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MEMORANDUM FOR Commander. eh-eal Lakes and Ohio River Division 

SUBJECT: Wbite River, Central lllllimwpolis Watcrl'rollt, Indiana -- Guidallce for 
Implementation of Section 322 oftlle Water Resources Development Act (WJ~DA) of 1999 

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

SEC. 322. WHITE RIVER, INDIANA 
7!IC project/orjlood control, Indianapolis on West Fork ofthe White River. Indiana, 
authorized by sectiOll 5 ofthe /lc/ enti//cd . '/[n Ac/ authorizing the constrllc/ion oj'certoill 
public 1f!orks 071 rivers and hm)wrsj()J'jlooi/ con/rol. and other purposes". u!Jproved 
.June 22, 1936 (49 Stat. 1586, chapter 688). as /!lodi/ied by section 323 oj'the TFater 
Resources Development Act oj'1996 (I] () ,)'/a/. 3716), is modifIed to authorize the 
i';ecre/an' /0 under/akc the ri1'clFont ol/eratiolls descrihed in the Central Indianapolis 
rVoter!i'()J7t ('oncept jilan, dated Fchl'lli/l)' 199·/, f(I/' the Calla/ Development (Upper 
Cana//ea/ure) alld the Beveridge Paper/c'atllre, at a tota! cost not to exceed 

$25.000,000, olll'hich $]2,500,000 is fhe esfillIOfed Federa! cost and $12.500,O()O is the 

estilllated non-Federal cost, except thut l70 Slich a!tel'Otiol1S may be undertaken unless the 
Sec)'etmy determines that the alteratiolls ({lIthorized by this section. in cOlllhillation lFith 
the a1rernfions undertaken IllIcler sectiOl1 323 o/fhe Water Resources Del'c!o7JlIlC!lt /lct ol 
1996 (II () Stat. 3716), ore ecollo1l1icn!!yjllstijicd 

2. Backgrouud. Section 323 of WRDA 19% au(hori7ecl construction of riverfront recrentioll 
irnprovemellis at a total cost of $85,975,000 with a Federal cost of $39,975,000 anel a 1l01l­

Federal cost of $46,000,000. Specific features to be implemented were identified in the 
February 1997 supplement to the February J9()4 concept plan which was approved by the 
Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) Ii\SA(CW)] on 19 May 1997 with the provision 
that the Federal cost ofthe project shall not excced $39,975,000. Construction funds have been 
appropriated nnc! a Project Cooperalioll ;\grccl1lcllt (PCA) bas becn executed. 011 1 June 1999, 
the ASA(CW) approved an (lI11Cndl1lCllt to the I'C/\ to add the Upper Canal clcl1lent 10 the project 
with the Federal cost oCthe total project limited 10 $39,975,000. Section 322 oC Wl~DA 1999 
authorizes construction of thc Upper Canal and Beveridge Paper features ofthe concept plan nt a 
total cost of $25 million, subject to a determination by the Secretary that these features, in 
combination with the previously authorized worle arc economically justified. 



CECW-PC 

SUBJECT: White River, Central Indianapolis Waterfront, Indiana -- Guidance for 

Implementation of Section 322 of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 1999 


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. 

FOR THE COMMANDER: 

/_5~/ 
HANS I V AN WINKLE 
Major General, USA 
Deputy Commander for 
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