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MEMORANDUM FOR Commander. ()real Lakes and Ohio River Division 

SUBJECT: White River, Central lmlimrnpolis Watcr!'rout, Indiana -- Guidance for 
Implementation of Section 322 of tlic Water Resources Development Act (WJ~DA) of 1999 

I. Citation. Section 322 of WRDA 1999 reads as follows: -··-------

SEC. 322. WHITE RIVER, INDIANA 
7!1e projectforflood control, Indianapolis 011 West Fork of the White Ril)er. Indiana, 
authorized by section 5 of the /let c11titlcd ·"'Ill Act authorizing the constrnction rfcertain 
public 1f!orks on rivers and l!m'/)()rsj(n'jlood control. and other purposes''. a;;proved 
.June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. !586, chapter 688). as 111odified by section 323 ofthe TFater 
Resources Development Act of 199() (I J 0 ,)'tat. 3 716), is modified to authorize the 
iS'ecretan' to 11m!ertakc the ril 1c1fi'o11t nllerotions descrihed in the Central Indianapolis 
rVaterfi'ont C'oncept J!/an, dated Fchmilly 199·!, frH the Canal Development (Upper 
Cana/feature) and the Beveridge Paperfc1at111·e, at o total cost not to exceed 

$25.000,000, olwhich $12,500,000 is the estimated Federal cost and $12.500,000 is the 

estimated 11011-Federal cost, except thut no such a!terntions may be undertaken 1111/ess the 
Secret my de/ermines that the alterations authorized by this section, in comhi11atio11 ll'ifh 
the a!terofions undertaken 1111der section 323 olthe Water Resources Derclopment Act ol 
199() (l 10 Stat. 3716), arc eco110111icn!lyj11stijicd 

2. Background. Section 323 of WRDA 19% authori7ecl construction of riverfront recreation 
irnprovernents at a total cost of $85,975,000 with a Federal cost of $39,975,000 and a non­
Federal cost of $46,000,000. Specific features to be implemented were identified in the 
February 1997 supplement to the February J 9c)4 concept plan which was approved by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) j1\SA(CW)] on 19 May 1997 with the provision 
that the Federal cost of the project shall not exceed $39,975,000. Construction funds have been 
appropriated nnd a Prnjecl Coopernlio11 1\grcc111e11l (PC/\) bas been executed. On l June 1999, 
the ASA(CW) approved an a111cnd111e11t to the l'C/\ to add the Upper Canal element lo tlie project 
with the Federal cost oCthe total project limilecl lo $39,975,000. Section 322 oC Wl~DA 1999 
authorizes construction of the Upper Canal and Beveridge Paper features of the concept plan nt a 
total cost of $25 million, subject to a determination by the Secretary that these features, in 
combination with the previously aulhorizecl work, nrc economically justified. 
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3. Guidance. Project outputs (i.e., recreation-based waterfront development) are not a high 
budgetary priority. Work may proceed only to the extent that funds are appropriated. Subject to 
availability of funds, the Louisville District shall prepare a decision document that meets the 
requirements of paragraph 7.c. of EC 1165-2-204 to support a PCA amendment to add the 
Beveridge Paper feature to the project and to increase the total project cost and the Federal and 
non-Federal shares of the total project cost. The economic analysis presented in the document 
will demonstrate that the Upper Canal and Beveridge Paper features, in combination with work 
previously approved for construction, are economically justified. The authorized total project 
cost to be reflected in the decision document is the sum of the amounts authorized in WRDA 
1996 and WRDA 1999 ($110,975,000). The total project cost is subject to the maximum 
allowable cost provisions of section 902 of WRDA 1986. However, the Federal share of the total 
project cost shall be limited to the sum of the amounts authorized in WRDA 1996 and WRDA 
1999 ($52,475,000) and is not subject to any increase in cost that might otherwise be allowed 
under section 902 of WRDA 1986. The decision document, along with technical and legal 
review documentation, will be submitted to Headquarters for review and approval by the 
ASA( CW). After ASA( CW) approval of the decision document, negotiate and submit a draft 
PCA amendment for Washington-level revie\v and approval. 
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