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The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Civil Works program focuses on the evaluation,
construction, operation, and maintenance of projects that improve water resource management
primarily to help reduce flood risk to communities; facilitating commercial navigation; and/or
restoring degraded aquatic ecosystems across the country.

The USACE receives funds through Energy and Water Development Act appropriations,
supplemental appropriations, non-Federal cost-sharing partners and other receipts. USACE
uses these funds to accomplish three main missions, which are flood and storm damage
reduction, commercial navigation, and aquatic ecosystem restoration, and related efforts such as
hydropower, recreation, water supply, and emergency response. USACE is focused on managing
these programs effectively and efficiently.

In an ongoing effort to return the highest overall value to the Nation from available funds, USACE
seeks opportunities to work with its partners to develop planning study solutions in a timely and
cost-effective manner, to manage the cost, schedule, and scope of ongoing construction projects,
and to use risk analysis to inform decisions on capital investment and maintenance spending.

As described further in this report, USACE is committed to working with other Federal agencies,
states, local governments, tribal governments, the private sector, and the public. Our work is part
of the broader effort at all levels of government to manage the Nation’s water resources in a
responsible and resilient manner. The overall goal is to do our part in starting, continuing, and
finishing projects that will help better the lives of Americans and improve their safety.

pra

MICHAEL L. CONNOR
Assistant Secretary of the Army
(Civil Works)
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I am pleased to present the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Civil Works Agency Financial
Report, highlighting our financial position and results of operations for Fiscal Year (FY) 2022. Evidenced
by this report, we can provide reasonable assurance over the reliability of our financial reporting for
approximately $27.5 billion in obligations for FY 2022 Civil Works activities.

Our success is due to each USACE team members’ devotion to accountability and adherence to our sound
financial business processes. | want to take this opportunity to salute everyone for their outstanding work to
ensure that USACE obtained its 15" consecutive, unmodified audit opinion. Our “best in class” auditability
is sustained through the collective effort of our people, our center, and our system. All three represent
the key elements that form our sound financial foundation, which is the impetus behind our success. The
USACE Financial Management (FM) workforce — our people — is a significant part of this foundation. The
1,649 USACE FM professionals are competent, credentialed, and business savvy. Each FM professional
is certified through the Department of Defense Financial Management Certification Program, which
ensures they have the requisite training and expertise to execute their duties. The USACE Finance Center
(UFC) - our center — processes a significant number of complex financial transactions with efficiency and
expertise; our UFC employees continue to fortify our financial foundation through an unmatched work ethic
and strong leadership. The Corps of Engineers Financial Management System Il (CEFMS Il) — our system —
translates our business processes into the auditable financial statements disclosed in this report. Our plan
is to continue to modernize and develop CEFMS Il by enhancing the “user experience” and implementing
system components designed to ensure that our system remains a cornerstone of our success.

USACE continues to excel and adapt to meet the needs of its Civil Works Program during a “workforce
transformation” as on-site footprints are reduced, and virtual work becomes a more permanent fixture
across the enterprise. USACE also received supplemental funds from the Bi-partisan Infrastructure Law
totaling $14.9 billion and the Disaster Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act 2022 totaling $5.7 billion.
Our capacity to adequately execute this funding to support the work associated with these supplemental
initiatives, in changing times, demonstrates the dynamic flexibility of our FM workforce, our center, and our
system in supporting our Nation’s most critical disaster relief and infrastructure initiatives.

USACE maintains its auditability success via the single audit approach with our Military Construction
stakeholders: Defense Logistics Agency, Special Operations Command, Defense Health Agency, and
Air Force in FY 2022. The Group Audit Approach for our Army sub-allotted funds continues to produce
success, resulting in reduced testing while providing Army the assurance required to support its audit of
the Army General Fund Statements. | look forward to future years of sustained progress and as always, |
am honored to serve alongside a team that perpetually produces extraordinary work, year after year.

M/ A ﬁum/p?
MICHAEL H. GREENBEHG

Colonel, US Army
Chief Financial Officer
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Management’s

OVERVIEW Discussion and

The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) consists of two
programs: the Civil Works program and the Military program. This
Agency Financial Report represents only the Army Corps of Engineers
Civil Works program (USACE-CW). The Military program is reported
within the Army General Fund Financial Statements.

Analysis

MISSION
USACE-CW has three main mission areas: (1) commercial navigation; (2) flood and storm damage reduction;
and (8) aquatic ecosystem restoration.

COMMERCIAL NAVIGATION

USACE-CW facilitates commercial navigation by supporting safe, reliable, cost effective, and environmentally
sustainable waterborne transportation systems. The Nation’s infrastructure to support transportation of
commercial goods by water involves a network of navigable coastal channels, inland waterways, and related
navigation features maintained by USACE-CW, as well as publicly and privately owned marine terminals,
intermodal connections, shipyards, and repair facilities.

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION
The USACE-CW aquatic ecosystem restoration mission includes efforts with local communities to restore
degraded ecosystem structure, function, and/or process to a more natural condition.

FLOOD AND STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION

Under its flood and storm damage reduction mission, USACE-CW works with communities to reduce the risk to
public safety and property damage from riverine flooding and the water-related effects of a coastal storm. The
work that USACE-CW performs under this mission includes its emergency management work, as part of the
overall Federal effort to help affected communities prior to, during, and after a major flood or coastal storm.

THE CIVIL WORKS PROGRAM

The USACE-CW program includes work funded directly to the USACE-CW through Energy and Water
Development (E&WD) appropriations through ten accounts — Investigations (1), Construction (C), Operation and
Maintenance (O&M), Mississippi River & Tributaries (MR&T), Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies (FCCE),
Regulatory, Expenses, Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP), Water Infrastructure
Finance and Innovation Program (WIFIA) and the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil

Works (OASA-CW). The USACE-CW program also includes work funded by others, using their funds, under
reimbursable authorities such as the Economy Act.

In Fiscal Year (FY) 2022, the USACE-CW received $8,343 million in regular appropriations and $20,680 million
in supplemental appropriations for a total of $29,023 million in new direct program funding. The $20,680
million in supplemental funds consisted of $5,711 million in Disaster Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act
(DRSAA) and $14,969 million in Bipartisan Infrastructure Law (BIL) funding. It also received $2,101 million

in new reimbursable program funding for a total of $31,124 million in new direct and reimbursable program
funding. This new funding combined with unexpended carryover and recovered obligations from prior year
appropriations totaled $75,503 million available for expenditure in FY 2022. Of this amount, the USACE-

CW expended $22,160 million or 29%. The projects listed within this report reflect the funding and work as
published in the DRSAA, BIL and FY 2022 spend plans unless otherwise noted.

! SISATYNY ANV NOISSNOSIA S.LINIWIODVNVIN
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Figure 1. FY 2022 USACE-Civil Works Funding by Source (in Millions)

Unobligated, Obligated,
Unexpended Unexpended New FY 2022 Recovery of prior Available for
Carry-In Carry-In Budget Authority obligations expenditure
Regular & Supplemental Appropriations $24,051 $8,776 $29,023 $269 $62,119
Reimbursable Funding $4,526 $5,859 $2,101 $898 $13,384
Total $28,577 $14,635 $31,124 $1,167 $75,503

The USACE-CW classifies its work by “business lines,” which are program areas within the Army Civil Works
program. The USACE-CW uses these business lines as a framework for managing these program areas and
developing its annual budgets; however, funds for the Army Civil Works program are appropriated by account.
Associated Civil Works activities may fall under one or more business lines.

A description of the business lines of the USACE-CW follows Figure 2. Figure 2 lists the business lines for
which the USACE-CW received direct appropriations and the funds that it used for executive direction and

management for FY 2022.

Figure 2. FY 2022 USACE CW Regular Direct Appropriations (in Millions) by Business Line"?
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W Navigation (NAV)
Flood Risk Management (FRM)

M Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration (AER)

B Recreation (REC)
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Emergency Management (EM)
Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies (FCCE)

W Water Storage for Water Supply (WTR)

W Environmental — Infrastructure (EI)

B Expenses (EXP)

W OASA(CW)

Water Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Program (WIFIA)

Executive Direction and Management (ED&M) includes $208 million for Expenses and $5 million for OASA-CW.
2 Excludes funds received in FY 2022 reimbursable work for others.




Navigation

The Navigation business line supports safe,
reliable, cost-effective, and environmentally
sustainable waterborne transportation
systems for the movement of commercial
goods. The program funds a combination of
capital improvements and the operation and
maintenance of existing infrastructure. Our
nation’s marine assets include a network of
navigable coastal channels, inland waterways,
and related navigation features, as well as
publicly and privately owned vessels, marine
terminals, intermodal connections, shipyards, and
repair facilities.

In FY 2022, the Navigation business line received
approximately $4,132 million or 49.5% of the
FY 2022 USACE-CW annual appropriations.

Flood Risk Management

USACE-CW works with communities to reduce
the risk to human safety and property damage
from riverine flooding and the water-related
effects of a coastal storm. Since the Water
Resources Development Act of 1986, most of the
new projects that the Corps has built under the
auspices of its Flood Risk Management (FRM)
program are owned, operated, and maintained
by cities, towns, and special use districts, which
participated as the local sponsors of these
projects during construction.

Over the years, USACE-CW efforts to address
the causes and impacts of flooding have
evolved based on an increased understanding
of the complexity and dynamics of flood
problems—the interaction of natural forces and
human development—as well as a recognition
of the importance of the state, local, and
individual roles in managing the risks caused
by flooding in a riverine or coastal setting.
Generally, the involvement of the USACE-CW
flood risk management program is a part of an
overall strategy for reducing risk from flooding
in communities.

In FY 2022, the FRM business line received
approximately $1,969 million or 23.6% of the
FY 2022 USACE-CW annual appropriations.

Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration

The USACE-CW mission in aquatic ecosystem
restoration is to help restore aquatic habitat to a
more natural condition in ecosystems in which
structure, function, and dynamic processes
have become degraded. The emphasis is on
restoration of nationally or regionally significant
habitats where the solution primarily involves
modifying the hydrology and/or geomorphology.

In FY 2022, the Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration
business line received approximately $702
million, or 8.4% of the total FY 2022 USACE-CW
annual appropriations.

Environment

The USACE-CW has two distinct areas that are
focused on the environment in addition to aquatic
ecosystem restoration: (1) stewardship of USACE-
CW lands; and, (2) the Formerly Utilized Sites
Remedial Action Program (FUSRAP).

Environmental Stewardship: Environmental
stewardship focuses on managing, conserving,
and preserving natural resources on 12 million
acres of land and water at multipurpose USACE-
CW projects.

This business line encompasses compliance
measures to ensure USACE-CW projects

(1) meet federal, state, and local environmental
requirements; (2) sustain environmental

quality; and, (3) conserve natural and cultural
resources. Fish hatchery mitigation is funded by
the Flood Risk Management and Hydropower
business lines.

In FY 2022, the Environmental Stewardship
business line received approximately $122
million, or 1.46%, of the FY 2022 USACE-CW
annual appropriations.

n SISATYNY ANV NOISSNOSIA S.LINIWIODVNVIN
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Regulation of Aquatic Resources

FUSRAP: Under FUSRAP, the USACE-CW remediates
certain former Manhattan Project and Atomic Energy
Commission sites.

In FY 2022, the FUSRAP business line received $300
million, or 3.60%, of the FY 2022 USACE-CW annual
appropriations.

In accordance with Sections 9 and 10 of the Rivers and
Harbors Appropriation Act of 1899, Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act of 1972, as amended, and Section
103 of the Marine Protection, Research, Sanctuaries
Act of 1972, the USACE-CW regulates the discharge

of dredged and fill materials into waters of the U.S.,
including wetlands. The USACE-CW implements many
of its oversight responsibilities in this area by means

of a permit process. Throughout the permit evaluation
process, the USACE-CW complies with the National
Environmental Policy Act and other applicable environmental and historic preservation laws. As part of the
process of carrying out its responsibilities pursuant to federal statutes, the USACE-CW also considers the
views of other federal, tribal, state, and local governments, as well as other agencies, interest groups, and
the general public when rendering its final permit decisions. Regulatory responsibilities include evaluating
minor activities, such as driveways for small landowners, as well as larger activities, such as water supply
and energy project proposals.

In FY 2022, at $212 million, the Regulatory appropriation accounted for 2.54% of the FY 2022 USACE-CW
annual appropriations.

Emergency Management

The USACE-CW Emergency Management helped communities respond to 23 events in FY 2022. Under
the authority of the Robert T. Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance Act (Public Law [Pub. L.]
93-288, as amended), the Corps participates in Federal emergency relief and recovery operations under
the direction of the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). In this capacity, the Corps assists
FEMA as outlined in the National Response Framework, with the focus on providing emergency support
in public works and engineering. In addition, Pub. L. 84-99, as amended (33 U.S.C. § 701n) provides

a separate source of authority for the Corps to help communities prepare for and respond to floods,
hurricanes, and other natural disasters, and to support their emergency operations in response to such
natural disasters. Pub. L. 84-99, as amended, also authorizes USACE-CW to supplement local efforts

in the repair of eligible flood or coastal storm risk management projects that are damaged by a flood or
coastal storm event.

In FY 2022, the Emergency Management business line received $41 million, or 0.49%, of FY 2022
USACE-CW annual appropriations.



Hydropower
Some USACE-CW multipurpose projects provide hydroelectric power as an additional benefit, where
the main purpose of the project is flood damage reduction or navigation. This electric generation also
provides on-site electricity for other project purposes and business lines. The USACE-CW is the largest
owner-operator of hydroelectric power plants in the U.S. The USACE-CW operates 356 generating units
at 75 multipurpose dams, mostly in the Pacific Northwest. These units account for about 24% of America’s
hydroelectric power and approximately 3% of the country’s total electric-generating capacity. USACE-
CW hydroelectric plants produce nearly 70 million megawatt-hours (MWh) each year, sufficient to serve
nearly 7 million households, or the residential consumption of 10 cities the size of Seattle, Washington.
Hydropower is a renewable source of energy, producing none of the airborne emissions that contribute to
acid rain or the greenhouse effect.

In FY 2022, Hydropower business line received approximately $193 million, or 2.31%, of the FY 2022
USACE-CW annual appropriations. The USACE-CW Hydropower program also receives approximately
$275 million each year derived from Department of Energy revenues related to power sales and
contributed funds from preferred customers from USACE-CW projects.

Recreation
The USACE-CW is an important provider of outdoor recreation, which is an ancillary benefit of its flood
and storm damage reduction and navigation projects. The Recreation business line provides quality
outdoor public recreation experiences in accordance with its three-part mission to (1) provide access
to recreation resources which serve the needs of present and future generations; (2) contribute to the
quality of American life; and, (3) manage and conserve natural resources consistent with ecosystem
management principles.

The USACE-CW supports over 5,000 recreation sites at more than 400 projects on 12 million acres of land
and water.

In FY 2022, the Recreation business line received approximately $309 million, or 3.70%, of the FY 2022
USACE-CW annual appropriations.

Water Storage for Water Supply

Conscientious management of the nation’s water supply

helps in limiting water shortages and lessening the impact of
droughts. The USACE-CW assists where its projects are able,
as an ancillary purpose, to also serve as a source of water

to homes, businesses, and industrial customers. USACE-

CW retains authority for water supply in connection with
construction, operation and modification of Federal navigation,
flood and storm damage reduction, and multipurpose projects.

In FY 2022, the Water Supply (WTR) business line received
approximately $43 million, or 0.52%, of the FY 2022 USACE-
CW annual appropriations
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ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE
The Workforce

USACE is an executive branch agency within the
Department of Defense and a major command

within the U.S. Department of the Army. The USACE
consists of two programs—Civil Works and Military
Construction—both of which are supported by two
smaller, separate sub-programs—real estate, and
research and development. Approximately 24,000
civilian employees work to support the USACE-CW.
Since the appointment of the first Chief Engineer in
1775, the USACE has a long history and is today one
of the world’s largest public engineering, design, and
construction management agencies.

The USACE organization consists of a headquarters
located in Washington, D.C., nine Major Subordinate
Commands (MSCs), six specialized centers, and

46 districts. Out of the 46 districts, 38 carry out Civil
Works responsibilities in the United States. Most of
the MSC and district geographic boundaries are
aligned with watershed boundaries. There are also
several world-renowned research and development
laboratories and other offices contributing to the
USACE mission. Through its Pacific Ocean and
South Atlantic Divisions, the USACE also has Civil
Works responsibilities in the Territory of American
Samoa, the Territory of Guam, the Commonwealth of
the Northern Mariana Islands, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

(USACE photo by Andria Allmond)

The USACE-CW leadership is provided by a
presidentially appointed civilian Assistant Secretary of
the Army for Civil Works (ASA (CW)), who is charged
with setting the strategic direction and providing
overall supervision of functions relating to the Army
Civil Works program and the execution of the Army
Civil Works program by the Chief of Engineers. An
Army officer serves as the Chief of Engineers to
oversee execution of both the Civil Works and Military
programs and ensure that policies established by the
ASA (CW) are applied to all aspects of the USACE-
CW. The Chief of Engineers delegates authority for
the leadership and management of the USACE-CW
to the Deputy Commanding General for Civil and
Emergency Operations and to the civilian Director of
Civil Works. USACE-CW divisions are regional offices
responsible for the supervision and management

of subordinate districts, including oversight and
quality assurance. The district offices of the USACE-
CW are responsible for the day-to-day execution

of the USACE-CW program. Measured by full-time
equivalent employees, roughly 95% of the employees
of the USACE-CW work at the district level, in USACE
labs, or in USACE field operating agencies. The
USACE-CW contracts out all its construction, and
most of its design work, to civilian companies.



CIVIL WORKS PROGRAM PERFORMANCE

The USACE-CW has a direct impact on America’s prosperity, competitiveness, quality of life, and
environmental stability. The FY 2014 — FY 2018 Civil Works Strategic Plan provides a framework for enhancing
the sustainability of America’s water resources and includes strategic goals, objectives, and performance
measures, which continues to guide the USACE-CW in FY 2022. The strategic goals are:

Strategic Goal 1: Transform the Civil Works Program to deliver sustainable water
resources solutions through Integrated Water Resources Management.

Strategic Goal 2: Improve the safety and resilience of communities and water
resources infrastructure.

Strategic Goal 3: Facilitate the transportation of commercial goods on the Nation’s
coastal channels and inland waterways.

Strategic Goal 4: Restore, protect, and manage aquatic ecosystems to benefit the
Nation.

Strategic Goal 5: Manage the lifecycle of water resources infrastructure systems in
order to consistently deliver sustainable services.

Strategic Objective and Measures

STRATEGIC GOAL 1: Transform the Civil Works Program to deliver sustainable
water resources solutions through Integrated Water Resources Management.

Objective 1.1: Modernize the Civil Works project planning program.

Performance Indicators: Table 1 displays measures that are performance indicators in determining
progress in meeting this objective.

B  Measure 1.1.a: Percent of planners trained in Planning Core Curriculum Courses. This
measure tracks the effort to have planners complete the planner core curriculum. It is essential
for successful completion of feasibility studies that result in sound, quality, and credible
recommendations to solve complex water resources problems in a timely manner.

B Measure 1.1.b: Percent of planners achieving certification under the National Planner Certification
Program. This measure tracks the effort to get planners certified as pertains to completing the
planner core curriculum and developing the necessary skills and experiences to complete the
planning process successfully. This certification will enable successful completion of feasibility
studies that result in sound, quality, and credible recommendations to solve complex water
resources problems in a timely manner.

Performance Results
The USACE-CW did not meet either performance metric for planning modernization in FY 2022. At the
end of FY 2022, of the 1,156 USACE-CW planners,

H SISATYNY ANV NOISSNOSIA S.LINIWIODVNVIN
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45% have been trained in all three-core planning courses;
57% have completed Civil Works Project Development Process,

56% have completed Planning Essentials, and

49% have completed Plan Formulation and Evaluation Capstone.

Between FY 2021 and FY 2022 the number of planners certified as USACE Water Resources Certified
Planners increased from 97 planners to 104 planners. The objectives of this planner certification program
are to advance the technical capability of individual planners and provide a framework for developing and
sustaining a results-oriented, high performing planner workforce. Currently, a total of 268 planners are
certified to conduct internal technical reviews, termed Agency Technical Review (ATR) — 67 economists,
29 cultural resource specialists, 84 plan formulators, and 105 environmental specialists. Some planners
are certified to conduct ATR for multiple areas of expertise (e.g., ATR-certified for plan formulation and
environmental). These 268 planners hold a total of 497 separate and distinct ATR certifications.

Table 1. Planning Modernization

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual
Planners trained in Core Curriculum Courses 62% 60% 58% 80% 45%
Percent of planners achieving certification under the
USACE Water Resources Certified Planner Program 9% 10% 10% 20% 9%

Objective 1.2: Deliver quality solutions and services.

Performance Indicators: Table 2 displays measures that are performance indicators in determining
progress in meeting this objective.

B Measure 1.2.a: Percent of projects on schedule. This measure compares project progress to the
schedules established and reported in the USACE project management system.

B Measure 1.2.b: Percent of customers indicating USACE delivered quality products and services.
This measure utilizes the annual USACE Civil Works Program Customer Satisfaction Survey to
gauge quality of products and services as reported by customers and stakeholders. A rating of
“High” is considered a positive indication of quality.

Performance Results

Percent of projects on schedule measures the percentage of projects whose schedules have been
updated in the USACE project management system to reflect actual progress on the project and does
not measure the performance of projects based on any static construction schedule. Projects include
specifically authorized Civil Works construction projects that have been fully funded for completion
but have not been physically completed by the start of the applicable fiscal year, or projects that can
be physically completed within available funding. The target for accuracy of current project schedules
reported in the USACE project management system is 85%. This metric was used for the first time in
FY 2014. The score is 99% for FY 2022.

In the Civil Works Program Customer Satisfaction Survey, customers are asked to rate the USACE-CW
district performance in general service areas such as quality of products and services, timeliness,
cost, etc. Survey results for a particular fiscal year do not become available until the third quarter of



the following fiscal year. The survey uses a Likert scale of one to five, five being the highest rating.
Categories 4’ (“Satisfied”) and ‘5’ (“Very Satisfied”) are collapsed and designated the “High” category.

Civil Works customers include primarily city and county governments and various governmental
departments charged with the management of infrastructure relating to water resources. Navigation
customers include local port authorities and waterway user groups. Customers also include state
agencies charged with the management of natural resources and emergency response.

Table 2. Quality Solutions and Services

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual
Percent of Projects with Current Schedule in USACE
project management system 91% 91% 91% 85% 99%
Percent of customers rating USACE-CW “High” on delivery
of products and services 93% 93% 93% 93% Note 1

Note 1: USACE is no longer administering this survey.

Objective 1.3: Develop a ready and resilient workforce through innovative talent management and
leader development strategies and programs.

Performance Indicators:

B Measure 1.3.a: Percent completion and deployment of Command Training Plans (CTPs) for all
USACE mission critical occupations (MCQOs). This measure tracks the effort to have USACE
staff complete essential training in mission critical occupations that are essential for successful
completion of engineering designs and construction. Mission critical occupations are the 10
job series identified by USACE as technical disciplines essential for accomplishing the USACE
functions and responsibilities. The series include: General Natural Resources Management and
Biological Sciences (0401), Engineering Technician (0802), Construction Control Technician
(0809), Civil Engineer (0810), Mechanical Engineer (0830), Electrical Engineer (0850), Contracting
Specialist (1102), Realty Specialist (1170), Geologist (1350), and Lock and Dam Operator (5426).

B Measure 1.3.b: Percent increase of technical competencies for USACE Mission Critical
Occupations that meet or exceed Army Competency Management System (CMS) targets. CMS is
the tool utilized by the Army to identify competencies and assess proficiencies. Targets are based
on Army CMS deployment in FY 2015.

Performance Results

Thirty-three (33) Command Training Plans (CTP) developed by the respective MCO Communities of
Practice (CoP) are available for employees to use. Developing the CTP by CoP rather than by job series
affords employees the flexibility to utilize a CTP that is most appropriate for the work they perform.

Engineering and Construction (E&C) developed a web application to capture data on employees’ CoP,
education, professional licensure, and certifications, and focus areas for use by the supervisory chain

to assess the maturity of each employee with respect to training, experiences, rotations, and leadership.
This application also contains tracking features to determine E&C Fellowship eligibility, generate Individual
Development Plans, and enhance administration reporting and estimation tools. E&C has incorporated
the Corps of Engineers Reviewer Certification and Access Program (CERCAP) functionality into the CTP
to streamline identification of staff certified to provide Agency Technical Reviews. This tool was updated,
tested, and was fully implemented in FY 2022,
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USACE-CW continued to make progress on its program across Major Subordinate Commands to track
and balance Workload to Workforce (WL/WF) using a web-based portal. The WL/WF Program delivers
enterprise-wide situational awareness of the WL/WF trends and issues based, in part, on a functional
assessment that examines capacity, competency and balance. The competency criterion measures

the number of positions available to execute workload to ensure it is appropriate and affordable. The
competency component assesses education and/or certification levels, skills sets, experience, and overall
proficiency to accomplish projected workload and missions. Lastly, the balance criterion measures the
appropriate number of entry, journey, and senior level positions. The USACE-CW measures the following
functional areas as part of this effort — E&C, Planning, Program and Project Management (PPM), Real
Estate, Contracting, Operations, Regulatory, and Natural Resources/Recreation. The E&C functional area
is measured across the enterprise and is not limited to Civil Works.

STRATEGIC GOAL 2: Improve the safety and resilience of communities and water
resources infrastructure.

FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT
Obijective 2.1: Reduce the Nation’s risk and increase resilience to disasters.

Performance Indicators: Tables 3 and 4 display measures that are performance indicators in
determining progress in meeting this objective.

Operation and Maintenance Measures for Flood Risk Management

B Measure 2.1.b: Percent of Levee Safety Action Classifications complete. This measure tracks the
percentage of Levee Safety Action Classifications (LSAC) that the Corps has completed. Levee
systems are assigned a LSAC rating reflecting a risk assessment. The LSAC classification system
is intended to provide consistent and systematic guidelines to inform the development of strategies
to address levee safety issues. The five classes define distinctly different urgencies of action
and related types of actions that are commensurate with the risks and consequences associated
with the levee system. The LSACs are used by the USACE-CW and stakeholders to improve
understanding of risk, communication, and quality of decisions. In addition, LSACs are used to
establish priorities and develop solutions that effectively address the risks.

Construction Measures for Flood Risk Management

B Measure 2.1.c: Number of Dam Safety Action Classifications Reduced. This measure tracks
the number of Dam Safety Action Classification (DSAC) ratings reduced as a result of Periodic
Inspections, Issue Evaluation Studies, and construction activities, which resulted in an actual
reduction of risk or in a finding of less urgency and lower risk in these cases.

Performance Results — Investigations
USACE completed the following 11 flood and storm damage reduction feasibility studies and two
Director’s Reports in FY 2022:

B Selma, AL
B Valley Creek, AL
B Miami Back Bay, FL




Okaloosa Hurricane Storm Damage
Reduction, FL

Pinellas County, FL
South Central Coast, LA
Upper Barataria Basin, LA

Papillion Creek, NE (General
Reevaluation Report)

Guanajibo River, PR
Charleston Peninsula, SC
Folly Beach, SC

Lake Pontchartrain & Vicinity, LA (General
Reevaluation Report) (Director’'s Report)
West Bank & Vicinity, New Orleans,

LA (General Reevaluation Report)
(Director’s Report)

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were
provided to initiate twelve new feasibility studies,

two new watershed studies, and six new
preconstruction engineering and design (PED)
activities:

La Posta Tribe Stormwater, CA (Tribal
Partnership Program feasibility study)

Lower San Joaquin (Lathrop &
Manteca), CA

Santa Paula Creek, CA
Hartford & East Hartford, CT

Central & Southern Florida (C&SF) Flood
Resiliency (Section 216) Study, FL

St. Augustine Back Bay, FL
Boise River, Garden City, Ada County, ID

Chicago Shoreling, IL (General
Reevaluation Report (GRR))

Kentucky River, Beattyville, KY

Peavine Creek Stabilization, Pokagon Band
— Potawatamie Tribe, Ml (Tribal Partnership
Program feasibility study)

Waccamaw River, Horry Country, SC
Watertown Flood Risk Management
Feasibility Study, SD

Great Lakes Coastal Resiliency Study,

IL, IN, MI, MN, NY, OH, PA & WI
(watershed study)

Lower Rio Grande Valley Watershed
Assessment, TX (watershed study)

Lowell Creek (Tunnel) Flood Diversion,
AK (PED)

Little Colorado River, Winslow, AZ (PED)
Northern California Streams, Lower Cache
Creek, Yolo County, Woodland & Vicinity,
CA (PED)

Upper Des Plaines River Flooding &
Restoration, IL (PED)

Minnesota River Bank Stabilization, Lower
Sioux Community, MN (Tribal Partnership
Program PED)

Big Sand Lake Shoreline Stabilization, WI
(Tribal Partnership Program PED)

A portion of the funding was used to fund seven
feasibility studies, two disposition studies, and four
PED activities to completion, including:

Murrieta Creek, CA (GRR)

San Francisco Waterfront Strom Damage
Reduction Study, CA

Chicago Shoreling, IL (GRR)

Minnesota River Bank Stabilization, Lower
Sioux Community, MN (Tribal Partnership
Program feasibility study)

New Jersey Back Bays, NJ

New York — New Jersey Harbor and
Tributaries, NY & NJ

City of El Paso, TX

Los Angeles County Drainage Area
(Channels), CA (disposition study)

Optima Lake, OK (disposition study)

Lowell Creek (Tunnel) Flood Diversion,
AK (PED)

Little Colorado River, Winslow, AZ- (PED)

Upper Turkey Creek Basin Design,
Merriam, KS (PED)

Savan Gut Phase Il, St. Thomas, VI (PED)
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FY 2022 regular appropriations were also
provided to continue one final assessment
directed by section 403 of Water Resources
Development Act (WRDA) of 2020 for studies
done by non-federal interests under section 203 of
WRDA 1986, as amended:

B Fort Pierce, St. Lucie County, FL

The following 22 feasibility studies, one validation
study, and six PED activities to investigate means
of reducing the risk from future floods and
hurricanes were funded to initiate and complete or
to complete using supplemental appropriations in
FY 2022:

B San Diego County Shoreline (Oceanside)
Mitigation, CA (Section 414)

B San Francisco Waterfront Storm Damage
Reduction, CA

B South San Francisco Bay Shoreline, CA
(Palo Alto)

B South San Francisco Bay Shoreline, CA
(Sunnyvale)

North and South Ponte Vedra, FL
Chicago Shoreling, IL (GRR)

Comite River Diversion, LA (GRR)

Grand Isle and Vicinity, LA (GRR)
Tangiapahoa Parish, LA

West Shore, Lake Pontchartrain, LA (GRR)
New Jersey Back Bays, NJ

Rahway River Basin, NJ (Upper Basin)

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay,

Keansburg, East Keansburg and Laurence

Harbor, NJ

B Raritan River Basin, Green Brook Sub-
Basin, NJ (GRR)

B Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright
to Manasquan, NJ (GRR)

B Atlantic Coast of New York, South Shore of

Long Island, NY

B New York — New Jersey Harbor and
Tributaries, NY & NJ

B Westchester County Streams, Byram
River, NY

B Middle Rio Grande Flood Protection,
Bernalillo to Belen, NM

City of El Paso, TX

Virginia Beach and Vicinity Coastal Storm
Risk Management, VA

Kanawa River Basin, WV

Pearl River, MS (validation study)
Selma, AL (PED)

Upper Barataria Basin, LA (PED)
Peckman River Basin, NJ (PED)

Rahway River Basin, NJ (Lower
Basin) (PED)

B Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay,
Highlands, NJ (PED)

B Hashamomuck Cove, NY (PED)

Within the Dam Safety and Seepage/Stability
Correction Program, $38.1 million was provided
to initiate or continue Dam Safety Modification
Studies (DSMS) at Santa Ana River Basin (Prado
Dam), CA; Garrison Dam (Lake Sakakawea), ND;
Garrison Dam Snake Creek Embankment (Lake
Audubon), ND; Keystone Dam, OK; Kinzua Dam,
PA; and North Springfield Dam, VT; initiate or
continue PED at Santa Ana River Basin (Prado
Dam), CA; and Proctor Lake Dam, TX, as well as
fund Issue Evaluation Studies to better understand
risk for the USACE Dam Safety portfolio.

In FY 2022, $39 million was provided for Planning
Assistance to States and $52 million was provided
for Flood Plain Management Services (FPMS) —
two programs focused on providing technical and
planning assistance to communities to help them
manage and reduce their flood risk.

217 FPMS technical assistance activities were
initiated in support of State and local community
flood risk and floodplain management priorities.
These efforts included such varied assistance as
developing nonstructural flood mitigation plans for
structures in the floodplain, assisting communities



with the development of flood management plans,
emergency evacuation plans, flood inundation
mapping, and tabletop exercises, integrating
green infrastructure concepts into State hazard
mitigation planning efforts, and assisting Tribes
with effective planning for future flooding and
floodplain management.

Investigation funds were used to support USACE
participation in the interagency state-led Silver
Jackets teams. The USACE-CW works together
with other Federal agencies and the states

on these 54 Silver Jackets teams in 50 states,
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the
territories of Guam and the U.S. Virgin Islands.
This support includes coordinating with States
and communities to help them to identify and
understand their flood risks, conducting outreach
and training about flood risk and appropriate
mitigation actions, and supporting preparedness,
mitigation or response and recovery activities to
reduce duplicative efforts and more efficiently
respond to State and local community needs.

FY 2022 funds were also provided to continue the
following studies:

B City of Boston Coastal Strom Risk
Management, MA

B Bay Mills Shoreline Erosion, Ml (Tribal
Partnership Program feasibility study)

B Minnesota River Bank Stabilization, Upper
Sioux Community, MN (Tribal Partnership
Program feasibility study)

B Little Blue River Basin, Jackson
County, MO

B | ower Missouri Basin — Brunswick
L-246, MO

B | ower Missouri Basin — Holt County, MO &
Doniphan County, KS

B | ower Missouri Basin — Jefferson City
L-142, MO

B Shell Valley Aquifer Analysis, ND

Performance Results — Construction

USACE physically completed the Alamogordo,
NM flood and storm damage reduction project in
FY 2022.

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were
provided to initiate construction on the following
projects:

B San Clemente Shoreline, CA

B Great Egg Harbor Inlet to Townsend
Inlet, NJ

B Townsends Inlet to Cape May Inlet, NJ
A portion of the funding was used to fund the
following construction projects to completion:

B Santa Paula Creek, CA

B Whittier Narrows, CA (Dam Safety)

B Wood River Levee, Deficiency Correction
and Reconstruction, IL

B Missouri River Levee System, Units 455 &
R460-471, MO & KS

B Pipestem Lake, ND
B Great Egg Harbor Inlet to Townsend

Inlet, NJ

The following construction projects were funded to
initiate, continue, or complete using supplemental
appropriations in FY 2022:

B Alaska Coastal Erosion, AK — Barrow

B Chena River Lakes, AK (Moose
Creek Dam)

B Kenai River Bluff Erosion, AK
B Lowell Creek Flood Diversion, Seward, AK

B Red-Ouachita River Basin Levees, AR
& LA

m Little Colorado River (Winslow), AZ
B Pajaro River at Watsonville, CA

B San Joaquin River Basin, Lower San
Joaquin, CA
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San Diego County Shoreline (Encinitas-
Solana), CA

Adams and Denver Counties, CO

Fairfield and New Haven Counties
(Flooding), CT

Washington, DC and Vicinity, DC

Delaware Bay Coastline, Roosevelt Inlet to
Lewes Beach, DE

Delaware Coast, Bethany Beach to South
Bethany Beach, DE

Duval County, FL

Pinellas County, FL (Long Key)
Pinellas County, FL (Treasure Island)
lao Stream Flood Control, Maui, HI
Upper Turkey Creek, KS

New Orleans to Venice, LA
(Hurricane Protection)

Southeast Louisiana, LA

Southwest Coastal Louisiana Hurricane
Protection, LA

Mississippi Coastal Improvement Program
(MSCIP) Hancock, Harrison and Jackson
Counties, MS

Fargo, ND — Moorhead, MN Metro
Souris River Basin, ND

Cape May Inlet to Lower Township, NJ
Manasquan Inlet to Barnegat Inlet, NJ

Peckman River Basin, NJ

Rahway River Basin (Tidal/Lower Basin), NJ

Raritan Bay and Sandy Hook Bay,
Highlands, NJ

Raritan River Basin, Green Brook Sub-
Basin, NJ

Sandy Hook to Barnegat Inlet, Sea Bright
to Manasquan, NJ

WCS Mamaroneck / Sheldrake, NY

Westchester County Streams (Byram
River), NY

Magnolia Levee, Bolivar Dam, OH
Tulsa West Tulsa Levees, OK

Wyoming Valley, PA (Levee Raising)

Rio Culebrinas, PR

Rio Grande de Manati, PR

Central City, Upper Trinity, TX

City of Norfolk, VA

Savan Gut, Phase Il, St. Thomas, VI
Turpentine Run, St. Thomas, VI
Howard Hanson Dam, WA

FY 2022 funds were also provided to continue
construction on the following projects:

American River Common Features,
Natomas Basin, CA

Murrieta Creek, CA

San Joaquin River Basin, Lower San
Joaquin, CA

San Luis Rey River, CA

Santa Ana River Mainstem, CA "/

Santa Paula Creek, CA

Surfside — Sunset — Newport Beach, CA
West Sacramento, CA

Delaware Coast Protection, DE

Delaware Coast, Cape Henlopen to
Fenwick Island, DE

Delaware Coast, Rehoboth Beach to
Dewey Beach, DE

Fort Pierce Beach, FL
McCook & Thornton Reservoirs, IL
Indiana Shoreline Erosion, IN

Kansas Citys, MO & KS (Fairfax Jersey
Creek)

Southwest Coastal Louisiana Hurricane
Protection, LA

Cumberland, MD and Ridgeley, WV
Ecorse Creek, Ml

Monarch — Chesterfield, MO
Carolina Beach and Vicinity, NC
Delaware Bay Coastline, DE & NJ -
Oakwood Beach, NJ

Great Egg Harbor Inlet and Peck
Beach, NJ



Raritan River Basin, Green Brook Sub-Basin, NJ
Fire Island Inlet to Montauk Point, NY

Presque Isle Peninsula, PA (Permanent)

Hunting Bayou, Houston, TX "

White Oak Bayou, TX

B Mount Saint Helens Sediment Control, WA

"These projects received completion funds in the Bipartisan Budget Control Act (BBA) of 2018.

Routine and non-routine dam safety studies, assessments, and construction activities have resulted in

an increased understanding of the overall dam safety risk associated with the portfolio of the 740 dams
(including appurtenant structures) that USACE-CW owns. The USACE-CW completed dam safety studies
and assessments on 69 of these dams in FY 2022. These studies and assessments led to a decision to
lower the Dam Safety Action Classification (DSAC) rating of 36 dams, increase the DSAC rating of 8 dams,
and leave unchanged the DSAC rating of 22 dams. The Corps also assigned DSAC ratings to 3 previously
unrated Corps dams and or appurtenant structures this year. The DSAC corresponds with the priority in
taking dam safety related actions based primarily on the risk of loss of life in the event of a failure of the
dam, with DSAC 1 being considered the highest priority and 5 being considered a very low priority.
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Table 3a. Summary of Dam Portfolio Risk Assessment Studies Completed in FY 2022

New | Former

Dam Name Project Name State DSAC | DSAC DSAC Change
Maxwell Lock and Dam Maxwell Lock and Dam, PA PA 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Mosquito Creek Dam Mosquito Creek Dam, OH OH 4 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Little Chute Lock and Dam Little Chute Lock and Dam, WI WiI 5 2 Lower DSAC Priority
Whitney Point Dam Whitney Point Dam, NY NY 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
East Sidney Dam East Sidney Dam, NY NY 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
West Hill Dam and Dikes A, B, C,and D |West Hill Dam and Dikes A, B, C, and D, MA MA 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Green River Lock and Dam 1 Green River Lock and Dam 1, KY KY 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Copan Dam, Caney Levee Copan Dam, Caney Levee, OK OK 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Bayou Bodcau Dam Bayou Bodcau Dam, LA LA 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Grenada Dam Grenada Dam, MS MS 4 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Hillsdale Dam Hillsdale Dam, KS KS 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Nimrod Dam Nimrod Dam, AR AR 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Caesar Creek Lake Dam, Dikes Aand B |Caesar Creek Lake Dam, Dikes A and B, OH OH 4 5 Higher DSAC Priority
Caesar Creek Lake Dam, Caesar Creek Lake Dam, OH OH 3 4 Higher DSAC Priority
Glover Wilkins Lock and Dam Glover Wilkins Lock and Dam, MS MS 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Okatibbee Dam Okatibbee Dam, MS MS 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
J.E. Roush Dam, Star of Hope JE Roush Dam, Star of Hope, IN IN 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Salomonie Lake Dam, Lancaster Levee Salomonie Lake Dam, Lancaster Levee and Dike IN 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
and Dike
Hildebrand Lock and Dam Hildebrand Lock and Dam, WV WV 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Caddo Dam Caddo Dam, LA LA 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Mississippi River Lock & Dam 11 Mississippi River Lock & Dam 11, IA IA 5 2 Lower DSAC Priority
Little River Closure Dam Little River Closure Dam, LA LA 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Starved Rock Lock and Dam Starved Rock Lock and Dam, IL IL 4 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Prompton Dam Prompton Dam, PA PA 4 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Allegheny Lock and Dam 5 Allegheny Lock and Dam 5, PA PA 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Allegheny Lock and Dam 6 Allegheny Lock and Dam 6, PA PA 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Allegheny Lock and Dam 8 Allegheny Lock and Dam 8, PA PA 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Allegheny Lock and Dam 9 Allegheny Lock and Dam 9, PA PA 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Delaware Dam, Waldo Levee Delaware Dam, Waldo Levee, OH OH 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Lockport Lock & Dam Lockport Lock & Dam, IL IL 5 2 Lower DSAC Priority
Sutton Dam Sutton Dam, WV (IES) WV 4 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Mississippi River Lock & Dam 9 Mississippi River Lock & Dam 9, WI WI 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Mississippi River Lock & Dam 3 Mississippi River Lock & Dam 3, MN MN 5 2 Lower DSAC Priority
Prado Dam, California Institute for Santa Ana River Basin (Prado Dam, California CA 5 N/A Initial Classification
Women Dike Institute for Women Dike), CA (IES)
Prado Dam, Corona National Housing Dike | Santa Ana River Basin (Prado Dam, Corona CA 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority

National Housing Dike), CA (IES)
Stockton Dam Stockton Dam, MO (Reallocation Study) MO 4 3 Lower DSAC Priority
John Rankin Lock & Dam John Rankin Lock & Dam, MS MS 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority
Conemaugh Dam Conemaugh Dam, PA PA 3 4 Higher DSAC Priority
Painted Rock Dam & Saddle Dike Painted Rock Dam & Saddle Dike, AZ AZ 1 3 Higher DSAC Priority
Copan Dam Copan Dam, OK OK 3 4 Higher DSAC Priority
Carr Creek Sediment Dams 1, 2, 3 Carr Creek Sediment Dams 1, 2, 3, KY KY 5 3 Lower DSAC Priority
Chatfield Dam Chatfield Dam, CO CO 2 4 Higher DSAC Priority
John Redmond Dam John Redmond Dam, KS KS 3 4 Higher DSAC Priority
Webber Falls Lock and Dam Webber Falls Lock and Dam, OK OK 3 4 Higher DSAC Priority
Olmsted Lock and Dam Olmsted Lock and Dam, IL IL 4 N/A Initial Classification
Grenada Dam, Coffeeville Levee Grenada Dam, Coffeeville Levee MS 5 N/A Initial Classification
Prado Dam, Sewage Treatment Plant Dike |Santa Ana River Basin (Prado Dam, Sewage CA 5 4 Lower DSAC Priority

Treatment Plant Dike), CA (IES)
Bowman-Haley Dam Bowman-Haley Dam, ND ND 4 4 No Change
Fort Randall Dam Fort Randall Dam, SD SD 3 3 No Change
Rend Dam Rend Dam, IL IL 4 4 No Change
Blue Mountain Dam Blue Mountain Dam, AR AR 4 4 No Change
Ozarks Lock and Dam Ozarks Lock and Dam, AR AR 4 4 No Change
Town Bluff Dam Town Bluff Dam, TX TX 4 4 No Change
Wister Dam Wister Dam, OK OK 3 3 No Change
Waurika Dam Waurika Dam, OK OK 4 4 No Change
Melvern Dam Melvern Dam, KS KS 4 4 No Change
Wappapello Dam Wappapello Dam, MO (IES) MO 3 3 No Change
Wappapello Dam, Saddle Dikes 1and 3 | Wappapello Dam, Saddle Dikes 1 and 3, MO (IES) | MO 3 3 No Change




New | Former
Dam Name Project Name State DSAC @ DSAC DSAC Change
Wappapello Dam, Saddle Dike 2 Wappapello Main Dam, Saddle Dike 2, MO (IES) MO 4 4 No Change
Spring Gulch Dam Spring Gulch Dam, CO CcO 4 4 No Change
Lower Granite Lock and Dam Lower Granite Lock and Dam, WA WA 3 3 No Change
San Antonio Dam San Antonio Dam, CA CA 4 4 No Change
Hansen Dam Hansen Dam, CA CA 3 3 No Change
Northfield Brook Dam Northfield Brook Dam, CT CT 4 4 No Change
Almond Dam Almond Dam, NY NY 4 4 No Change
Arkabutla Dam Arkabutla Dam, MS (IES) MS 3 3 No Change
North Fork of Pound Dam North Fork of Pound Dam, VA VA 4 4 No Change
Hopkinton Dam Hopkinton Dam, NH NH 4 4 No Change
John Redmond Dam - Hartford Levee John Redmond Dam - Hartford Levee, KS KS 4 4 No Change
Table 3b. Flood Risk Management — Construction and Investigations
FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual
Number of dam safety action classifications revised to
lower priority 28 35 1 10 57

Performance Results — Operation and Maintenance

In a large watershed, the systematic and coordinated operation of a series of projects can help reduce
flood risks, by informing decisions on the release of more water before the flood or on holding water back
during the flood. For example, the USACE-CW was able successfully to operate multiple projects in this
manner in the Missouri River and the Mississippi River watersheds when these watersheds experienced
flooding in FY 2022.

The FY 2022 FRM program funded the operation and maintenance of 353 projects with flood storage,
including those funded in the Mississippi River and Tributaries account, to support their flood risk
management purpose.

In FY 2022, the USACE-CW completed five higher-level risk assessments of locally owned levee systems
and initiated five other higher-level risk assessments of locally owned levee systems. These assessments
provide additional information on system performance risks, inform development of potential interim risk
reduction measures and/or long-term risk management measures, where appropriate, and help to support
public awareness of the risks associated with these locally owned levee systems. In FY 2022, the Corps
also completed 51 levee screenings with 37 of those on USACE-CW owned levees.

In FY 2021, USACE-CW finished levee screenings for all levee segments subject to this process (Table 4).
As such, FY 2022 marks the first year in which routine levee safety activities began the process of
periodically reassessing risks on levee systems. The 37 levee screenings on USACE-CW owned levees
were completed as part of this process.

The number of levee segments in the levee systems that USACE-CW reviews is changing as information
in updated. The number of these levee segments is now 2,844 segments, down from the 3,165 reported
in FY 2021. For example, when the Corps reevaluates a levee system, it may determine that a segment
previously thought to be an integral component of the levee system is in fact not critical to the functionality
of that levee system. This is an ongoing process, and the number of such segments could fluctuate
further, as projects are reevaluated and updated periodically.
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Table 4. Flood Risk Management — Operation and Maintenance

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual
Percentage of Levee Safety Action Classifications (LSAC)
Completed with MSC approval 100% 90% 100% 100% 100%
Percentage of Levee Safety Action Classifications (LSAC)
Completed with HQ Levee Safety Officer approval 73% 80% 100% 100% 100%
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT

Although the work of USACE-CW in disaster preparedness and response largely involves assisting
communities before and during floods and coastal storms, the Corps also uses these capabilities, when
requested by FEMA, to help as part of the Federal response to a broad range of natural disasters and
national emergencies.

Objective 2.1: Reduce the Nation’s flood risk and increase resilience to disasters.

Objective 2.2: Support the Department of Homeland Security/Federal Emergency Management
Agency to provide life-cycle public works and engineering support in response to disasters.

Objective 2.3: Effectively and efficiently execute response, recovery, and mitigation.

Performance Indicators: The five primary measures listed in Table 5 assist in determining progress
toward meeting the USACE-CW emergency management objectives Indicators are explained below.

B Measure 2.1.a: Percent progress to develop and implement National Flood Characterization tool
in collaboration with FEMA. This measure tracks the completion of a characterization tool that will
improve the knowledge of flood risk by characterizing relative flood risk at the national, state, and
watershed levels. The tool will provide information in a Geographical Information System (GIS)
format to support federal, state, and regional decision makers, planners, and policy analysts in
determining investment priorities, responding to future conditions and flood risk drivers, improving
resilience, and reducing risk in the long-term. This measure tracks key milestones over time
towards development and implementation of a fully functional and robust tool.

B Measure 2.2.a: Percent of trained and certified Emergency Managers Planning Response Teams,
Team Leaders, Assistant Team leaders and Subject Matter Experts, and National Emergency
Support Function #3 Cadres ready and able to respond. The USACE-CW established designated
emergency management offices Planning & Response Teams (PRTs) and a cadre of leaders and
subject matter experts to provide rapid emergency response during any All-Hazards contingency.
This measure establishes the baseline, calculated as the percentage of trained and certified
team members at any time during the entire fiscal year. Anything less than the baseline degrades
readiness and may affect the extent to which the USACE-CW is able to respond.

B Measure 2.2.b: Percent of current annual updated All-hazards contingency plans across the
USACE. Every command, center, and field operating agency in the USACE-CW must be prepared
to respond to the full spectrum of All-Hazards. This measure reflects the percentage of current All-
Hazards Contingency plans at all echelons, on the shelf and ready for use when needed.

B Measure 2.3.a: Percent scheduled and executed assigned and funded missions and programs.
This measure reflects the USACE-CW commitment to the national preparedness system as



articulated in Presidential Policy Directive — 8, Other Executive Orders and Statutes. The national
preparedness system directs executive agencies to develop interagency operational plans to
support each national planning framework. Each interagency operational plan shall include

a detailed concept of operations; description of critical tasks and responsibilities; detailed
resource, personnel, and sourcing requirements; and specific provisions for the rapid integration
of resources and personnel. The USACE-CW metric is measured in part by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency assigned missions during disaster response, recovery, and
mitigation operations. This measure tracks the percentage of these missions scheduled and
executed; anything less than 100% is not acceptable and would reflect a reduction in overall
mission performance. Myriad activities and trends must be monitored and adjusted each year,

to ensure that we achieve that full execution. For example, monitoring/forecasting potential
weather-related threats, conducting pre-disaster operations to strengthen Federal, state, local
and tribal coordination, and capturing lessons learned after a disaster response to improve future
response activities guide the development of doctrine and support programmatic changes in our
disaster programs.

B Measure 2.3.b: Number of active state-led interagency flood risk management teams (Silver
Jackets). Silver Jackets Teams provide Federal assistance to state and local governments in
developing and executing mitigation measures that meet local government needs. Membership
consists of the USACE-CW and other Federal agencies that can contribute to meeting those needs
(i.e. - Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), Environmental Protection Agency (EPA),
Department of Transportation (DOT), etc.). State teams normally are represented by state hazard
mitigation offices and other government offices (state and local). This measure tracks the number
of active teams by state. The target is to have a team in all 50 states.

Performance Results

In FY 2022, the USACE-CW responded to 23 events, with over 1,500 personnel deployed or engaged.
The Corps spent over $10 million of its FCCE funding on response activities during these events, which
included 10 named storms of which 3 were hurricanes; catastrophic wildfires in California, monsoonal rain
events in New Mexico and Arizona; as well as spring flooding in several river basins. In addition, FEMA
provided the Corps roughly $140 million for mission assigned tasks as part of the overall Federal response
in some of these events.

by Army Staff Sgt. Eric Jones)
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Table 5. Emergency Management

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target | Actual

Measure 2.1.a: Percent progress to develop and
implement National Flood Characterization tool in
collaboration with FEMA Note 1 Note 1 Note 1 Note 1
Measure 2.2.a: Percentage of trained and certified
Planning Response Teams, Team Leaders, Assistant
Team leaders and Subject Matter Experts, and National
Emergency Support Function #3 Cadres ready and able
to respond 90% 100% 100% 85% 100%
Measure 2.2.b: Percentage of current Annual updated All-
hazards contingency plans across USACE-CW 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Measure 2.3.a: Percentage of scheduled and executed
assigned and funded missions and programs 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Measure 2.3.b: Number of active state-led interagency
flood risk management teams (Silver Jackets) 52 53 54 50 54
Note 1: This measure is considered completed.

Strategic Goal 3: Facilitate the transportation of commercial goods on the Nation’s
coastal channels and inland waterways.

NAVIGATION
Objective 3.1: Facilitate commercial navigation by providing safe, reliable, highly cost-effective,
and environmentally sustainable waterborne transportation systems.

Performance Indicators: Table 6 displays measures that are performance indicators in determining
progress in meeting this objective for inland navigation. The Corps uses these measures to track

the overall performance of the inland waterways program over time. These measures focus on the
performance of the main lock chambers (rather than auxiliary chambers) nationwide, on all inland
waterways with a high level of commercial use (more than 3 billion segment-ton-miles per year) or a
medium level of commercial use (between 1 billion segment-ton-miles per year and 3 billion segment-ton-
miles per year).

B  Measure 3.1.a: The number of instances where mechanically driven failure at locks results in delays
of more than 24 hours.

B Measure 3.1.b: The number of instances where mechanically driven failure at locks results in delays
of more than one week.




Performance Results — Investigations
Investigations funds were used in FY 2022 to
evaluate the benefits and costs of options for
navigation improvements, the preconstruction
engineering and design cost of navigation
improvements, and for programmatic Remaining
Items for Navigation, such as Research and
Development. Examples of potential investments
under consideration in these studies are (1) lock
replacements and inland waterways channel
improvements; and (2) deepening and/or
widening of coastal harbors and channels.

USACE completed the following navigation
feasibility studies in FY 2022:

B Port of Long Beach Navigation
Improvements, CA

B Brunswick Harbor, GA

B New York and New Jersey Harbor
Deepening Channel Improvements, NY
& NJ

B Tacoma Harbor, WA

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were
provided to initiate five new feasibility studies,
two new disposition studies and two new PED
activities:

B Tennessee Tombigbee and Black Warrior
and Tombigbee Rivers Deepening Study,
AL & MS

B  Honolulu Harbor Modification Feasibility
Study, HI

Menominee River Deepening, Ml & WI
Little Narragansett Bay, Rl

Columbia River Turning Basin Navigation
Improvements, WA & OR

B Altamaha River, Oconee River and
Ocmulgee Rivers, Bellville Point Harbor,
Darien Harbor, Fancy Bluff Creek, Sapelo
Harbor, Satilla River and St. Marys River
Waterways, MI (disposition study)

B Port Royal Harbor, SC (disposition study)

B Elim Subsistence Harbor, AK (PED)

B New York and New Jersey Harbor
Anchorages, NY & NJ (PED)

FY 2022 regular appropriations were provided
to initiate three final assessments directed by
section 403 of Water Resources Development
Act (WRDA) of 2020 for studies done by non-
federal interests under section 203 of WRDA
1986, as amended:

Houma Navigation Canal, LA
Port Fourchon Belle Pass Channel, LA

Wilmington Harbor Navigation
Improvements, NC

FY 2022 regular appropriations were provided
to fund three feasibility studies, one validation
study, one disposition study, and three PED
activities to completion:

B Akutan Harbor Navigation Improvements,
AK (Tribal Partnership Program
feasibility study)

B Honolulu Harbor Modification Feasibility
Study, HI

B Inner Harbor Navigation Canal Lock
Replacement, LA (GRR)
Port of Iberia, LA (validation study)
Altamaha River, Oconee River and
Ocmulgee Rivers, Bellville Point Harbor,
Darien Harbor, Fancy Bluff Creek, Sapelo
Harbor, Satilla River and St. Marys River
Waterways, Ml (disposition study)
Craig Harbor, AK (PED)
Elim Subsistence Harbor, AK (PED)

GIWW - Brazos River Floodgates &
Colorado River Locks, TX (PED)

The following three feasibility studies and
three PED activities were funded to initiate and
complete or to complete using supplemental
appropriations in FY 2022:

B Miami Harbor Improvements, FL
B Tampa Harbor, FL (GRR)
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B  Honolulu Harbor Modification (Basin and
Channel), Oahu, HI

Elim Subsistence Harbor, AK (PED)

Port of Long Beach Navigation
Improvements, CA (PED)

B Delaware River, Philadelphia to the Sea,
NJ, PA & DE (PED)

In addition, the projects below were funded to
continue two feasibility studies and one disposition
study using regular appropriations:

B Atka Navigation Improvements, AK (Tribal
Partnership Program feasibility study)

Lower Missouri River Basin, KS, MO & IA

Lower St. Anthony Falls, Mississippi River,
MN (disposition study)

Performance Results — Construction
USACE did not physically and fiscally complete
any navigation construction projects in FY 2022.

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were
provided on inland waterways to:

(1) Complete construction and physically and
fiscally close out the Atlantic Intercoastal
Waterway (AIWW), Bridges at Deep
Creek, Chesapeake, VA and Willamette
River at Willamette Falls, OR (Disposition
Preparation) projects;

(2) Continue construction of the J Bennett
Johnston Waterway, LA; Upper Miss River
— lllinois Waterway System, IL, IA, MN, MO,
& WI (NESP); and Upper Ohio Navigation,
PA projects; and

(3) Initiate construction on the McClellan-Kerr

Arkansas River Navigation System, Three
Rivers, AR project.

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were
provided on coastal navigation projects to:

(1) Complete and fiscally close out the
Columbia River at the Mouth, OR &
WA project;

(2) Continue construction of the Savannah
Harbor Expansion, GA; Sault Sainte Marie
(Replacement Lock), MI; and Freeport
Harbor, TX projects;

(3) Initiate construction of the Norfolk Harbor
and Channels, VA project;

(4) Complete construction of confined
disposal facilities for the Savannah Harbor
Expansion, GA project;

(5) Complete construction of two dredged
material disposal facilities: Calumet Harbor
and River, IL & IN and Indiana Harbor,
Confined Disposal Facility, IN;

(6) Continue construction of two dredged
material disposal facilities: Calcasieu River
and Pass, LA; and Wilmington Harbor,

NC projects;

(7) Mitigate for sand losses at the Surfside
— Sunset — Newport Beach, CA and Fort
Pierce Beach, FL projects.

FY 2022 regular appropriations were provided for
two Section 1122 of WRDA 2016 Beneficial Use of
Dredged Material Pilot Programs:

(1) San Francisco, CA project (to complete
strategic placement of dredged materials
adjacent to a tidal wetland)

(2) Haleiwa, HI project (to complete PED)

FY 2022 supplemental appropriations were
provided on inland waterways to:

(1) Initiate construction of the Arkansas River
Navigation Study, AR & OK (MKARNS 12-
FT Deepening);

(2) Physically complete and fiscally close
out the McClellan-Kerr Arkansas River
Navigation System, Three Rivers, AR; TJ
O’Brien Lock and Dam, lllinois Waterway
(Major Rehabilitation), IL; Kentucky Lock
and Dam, Tennessee River, KY projects;

(3) Complete design and construction of Lock
and Dam 25 lock replacement on the



Upper Mississippi River — lllinois Waterway
System, IL, IA, MN, MO & WI project;

Physically complete the Montgomery
Lock and Dam work on the Upper Ohio,
Allegheny and Beaver Counties, PA
project; and

Initiate and complete design and
physically complete construction of the
Emsworth Lock and Dam on the Upper
Ohio, Allegheny and Beaver Counties,
PA project.

FY 2022 supplemental appropriations were
provided on coastal navigation projects to:

Q)

Initiate, physically complete and fiscally
close out the New Haven Harbor
Deepening, CT; San Juan Harbor
Improvement, PR; Brazos Island Harbor,
TX; and Galveston Harbor Channel
Extension, Houston — Galveston Navigation
Channels, TX projects;

Physically complete and fiscally close
out the St. Marys River, Soo Locks (Major
Rehabilitation) Ml; Sault Sainte Marie
(Replacement Lock), MI; and Norfolk
Harbor and Channels, VA (Deepening)
projects;

Initiate and complete the West Causeway
Extension of the Alaska Regional Ports
(Port of Nome Modification), AK project;

Initiate and complete the Barbour’s Cut
Channel (segment 3) of the Houston Ship
Channel, TX project; and

(5) Fully fund environmental monitoring of the
Savannah Harbor Expansion, GA project.

Performance Results — Operation and
Maintenance

The Operation and Maintenance (O&M) and the
Mississippi River and Tributaries appropriations
were used to fund (1) operation and maintenance
of locks and dams; (2) maintenance dredging,
with emphasis on high commercial use reaches
at coastal ports and on the inland waterways;

(3) maintenance and repair of coastal navigation
structures; (4) removal of debris at coastal ports
with a high or moderate-level of commercial use;
and (5) maintenance dredging of critical harbors
of refuge and subsistence harbors. Maintenance
included repair and replacement of major lock
and dam components (e.g. lock miter gates, dam
tainter gates, operating machinery), repair of
coastal structures (e.g. jetties, breakwaters, and
pile dikes), and maintenance dredging.

The overall condition of the inland waterways
continues to improve. The number of instances
of lock closures due to preventable mechanical
breakdowns and failures lasting longer than

one day and lasting longer than one week have
continued to trend downward since FY 2010.
However, some of the lock closures that do occur
can result in substantial delays to shippers,
carriers, and users, and are a factor in the cost of
shipping commodities on these waterways.
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Table 6. Navigation — Operation and Maintenance

FY 2022

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual

Measure 3.1.a: The number of
instances where mechanically driven
failure at locks results in delays of
more than 24 hours 29 34 38 <30 26
Measure 3.1.b: The number of
instances where mechanically driven
failure at locks results in delays of
more than one week 15 16 18 <20 15

Inland Waterways

Strategic Goal 4: Restore, protect, and manage aquatic ecosystems to benefit the
Nation.

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION
Obijective 4.1: Restore aquatic habitat to a more natural condition in ecosystems in which
structure, function, and dynamic processes have been degraded.

Performance Indicators: The USACE-CW has established one indicator to assess progress in meeting
this objective; data are shown in Table 7.

B Measure 4.1: Acres of habitat restored, created, improved, or protected in ecosystems identified as
priorities through interagency coordination, which are: Everglades, Great Lakes, Chesapeake Bay,
Puget Sound, Missouri River, and Upper Mississippi River.

Performance Results — Investigations
The USACE completed the following feasibility study in FY 2022:

B Three Forks of Beargrass Creek, KY

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were provided to initiate eight feasibility studies, one disposition
study and six PED activities;

Rio Salado Oeste, Salt River, AZ (GRR)

Cahuilla Hot Springs Restoration, CA (Tribal Partnership Program feasibility study)
Imperial Streams Salton Sea, CA

Yurok Blue Creek Restoration, CA (Tribal Partnership Program feasibility study)

Pottery Mounds Cultural Preservation, NM (Tribal Partnership Program feasibility study)

Pueblo of Santa Ana — Ancestral Village Cultural Preservation, NM (Tribal Partnership Program
feasibility study)

Spring Creek South, Jamaica Bay (Howard Beach), Queens, NY

Little Goose Creek, Sheridan, WY

Estelline Springs Experimental Project, TX (disposition study)

Clear Creek Ecosystem Restoration, CA (Tribal Partnership Program PED)

Adams and Denver Counties, South Platte River, CO (PED)

Hudson — Raritan Estuary Ecosystem Restoration, NY & NJ (PED)



Willamette River, OR (PED)

Lower Brule Ecosystem Restoration
Northeast, SD (Tribal Partnership
Program PED)

B Westside Creeks Ecosystem Restoration,
San Antonio, TX (PED)

FY 2022 funds were used to fund the completion
of three feasibility studies and seven PED
activities.

Imperial Streams Salton Sea, CA
IL River 519 Fox River Dams Restoration, IL

Spring Creek South, Jamaica Bay (Howard
Beach), Queens, NY

B | os Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration,
CA (PED)

B Adams and Denver Counties, South Platte
River, CO (PED)

B Brandon Road Lock and Dam, Aquatic
Nuisance Control Species Barrier, IL (Great
Lakes and Mississippi River Interbasin
Study) (PED)

B Hudson - Raritan Estuary Ecosystem
Restoration, NY & NJ (PED)

B Cano Martin Pena Ecosystem Restoration,
PR (PED)

B Jefferson County Shore Protection,
TX (PED)

B Westside Creeks Ecosystem Restoration,
San Antonio, TX (PED)

The following two feasibility studies and one PED
activity were funded to initiate and complete or to
complete using supplemental appropriations in
FY 2022:

Imperial Streams Salton Sea, CA

Spring Creek South Jamaica Bay (Howard
Beach), Queens, NY

B Espanola Valley, Rio Grande and
Tributaries, NM (PED)

FY 2022 funds were also provided to continue five
feasibility studies and one PED activity:

B Claiborne and Millers Ferry Locks and
Dams (Fish Passage), Lower Alabama
River, AL

B Half Moon Cover, Passamaquoddy,

ME (Tribal Partnership Program
feasibility study)

B Red Lake River Fish Passage and Marsh
Restoration, MN (Tribal Partnership
Program feasibility study)

B Hatchie/Loosahatchie, Mississippi River
Mile 775-736 Habitat Restoration, TN & AR

B Otter Creek Watershed Wetland
Restoration, WI (Tribal Partnership Program
feasibility study)

B Arkansas River Corridor, OK (PED)

Performance Results — Construction
USACE did not physically or fiscally complete any

aquatic ecosystem restoration projects in FY 2022.

FY 2022 regular annual appropriations were
provided to initiate construction on the following
projects:

B Tres Rios, AZ

B Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince
George’s County, MD

FY 2022 funds were also provided to physically
complete and fiscally close out the following
projects:

B Anacostia Watershed Restoration, Prince
George’s County, MD

B Sand Creek Watershed, Saunders
County, NE

FY 2022 funds were also provided to continue
work on the following programs and projects:

Hamilton Airfield Wetlands Restoration, CA
South Florida Ecosystem Restoration, FL

Missouri River Fish and Wildlife
Recovery, IA, KS MO, MT, NE, ND & SD
(Biological Opinion)
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Great Lakes Fisheries and Ecosystem Restoration, IL, IN, MN, OH & PA
Upper Mississippi River Restoration, IL, IA, MN, MO & WI

Louisiana Coastal Area Ecosystem Restoration, LA

Assateague, MD

Chesapeake Bay Environmental Restoration and Protection, MD, VA & PA
Chesapeake Bay Oyster Recovery, MD & VA

Poplar Island, MD

Columbia River Fish Mitigation, WA, OR & ID (Biological Opinion)

Mud Mountain Dam, WA

Puget Sound and Adjacent Waters Restoration, WA

FY 2022 supplemental appropriations were provided to initiate construction on the following projects:

Los Angeles River Ecosystem Restoration, CA

Brandon Road Lock and Dam, Aquatic Nuisance Species Barrier, IL
Eastern Shore, Mid Chesapeake Bay Island, MD

Hudson-Raritan Estuary, NY & NJ (HRE-Stoney Creek Marsh Island)
Espanola Valley, Rio Grande and Tributaries, NM

Westside Creeks Ecosystem Restoration, San Antonio, TX

FY 2022 supplemental funds were also provided to physically complete and fiscally close out the following
projects:

Hudson-Raritan Estuary, NY & NJ (HRE-Stoney Creek Marsh Island)
Cano Martin Pena Ecosystem Restoration, PR

Westside Creeks Ecosystem Restoration, San Antonio, TX

Espanola Valley, Rio Grande and Tributaries, NM

FY 2022 supplemental funds were also provided to continue work on the following programs and projects:
B South Florida Ecosystem Restoration, FL
B Upper Mississippi River — lllinois Waterway System, IL, 1A, MN, MO, & WI
B Columbia River Fish Mitigation, WA, OR & ID

Within the South Florida Ecosystem Restoration Program, there was continued significant progress on
projects in accordance with the Integrated Delivery Schedule including construction completion of the
Indian River Lagoon — South, Canal -44 Reservoir and Stormwater Treatment area, continued clearing
and plugging of roads and canals and construction of the Southwest Protection features that will facilitate
full hydrologic restoration of the Picayune Strand Restoration Project; and continued construction on the
South Phase and Everglades Agricultural Area (EAA) Phase of the Central Everglades Planning Project
(CEPP). Meeting the requirements of biological opinions affecting various projects on the Columbia
River system and the Missouri River continues to be a priority. Beneficial use of dredged material
projects at Assateague Island and Polar Island — capitalized on the periodic dredging of navigation
channels. Continued restoration of Chesapeake Bay through the environmental restoration and oyster
recovery projects.



Table 7. Aquatic Ecosystem Restoration

FY 2022

FY 2019 FY 20202 FY 2021 Target Actual

Acres of habitat restored, created, improved, or protected

(annual) ' 108,362 2,210 115,657 27120 31,907
Note 1: Acres of habitat restored, created, improved, or protected in ecosystems identified as priorities through interagency coordination, which are:
Everglades, Great Lakes, Chesapeake Bay, Puget Sound, Missouri River, and Upper Mississippi River (annual).

Note 2: In FY 2020, restoration efforts in both the Puget Sound and Everglades were delayed by COVID-19 and high water.

REGULATORY
Objective 4.2: Reduce adverse impacts to the Nation’s wetlands and waterways through an
effective, transparent, and efficient Regulatory process.

Performance Indicators: Table 8 displays the measure that is a performance indicator in determining
progress in meeting this objective.

B Measure 4.2: Percent of general permit decisions reached within 60 days.

Performance Results

The Regulatory Program reviewed approximately 60,000 actions and 20,000 jurisdictional determinations
in FY 2022. The majority of the 42,400 issued/verified permits (94%) were evaluated using streamlined
general permit processes, where 75% were verified in 60 days or less.

The target for general permit application decisions made within 60 days is 85% and in FY 2022, the
national percentage was 75%. Regional variation can occur, and some districts have met the mission
success criteria target, despite the national average falling short. The target for individual permit decisions
made in 120 days or less from the receipt of a complete application is 70% and in FY 2021, the national
percentage was 49%. Individual permits require more extensive review and public coordination since
these proposed projects may have more than minimal individual or cumulative adverse environmental
effects. This additional review requires more time to evaluate and render a permit decision, hence the
longer timeframe and lower target percentage. The public and permit applicants expect all decisions to be
consistent, based on sound science, legally defensible, and transparent. As with general permits, regional
variation can occur, and a few districts have met the mission success criteria metric, despite the national
average falling short. Reasons contributing to not being able to meet the targets nationally include district
workload prioritization and workload prioritization of other agencies providing necessary decisions (e.g.,
Endangered Species Act consultations, Clean Water Act water quality certifications)

Table 8. Regulatory

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual
Percentage of general permit application decisions made
within 60 days 81% 80% 85% 85% 75%
Percentage of individual permit application decisions
made within 120 days of receipt of a complete application 58% 57% 70% 70% 49%
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ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION (FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION
PROGRAM)

Objective 4.3: Clean up radioactive waste sites.

Performance Indicators: The performance measure listed in Table 9 serves as an indicator to help
USACE-CW personnel determine progress in meeting this objective.

B Measure 4.3: Number of individual properties returned to beneficial use. Each site may contain
varying numbers of individual properties, with different owners.

Individual properties returned to beneficial use: The number of properties released for general use
following remediation.

Performance Results

In FY 2022, FUSRAP met most of its performance targets. Funds were used to continue radiological
remedial activities at the Maywood Site in New Jersey; the Shallow Land Disposal Area in Pennsylvania;
properties in the vicinity of the St. Louis Airport in Missouri; the lowa Army Ammunition Plant in lowa; the
St. Louis Downtown Site in St. Louis, Missouri; the Luckey Site in Ohio, and the DuPont Chambers Works
in New Jersey. Two Record of Decisions were signed for the Middlesex Municipal Landfill, New Jersey and
for the Balance of Plant Operable Unit (Niagara Falls Storage Site), Lewiston, New York.

Approximately 108,600 cubic yards of contaminated material were removed. Of this amount, 36,300 cubic
yards was from the Luckey Site. Seventy (468 cumulative) properties located in St. Louis, Missouri were
returned to beneficial use. Remedial Investigation, remediation actions, or close out activities continued at
most other FUSRAP sites.

Table 9. Formerly Used Sites Remedial Action Program

FY 2022
FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021 Target Actual
[ Number of individual properties returned to beneficial use 60 54 83 50 70

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP
Objective 4.4: Manage, conserve, and preserve natural resources at USACE-CW projects.

Performance Indicators: To measure success in attaining the above objective, the USACE-CW
developed a number of performance indicators; data for the main indicator may be found in Table 10.

B Measure 4.4: Percent of USACE fee-owned and/or administered lands and waters that have
achieved desired natural resource conditions. This measure tracks land and water acreage, which
through protection and management meets the desired conditions outlined in management or work
plans which fall into categories of sustainable, transitioning or degraded. Condition classifications
are annually updated for each vegetation type of USACE-CW fee owned property.

Desired conditions include both sustainable and transitioning where natural resources objectives are met
and environmental impacts are minimized. The performance is calculated with a numerator representing

lands and waters meeting a sustainable or transitioning condition over the denominator of total fee owned
lands and waters with a known condition. As lands and waters fall into a degraded condition, the acreage



drops out of the numerator and lowers performance improving degraded lands and waters results in an
increase in the numerator and a higher net performance.

Performance Results

The number of master plans updated in accordance with current regulations continues to increase.
The master plans enable the USACE-CW to adequately plan for and adjust to increasing pressures by
rising population growth and land use demands. These plans inform important land use decisions and
protections.

Table 10. Environmental Stewardship

FY 2022

Target Actual

FY 2019 FY 2020 FY 2021

Percent of USACE-CW fee-owned and/or administered
lands and waters that have achieved desired natural
resource conditions 89% 89% 89% 86%
Note 1: Final data will not be available until January 2023 after field submittal and quality assurance is complete.

Note 1

RECREATION
Objective 4.5: Provide opportunities for quality outdoor public recreation.

Performance Indicators: The measures displayed in Table 11 describe the value the Recreation
business line provides to the Nation. These indicators are explained below.

B Measure 4.5: Annually increase Project Site Area (PSA) compliance in each standard by 1% over
the FY 2013 baseline. This measure tracks the quality of the recreation program delivered in light
of fiscal realities and responsiveness to changing needs. Results will be used to guide decision
making in focusing resources to provide amenities, services, and opportunities where they provide
the greatest qualitative and quantitative benefits.

Performance Results

Each project maintains multiple parks an