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action, and the Senate then return to
legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The nomination was considered and
confirmed as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Jeffrey Rush, Jr., of Virginia, to be Inspec-

tor General, Department of the Treasury.

————

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will now
return to legislative session.

———

WATER RESOURCES
DEVELOPMENT ACT OF 1999

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of Calendar No. 103, H.R. 1480, the
water resources bill. I further ask
unanimous consent that all after the
enacting clause be stricken and the
text of the Senate-passed bill, S. 507, be
inserted in lieu thereof. I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill then be read
a third time and passed and, further,
that the Senate insist on its amend-
ment, request a conference with the
House, and the Chair be authorized to
appoint conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The bill (H.R. 1480), as amended, was
read the third time and passed, as fol-
lows:

H.R. 1480
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS.

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as
the “Water Resources Development Act of 1999,

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents of this Act is as follows:

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents.
Sec. 2. Definition of Secretary.

TITLE —WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS

Sec. 101. Project authorizations.
Sec. 102. Project modifications.
Sec. 103. Project deauthorizations.
Sec. 104. Studies.

TITLE II—GENERAL PROVISIONS

201. Flood hazard mitigation and riverine
ecosystem restoration program.

Shore protection.

Small flood control authority.

Use of mnon-Federal funds for com-
piling and disseminating informa-
tion on floods and flood damages.

Aquatic ecosystem restoration.

Beneficial uses of dredged material.

Voluntary contributions by States and
political subdivisions.

Recreation user fees.

Water resources development studies
for the Pacific region.

Missouri and Middle Mississippi Riv-
ers enhancement project.

Outer Continental Shelf.

Environmental dredging.

Benefit of primary flood damages
avoided included in benefit-cost
analysis.

Control of aquatic plant growth.

Environmental infrastructure.

Sec.

202.
203.
204.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

205.
206.
207.

208.
209.

Sec.
Sec.

Sec. 210.

Sec.
Sec.
Sec.

211.
212.
213.

214.
215.

Sec.
Sec.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Sec. 216. Watershed management,
and development.

Lakes program.

Sediments decontamination policy.

Disposal of dredged material on beach-
es.

Fish and wildlife mitigation.

Reimbursement of non-Federal inter-
est.

National Contaminated Sediment Task
Force.

John Glenn Great Lakes Basin pro-
gram.

Projects for improvement of the envi-
ronment.

Water quality, environmental quality,
recreation, fish and wildlife, flood
control, and navigation.

Irrigation diversion protection and
fisheries enhancement assistance.

Small storm damage reduction
projects.

Shore damage prevention or mitiga-
tion.

Atlantic coast of New York.

Accelerated adoption of innovative
technologies for contaminated
sediments.

Sec. 231. Mississippi River Commission.

Sec. 232. Use of private enterprises.

TITLE III—PROJECT-RELATED PROVISIONS

Sec. 301. Dredging of salt ponds in the State of
Rhode Island.

Upper Susquehanna River basin,
Pennsylvania and New York.

Small flood control projects.

Small navigation projects.

Streambank protection projects.

Aquatic ecosystem restoration, Spring-
field, Oregon.

Guilford and New Haven, Connecticut.

Francis Bland Floodway Ditch.

Caloosahatchee River basin, Florida.

Cumberland, Maryland, flood project
mitigation.

City of Miami Beach, Florida.

Sardis Reservoir, Oklahoma.

Upper Mississippi River and Illinois
waterway system navigation mod-
ernization.

Upper Mississippi River management.

Research and development program
for Columbia and Snake Rivers
salmon survival.

Nine Mile Run habitat restoration,
Pennsylvania.

Larkspur Ferry Channel, California.

Comprehensive Flood Impact-Response
Modeling System.

Study regarding innovative financing
for small and medium-sized ports.

Candy Lake project, Osage County,
Oklahoma.

Salcha River and Piledriver Slough,
Fairbanks, Alaska.

Eyak River, Cordova, Alaska.

North Padre Island storm damage re-
duction and environmental res-
toration project.

Kanopolis Lake, Kansas.

New York City watershed.

City of Charlevoix reimbursement,
Michigan.

Hamilton Dam flood control project,
Michigan.

Holes Creek flood control
Ohio.

Overflow management facility, Rhode
Island.

Anacostia River aquatic ecosystem res-
toration, District of Columbia and
Maryland.

Everglades and south Florida eco-
system restoration.
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Sec. 332. Pine Flat Dam, Kings River, Cali-
fornia.

Sec. 333. Levees in Elba and Geneva, Alabama.

Sec. 334. Toronto Lake and El Dorado Lake,
Kansas.

Sec. 335. San Jacinto disposal area, Galveston,
Tezxas.

Sec. 336. Environmental infrastructure.

Sec. 337. Water monitoring station.

Sec. 338. Upper Mississippi River comprehensive
plan.

Sec. 339. McNary Lock and Dam, Washington.

Sec. 340. McNary National Wildlife Refuge.

TITLE IV—CHEYENNE RIVER SIOUX TRIBE,
LOWER BRULE SIOUX TRIBE, AND STATE
OF SOUTH DAKOTA TERRESTRIAL WILD-
LIFE HABITAT RESTORATION

Sec. 401. Cheyenne River Sioux Tribe, Lower
Brule Sioux Tribe, and State of
South Dakota Terrestrial Wildlife
Habitat Restoration.

SEC. 2. DEFINITION OF SECRETARY.

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

TITLE I—WATER RESOURCES PROJECTS
SEC. 101. PROJECT AUTHORIZATIONS.

(a) PROJECTS WITH CHIEF’S REPORTS.—The
following projects for water resources develop-
ment and conservation and other purposes are
authoriced to be carried out by the Secretary
substantially in accordance with the plans, and
subject to the conditions, described in the re-
spective reports designated in this section:

(1) SAND POINT HARBOR, ALASKA.—The project
for navigation, Sand Point Harbor, Alaska: Re-
port of the Chief of Engineers dated October 13,
1998, at a total cost of $11,760,000, with an esti-
mated Federal cost of $6,964,000 and an esti-
mated non-Federal cost of $4,796,000.

(2) RIO SALADO (SALT RIVER), ARIZONA.—The
project for environmental restoration, Rio Sa-
lado (Salt River), Arizona: Report of the Chief
of Engineers dated August 20, 1998, at a total
cost of $88,048,000, with an estimated Federal
cost of 356,355,000 and an estimated non-Federal
cost of $31,693,000.

(3) TUCSON DRAINAGE AREA, ARIZONA.—The
project for flood damage reduction, environ-
mental restoration, and recreation, Tucson
drainage area, Aricona: Report of the Chief of
Engineers dated May 20, 1998, at a total cost of
$29,900,000, with an estimated Federal cost of
$16,768,000 and an estimated non-Federal cost of
$13,132,000.

(4) AMERICAN RIVER
FORNIA.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—The project for flood dam-
age reduction described as the Folsom Stepped
Release Plan in the Corps of Engineers Supple-
mental Information Report for the American
River Watershed Project, California, dated
March 1996, at a total cost of $505,400,000, with
an estimated Federal cost of $329,300,000 and an
estimated non-Federal cost of $176,100,000.

(B) IMPLEMENTATION.—

(i) IN GENERAL.—Implementation of the meas-
ures by the Secretary pursuant to subparagraph
(A4) shall be undertaken after completion of the
levee stabilization and strengthening and flood
warning features authorized by section 101(a)(1)
of the Water Resources Development Act of 1996
(110 Stat. 3662).

(ii)) FOLSOM DAM AND RESERVOIR.—The Sec-
retary may undertake measures at the Folsom
Dam and Reservoir authorized under subpara-
graph (A) only after reviewing the design of
such measures to determine if modifications are
necessary to account for changed hydrologic
conditions and any other changed conditions in
the project area, including operational and con-
struction impacts that have occurred since com-
pletion of the report referred to in subparagraph
(A). The Secretary shall conduct the review and
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