Chester County, Pennsylvania. 
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(575) FRANKLIN TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA.—$2,000,000 for 
water and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater 
management, in Franklin Township, Pennsylvania. 

(576) INDIAN CREEK, PENNSYLVANIA.—$50,000,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure in the boroughs of Telford, Fran-
conia, and Lower Safford, Pennsylvania. 

(577) PEN ARGYL, PENNSYLVANIA.—$5,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure in the borough of Pen Argyl, 
Pennsylvania. 

(578) CHESTERFIELD COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.— 
$3,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure and other 
environmental infrastructure (including stormwater manage-
ment), Chesterfield County, South Carolina. 

(579) CHERAW, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$8,800,000 for water, 
wastewater, and other environmental infrastructure in the 
town of Cheraw, South Carolina. 

(580) FLORENCE COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$40,000,000 
for water and wastewater infrastructure in Florence County, 
South Carolina. 

(581) LAKE CITY, SOUTH CAROLINA.—$15,000,000 for water 
and wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater manage-
ment in the city of Lake City, South Carolina. 

(582) TIPTON COUNTY, TENNESSEE.—$35,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure and water supply infrastructure, includ-
ing facilities for withdrawal, treatment, and distribution, Tip-
ton County, Tennessee. 

(583) TIPTON, HAYWOOD, AND FAYETTE COUNTIES, TEN-
NESSEE.—$50,000,000 for water and wastewater infrastructure, 
including related environmental infrastructure and water sup-
ply, in Tipton, Haywood, and Fayette Counties, Tennessee. 

(584) AUSTIN, TEXAS.—$50,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure in the city of Austin, Texas. 

(585) AMARILLO, TEXAS.—$38,000,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure, including stormwater management and 
water storage 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 infrastruc-
ture, including water storage, in the city of Clarendon, Texas. 

(588) QUINLAN, TEXAS.—$1,250,000 for water and waste-
water infrastructure in the city of Quinlan, Texas. 

(589) RUNAWAY BAY, TEXAS.—$7,000,000 for water and 
wastewater infrastructure, including stormwater management 
and water storage and treatment systems, in the city of Run-
away 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, including water supply, in Zapata 
County, Texas. 

(592) KING WILLIAM COUNTY, VIRGINIA.—$1,300,000 for 
wastewater infrastructure in King William County, Virginia. 
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(593) POTOMAC RIVER, VIRGINIA.—$1,000,000 for waste-
water infrastructure, environmental infrastructure, and water 
quality improvements, in the vicinity of the Potomac River, 
Virginia. 

(594) CHELAN, WASHINGTON.—$9,000,000 for water infra-
structure, including water supply, storage, and distribution, in 
the city of Chelan, Washington. 

(595) COLLEGE PLACE, WASHINGTON.—$5,000,000 for envi-
ronmental infrastructure, including water and wastewater in-
frastructure, including water supply and storage, in the city of 
College Place, Washington. 

(596) FERNDALE, WASHINGTON.—$4,000,000 for water, 
wastewater, and environmental infrastructure, in the city of 
Ferndale, Washington. 

(597) LYNDEN, WASHINGTON.—$4,000,000 for water, waste-
water, and environmental infrastructure, in the city of Lynden, 
Washington. 

(598) OTHELLO, WASHINGTON.—$14,000,000 for environ-
mental infrastructure, including water and wastewater infra-
structure (including water supply, storage, and treatment, and 
aquifer storage and recovery), in the city of Othello, Wash-
ington. 

SEC. 223. BOARD OF ENGINEERS. 
The Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, established by 

section 3 of the River and Harbor Act of June 13, 1902 (33 U.S.C. 
541), shall cease to exist on the 180th day following the date of the 
enactment of this Act. The Secretary may reassign to other ele-
ments within the Department of the Army such duties and respon-
sibilities of the Board as the Secretary determines to be necessary. 

ø33 U.S.C. 541 note¿ 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 225. CHALLENGE COST-SHARING PROGRAM FOR THE MANAGE-

MENT OF RECREATION FACILITIES. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is authorized to develop and 

implement a program to share the cost of managing recreation fa-
cilities and natural resources at water resource development 
projects under the Secretary’s jurisdiction. 

(b) COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—To implement the program under this 

section, the Secretary is authorized to enter into cooperative 
agreements with non-Federal public entities and private non-
profit entities to provide for operation and management of 
recreation facilities and natural resources at civil works 
projects under the Secretary’s jurisdiction where such facilities 
and resources are being maintained at complete Federal ex-
pense. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Before entering into an agreement 
under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall ensure that the non- 
Federal public entity or private nonprofit entity has the au-
thority and capability— 

(A) to carry out the terms of the agreement; and 
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(B) to pay damages, if necessary, in the event of a fail-
ure to perform. 

(c) USER FEES.— 
(1) COLLECTION OF FEES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may allow a non-Fed-
eral public entity or private nonprofit entity that has en-
tered into an agreement pursuant to subsection (b) to col-
lect user fees for the use of developed recreation sites and 
facilities, whether developed or constructed by the non- 
Federal public entity or private nonprofit entity or the De-
partment of the Army. 

(B) USE OF VISITOR RESERVATION SERVICES.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal public entity or a 

private nonprofit entity described in subparagraph (A) 
may use, to manage fee collections and reservations 
under this section, any visitor reservation service that 
the Secretary has provided for by contract or inter-
agency agreement, subject to such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary determines to be appropriate. 

(ii) TRANSFER.—The Secretary may transfer, or 
cause to be transferred by another Federal agency, to 
a non-Federal public entity or a private nonprofit enti-
ty described in subparagraph (A) user fees received by 
the Secretary or other Federal agency under a visitor 
reservation service described in clause (i) for recre-
ation facilities and natural resources managed by the 
non-Federal public entity or private nonprofit entity 
pursuant to a cooperative agreement entered into 
under subsection (b). 

(2) USE OF FEES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—A non-Federal public entity or pri-

vate nonprofit entity that collects a user fee under para-
graph (1)— 

(i) may retain up to 100 percent of the fees col-
lected, 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 nat-
ural 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 over-
sight of the Secretary; and 

(ii) shall not affect any existing third-party prop-
erty interest, lease, or agreement with the Secretary. 

(3) TERMS AND CONDITIONS.—The authority of a non-Fed-
eral public entity or private nonprofit entity under this sub-
section shall be subject to such terms and conditions as the 
Secretary determines to be necessary to protect the interests of 
the United States. 
(d) CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
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(1) IN GENERAL.—For purposes of carrying out this section 
the Secretary may accept contributions of funds, materials, and 
services from non-Federal public entities, private nonprofit en-
tities, and other private entities. 

(2) DEPOSIT OF FUNDS.—Any funds received by the Sec-
retary under this subsection shall be deposited into the account 
in the Treasury of the United States entitled ‘‘Contributions 
and Advances, Rivers and Harbors, Corps of Engineers (8662)’’ 
and shall be available until expended to carry out the purposes 
of this section. 
(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 Engineers on April 4, 
2018, and titled ‘‘Implementation Guidance for Section 1155, 
Management of Recreation Facilities, of the Water Resources 
Development Act (WRDA) of 2016, Public Law 114–322’’. 

(2) PRIVATE NONPROFIT ENTITY.—The term ‘‘private non-
profit entity’’ means an organization that is described in sec-
tion 501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt 
from taxation under section 501(a) of that Code. 

ø33 U.S.C. 2328¿ 

SEC. 226. DEBARMENT OF PERSONS CONVICTED OF FRAUDULENT USE 
OF ‘‘MADE IN AMERICA’’ LABELS. 

If the Secretary determines that a person has been convicted 
of intentionally affixing a label bearing a ‘‘Made in America’’ in-
scription to any product sold in or shipped to the United States 
which is not made in the United States and which is used in a civil 
works project of the Secretary, the Secretary shall debar the person 
from contracting with the Federal Government for a period of not 
less than 3 years and not more than 5 years. For purposes of this 
section, the term ‘‘debar’’ has the meaning that term has under sec-
tion 4654(c) of title 10, United States Code. 

ø33 U.S.C. 569f¿ 

TITLE III—MISCELLANEOUS 
PROVISIONS 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 313. SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL RES-

TORATION INFRASTRUCTURE AND RESOURCE PROTEC-
TION DEVELOPMENT PILOT PROGRAM. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a pilot program for providing environmental assistance to non- 
Federal interests in south central Pennsylvania. Such assistance 
may be in the form of design and construction assistance for water- 
related environmental infrastructure and resource protection and 
development projects in south central Pennsylvania, including 
projects for waste water treatment and related facilities, water sup-
ply, storage, treatment, and distribution facilities, and surface 
water resource protection and development. 
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(b) PUBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary may 
provide assistance for a project under this section only if the 
project is publicly owned. 

(c) CONSULTATION WITH SARCD COUNCIL.—In carrying out 
this section, the Secretary shall consult the SARCD Council. 

(d) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assistance under this 

Act, the Secretary shall enter into a local cooperation agree-
ment with a non-Federal interest to provide for design and con-
struction of the project to be carried out with such assistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each local cooperation agreement en-
tered into under this subsection shall provide for the following: 

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary, in consulta-
tion with the SARCD Council and other appropriate Fed-
eral and State officials, of a facilities or resource protection 
and development plan, including appropriate engineering 
plans and specifications. 

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURES.—Estab-
lishment of each such legal and institutional structures as 
are necessary to assure the effective long-term operation of 
the project by the non-Federal interest. 
(3) COST-SHARING.—Total project costs under each local co-

operation agreement entered into under this subsection shall 
be shared at 75 percent Federal and 25 percent non-Federal. 
The non-Federal interest shall receive credit for lands, ease-
ments, rights-of-way, and relocations toward its share of 
project costs but not to exceed 25 percent of total project costs. 
Operation and maintenance costs shall be 100 percent non- 
Federal. 
(e) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS.—Noth-

ing in this section shall be construed as waiving, limiting, or other-
wise affecting the applicability of any provision of Federal or State 
law which would otherwise apply to a project to be carried out with 
assistance provided under this section. 

(f) REPORT.—Not later than December 31, 1998, the Secretary 
shall transmit to Congress a report on the results of the pilot pro-
gram carried out under this section, together with recommenda-
tions concerning whether or not such program should be imple-
mented on a national basis. 

(g) AUTHORIZATION AND ALLOCATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There is author-

ized to be appropriated to carry out this section $410,000,000 
for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 1992. Such sums 
shall remain available until expended. 

(2) ALLOCATION.—Funds appropriated to carry out this sec-
tion for each of fiscal years 1993 through 1998 shall be ex-
pended as follows: 50 percent for providing assistance in the 
Chesapeake Bay watershed area of south central Pennsylvania 
and 50 percent for providing assistance in the Ohio River wa-
tershed area of south central Pennsylvania. 

(3) TRANSFERS.—The Secretary may expend up to 20 per-
cent of the amounts required to be expended under paragraph 
(2) for providing assistance in a watershed area for providing 
assistance in the other watershed area referred to in para-
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graph (2); except that the aggregate amount expended for pro-
viding assistance in the Chesapeake Bay watershed area for 
fiscal years 1993 through 1998 shall be 50 percent of the ag-
gregate of the ftnds appropriated to carry out this section for 
such fiscal years. 

(4) CORP OF ENGINEERS EXPENSES.—10 percent of the 
amounts appropriated to carry out this section for each of fiscal 
years 2000 through 2002 may be used by the Corps of Engi-
neers district offices to administer and implement projects 
under this section at 100 percent Federal expense. 
(h) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this section, the following 

definitions apply: 
(1) SARCD COUNCIL.—- he term ‘‘SARCD Council’’ means 

the Southern Allegheny Resource Conservation and Develop-
ment Council. 

(2) SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA.—The term ‘‘south cen-
tral Pennsylvania’’ means Allegheny, Armstrong, Bedford, 
Blair, Cambria, Fayette, Franklin, Fulton, Greene, Hun-
tingdon, Indiana, Juniata, Somerset, Washington, Beaver, Jef-
ferson, and Westmoreland Counties, Pennsylvania. 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 324. HACKENSACK MEADOWLANDS AREA, NEW JERSEY. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary is authorized to provide plan-
ning, design, and construction assistance to the New Jersey 
Meadowlands Commission for the development of an environmental 
improvement program for the Hackensack Meadowlands area, New 
Jersey. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The program to be developed under subsection 
(a) may include at a minimum the following areas: 

(1) Restoration and acquisitions of significant wetlands 
and aquatic habitat that contribute to the Meadowlands eco-
system. 

(2) Development and implementation of a regional system 
to protect, preserve, and monitor wetlands and aquatic habitat. 

* * * * * * * 
(7) Research, development, and implementation for a 

water quality improvement program, including restoration of 
hydrology and tidal flows and remediation of hot spots and 
other sources of contaminants that degrade existing or planned 
sites. 
(c) COST SHARING.—Total project costs under subsection (a) 

shall be shared at 75 percent Federal and 25 percent non-Federal. 
The non-Federal interest shall receive credit for lands, easements, 
rights-of-way, and relocations toward its share of project costs, but 
not to exceed 25 percent of total project costs. The non-Federal in-
terest may also provide in-kind services not to exceed the non-Fed-
eral share of the total project cost. Operation and maintenance cost 
shall be 100 percent non-Federal. 

(d) CREDIT.—The Secretary shall credit, in accordance with sec-
tion 221 of the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b), to-
ward the non-Federal share of the cost of a project to be carried 
out under the program developed under subsection (a) the cost of 
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design work carried out by the non-Federal interest for the project 
before the date of the partnership agreement for the project. 

(e) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATION.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out this section $20,000,000 for fiscal 
years beginning after September 30, 1992. Such sums shall remain 
available until expended. 

øSection 325 repealed by section 3054(c) of Public Law 110– 
114.¿ 

* * * * * * * 
øSection 330 repealed by section 1206(d)(2) of division A of 

Public Law 118–272.¿ 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 340. SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Secretary shall estab-
lish a pilot program for providing environmental assistance to non- 
Federal interests in southern West Virginia. Such assistance may 
be in the form of design and construction assistance for water-re-
lated environmental infrastructure and resource protection and de-
velopment projects in southern West Virginia, including projects for 
waste water treatment and related facilities, water supply, storage, 
treatment, and distribution facilities, environmental restoration, 
and surface water resource protection and development. 

(b) PUBLIC OWNERSHIP REQUIREMENT.—The Secretary may 
provide assistance for a project under this section only if the 
project is publicly owned. 

(c) LOCAL COOPERATION AGREEMENTS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Before providing assistance under this 

Act, the Secretary shall enter into a local cooperation agree-
ment with a non-Federal interest to provide for design and con-
struction of the project to be carried out with such assistance. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—Each local cooperation agreement en-
tered into under this subsection shall provide for the following: 

(A) PLAN.—Development by the Secretary, in consulta-
tion with appropriate Federal and State officials, of a fa-
cilities or resource protection and development plan, in-
cluding appropriate engineering plans and specifications. 

(B) LEGAL AND INSTITUTIONAL STRUCTURES.—Estab-
lishment of each such legal and institutional structures as 
are necessary to assure the effective long-term operation of 
the project by the non-Federal interest. 
(3) COST-SHARING.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in subparagraph 
(B), total project costs under each local cooperation agree-
ment entered into under this subsection shall be shared at 
75 percent Federal and 25 percent non-Federal. The non- 
Federal interest shall receive credit for lands, easements, 
rights-of-way, and relocations toward its share of project 
costs but not to exceed 25 percent of total project costs. 
Operation and maintenance costs shall be 100 percent non- 
Federal. 
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(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 Devel-
opment Act of 2020 (33 U.S.C. 2201 note)), the Federal 
share of the total project costs under the applicable local 
cooperation agreement 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 described in section 571(e)(3)(A) of the Water 
Resources Development Act of 1999 (113 Stat. 371). 

(d) APPLICABILITY OF OTHER FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS.— 
Nothing in this section shall be construed as waiving, limiting, or 
other- wise affecting the applicability of any provision of Federal or 
State law which would otherwise apply to a project to be carried 
out with assistance provided under this section. 

(e) DEFINITION OF SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘southern West Virginia’’ means the counties of Boone, 
Braxton, Cabell, Calhoun, Clay, Fayette, Gilmer, Greenbrier, Jack-
son, Kanawha, Lincoln, Logan, Mason, McDowell, Mercer, Mingo, 
Monroe, Nicholas, Pendleton, Pocahontas, Putnam, Raleigh, Roane, 
Summers, Wayne, Webster, Wirt, and Wyoming, West Virginia. 

(f) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There is authorized to 
be appropriated to carry out the pilot program under this section 
$170,000,000 for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 1992. 
Such sums shall remain available until expended. 

(g) CORPS OF ENGINEERS.—Not more than 10 percent of the 
amounts appropriated to carry out this section may be used by the 
Corps of Engineers district offices to administer projects under this 
section at Federal expense. 

(h) NONPROFIT ENTITIES.—In accordance with section 221(b) of 
the Flood Control Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 1962d–5b(b)), for any 
project carried out under this section, a non-Federal interest may 
include a nonprofit entity with the consent of the affected local gov-
ernment. 

* * * * * * * 

TITLE IV—INFRASTRUCTURE TECHNOLOGY, RESEARCH 
AND DEVELOPMENT 

SEC. 401. INTERNATIONAL OUTREACH PROGRAM. 
(a) AUTHORIZATION.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may engage in activities to 
inform the United States of technological innovations abroad 
that could significantly improve water resources development 
in the United States. 

(2) INCLUSIONS.—Activities under paragraph (1) may in-
clude— 

(A) development, monitoring, assessment, and dissemi-
nation of information about foreign water resources 
projects that could significantly improve water resources 
development in the United States; 

(B) research, development, training, and other forms 
of technology transfer and exchange; and 
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(C) offering technical services that cannot be readily 
obtained in the private sector to be incorporated into water 
resources projects if the costs for assistance will be recov-
ered under the terms of each project. 

(b) COOPERATION.—The Secretary may carry out the provisions 
of this section in cooperation with Federal departments and agen-
cies, State and local agencies, authorities, institutions, corporations 
(profit or nonprofit), foreign governments, or other organizations. 

(c) FUNDING.—The funds to carry out the provisions of this sec-
tion shall include funds deposited in a special account with the Sec-
retary of the Treasury for such purposes by any cooperating entity 
or organization according to cost-sharing agreements proscribed by 
the Secretary. Reimbursement for services provided under this sec-
tion shall be credited to the appropriation concerned. 

ø33 U.S.C. 2329¿ 

SEC. 402. MARINE TECHNOLOGY REVIEW. 
(a) DREDGING NEEDS.—The Secretary is authorized to conduct 

such studies as are necessary to provide a report to Congress on 
the dredging needs of the national ports and harbors of the United 
States. The report shall include existing and projected future 
project depths, types and sizes of ships in use, and world trade pat-
terns, an assessment of the future national waterside infrastruc-
ture needs, and a comparison of drafts of United States and se-
lected world ports. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There is authorized 
to be appropriated $2,500,000 to carry out this section for fiscal 
years beginning after September 30, 1992. Such sums shall remain 
available until expended. 

ø33 U.S.C. 2268¿ 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 404. ATLANTIC COAST OF NEW YORK. 

(a) DEVELOPMENT OF PROGRAM.—The Secretary is authorized 
and directed to develop a data collection and monitoring program 
of coastal and related environmental processes for the Atlantic 
Coast (and associated back bays) of New York, from Coney Island 
to Montauk Point, with a view toward providing information nec-
essary to develop a program for addressing post storm actions, en-
vironmental restoration or conservation measures for coastal and 
back bays, and long-term shoreline erosion control. The plan for 
collecting data and monitoring information included in such annual 
report shall be coordinated with and agreed to by appropriate agen-
cies of the State of New York. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The Secretary shall provide an annual 
report of data collection and monitoring activities to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Public Works and Transportation of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

(c) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—There are authorized 
to be appropriated $1,400,000 for each of fiscal years 1993, 1994, 
1995, 1996, and 1997, $2,500,000 for fiscal years 2000 through 
2004, and $7,500,000 for fiscal years beginning after September 30, 
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2004, to carry out this section. Such sums shall remain available 
until expended. 

(d) TSUNAMI WARNING SYSTEM.—There is authorized to be ap-
propriated $800,000 for the Secretary to carry out a project for a 
tsunami warning system, Atlantic Coast of New York. 

* * * * * * * 

TITLE V—CONTAMINATED SEDIMENT AND OCEAN 
DUMPING 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 502. NATIONAL CONTAMINATED SEDIMENT TASK FORCE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established a National Contami-
nated Sediment Task Force (hereinafter referred to in this section 
as the ‘‘Task Force’’). The Task Force shall— 

(1) advise the Administrator and the Secretary in the im-
plementation of this title; 

(2) review and comment on reports concerning aquatic 
sediment quality and the extent and seriousness of aquatic 
sediment contamination throughout the Nation; 

(3) review and comment on programs for the research and 
development of aquatic sediment restoration methods, prac-
tices, and technologies; 

(4) review and comment on the selection of pollutants for 
development of aquatic sediment criteria and the schedule for 
the development of such criteria; 

(5) advise appropriate officials in the development of 
guidelines for restoration of contaminated sediment; 

(6) make recommendations to appropriate officials con-
cerning practices and measures— 

(A) to prevent the contamination of aquatic sediments; 
and 

(B) to control sources of sediment contamination; and 
(7) review and assess the means and methods for locating 

and constructing permanent, cost-effective long-term disposal 
sites for the disposal of dredged material that is not suitable 
for ocean dumping (as determined under the Marine Protec-
tion, Research, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972 (33 U.S.C. 1401 et 
seq.)). 
(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The membership of the Task Force shall 
include 1 representative of each of the following: 

(A) The Administrator. 
(B) The Secretary. 
(C) The National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminis-

tration. 
(D) The United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 
(E) The Geological Survey. 
(F) The Department of Agriculture. 

(2) ADDITIONAL MEMBERS.—Additional members of the 
Task Force shall be jointly selected by the Administrator and 
the Secretary, and shall include— 

(A) not more than 3 representatives of States; 
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(B) not more than 3 representatives of ports, agri-
culture, and manufacturing; and 

(C) not more than 3 representatives of public interest 
organizations with a demonstrated interest in aquatic sedi-
ment contamination. 
(3) COCHAIRMEN.—The Administrator and the Secretary 

shall serve as cochairmen of the Task Force. 
(4) CLERICAL AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Such clerical 

and technical assistance as may be necessary to discharge the 
duties of the Task Force shall be provided by the personnel of 
the Environmental Protection Agency and the Army Corps of 
Engineers. 

(5) COMPENSATION FOR ADDITIONAL MEMBERS.—The addi-
tional members of the Task Force selected under paragraph (2) 
shall, while attending meetings or conferences of the Task 
Force, be compensated at a rate to be fixed by the cochairmen, 
but not to exceed the daily equivalent of the base rate of pay 
in effect for grade GS–15 of the General Schedule under sec-
tion 5332 of title 5, United States Code, for each day (including 
travel time) during which they are engaged in the actual per-
formance of duties vested in the Task Force. While away from 
their homes or regular places of business in the performance 
of services for the Task Force, such members shall be allowed 
travel expenses, including per diem in lieu of subsistence, in 
the same manner as persons employed intermittently in the 
Government service are allowed expenses under section 
5703(b) of title 5, United States Code. 
(c) REPORT.—Within 2 years after the date of the enactment of 

this Act, the Task Force shall submit to Congress a report stating 
the findings and recommendations of the Task Force. 

ø33 U.S.C. 1271 note¿ 

SEC. 503. SEDIMENT SURVEY AND MONITORING. 
(a) SURVEY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in consultation with 
the Administrator of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration and the Secretary, shall conduct a comprehen-
sive national survey of data regarding aquatic sediment quality 
in the United States. The Administrator shall compile all exist-
ing information on the quantity, chemical and physical com-
position, and geographic location of pollutants in aquatic sedi-
ment, including the probable source of such pollutants and 
identification of those sediments which are contaminated pur-
suant to section 501(b)(4). 

(2) REPORT.—Not later than 24 months after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Administrator shall report to the 
Congress the findings, conclusions, and recommendations of 
such survey, including recommendations for actions necessary 
to prevent contamination of aquatic sediments and to control 
sources of contamination. 
(b) MONITORING.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in consultation with 
the Administrator of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration and the Secretary, shall conduct a comprehen-
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sive and continuing program to assess aquatic sediment qual-
ity. The program conducted pursuant to this subsection shall, 
at a minimum— 

(A) identify the location of pollutants in aquatic sedi-
ment; 

(B) identify the extent of pollutants in sediment and 
those sediments which are contaminated pursuant to sec-
tion 501(b)(4); 

(C) establish methods and protocols for monitoring the 
physical, chemical, and biological effects of pollutants in 
aquatic sediment and of contaminated sediment; 

(D) develop a system for the management, storage, 
and dissemination of data concerning aquatic sediment 
quality; 

(E) provide an assessment of aquatic sediment quality 
trends over time; 

(F) identify locations where pollutants in sediment 
may pose a threat to the quality of drinking water sup-
plies, fisheries resources, and marine habitats; and 

(G) establish a clearing house for information on tech-
nology, methods, and practices available for the remedi-
ation, decontamination, and control of sediment contami-
nation. 
(2) REPORT.—The Administrator shall submit to Congress 

a report on the findings of the monitoring under paragraph (1) 
on the date that is 2 years after the date specified in sub-
section (a)(2) and biennially thereafter. 

ø33 U.S.C. 1271¿ 

* * * * * * * 
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