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Prepared by Alexis Lopez-Cepero, Senior Legislative Analyst, Healing Our Waters-Great Lakes Coalition (3/4/24)

Contact (202) 725-7747 or alopez-cepero@npca.org with any questions.

" “Great Lakes Restoration Initiative.—The agreement provides $348,000,000 for the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative. The Agency shall continue to follow the direction as
provided in House Report 117-83 and Senate Report 115-276 related to the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative.”

T “Great Lakes Restoration Initiative.-The Agency shall continue to follow the direction as provided in House Report 117-83 and Senate Report 115-276 related to the Great Lakes
Restoration Initiative.”

House Report 117-83:

“Great Lakes Restoration Initiative.—The Committee recommends $375,000,000 for the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative (GLRI), $45,000,000 above the enacted level and
$35,000,000 above the budget request. The Committee directs the Agency and other federal partners to continue to work together in coordination with the Great Lakes States,
Tribes, local authorities, and nonfederal stakeholders to prioritize action-oriented projects across the five focus areas in lieu of additional studies, monitoring, and evaluations. Such
projects include, but are not limited to, remediating and delisting Areas of Concern, reducing nutrient runoff, preventing and controlling invasive species, improve water quality,
and increase coastal resiliency through restoration and protection of streambanks, natural coastlines and shorelines. As the Agency distributes funds across the five focus areas,
tribal related activities should be maintained at not less than $15,000,000.


mailto:alopez-cepero@npca.org

The Committee remains concerned by the rise in harmful algal blooms (HABS) due to an increase in extreme weather events and climate variability throughout the Great Lakes,
and believes that investing GLRI funding in innovative projects including wetland and other natural infrastructure project designs, technologies, or approaches), both nutrient and
HAB reduction benefits can be achieved at landscape scales. The Agency is directed to brief the Committee on its current and historical allocation of funds among the five focus
areas, with a focus on Area 3 (nutrients) and Area 4 (habitat) in fiscal year 2021 level. Additionally, the Committee urges the Agency to focus on HAB reduction efforts in Great
Lakes regions where nutrient loading contributes the most to HABs. The Committee strongly supports projects that have cross-cutting benefits across focus areas and directs the
Agency to use GLRI funding to support efforts that yield benefits to more than one focus area by combining resources from multiple focus areas and to develop a more flexible and
responsive allocation process which ensures that States and local communities have the capacity and tools to respond to the growing threat that HABs and other environmental
challenges pose to the Great Lakes. The Committee also encourages Agency funds to be made available to expand breakwaters and advance local shoreline mitigation measures
that protect water quality and provide much needed protection for Great Lakes shorelines threatened by rising lake levels. The Committee directs the Agency, within 180 days of
enactment of this Act, to submit a report outlining the funding that has been provided for these purposes over the last five fiscal years. The Committee also recognizes that
environment-based mitigation measures such as the creation of wetlands, conservation easements, and natural flood plains to slow the flow rate of rivers, creeks, and streams, are
innovative tools to mitigate the severity of future floods in the Great Lakes Bay region. The Committee urges the Agency to work in coordination with the U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Federal Emergency Management Agency, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, as well as state, local, and tribal
governments, and business and non-profit stakeholders, on developing conservation and environment-based flood mitigation measures to reduce the impact of floods on
communities within the Great Lakes Bay region, including the Tittabawassee River Watershed.

The Committee is aware of interest in utilizing GLRI funds in the Chicago River Watershed and encourages the Agency to brief the Committee on any benefits that might accrue
to the Great Lakes from restoration work in the Chicago River.”

Senate Report 115-276:

“Great Lakes Restoration Initiative.—A long-term goal of the Great Lakes Restoration Initiative [GLRI] articulated in the GLRI Action Plan calls for land use, recreation and
economic activities that are managed to ensure that nearshore aquatic, wetland and upland habitats will sustain the health and function of natural communities. The Committee is
aware that Metropolitan Planning Organizations in the region are working on site-specific land-use and economic development projects with local communities bordering the Great
Lakes that can help advance this effort. The Agency is encouraged to work with these groups to advance this long-term goal as they allocate funding under the GLRI.
Additionally, the Committee urges the Environmental Protection Agency and Great Lakes Interagency Taskforce to provide continued attention and resources towards building the
capacity of onthe-ground partners, including States and Tribes, as ongoing partners in the stewardship of the Great Lakes. The Committee recognizes the importance of Tribal self-
governance and encourages the Agency to work with Tribal governments and the Bureau of Indian Affairs to develop a proposal for the creation of a distinct GLRI Tribal program
through which GLRI funds would be provided to allow Tribes the flexibility to develop the programs that are of the highest priorities to their communities, and which fulfill the
spirit of self-determination, meet treaty obligations, and carry out Federal trust responsibilities.

The Committee encourages agency funds for Great Lakes projects to be made available for projects in the historic Great Lakes Basin, which includes the Chicago River
Watershed.”

il As authorized by the GLRI Act of 2019 (P.L. 116-294), $425 million for FY2024.

v «“Great lakes Restoration Initiative (GIRI).-The agreement provides funding to the GLRI Distinct Tribal Program at no less than $16,500,000.”

vV “Great lakes and lake Champlain Invasive Species Program.-The Committees appreciate receiving the Agency's recent plan on its previous and planned actions to implement the
Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Invasive Species Program as authorized by the Vessel Incident Discharge Act (Public Law 115-282). In fiscal year 2022, the Committees expect
the Agency to implement its plan expeditiously and direct the Agency to continue to use funds from the appropriate Geographic Programs to address invasive species in the Great
Lakes and Lake Champlain.”

Vi “Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Invasive Species Program.-The Committees appreciate the ongoing research to combat aquatic nuisance species transported by commercial
shipping and ballast water operations in order to implement the Great Lakes and Lake Champlain Invasive Species Program as authorized by the Vessel Incident Discharge Act
(Public Law 115-282). The Committees direct the Agency to use funds from the appropriate Geographic Program to build on these implementation efforts to reduce the risk of
introduction of invasive species into the Great Lakes and Lake Champlain. The Agency is directed to include details of these amounts as part of the Agency's operating plan.”

Vit As authorized by the Frank LoBiondo Coast Guard Authorization Act of 2018 (Sec. 903(g); P.L. 115-282), $50 million per year through FY2023.

viii “Population Assessment and Cooperative Management.-The agreement provides $33,965,000 which includes $2,000,000 for Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act
grants;...”

X “Population Assessment and Cooperative Management.- The agreement provides $36,932,000 which includes $3,000,000 for Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act
grants; $1,000,000 for Great Lakes Consent Decree; $818,000 for the Lake Champlain Sea lamprey program; and $1,000,000 in General Program Activities for snakehead
eradication.”

* As authorized by the Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Reauthorization Act of 2022 through 2028 (P.L. 117-287))



Xi «“Population Assessment and Cooperative Management.-The agreement provides $28,613,000, which includes $1,600,000 for Alaska Fisheries Subsistence; $1,000,000 for Great
Lakes Consent Decree; $3,000,000 for Great Lakes Fish and Wildlife Restoration Act grants; and $818,000 for the Lake Champlain Sea lamprey program.”

Xii « Aquatic Invasive Species.-The agreement includes $42,713,000 for aquatic invasive species programs, of which:... $25,200,000 is for invasive carp as outlined in House
Report 117-83 and Senate Report 116-123 including not less than $3,200,000 for contract fishing;”

Xiit « A quatic Invasive Species.-...$31,000,000 is for invasive carp as outlined in House Report 117-400 and Senate Report 116- 123 including not less than $4,000,000 for contract
fishing;”

xiv«Aquatic Invasive Species.-The agreement includes $50,143,000 for aquatic invasive species programs, of which $5,038,000 is to implement subsection 5(d)(2) of the Lake
Tahoe Restoration Act; $2,749,000 is for Prevention; $31,000,000 is for invasive carp as outlined in Senate Report 118-83 including not less than $4,000,000 for contract fishing;
$2,834,000 for National Invasive Species Act of 1996 (NISA) State Plans and $1,566,000 for NISA implementation which help control the spread of invasive carp; $3,500,000 is
to prevent the spread of quagga and zebra mussels allocated per the enacted levels; $1,500,000 is for research on hydrilla, eel, and milfoil invasive grasses; and $1,011,000 is for
Great Lakes Sea Lamprey administration costs.” Senate Report 118-83: “Invasive Carp.—The Committee recognizes the importance of the work conducted by the Service to
combat the serious threat of invasive carp and recommends $31,500,000 for invasive carp activities, $500,000 above the enacted level across invasive carp and Contract Fishing
subaccounts. Overall, this funding is aimed at protecting and enhancing activities in the Great Lakes to prevent invasive carp from entering and establishing in the Great Lakes.
Funding provided should also be used to control invasive carp in the Mississippi River and its Sub-basins, including the Upper Mississippi River Sub-basin; Missouri River Sub-
basin; Arkansas-RedWhite River Sub-basin; Lower Mississippi River Sub-basin; Tennessee Cumberland Sub-basin; and Ohio River Sub-basin, including in Kentucky Lake, Lake
Barkley, and the Ohio River. The Service should consider the utility of creating a dedicated funding source to increase the intensity and geographic scope of efforts to prevent entry
into the Great Lakes and control in areas where invasive carp are currently located. The Service is directed to continue to work with those States with existing cooperative
agreements, including non-profits, to develop and implement innovative solutions to reduce invasive carp populations.

The Committee encourages the Service to focus on invasive species removal as it relates to the eradication efforts for invasive Carp. While the Committee recognizes the
importance of studying and understanding invasive carp patterns, the Service is encouraged to take action on a strategy that increases the focus on biomass removal.

Additionally, $4,400,000 is provided for implementation of State Aquatic Nuisance Species management plans to help control the spread of invasive carp.”

¥ “Biological Threats and Invasive Species Research Program.-The agreement provides $40,431,000 including...$11,000,000 for invasive carp research, of which $3,000,000 is
for research on grass carp. The direction found in Senate Report 116-123 is continued for invasive carp, coral disease, and invasive species research, detection, and response
efforts. Additional resources for invasives species were provided in Public Law I | 7-58 to the Office of the Secretary.”

i “Biological Threats and Invasive Species Research Program.-...The agreement also provides $11,000,000 for invasive carp research, of which $3,000,000 is for research on
grass carp. The direction found in Senate Report 116-123 is continued for invasive carp, coral disease, and invasive species research, detection, and response efforts...”

i «Bjological Threats and Invasive Species Research Program.-The agreement provides $44,500,000, including funding for research on European Green Crab, Coral Disease,
phytoplankton changes in the Great Lakes, and Chronic Wasting Disease at the fiscal year 2023 enacted level. The Committees maintain $11,000,000 for research of invasive carp,
of which $3,000,000 is for research on containing or eradicating grass carp.”

i «“Great Lakes Science.-The Committees support Great Lakes science and the USGS collaboration with the broader Great Lakes Partnership to implement priority science. These
resources will ensure delivery of information needed for Great Lakes management decisions. Funding for Great Lakes Science is provided at no less than $14,000,000.”

xix “Great Lakes Science Center.—Funding for the Great Lakes Science Center is provided at no less than $15,000,000. The Committee supports the Great Lakes Science Center’s
collaboration with the broader Great Lakes Partnership to implement priority science needs for biological assessment tools and technologies. These additional resources will ensure
acquisition of information necessary for fishery management decisions and to support the Center’s large vessels.”

* As authorized by the Further Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2020 (Sec. 201; P.L. 116-94), $15 million per year through FY2025.

i «Great Lakes Science.- Funding for the Great Lakes Science Center is maintained at the fiscal year 2023 enacted level.”

Xl «Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF).-The agreement provides $1,638,826,000 for the Clean Water SRF and directs the Agency to brief the Committees on addressing
the impacts of nonpoint source pollution and stormwater runoff through the use of nature-based and other low impact development techniques.”

il A quthorized by the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Sec. 50210 & Division J, Title VI, Sec. 614; P.L. 117-58), $4.639 billion for FY2024.

v «Community Project Funding ltems/Congressionally Directed Spending Items.-From within funds provided for capitalization grants for the Clean Water State Revolving Fund
and the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund, the agreement provides $787,652,267 from the Clean Water SRF and $631,659,905 from the Drinking Water SRF for Community
Project Funding/Congressionally Directed Spending grants for the construction of drinking water, wastewater, and storm water infrastructure and for water quality protection.”

*v As authorized by the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Sec. 50102 & Division J, Title VI, Sec. 614; P.L. 117-58), $4.126 billion for FY2024.

xi «Community Project Funding ltems/Congressionally Directed Spending Items.-From within funds provided for capitalization grants for the Clean Water State Revolving Fund
and the Drinking Water State Revolving Fund, the agreement provides $787,652,267 from the Clean Water SRF and $631,659,905 from the Drinking Water SRF for Community
Project Funding/Congressionally Directed Spending grants for the construction of drinking water, wastewater, and storm water infrastructure and for water quality protection.”




i «“Combined Sewer Overflow Grants.-The agreement provides $43,000,000 for Combined Sewer Overflow Grants to control and treat sewer overflows as authorized and in
accordance with section 4106 of America's Water Infrastructure Act (P.L. 115-270).”

xill Ag authorized by the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Sec. 50204; P.L. 117-58), $280 million per year through FY2026.

xix As authorized by the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Sec. 50208; P.L. 117-58), $50 million per year through FY2026.

*x As authorized by the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Sec. 50104; P.L. 117-58), $100 million for FY2024.

»i Ag authorized by the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (Sec. 50105; P.L. 117-58), $10 million authorized to carry out the pilot program.

i «“Categorical Grant: Nonpoint Source (Sec. 319) .-The agreement provides $178,000,000 for Nonpoint Source (Sec. 319) Grants. Within existing resources, the Committees
urge the Agency to work with recipients to prioritize efforts to reduce non-point source pollution to help significantly reduce both the frequency and severity of Harmful Algal
Blooms. The Committees also support ongoing efforts through non-point source programs and other mechanisms to reduce the amounts of plastic and other trash from entering
waterways.”

il A guthorized by Sec. 8502 by the James M. Inhofe National Defense Reauthorization Act of 2023 (P.L. 117-263) at $200 million through 2027

v «“Categorical Grant: Public Water System Supervision.-The agreement provides $113,000,000 in Public Water System Supervision Grants, $1,000,000 above the enacted level.
Of the funds provided, $10,000,000 is to further support States, Territories, and Tribes in addressing PF AS and other contaminants of emerging concern as they carry out their
Public Water System Supervision programs.”

XXV EY23 appropriations provided $47.9 million for Brandon Road Lock & Dam construction, this year’s request asks for funds to continue the GLMRIS investigation as
construction moves ahead.

»ovi “Invasive Carp.-- ...Additionally, projects such as Brandon Road Lock and Dam and at the Chicago Sanitary Sewer Canal are critical to preventing the spread of invasive carp
into the Great Lakes. Because these efforts are critical to keeping invasive carp out of the Chicago Area Waterways System, the Corps is urged to expedite efforts to execute a
project partnership agreement for Brandon Road to enable the project to move into construction utilizing previously provided funds. If additional work can be done, the Corps is
reminded that both projects are eligible to compete for the additional funds provided in this Act, and the Corps is encouraged to include appropriate funding for projects in future
budget submissions. In addition, the Committee directs the Corps to continue to collaborate at levels commensurate with previous years with the U.S. Coast Guard, the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service, the State of Illinois, and members of the Invasive Carp Regional Coordinating Committee, including identifying navigation protocols that would be beneficial
or effective in reducing the risk of vessels inadvertently carrying aquatic invasive species, including invasive carp, through the Brandon Road Lock and Dam in Joliet, Illinois. Any
findings of such an evaluation shall be included in the quarterly briefings to the Committee. The Corps is further directed to implement navigation protocols shown to be effective
at reducing the risk of entrainment without jeopardizing the safety of vessels and crews.”

ot <R egional Sediment Management.-The agreement provides $4,000,000 to develop integrated tools that build coastal resilience across navigation, flood risk management, and
ecosystem projects within the program, integrate existing and emerging physical coastal processing tools that focus on sediment management, and apply optimization principles to
placement in order to gain greater value and benefit from dredged sediments, particularly for Civil Works business lines and missions. The Corps is directed to conduct a study and
provide a report to the Committees not later than one year after enactment of this Act on how the Corps could apply dredged sediments to better increase coastal resilience and
what resources are needed to implement these practices. Additionally, the agreement provides $600,000 for cooperation and coordination with the Great Lakes states to develop
sediment transport models for Great Lakes tributaries that discharge to federal navigation channels.”

vl «Of the additional funding provided in this account for other authorized project purposes, $2,600,000 shall be for cooperation and coordination with the Great Lakes States to
develop sediment transport models for Great Lakes tributaries that discharge to federal navigation channels and for water control manual updates for non-Corps owned high hazard
dams where: (1) the Corps has a responsibility for flood control operations under section 7 of the Flood Control Act of 1944; (2) the dam requires coordination of water releases
with one or more other high-hazard dams for flood control purposes; and (3) the dam owner is actively investigating the feasibility of applying forecast-informed reservoir
operations.”

xix «“Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal Dispersal Barrier, Illinois.-The agreement reiterates Senate direction.” Senate Direction: “Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal Dispersal
Barrier, Illinois.— No funds recommended in this act may be used for construction of hydrologic separation measures.”

Xl “Integrated Ocean Observing System (JOOS).-The agreement provides an increase of $500,000 to 100S, including no less than $2,500,000 to continue the five IOOS Harmful
Algal Bloom (HAB) pilot programs initiated in fiscal year 2020 and to continue to support the HAB monitoring and detection test bed in the Gulf of Mexico initiated in fiscal year
2021. NOS is encouraged to: (1) work to complete and operate the National High Frequency Radar System to close key gaps in the U.S. surface current mapping system; (2)
expand the regional underwater profiling gliders program; and (3) increase support to maintain the buoy systems supported by 100S and to continue to add additional buoys in
regional priority areas.

The agreement notes that the 11JA provides $100,000,000 in operations funding over five years for improved and enhanced coastal, ocean, and Great Lakes observing systems,
some of which may be obligated for I00S.



Xii “National Sea Grant College Program.—The agreement provides $76,000,000 for the National Sea Grant College Program, which includes an increase of no less than
$2,000,000 above the fiscal year 2021 enacted level for the base program that funds universities in States and Territories around the country. In addition, the 11JA provides
$50,000,000 over five years for marine debris prevention and removal through the National Sea Grant College Program, including $10,000,000 in fiscal year 2022.”

xlii “Marine Debris.-The 11JA provides $150,000,000 over five years for marine debris assessment, prevention, mitigation, and removal, including $30,000,000 in fiscal year 2022.
In lieu of House language on Marine Debris, NOS is encouraged to prioritize funding for projects that support cleanup efforts within marine sanctuaries or marine national
monuments, projects in rural and remote communities that lack infrastructure to address their marine debris problems, and projects that address the impact of marine debris in
freshwater systems that are a source of drinking water. NOS is also encouraged to support the programs authorized in the Save our Seas 2.0 Act (Public Law 116-224).”

xliit <Marine Debris. -The agreement provides an increase of $500,000 above the fiscal year 2022 enacted level for Marine Debris. NOAA is directed to support competitive
extramural funding programs and the programs authorized in the Save Our Seas 2.0 Act (P.L. 116-224).”

XIv <Marine Debris.-The agreement provides no less than the fiscal year 2023 enacted level for the Marine Debris Program. In addition, the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act
(1JA) (Public Law 117-58) provides $150,000,000 over five years for marine debris assessment, prevention, mitigation, and removal, including $30,000,000 in fiscal year 2024.”
XV «“Harmful Algal Blooms (HABs). -The agreement provides $21,500,000 for Competitive Research, including not less than $13,500,000 for HABs research, and adopts House
direction for these funds. From within these funds, the agreement also provides up to $2,000,000 to explore innovative methods to increase monitoring and detection of HABs in
freshwater systems by partnering with a consortium of academic institutions with expertise in unmanned aircraft systems and to accelerate deployment of effective methods of
intervention and mitigation to reduce the frequency, severity, and impact of HAB events in freshwater systems, including the Great Lakes ecosystem. NOS is encouraged to
expand its collaboration with coastal States across the country to address HABs in the marine environment.”

Vi “Harmful Algal Blooms.-The agreement provides $22,500.000 for Competitive Research, including not less than $14,000,000 for HABs research, including within the Great
Lakes ecosystem, and adopts House direction for these funds. From within this funding, $2,000,000 is provided to explore innovative methods to increase monitoring and detection
of HABs in freshwater systems by partnering with academic institutions with expertise in unmanned aircraft systems. In addition, NOAA is encouraged to fund long-term HAB
research in the Gulf of Mexico that further develops ongoing partnerships involving academic institutions. the private sector, and State governments. Further, House language is
modified to provide up to $1,000,000 to expand both existing and new program support for States to assess domoic acid levels of HAB species in the marine environment.”

xii «Harmful Algal Blooms (HABs).-Within funding for Competitive Research, the agreement provides up to $14,000,000 to accelerate deployment of effective methods of
intervention and mitigation to reduce the frequency, severity, and impact of HAB events in marine and freshwater systems. Due to concern with duplication, incompatibility, and
separation of data related to the causes and effects of HABs, NOAA is directed to submit a report, no later than 180 days after the enactment of this act, that includes a survey of all
existing large freshwater body HAB-related data. NOAA is encouraged to include recommendations for streamlining access to this data, creating a centralized, all-in-one access
point, and cost effective synthesis and hosting of disparate data sets.”

XWiil «“Sanctuaries and Marine Protected Areas.-The agreement provides $68,000,000 for Sanctuaries and Marine Protected Areas, which is $7,000,000 above the fiscal year 2022
enacted level. House language on '-Sanctuaries and Marine Protected Areas" is adopted and within the increased funding provided, NOS shall continue to support ongoing
sanctuary designation processes and is encouraged to commence designations of new sites, in particular within the Great Lakes ecosystem.”

xlix «National Marine Sanctuary System.—The Committee directs NOAA to prioritize conservation, education, mapping, and research efforts across the agency in the National
Marine Sanctuary System.”

I “National Oceans and Coastal Security Fund (NOCSF).—The agreement provides $34,000,000 for the NOCSF, also known as the National Coastal Resilience Fund. In addition,
the 11JA provides $492,000,000 over five years for the NOCSF, including $98,400,000 in fiscal year 2022.”

i “The agreement includes $47,060,000 for the Great Lakes Fishery Commission (GLFC) for operations and programs, including sea lamprey control, cross border fishery
management and research, and grass carp control in the Great Lakes. Within the total, $9,000,000 is included for the Lake Champlain and Lake Memphremagog basins, $500,000
for the Lake Memphremagog fishery, and $1,000,000 to address grass carp in the Great Lakes. The agreement also supports the efforts of the GLFC to combat other invasive carp
species in the Great Lakes Basin.”

il “The agreement includes $50,000,000 for the Great Lakes Fishery Commission (GLFC) for operations and programs, including funds for the Commission to address risks to its
programs, fund its infrastructure strategy, implement its invasive sea lamprey control, conduct research to aid cross-border fishery management, and manage grass carp control in
the Great Lakes. The agreement also supports the efforts of the GLFC to combat other invasive carp species in the Great Lakes Basin.”



