Feingold-McCain-Carper-Lieberman-Jeffords-Collins 
Independent Peer Review
Amendment To WRDA Would Guarantee Sound Projects

Inhofe-Bond version maintains unacceptable status quo

The Feingold-McCain-Carper-Lieberman Independent Peer Review Amendment responds to a decade
of independent studies that have documented significant flaws in Corps planning.  GAO told Congress that recent Corps studies were so flawed they “did not provide a reasonable basis for decision-making.”  The importance of independent review was reinforced by the levee failures that caused the post-Hurricane Katrina flooding of New Orleans – independent experts and the Corps have concluded that the levees failed because of poor Corps design and flawed construction.  The American Society of Civil Engineers recently called for mandatory independent peer review at all phases of major Corps projects. 

Feingold-McCain-Carper-Lieberman-Jeffords ensures independent review of costly, controversial, or critical projects.  Project planning will be independently reviewed if the project costs more than $40 million, the Governor of an affected state requests a review, a federal agency finds the project will have a significant adverse impact, or the Secretary of the Army determines that the project is controversial.
· Inhofe-Bond gives the Corps complete discretion to avoid review of most projects.  Review is mandatory only for projects costing more than $100 million.
· Inhofe-Bond lets the Corps ignore Governor and agency requests for review.  
Feingold-McCain-Carper-Lieberman-Jeffords ensures meaningful review of Corps planning.  The independent review panel has the authority to examine issues it believes are significant in the Corps’ feasibility study and its integral environmental review.  Reviews are subject to a strict timeline so as not to delay the planning process while still ensuring that the panel will review the full draft study.  
· Inhofe-Bond prohibits review of the Corps’ project proposal.  Reviews could only examine scientific, engineering, or technical bases of the decision or recommendation, but not the recommendation resulting from that data.  The environment review accompanying a feasibility study would not be subject to review.  
· Inhofe-Bond prohibits reassessment of key models and data.  This permanent moratorium guarantees that the Corps will continue to use models that are widely recognized as inaccurate and flawed. 
Feingold-McCain-Carper-Lieberman-Jeffords ensures sound technical design for Corps flood control projects.  The amendment establishes an outside safety assurance review of detailed engineering design and construction for critical flood damage reduction projects.  A technical review report will be submitted before physical construction starts, and every two years until construction is finished.  As levee construction in New Orleans tragically demonstrated, outside review is essential to public safety.
· Inhofe-Bond fails to require adequate review of Corps technical design.  It instead establishes only a one-time review of the “technical and design specifications” for Corps projects.  
Feingold-McCain-Carper-Lieberman-Jeffords ensures true independence of review panels.  Panels will be selected by a Director of Independent Review based on National Academy of Sciences criteria.

· Inhofe-Bond includes no criteria to ensure independence of review panels.  In fact, by having the Chief of Engineers selecting the panels, it guarantees that the panels will not be independent.
For more information please contact: Melissa Samet at American Rivers, 415-482-8150, msamet@amrivers.org; or

Chelsea Maxwell at National Wildlife Federation, 202-797-6869, maxwellc@nwf.org 
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