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the Earthquake, Volcanic Eruption, and Hurri-
cane Hazards Insurance Act of 1993, pro-
vides one possibility for expanding public
education. The act authorizes education
programs and provides States the fimds with
which to implement them through the estab-
lishment of a self-sustaining mitigation fired
(Section 104). The private sector, and in
particular, the private insurance industry,
could also play an important role in increas-
ing awareness of coastal hazards.

■ Require increased State and local contri-
butions to beach-nourishment operations.
Most benefits of the Army Corps of Engi-
neers’ beach-nourishment and shoreline-
protection projects are realized at the local or
regional level, yet these projects are often
heavily subsidized. In most instances the
Federal share is 65 percent. Greater State and
local contributions could be required, both
for initial construction and for maintenance,

tional  on adoption of stronger mitigation
measures.
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