Planning & Policy Update

American Association of Port Authorities

Harbors and Navigation Committee
27 March 2023, Washington, DC

Eric Bush, SES, Chief
Planning and Policy, HQUSACE
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ASA(CW)’s Intent for C|V|I Works

“My vision for the future is driven by a
sense of urgency. I'd like the Army
Corps, a capable and talented
organization, to be innovative in
developing new strategies and to build
climate resilience to better protect and
prepare communities for some of the
challenges they’re facing. We need to
take advantage of nature-based
infrastructure and figure out how we can
bring multiple benefits to our projects so
that we're not just doing flood risk and
coastal storm management but are also
helping to further environmental
restoration and even augment water
supply where we can.”

Hon. Michael Connor, May 2022 ' Iﬁ‘:.-u"j-.;:'f. AE

“Modernize Civil Works” Initiatives
» FRN JUN ’22: Listening Sessions
= Tribal issues; cultural resources; PR&G;
Environmental Justice
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New/Emerging Guidance & Policies

Comprehensive Benefits

Planning Guidance Notebook
» New draft “EC” released 03/22

PR&G Agency-Specific
Procedures
» Draft rule, 2023

Environmental Justice

» ASA(CW) Policy — MAR ‘22
» USACE Implementation — DEC ‘22

v Outreach & Community Engagement
v FPMS/PAS/TPP/CAP (Justice 40)

Non-structural Flood Risk

Reduction

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY
CIVIL WORKS
108 ARMY PENTAGON
WASHINGTON DC 203100108

5 January 2021

MEMORANDUM FOR COMMANDING GENERAL, U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

SUBJECT: POLICY DIRECTIVE - Comprehensive Documentation of Benefits in Decision
Document

1. Purpose. This memorandum issues policy direction on the comprehensive assessment
and documentation of benefits in the conduct of U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
water resources development project planning. This policy updates current procedures, and
emphasizes and expands upon policies and guidance to ensure the USACE decision
framework considers, in a comprehensive manner, the total benefits of project altematives
including equal consideration of economic, environmental and social categories. This
directive pertains to pre- and post-authorization decision documents (reports), as well as
other decision documents approved under delegated authorities. In addition, the directive
may be applied to benefit-cost analyses required to support budgetary decision-making
processes. As stated in my 15 July 2020 memorandum to the Deputy Commanding General
for Civil and Emergency Operations, one of my highest priorities is to ensure this policy
directive is implemented as soon as practicable.

2. Applicability. This directive applies immediately to all USACE elements having Civil
Works planning, engineering, design, construction, and operations & maintenance
responsibilities. The policies contained in this directive shall remain in effect and fully
applicable unless and until modified, supplemented, amended, or rescinded expressly and in
writing by the ASA(CW). See also, paragraph 8, Limitation on Modification

3. Background. Civil Works planning guidance, contained in Engineer Regulation (ER)
1105-2-100 (Planning Guidance Notebook), provides the overall direction by which Civil
Works projects are formulated, evaluated and selected for implementation. ER 1105-2-100,
published in 2000, contains a description of the USACE planning process, missions and
programs, specific policies applicable to each mission and program, and analytical
requirements

a. This directive supplements the guidance provided in ER 1105-2-100 by requiring
comprehensive consideration of total project benefits including economics, environmental,
and social categories, until a comprehensive update is accomplished

b. As outlined in ER 1105-2-100, USACE currently applies the Economic and
Environmental Principles and Guidelines for Water and Related Land Resources
Implementation Studies (i.e., Principles and Guidelines) when formulating and evaluating
Civil Works water resources development project altematives. The Water Resources Council
released the Principles and Guidelines (P&G) in 1983
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Planning Studies — FY22

US Army Corps {
of Engineers. )

Columbia River Turning Basin
Navigation Improvements,
WA & OR

@ Boise River,
Garden City, 1D

San Francisco Waterfront, CA(ZS

South San Francisco Bay .
shoreline, CA (Palo Alto) & () Lower San Joaquin, CA

South San Francisco Bar Feas
Shoreline, CA (Sunnyvale

Santa Paula Creek, (A@
Murrieta Creek, CA

San Diego County Shoreline (Oceanside), CA@ @ Imperial Streams,
on Sea, CA

o Rio Salado Oeste, Salt River, AZ

e .r‘_Hosleluiu Harbor, HI
Study Activities . s
« Work Plan = 4 (1 NEW) "
« PBUD =17 (8 NEW)
- CPFICDS =18 (16 NEW)
« IlJA =15 (3 NEW-IIJA only)

(8 NEW-DRSAA only)

Note: 5 Validation/Section 203/403
studies were also funded in FY22

INVESTIGATIONS FY 2022 - FEAS, GR, AND WS/CS STUDIES (56)

@Lower Rio Grande Valley, Tx Study, LA
@ City of El Paso, TX

As of 14 FEB 2023 Note: Includes MRAT studies

g g
'3 . e
Menominee River

¥
Deepening, M & m@ @ City of Boston, MA

Great Lakes Coastal

P e Little N tt Bay, RI
@ Little Goose Creek, WY Resiliency Study, Hartford & East @ ':”;N:]r;laginse : ay,
@ Watertown, 5D Multiple States Hartford, CT, O TnbutarlesﬂrN?(r;rl‘uj
= ’
i k South i
? Jsgrrr:gﬁgg:v,?‘lo‘vu { mAtianti( Coast of New York, NY

i

Chicago Shore"ne IL@ Raritan River B;s;:n G'e;n Brxk N {C_)Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay, NJ
ahway River basin,
NJ {Upger Basm 'mo Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, NJ

o New Jersey Back Bays, NJ

Virginia Beach
e and Vicinity, VA
A

Running Reelfoot Bayou, TN (o -
Feas) Hatchie/Loosshatchie, TN & AR

@ North Desoto Cty, MS - Waccamaw River, SC

Lower Missouri Basin — Holt |
County, MO, Doniphan County, KS

IL River 519 Fox River
Dams Restoration, IL

Kanawha River

Lower Missouri River Basin, KS, MO, m@ @ Lower Missouri Basin Basin, WV @

- Brunswick, MO
Little Blue River Basin, MO@ j
Lower Missouri Basin — @ o

Jefferson City, MO Kentucky River, aeatmnlle,

Lower Mississippi River Tennessee Tombigbee
Comprehensive Management @ Waterway Study, AL & MS
e @ Clairborne and Millers
Ferry Locks and DamgAL
Tangiapahoa

Comite River Parish, LA _
Diversion, LA . @ North and South Ponte Vedra, FL
Pearl River, MS

e ukeO e rbor vl (3 st. Augustine Back Bay, FL
Poritchartrain, LA QCanal Lock Replacement, LA *

Grand Isle and

Vicinity, LA

Tampa Harbor, FL () casF Flood Resiliency, FL

1 @ Miami Harbor Improvements, FL

CONTROLLED UNCLASSIFIED INFORMATION (CUI)
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Planning Studies, FY23

US Army Corps ﬁ
of Engineers. i
~Bormeville Lock and Dam, WA

! (Tribal Housing)
Columbia River Turning Basin

Navigation Improvements,
WA & OR

Homer Navigation

Improvements, AK A
John Day Lock and Dam, OR

B WA (Tribal Housing)
@ Boise River,
Garden City, 1D

@ sacramento River, Yolo Bypass, CA

@ Little Goose Creek, WY

INVESTIGATIONS FY 2023 - FEAS, GR, AND WS/CS STUDIES (44)

As of 14 FEB 2023

Menominee River
Deepening, MI & Wi@l

Watertown, 5D

L i
H L
L N

Lower Missouri Basin — Holt

County, MO, Doniphan County, K5 Lower Missouri Basin

@- Lower San Joaquin, CA
@ Redbank and Fancher Creeks, CA Low
Murrieta Creek, CA

=t Cave Buttes Dam, AZ
' . Tres Rios, AZ [GRR)

) rio Salado Oeste, Salt River, AZ

Study Activities

- Work Plan = X (X NEW)

- PBUD =17 (4 NEW)

- CPFICDS =27 (13 NEW)
(X NEW)

Nate: 2 Section 403 studies were also
funded in FY23

= Brunswick, MO

er Missouri River Basin, KS, MO, !A@ .

Little Blue River Basin, MD@
Lower Missouri Basin —

lefferson City, MO gentucky River, Beﬁ'l't\mile, 1(\"

»

—) Running Ree!foo!:ﬂaynu, N
3 Hatchie/Loosahatchie, TN & AR

“Lower Mississippi Rwer
Comprehensive Management

Study @
Whitney Lake, TX -
» A
®
/ Lafitte Area FRM, LA

CONTROLLED UNCLASSIFIED INFORMATION (CUI)

Note: Includes MRAT studies

vl
e Hoosic River Basin, MA
(@ city of Boston CSRM, MA

Hartiord &-&ﬂ. @ IJ."E”E Narragansett Bay, Rl

Hartford, CI@. e

@ Whippany River, NJ

Great Lakes Coastal
Resiliency Study,
Multiple States

w

e Upper Guﬂrand_oﬂe Feasibility Study, Wv

1 runswick County Beaches, NC {Oak Island}
1Y Brunswick County Beaches, NC {Holden Beach)
- Waccamaw River, 5C
Charleston, SC Tidal And inland Flooding — FRIV
Tennessee Tombighee
* Waterway Study, AL 8'MS

Clairborne and Millers
Ferry Locks and Dam AL

@ Guiﬂzoft Harbor, M5

@.St. Augustine Back Bay, FL

_ %) C&SF Flood Resiliency, FL
Charlotte '@ @ '
County, FL

@ Christiansted Harbaor, VI
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