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SUMMARY OF ESTIMATES AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Committee has considered budget estimates, which are con­
tained in the Budget of the United States Government, 2010. The 
following table summarizes appropriations for fiscal year 2009, the 
budget estimates, and amounts recommended in the bill for fiscal 
year 2010. 

[f[{SElR'I' 'l'MUJiU" ____ 

INTRODUCTION ------- ~ 
The Energy and Water Development Appropriations bill forf!§faL --__0<1, _ -­

year 2010 totals $33,30g 000,000, a decrease of $1,0%:,,709,olJo from I~\P7 reSI en s ge equest, and $ ,000,000 above the amount L\ 
appropriated in fiscal year 2009, exc u mg emergency app - ,lp 
tions. 

Title I of the bill provides $5,541,025,000 for the programs of the 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, an increase of $416,025,000 from 
the budget request, and $138,660,000 above the fiscal year 2009 
enacted level, excluding emergency spending. The fiscal year 2010 
budget request for the Corps of Engineers totals $5,125,000,000 
which is composed entirely of new budget authority. 

Title II provides $1,079,809,000 for the Department of Interior 
and the Bureau of Reclamation, an increase of $17,122,000 from 
the budget request, and $37,929,000 below the fiscal year 2009 en­
acted level, excluding emergency appropriations. The Committee 
recommends $1,037,805,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation, 
$17,122,000 above the budget request and $37,933,000 below the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level excluding emergency appropriations. 
The Committee recommends $42,004,000 for the Central Utah 
Project, including $1,500,000 for deposit into the Utah Reclamation 
Mitigation and Conservation Account, both the same as the budget 
request. 

Title III provides $26,878,850,000 for the Department of Energy, 
a decrease of $1,527,856,000 from the budget request, and 
$85,849,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, excluding 
emergency spending. The Committee recommends funding for re­
newable energy and energy efficiency programs at $2,250,000,000; 
nuclear energy programs at $812,000,000; and $4,943,587,000 for 
the Office of Science, an increase of $170,951,000 over the current 
year. 

Environmental management activities-non-defense environ­
mental cleanup, uranium enrichment decontamination and decom­
missioning, and defense environmental cleanup are funded at 
$6,178,736,000, a decrease of $275,836,000 from the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level and an increase of $86,011,000 from the budget 
request. 

The Committee recommends $98,400,000 for Nuclear Waste Dis­
posal and $98,400,000 for Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal, for a 
total of $196,800,000 for the Yucca Mountain repository, the same 
as the request. Included in this amount is $5,000,000, as requested, 



------------- ------------- -------------- -------------- --------------

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
 

Title I. Department of Defense - Civil ................ 15,763,365 5,125.000 5,541,025 -10.222,340 +416,025
 

Title II, Department of the Interior .................. 2,117 ,738 1,062,687 1,079,809 -1,037,929 +17,122
 

Tit1e II I, Department of Energy ....................... 73.452,001 28,406,706 26,878,850 -46.573.151 -1.527,856
 

Titl e IV, Independent Agenci es ........................ 307,896 319.316 320,316 +12,420 +1,000
 
------------- ------------- .------------- -------------- -------------­

Subtotal ........................................ 91,641,000 34,913,709 33.820,000 -57.821,000 -1.093,709
 

Scorekeepi ng adj ustments .......................... -58,380,000 -520,000 -513,000 +57,867,000 +7,000
 

Grand total for the bi 11 ........................ 33,261,000 34.393.709 33.307,000 +46,000 -1,086,709
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for a Blue Ribbon Commission to review alternative options for nu­
clear waste disposal. 

Funding for the National Nuclear Security Administration 
(NNSA), which includes nuclear weapons activities, defense nuclear 
nonproliferation, naval reactors, and the Office of the NNSA Ad­
ministrator, is $9,215,062,000, a decrease of $729,965,000 from the 
request, and an increase of $85,468,000 from fiscal year 2009. The 
Committee recommendation includes $6,320,000,000 for Weapons 
Activities, a decrease of $60,000,000 from the current year and 
$64,431,000 below the budget request. 

Funding for the Power Marketing Administrations is provided at 
the requested levels. 

Title N provides $320,316,000 for several independent agencies, 
$1,000,000 above the budget request, and $12,420,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The requested funding is provided 
for the Appalachian Regional Commission, the Delta Regional Au­
thority, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Inspector General, the 
Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board, the Denali Commission, 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission and the Office of the Federal Coor­
dinator for Alaska Natural Gas Transportation Projects. In addi­
tion, $500,000 is provided for the Northern Border Regional Com­
mission as well as the Southeast Crescent Regional Commission. 
No funds are provided for the Office of Inspector General for the 
Tennessee Valley Authority. 

FUNDING TO ADDRESS FUEL PRICES 

For fiscal year 2010, the Energy and Water Development appro­
priation includes nearly $1,000,000,000 to contribute to lasting so­
lutions for addressing rising fuel prices. This funding, in addition 
to investments made through the American Recovery and Reinvest­
ment Act, provides for research, development, demonstration, and 
deployment of energy technologies that increase vehicle efficiency, 
advance new alternative fuel technologies, and help the nation re­
duce its dependence on petroleum-based fuels. While funding 
through these appropriations will not reduce vehicle fuel prices im­
mediately, these funds are provided to improve vehicle technologies 
and advance alternative fuels such as next-generation biofuels. On 
a five- to ten-year timescale, these investments should reduce de­
mand for oil, increase supplies of alternative motor fuels, and make 
American consumers and businesses less dependent on fluctuating 
prices for fuel from foreign sources. 

Activities at the Energy Department will improve the fuel econ­
omy of vehicles sold during the next decade. The Vehicle Tech­
nologies Program in the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable 
Energy will improve the energy efficiency of conventional vehicles 
through advancements in combustion engines and other vehicle 
components. The program seeks technology breakthroughs that will 
greatly reduce petroleum use by automobiles and trucks of all 
sizes, through research and development of lightweight materials, 
internal combustion engine efficiency, electronic power controls, 
and other vehicle components. 

The transportation sector is poised to become increasingly elec­
trified through technologies such as plug-in hybrid electric vehicles. 
Efforts at the Department will remove market barriers and accel­
erate this transition by reducing energy demand and increasing the 
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supply of clean electricity with reduced dependence on petroleum­
based fuel. The Committee also continues funding for research and 
development (R&D) of hybrid and electric vehicle technologies, and 
continues grant programs intended to support the development of 
domestic capabilities to manufacture advanced technology vehicles.
Further, the Administration proposes, and the Committee supports, 
a major increase from the fiscal year 2009 level to the Office of 
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability to conduct research and 
development for new electricity transmission and distribution tech­
nologies. These novel technologies will increase grid efficiency and 
ultimately enable the large-scale deployment of grid-connected ve­
hicles that can both charge their batteries using electricity from 
clean generation sources, and deliver energy back to the grid dur­
ing daytime hours when electricity is needed most. 

The Committee also provides funding for reducing the nation's oil 
dependence by increasing the production of next-generation alter­
native fuels that work with existing infrastructure. The research 
funded at the Department of Energy ranges from basic work to 
map the genomes of microorganisms that digest cellulose, to ap­
plied work testing the efficiency of existing vehicles with a variety 
of ethanol blends. Biomass and Biorefinery Systems R&D conducts 
research, development and technology validation on advanced tech­
nologies that will enable future biorefineries to convert cellulosic 
biomass to fuels, chemicals, heat and power. The program focuses 
on reducing processing energy requirements and production costs 
in biomass processing plants and future integrated industrial bio­
refineries. Activities within the Biological and Environmental Re­
search program of the Office of Science include basic research to 
understand how microorganisms efficiently convert cellulose to sug­
ars. 

Finally, while the Administration's request eliminates funding 
for hydrogen transportation research and development programs 
previously funded under the Hydrogen Technologies program, the 
Committee recognizes hydrogen fuels as one of several technologies 
that have the potential to significantly reduce the transportation 
sector's dependence on gasoline. The Committee believes that all 
viable options should be considered and supported, and maintains 
funding for hydrogen transportation systems within the Vehicle 
Technologies Program. 

The broad spectrum of activities at the Department of Energy 
supported by the Committee aims to reduce our nation's vulner­
ability to high fuel prices in the next decade, and to transition the 
transportation sector to next-generation technologies that can sub­
stantially reduce the American economy's dependence on foreign 
oil. 

HYDROPOWER INVESTMENTS 

As energy security and issues of global climate change are be­
coming increasingly important to the decisions made regarding in­
frastructure investment, the nation's hydropower facilities must be 
considered. 

Hydropower improvements at existing facilities provide a reli­
able, efficient, domestic, emission-free source of renewable energy. 
Hydropower plants have, without question, changed the natural 
river environment. However, with some exceptions, the environ­
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mental damages of existing dams are largely complete, and further
 
investment in modern turbines can have the benefit of improving
 
existing water quality and fish passage issues in addition to in­

creasing generation efficiency and capacity. The Corps of Engineers
 
and the Bureau of Reclamation must continue to focus on mini­

mizing the negative impacts to the environment, while maximizing
 
the use of existing infrastructure. Beyond generation capacity, hy­

dropower benefits also include the flexibility to meet peak power
 
demands, the displacement of additional thermal plants and their
 
carbon emissions, and ancillary services such as voltage stability of
 
the transmission system and system restoration after black-outs.
 

Following a requirement in the Energy Policy Act of 2005
 
(EPAct), the Department of Interior, the Federal Power Marketing
 
Administrations and the Department of the Army, which the Corps
 
represented, completed a study of additional hydropower potential
 
at existing facilities. In this study, more than 1,200 megawatts
 
(MW) of potential capacity were identified through the development
 
of sites at existing facilities-approximately 900 MW for the Corps
 
and 300 MW for the Bureau of Reclamation. Further, the study
 
identified nearly 1,300 megawatts of additional capacity through
 
refurbishments at existing Corps and Bureau sites.
 

Further, with the emergence of new hydropower technologies
 
such as hydrokinetics, which were not investigated in the EPAct
 
report, it is estimated that an additional 200-300 MW of capacity
 
could be achieved. With this additional capacity operating at about
 
55 percent plant factor, some 7.2 million megawatt-hours of energy
 
could be generated annually, enough energy to avoid using 4.2 mil­

lion barrels of oil, or burning approximately 1 million metric tons
 
of coal, and emitting 746 million kilograms (825,000 tons) of atmos­

pheric carbon emissions.
 

The Committee encourages the Administration to pursue these
 
investments and provide a report outlining a five to ten year in­

vestment program to realize this additional generation capacity.
 
Further, the Department of Energy is directed to conduct an as­

sessment of existing conventional hydropower at sites not owned by
 
Federal entities, and to report on strategies to encourage owners to
 
invest in any identified upgrades.
 

TERMINATIONS, REDUCTIONS AND OTHER SAVINGS 

In order to invest in the critical priorities identified in this bill,
 
and in an effort to build an economy on a solid foundation for
 
growth and put the Nation on a path toward prosperity, the Com­

mittee has proposed herein a number of program terminations, re­

,__,_._-'~ ductions an~ ?ther savin~~ from the fiscal ~e~r 2009_1~i!!K..._~~.~",.•.$ 2 I 5 b; II i 0 ..... 
. over $~ bIllIon. In addItIon, over $QllQ wllhwfIDotfier program . I 

terminations, reductions and other savings from the budget request 
are recommended. These adjustments, no matter their size, are im­
portant to setting the right priorities within the spending alloca­
tion, for getting the deficit under control, and creating a govern­
ment that is as efficient as it is effective. 

http:2009_1~i!!K..._~~.~",.�
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TITLE I 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS-CML 

INTRODUCTION 

The Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act funds 
the Civil Works component of the Army Corps of Engineers, which 
encompasses approximately 23,000 civilians and 190 military per­
sonnel. Army involvement in works of civil nature dates back to the 
origins of the nation. Over the years, the Corps Civil Works mis­
sion has adapted to accommodate changing societal needs and val­
ues. A brief legislative history and the major mission areas of the 
Corps have been included in past Energy and Water Development 
reports. 

WATER RESOURCE INVESTMENT 

The Administration's request for the Corps of Engineers is the 
most robust of any in the history of the Corps. While the Com­
mittee continues to believe that the budget level is inadequate to 
meet the existing needs of the nation, the level requested by this 
Administration is far better than past requests. Congress included 
$4,500,000,000 for the Corps of Engineers in the American Recov­
ery and Reinvestment Act and the Committee recommends addi­
tional resources in the fiscal year 2010 bill to address the nation's 
water resource investment needs. The budget request and the Com­
mittee recommendation recognize the increasing cost of aging infra­
structure through significantly increasing the funding level for op­
eration and maintenance of existing projects. 

The Committee is concerned that the fiscal year 2010 budget re­
quest reduces the budget for navigation from 40 to 34 percent of 
the total budget request. As our national discussion on energy and 
carbon emissions moves forward, the carbon footprint of different 
transportation modes and the methods by which we generate our 
electricity must be considered. Our national waterways are an effi­
cient mode of transportation from both a carbon emission and fuel 
consumption standpoint. While the determination of exactly which 
navigation channels and harbors provide the best investment may 
not be universally agreed upon, a subset that is economically im­
portant for the nation and the regions in which they reside should 
be more easily arrived at by all parties. The Committee encourages 
the Administration to reevaluate the navigation business line in 
light of the current discussion on the economy, energy and climate. 

The most immediate navigation need is addressing the insol­
. vency of the Inland Waterways Trust Fund (IWTF). If the revenue 

stream is not addressed, the level of investment must be adjusted 
to the available resources-resulting in increased costs to existing 
projects as they are suspended, as well as the deferral of new 
projects in need of recapitalization. The budget request includes a 
legislative proposal regarding the IWTF and has not budgeted be­
yond the Trust Fund's current revenue stream. 
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Deep draft navigation requires attention on several fronts. The 
nation is continuing the "race to the bottom" as post-Panamax ves­
sels become more prevalent in the industry and Canadian and 
Mexican ports threaten to garner larger market shares of cargo. 
This requires a national examination of which ports should be 
deepened to accommodate these vessels and the economic impact of 
those investments. The Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund currently 
carries significant balances of more than $4.5 billion, that if uti­
lized could help realize significant economic efficiencies in our ma­
rine transportation system. 

While the Committee supports additional investment in water­
borne transportation, investment decisions must also address the 
environmental consequences of our ports, harbors and navigation 
channels. To this end, it may be time to revisit the policy of least­
cost dredge material disposal. Consideration of this change in pol­
icy may lead to more projects that include environmentally bene­
ficial elements rather than projects that are simply acceptable in 
terms of mitigation of environmental impacts. 

Finally, as outlined in the introduction to this report, the Com­
mittee believes that additional investment in existing federal hy­
dropower facilities is desirable, and is encouraged by the Adminis­
tration's proposal to begin a nationwide evaluation of hydropower 
rehabilitation. The Committee directs the Corps of Engineers to 
provide a five to ten year plan to invest in facility upgrades that 
will provide additional generating capacity in an environmentally 
benign manner. 

FISCAL YEAR 2010 BUDGET OVERVIEW 

The fiscal year 2010 budget request for the Corps of Engineers 
totals $5,125,000,000, $277,365,000 below the funding level enacted 
in fiscal year 2009, excluding emergency appropriations. As in pre­
vious years, the bulk of this proposed reduction is in the Construc­
tion account and would, if enacted, significantly undermine the pro­
vision of new water resource infrastructure. 

The budget proposal for the Investigations account is 
$100,000,000, $68,100,000 below fiscal year 2009 levels. The Ad­
ministration proposes $50,583,000 for 66 studies to address water 
resource issues in cooperation with local sponsors. Within this 
funding, $25,000,000 is for one study, the Louisiana Coastal Area 
Ecosystem Restoration. The budget proposes funding for three new 
studies and two new activities. 

The proposed fiscal year 2010 Construction program is 
$1,718,000,000. The Construction program continues a perform­
ance-based structure to guide the allocation of funding construction 
projects. Flood and storm damage reduction, navigation and hydro­
power projects are ranked by their Benefit-to-Cost Ratio. Aquatic 
ecosystem restoration projects are ranked on how cost-effective 
they are in helping restore a regionally or nationally significant 
ecosystem that has become degraded as a result of a Civil Works 
project or a restoration effort that requires the Corps' expertise in 
rehabilitating an aquatic regime. 

Significantly, the budget request includes funding both for con­
struction of coastal projects to reduce storm damage and for peri­
odic renourishment of such projects, a change in Administration 
policy the Committee strongly supports. The proposed projects also 
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include 10 dam safety assurance, seepage control and static insta­
bility correction projects and nine projects justified based on life­
saving benefits. The budget request proposes five new start projects 
for a total of $44,000,000 and two new start activities totaling 
$48,510,000. Finally, the budget proposes funding to complete eight 
projects. 

The budget request includes a legislative proposal to authorize a 
lock usage fee for the Inland Waterways Trust Fund, which would 
replace the diesel fuel tax now paid by most commercial users of 
the inland and intracoastal waterways. The proposal is intended to 
address the declining balance in the Trust Fund and align the costs 
that commercial users pay with the associated capital investments. 

The proposed funding for the Operations and Maintenance ac­
count is $2,504,000-:000, a significant increase of $255,033,000, 
after adjusting for :ll47,067,000 in activities previously funded in 
the Construction account. The budget request includes five new ac­
tivities. 

The request for the Mississippi River and Tributaries account is 
$248,000,000, a reduction of $135,823,000 from fiscal year 2009 en­
acted levels. 

The Administration requests $134,000,000 for the Formerly Uti­
lized Sites Remedial Action Program, a reduction of $6,000,000 
from current year levels. 

The budget request for Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies 
account is $41,000,000, an increase of the same amount from cur­
rent year levels. ­

The budget request for the Regulatory account is $190,000,000, 
an increase of $7,000,000 above current year levels. 

Expenses and the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Civil Works) are requested at $184,000,000 and $6,000,000, an in­
crease of $4,635,000 and $1,500,000, respectively. 

FISCAL YEAR 2010 BUDGET PRESENTATION 

The Committee received the Corps of Engineers' detailed budget 
documents on June 10, 2009, a full three weeks after a detailed 
budget was submitted by the President. Prior to that time, the 
Committee was forced to rely on the budget appendix, a project list 
and the short summary released with the budget blueprint in order 
to evaluate the Administration's request of over $5,000,000,000 of 
taxpayer funds. The Committee is disappointed in this lack of 
transparency in the budgeting process. In the context of the Ad­
ministration insisting that the Committee and Members of Con­
gress provide more transparency on congressional priorities, this 
failure is inexplicable. 

The Committee has included a provision requiring the submis­
sion of detailed project justifications concurrent with the submis­
sion of the budget appendix for fiscal year 2011. The Committee ex­
pects that the budget submission for fiscal year 2011 will be pro­
vided in a timely manner and will address not only projects in­
cluded in the budget request but detailed information on all 
projects funded in fiscal year 2010. 

FIVE-YEAR COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING 

The Committee over the years has encouraged the Administra­
tion to provide five-year investment plans for all the agencies with­
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in the Energy and Water jurisdiction, particularly the Corps of En­
gineers, and remains hopeful that the Administration will not con­
tinue the past practice of resisting a five-year plan that is based 
on realistic assumptions of project funding needs. It is the Commit­
tee's hope that once projects are initiated, the Administration will 
request responsible annual funding levels for them through comple­
tion. 

The executive branch has traditionally been unwilling to project 
five-year horizons for projects they do not support through the 
budget process. This leaves a considerable percentage of Corps 
funding that relies upon congressional direction and a year-to-year 
horizon for planning purposes. It would be beneficial for Congress, 
the Administration, and project partners to have a comprehensive 
plan to outline requirements for all projects that receive an appro­
priation. The Committee would welcome a dialogue to reach a mu­
tually agreeable way to comprehensively plan for all ongoing 
projects. 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTION AND REPROGRAMMING 

To ensure that the expenditure of funds in fiscal year 2010 is 
consistent with congressional direction, to minimize the movement 
of funds and to improve overall budget execution, the bill incor­
porates by reference the projects and direction identified in the re­
port accompanying this Act into statute. Further, the bill carries a 
legislative provision outlining the circumstances under which the 
Corps of Engineers may reprogram funds. 

NEW STARTS 

The passage of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA) of 
2007 continues to present the Committee with the challenge of 
seven years of pent-up demand for new water resource projects. 
While the Committee supports a move to a new generation of 
projects that address the challenges faced by local communities, 
there remain many projects authorized prior to WRDA 2007 that 
have yet to receive funding. In recognition of this need, the Com­
mittee provides funding for a limited number of new starts. The 
Committee includes the five new start Construction projects and 
the seven new activities in the Investigations and Operation and 
Maintenance accounts as proposed by the Administration, as well 
as 20 new projects not requested by the Administration. The Com­
mittee also limits the Corps ability to start two new construction 
activities, until certain reporting requirements are met. All new 
starts are provided $100,000 regardless of their phase; the projects 
may compete for additional funding in future years. 

COMMITIEE RECOMMENDATION 

The Committee recommends a total of $5,541,025,000 for the 
Corps of Engineers, an increase of $416,025,000 from the request 
and an increase of $138,660,000 from fiscal year 2009 enacted lev­
els. The Committee provides these additional resources to partially 
address the regional disparities that were evident in the allocations 
from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act. 

Due to the Administration's failure to submit the necessary 
budget justifications in a timely manner, the funding recommenda­
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tions made in this bill rely primarily upon past justifications and 
other ad hoc documents rather than a complete explanation of the 
funding decisions made by the Administration. 

A table summarizing the fiscal year 2009 enacted appropriation, 
the fiscal year 2010 budget request, and the Committee rec­
ommended levels is provided below: 

[Dollars in thousands) 

Account FY 2009 enacted FY 2010 request Commitee 

Investigations . . 
Emergency appropriations I . 

Construction . . 
Emergency appropriations I . .. 

Emergency appropriations 2 . 

Mississippi River and tributaries 
Emergency appropriations I .. 

Operation and Maintenance . 
Emergency appropriations I . 

Regulatory program . 
Emergency appropriations I . 

FUSRAP , . 
Emergency appropriations I .. 

Flood control and coastaL emergencies .. 
Emergency appropriations 2 .. 

Expenses , ' " .. 
Office of Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works> . 

$168,100 
25,000 

2,141,677 
2,000,000 
2,835,000 

383,823 
375,000 

2,201,900 
2,075,000 

183,000 
25,000 

140,000 
100,000 

2,926,000 
179,365 

4,500 
184,000 

6,000 

134,000 

41,000 

248,000 

2,504,000 

190,000 

$100,000 

1.718,000 

$142,000 

2.\22,679 

184,000 
6,000 

251,375 

2,510,971 

190,000 

134,000 

Total, Corps of Engineers .. 
Appropriations . 

Emergency appropriations I 

15,763,365 
5.402,365 

10,361,000 

5,125,000 
(5,125,000) 

H 

5,541,025 
(5,541,025) 

H 
I Emergency appropriations P,L. 111-5 
2 Emergency appropriations P,L. 110-151, 

INVESTIGATIONS 

(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 

. 

$168,000,000 
100,000,000 
142,000,000 

- 26,100,000 
+42,000,000 

This appropriation funds studies to determine the need, the engi­
neering and economic feasibility of, and the environmental and so­
cial suitability of solutions to water and related land resource prob­
lems; preconstruction engineering and design; data collection; inter­
agency coordination; and research. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $142,000,000, 
$26,100,000 below the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, and 
$42,000,000 above the budget request. 

The budget request for this account and the approved Committee 
allowance are shown on the following table: 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS -INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

........ REQUEST........ ... RECOMMENDED... 
. ~~~y_~y? .!'_~~ ?_~£l_'{~!.~ .!'_~g_ 

ALASKA 

MATANUSKA RIVER WATERSHED, AK 100 100 
YAKUTAT HARBOR, AK 450 450 

ARIZONA 

UTILE COLORADO RIVER, WINSLOW, AZ 500 
PIMA COUNTY (TRES RIOS DEL NORTE), AZ 275 275 
RIO SALADO OESTE, SALT RIVER, AZ 2,000 
VA SHLY'AY AKIMEL SALT RIVER RESTORATION, AZ 658 1,050 

ARKANSAS 

PINE MOUNTAIN DAM, AR 500 
RED RIVER NAVIGATION STUDY, SOUTHWEST ARKANSAS, AR & LA 25 
SOUTHWEST ARKANSAS, AR 190 
WHITE RIVER NAVIGATION TO NEWPORT, AR 500 

CALIFORNIA 

ARROYO SECO WATERSHED, CA 

BALLONA CREEK RESTORATION, CA 

BOLINAS LAGOON ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL SEDIMENT MASTER PLAN, CA 

CARPINTERIA SHORELINE STUDY, CA 

COYOTE AND BERRYESSA CREEKS, CA 102 
DESERT HOT SPRINGS, CA 100 
ESTUDILLO CANAL, CA 250 
GOLETA BEACH, CA 

HAMILTON CITY, CA 400 
HEACOCK AND CACTUS CHANNELS, CA 

LONG BEACH BREAKWATER STUDY, CA 

NARROWS DAM, CA 

LOS ANGELES RIVER DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS, CA 

LOS ANGELES RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA 

LOS ANGELES RIVER WATERCOURSE IMPROVEMENT, HEADWORKS, CA 

LOWER CACHE CREEK, YOLO COUNTY, WOODLAND AND VICINITY, CA 

PAJARO RIVER, CA 

RIVERSIDE COUNTY SPECIAL AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN, CA 

SAC-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, DELTA ISLANDS AND LEVEES, CA 

SAN CLEMENTE SHORELINE, CA 100 

SAN DIEGO COUNTY SPECIAL AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN, CA 

SAN FRANCISQUITO CREEK, CA 

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, LOWER SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, CA 

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, WEST STANISLAUS COUNTY, ORESTIMBA CREEK, CA 

SAN JUAN CREEK, SOUTH ORANGE COUNTY, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, BIG BEAR LAKE, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER, PRADO BASIN ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, ORANGE COUNTY, CA 

SANTA CLARA RIVER WATERSHED, CA 

SEVEN OAKS DAM WATER CONSERVATION STUDY, CA 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 
........REQUEST........ ...RECOMMENDED... 

SURVEYS PED SURVEYS PED._-----------------------...--------------------------------------------------_.._-----------------------_..._------------------------ .._------------------------------­

SOLANA-ENCINITAS SHORELINE, CA 

SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO SHORELINE, CA 

SUN VALLEY WATERSHED, CA 

SUTrER COUNTY, CA 

UPPER PENITENCIA CREEK, CA 

WESTMINSTER, EAST GARDEN GROVE, CA 

CONNECTICUT 

CONNECTICUT RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CT, MA, NH & VT 

DELAWARE 

RED CLAY CREEK, CHRISTINA RIVER WATERSHED, DE 

FLORIDA 

CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL 

FLAGLER COUNTY, FL 

INDIAN RIVER LAGOON NORTH, FL 

MIAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FL 

PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL 

SARASOTA, LIDO KEY BEACH, FL 

ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FL 

GEORGIA 

AUGUSTA, GA 

OCMULGEE RIVER BASIN WATERSHED MANAGEMENT, GA 

SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GA 

SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, GA & SC 

TYBEE ISLAND, GA 

GUAM 

HAG.A.TNA RIVER FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, GUAM 

HAWAII 

ALA WAI CANAL, OAHU, HI 

WAILUPE STREAM, OAHU, HI 

ILLINOIS 

DES PLAINES RIVER, IL (PHASE II) 

ILLINOIS RIVER BASIN RESTORATION, IL 

INTERBASIN CONTROL OF GREAT LAKES-MISSISSIPPI RIVER AQUATIC NUISANCE SPECIES, IL, IN, OH & WI 

PRAIRIE DUPONT LEVEE AND SANITARY DISTRICT AND FISH LAKE DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT, IL 

INDIANA 

INDIANA HARBOR, IN 

278 440 
2,800 

600 
339 1,100 
386 386 

900 

450 

300 

278 278 
100 

1,000 
1,000 

206 206 

200 200 

175 308 
175 

500 500 
400 400 
300 300 

1,000 

300 1,000 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

........REQUEST........ ...RECOMMENDED... 
. ~~L~Y_sY? ?_~~_~~'(~ ~_sg_f_s!? 

IOWA 

CEDAR RIVER TIME CHECK AREA, CEDAR RAPIDS, IA 887
 

HUMBOLDT,IA 152
 

KANSAS 

BRUSH CREEK BASIN; KS & MO 300 

TOPEKA, KS 100 100 

KENTUCKY 

GREEN RIVER WATERSHED, KY 200 

GREENUP LOCKS AND DAM, KY & OH 1,000 

METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, MILL CREEK BASIN, KY 225 

NORTHERN KENTUCKY RIVERFRONT COMMONS, KY 279 

OHIO RIVER SHORELINE, PADUCAH, KY 44 

LOUISIANA 

BAYOU SORREL LOCK, LA 1,239 1,239 

BOSSIER PARISH, LA 500 

CALCASIEU LOCK, LA 1,000 1,000 

CROSS LAKE, LA 100 

LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA 25,000 20,000 

LOUISIANA COASTAL PROTECTION AND RESTORATION, LA 3,000 3,000 

SOUTHWEST COASTAL LOUISIANA HURRICANE PROTECTION, LA 1,000 

MARYLAND 

ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MD & DC (COMPREHENSIVE PLAN) 321 

EASTERN SHORE, MID-CHESAPEAKE BAY ISLAND, MD 250 250 

MIDDLE POTOMAC COMPREHENSIVE pLAN, MD, VA, PA, WV & DC 753 

MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER, GREAT SENECA/MUDDY BRANCH, MD 301 

MASSACH USETTS 

BOSTON HARBOR (45-FOOT CHANNEL), MA 500 500 

PILGRIM LAKE, TRURO & PROVINCETOWN, MA 100 100 

MICHIGAN 

GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM STUDY, MI, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA & WI 400 400 

GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACriON PLANS & SEDIMENT REMEDIATION, MI, IL, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA & WI 4,000 

MINNESOTA 

MINNEHAHA CREEK WATERSHED, MN 500 

MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, MN & SD 350 350 

WILD RICE RIVER, MN (RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN) 271 500 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

........REQUEST........ ...RECOMMENDED... 

SURVEYS PED SURVEYS PED ._---------------------------------------------...--------_...-------_ .. ----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------­

MISSOURI 

KANSAS CITYS, MO & KS 

MISSOURI RIVER DEGRADATION, MO & KS 

MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, UNITS L-455 &R 460-471, MO & KS 

RIVER DES PERES, MO 

ST. LOUIS, MO (WATERSHED) 

MONTANA 

YELLOWSTONE RIVER CORRIDOR, MT 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

MERRIMACK RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, NH & MA 

NEW JERSEY 

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, NJ 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, HACKENSACK MEADOWLANDS, NJ 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, LOWER PASSAIC RIVER, NJ 

LOWER SADDLE RIVER, NJ 
PECKMAN RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ 

RAHWAY RIVER BASIN, NJ 

RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, HIGHLANDS, NJ 

SHREWSBURY RIVER BASIN AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ 
SOUTH RIVER, RARITAN RIVER BASIN, NJ 

STONY BROOK, MILLSTONE RIVER BASIN, NJ 

WRECK POND, MONMOUTH COUNTY, NJ 

NEW MEXICO 

ESPANOLA VALLEY, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUTARIES, NM 

RIO GRANDE BASIN, NM, CO AND TX (SECTION 729) 

NEW YORK 

BRONX RIVER BASIN, NY 

BUFFALO RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, NY 

FORGE RIVER WATERSHED, NY 

GREENWOOD LAKE, NY & NJ 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, GOWANUS CANAL, NY 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, NY & NJ 

JAMAICA BAY, MARINE PARK AND PLUMB BEACH, NY 

LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY 

MONTAUK POINT, NY 

NORTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND, ASHAROKEN, NY 

ONONDAGA LAKE, NY 

UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, NY 

224 700 

600 700 

350 

129 

400 

200 200 

200 200 

290 400 

200 250 

200 200 

500 

443 

300 

300 

511 511 

500 

250 

100 

300 

120 

325 

100 350 

260 
100 

300 

200 200 

200 200 

119 

200 

300 

250 

100 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS -INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

NORTH CAROLINA 

CURRITUCK SOUND, NC 

NEUSE RIVER BASIN, NC 

NORTH DAKOTA 

FARGO, ND - MOORHEAD, MN & UPSTREAM (RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN)
 

FARGO-MOORHEAD METRO STUDY, ND & MN (RRN BASIN AUTHORITY)
 

RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN, ND, MN, SD & MANITOBA, CANADA
 

OKLAHOMA 

ARKANSAS RIVER CORRIDOR, OK 

GRAND LAKE COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, OK 

SOUTHEAST OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCE STUDY, OK 

WASHITA RIVER BASIN, OK 

OREGON 

LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR & WA 

WALLA WALLA WATERSHED, OR & WA 

WILLAMETIE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OR 

WILLAMETIE RIVER FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, OR 

PENNSYLVANIA 

DELAWARE RIVER WATERFRONT, PA 

UPPER OHIO NAVIGATION SYSTEM STUDY, PA 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC 

EDISTO ISLAND, SC 

TENNESSEE 

MILL CREEK WATERSHED, DAVIDSON COUNTY, TN 

TEXAS 

ABILENE, TX (BRAZOS RIVER BASIN-ELM CREEK) 

BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, BROWNSVILLE CHANNEL, TX 

BUFFALO BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES, MAIN STEM, TX 

BUFFALO BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES, WHITE OAK BAYOU, TX 

CYPRESS VALLEY WATERSHED, TX 

FREEPORT HARBOR, TX 

GIWW, HIGH ISLAND TO BRAZOS RIVER REALIGNMENTS, TX 

GUADALUPE AND SAN ANTONIO RIVER BASINS, TX 

LOWER COLORADO RIVER BASIN, TX 

MIDDLE BRAZOS RIVER, TX 

NUECES RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, TX 

........ REQUEST........ 

SURVEYS PED 

150
 
200
 

150
 

300
 
203
 

240
 

167
 

50
 

526
 

675
 
200
 
423
 
425
 

250
 

HOUSE 

... RECOMMENDED... 

SURVEYS PED 

150
 
200
 

200
 
1,400
 

150
 

100
 
190
 
300
 
250
 

300
 
203
 
615
 

154
 
1,250
 

100
 
167
 

50
 

220
 
600
 
100
 
100
 

675
 
200
 
423
 
700
 
300
 
600
 

100 

240 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

........REQUEST........ ...RECOMMENDED... 

SURVEYS PED SURVEYS PED .-------------------------------- .. ------------------------------------------_..._-----------------------------------_....._------------------ ..._--- .. _------------ ..----..­

RIO GRANDE BASIN, TX 

SABINE PASS TO GALVESTON BAY, TX 

UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX 

VIRGINIA 

CHOWAN RIVER, VA & NC 

FOUR MILE RUN, VA 

GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW, VA 

JOHN H. KERR DAM & RESERVOIR, VA & NC (SEC 216) 

LYNNHAVEN RIVER BASIN, VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 

MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER - CAMERON RUN/HOLMES RUN, VA 

VICINITY AND WILLOUGHBY SPIT, NORFOLK, VA 

WASHINGTON 

CENTRALIA, CHEHALIS RIVER, LEWIS COUNTY, WA 

CHEHALIS RIVER BASIN, WA 

ELLIon BAY SEAWALL, WA 

GRAYS HARBOR, WA 

PUGH SOUND NEARSHORE MARINE HABITAT RESTORATION, WA 

PUYALLUP RIVER, WA 

SKAGIT RIVER, WA 

SKOKOMISH RIVER BASIN, WA 

WEST VIRGINIA 

HARRIS RIVERFRONT, HUNTINGTON, WV 

WISCONSIN 

ST. CROIX RIVER BASIN, MN & WI 

ST. CROIX RIVER RELOCATION OF ENDANGERED MUSSELS, MN & WI 

SUBTOTAL PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES 

NATIONAL PROGRAMS 

COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA 

AUTOMATED INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT TRI-CADD 

COASTAL FIELD DATA COLLECTION 

COASTAL DATA INFORMATION PROGRAM & SOUTHERN CA BEACH PROCESSES STUDY, CA 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA STUDIES 

FLOOD DAMAGE DATA PROGRAM 

FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES 

MON-MAQ DAM REMOVAL STUDY & LOCAL FLOODPLAIN MASTER PLANNING, MONTICELLO, fA 

WICHITA AREA DRAINAGE MASTER PLAN, KS 

BUCKS COUNTY, PA 

HYDROLOGIC STUDIES
 

INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES
 

PRECIPITATION STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE)
 

REMOTE SENSING/GEOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT
 

304
 

200
 

300
 

112
 

400
 

250
 

44,468 

350
 

1,400
 

(25)
 
75
 

220
 

8,000
 

250
 

200
 

225
 

150
 

304
 

200
 

500
 

100
 

150
 

300
 

300
 

112
 

600
 

243
 

500
 

800
 

400
 

400
 

600
 

300
 

700
 

100
 

154
 

350
 

6,115 90,542 11,434 

350
 

1,900
 

(525)
 
75
 

220
 
6,007
 

(250) 

(550) 

(250)
 

250
 

200
 

225
 

150
 

500 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS -INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

........REQUEST........ ...RECOMMENDED... 

SURVEYS PED SURVEYS PED ._---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------­

SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS 50 50 

STREAM GAGING (U.S. GEOLOGICAL SURVEY) 600 600 

TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM 350 350 

COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES 

ACCESS TO WATER DATA 750 250 

COMMITIEE ON MARINE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 100 100 

OTHER COORDINATION PROGRAMS 

CALFED 100 100 

CHESAPEAKE BAY PROGRAM 75 75 

COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES 200 100 

GULF OF MEXICO 100 80 

INTERAGENCY AND INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT 700 500 

INTERAGENCY WATER RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 955 500 

INVENTORY OF DAMS 400 400 

LAKE TAHOE 100 80 

NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM 50 25 

NORTH AMERICAN WATERFOWL MANAGEMENT 50 25 

PACIFIC NW FOREST CASE 50 25 

SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS 1,550 1,550 

PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES 7,000 4,800 

SOUTH MAUl WATERSHED, HI (300) 

LAKE COUNTY WETLAND PRESERVATION, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION PLAN, IL (200) 

OKLAHOMA COMPREHENSIVE WATER PLAN, OK (250) 

CEDAR LAKE WATER QUALITY STUDY, WI (65) 

OTHER 

FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT (FEMA/MAP MOD COORDINATION) 2,000 2,000 

INDEPENDENT PEER REVIEW 1,000 1,000 

NATIONAL SHORELINE STUDY 375 375 

PLANNING SUPPORT PROGRAM 2,100 2,100 

TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 1,000 1,000 

NEW MEXICO 300 

WATER RESOURCE PRIORITIES STUDY 2,000 750 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

BASIC RESEARCH 1,689 1,351 

ECOSYSTEM MANAGEMENT AND RESTORATION 2,597 2,077 

FLOOD AND COASTAL SYSTEMS 2,714 2,171 

NAVIGATION SYSTEMS RESEARCH 3,439 2,751 

SYSTEM-WIDE WATER RESOURCES 6,083 4,866 

WATER RESOURCE INFRASTRUCTURE (FLD & CSTL SYS) 370 296 

SUBTOTAL NATIONAL PROGRAMS 49,417 0 40,024 0
 

TOTAL 93,885 6,115 130,566.· 11,434
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS 

(,AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

.__ •__ ._~~ .__ ._••_~ ._. • ._. 

ALASKA 

• • . "•••_. ._,._••_. ._. 

MATANUSKA RIVE.R WATERSHED, AK 
YAKUTAT HARBOR. All'; 

ARIZONA 

UTILE COLORADO RIVER, WINSLOW, AZ 

PIMA courm (IRES RI05 DEl NORTE). AZ 

RIO SALADO OESTE, SALT RIVER. AZ 
VA SHlY'AV AKfMEl SALT RIVER RESTORATION, AZ. 

ARKANSAS 

PINE MOUNTAIN DAM, AR 
RED RIVER NAVIGATION STUDY. SOUTHWEST ARKANSAS, AR & LA 

SOUTHWEST ARKANSAS, AR 

WHITE RIVER NAVIGATION TO NEWPORT, AR 

CALIFORNIA 

ARROYO SEeD WATERSHfO, CA 

8AllONA CREEK RESTORATION, CA 
BOLINAS LAGOON ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA 

CALIFORNIA COASTAL SEDIMENT MASTER PLAN, CA 
CARPINTERIA SHORELINE STUDY, CA 

cmOTE AND BERR'fESSA CREEKS, CA 

ESTUDILLO CANAL, CA 

GOLETA BEACH, CA 
HAMILTON CITY, CA 
HEACOCK AND CACTUS CHANNELS, CA 

LONG BEACH BREAKWATER STUDY, CA 

/ 

// 

/i/ 

// 

<' 

" 

// 

~::~:~~:~~DEMONSTRATION PROJErn, CA /1 
LOS ANGElES RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA ,,/" 
lOS ANGELES RIVER WATERCOURSE IMPROVEMENT, HEAOWORKS, CA 

LOWER CACHE CREEK, YOLO COUNTY, WOODLAND At:llfVIONITY, CA 
PAIARO RIVER, CA / 
RIVERSIDE COUNTY SPECIAL AREA MANAGEMEN.J'PLAN, CA 

SAC-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA. DELTA ISLANDS A~"LEVE ES. CA 

SAN CLEMENTE SHORElINE, CA .-.~ 

SAN DIEGO COUNTY SPECIAL AREA MA~AGEMENT PIAN, CA 

SAN FRANCISQUITO CREEK, CA /" 
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, LOWEWSAN JOAQUIN RIVfR, CA 

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, W>.ff STANISLAUS COUNTY, ORESTIMBA CREEK, CA 

SAN JUAN CREEK, SOUTH O~/;\NGE COUNTY, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER AND TIUBUTARIES ECOS'fSTEM RESTORATION, CA 
SAN7A ANA RIVER AN~:;r'RI8UTARIES, BIG !lEAR LAKE, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER, ~ADO BASIN ECOSYSTEM RESTORA nON, ORANGE COUNTY, CA 

SANTA ClARA Rl"{ffl. WATERSHED, CA 
SEVEN OAKS DAM WATER CONSERVATtON STUDY, CA 

SOLANA.E~'p~ITAS SHORELINE, CA 

~/./ 

/ 

I 
-' 

Q/ 
/ 

HOUSE
 
....,_.R£QUEST........ ... RECOMMENDED..• il'
 

__~Y..~Y..~!~ •.•_.••~_~'?_ •.~_l.!~_'!~!t ~_E..Er·· 

100 100 /'
 
450 450,(
 

,I"~ 

/ 

500 
275 275
 

2,000
 
1,OSO
 

SOD 
2S 

190 
500 

500 

SOO 
200 

900 900
 
500
 

9S0 102
 
2S0
 

500
 
400	 .00 

500 

100 
300 

100 
1,500 

550 
150 

l,DOO
 

221
 
468 468
 

100 
300 
300 

1.500 
460 
582 

I,OOD 

BOO 
4' 

SOD 
BOO 

278 440 
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I 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS" INVESTIGATJONS ".l 

(AMOUNTS IN niOUSANDSI 

339 
386 

CONNECTICUT 

CONNEcrlCUT RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, cr, MA, NH & VT 

DELAWARE 

REO CLAY CREEK. CHRiSTINA RIVER WATERSHED, DE 

FLORIDA 

CANAVERAL HARBOR, fl
 
fl,AGlER COUNTY, Fl
 
INDIAN RIVER LAGOQN NOR1H, FL ,/ 
MIAMI HAI\80R CHANNEl, Fl 

,>/ 510PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, J=l 
SARASOTA, UQO KEY BEACH, fl 
ST. LUOE COUNTY, FL ,//


GEORGIA 
(~¥ 

l' 
AUGUSTA, GA ./
 
OCMUlGEE RIVER BASIN WATERSHED MANAGEMENT, GA
 
SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GA /'
 
SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, GA & SJ"
 
TYBEE JSI,AND, GA _~l
 

~!JAM 

HAGAT~A RIVER J=LOOD DAMAGE REDUcrtON(;UAM 
fr
 

.Il
 
/"j/ HAWAII 

ALA WAI CANAL, OAHU, HI l 
WAllUPE STREAM, OAHU, HI .1' 

II' ILLINOIS , 
O'S PLAINES RIVER, IllfliASE II) 

IllINOIS RIVER BAS'~ESTORATION, Il
 
INTERBASIN CON?Ol OF GREAT LAKES· MISSISSIPPI RIVER AQUATIC NUISANCE SPECJES, IL, IN, OH & WI
 
PRAIRIE OUP~7tEVEE AND SANITARY DISTRICf AND FISH LAKE DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT, IL
 

/ lNDlANA 

8007 l 
H

" "N 

// 

ISO 
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CORPS OF ENGIN~l:MS -INVESTIGATIONS 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

..•.REQUEST...... ...RECOMMENDED... 
.~ .•.__... ..._... ........••.•._.__....~_' __. "_'__"_.'_'_""_" __' "'._"' ' ...._~\}.~y!!~_. ..~.~R __ ~_~~~£.~~_. __.?.~lJ. 

IOWA 

CEDAR RIVER TIME CHECK AREA, CEDAR RAPIDS,IA 887
 

HUMIlOLDT,IA 152
 

KANSAS 

/
8RUSH CREEK BASIN, 1(5 &: MO 300 
TOPEKA, KS ]00 /.... ]00 

-Ie'" ..::,; 
KENTUCKY 

GREEN RIVER WATERSHED, I(Y 

GREENUP LOCKS AND DAM, I(Y & OH 1,000 

METROPOLITAN LOUISVIllE. MIll CREEl( BASIN, KY 225 
NORTHERN KE.NTUel('l' IUVERfRONT COMMONS, KY 279 
OHIO RIVER SHOREUNE, PADUCAH, ICY 44 

LOUISIANA 

BAYOU SORREL tOO<, LA 1,239 1,239 

BOSSIER PARISH, LA 500 
CAtCAS/EU LOCK, LA 1,000 1,000 
CROSS LAKE, lA 100 
LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA 25,000 20,000 

LOUISIANA COASTAL PROTECTION AND RESTORATION, LA 3,000 3,000 
SOUTHWEST COASTAlLQUISIANA HURRICANE PROTECTION, LA 1,000 

MARYlAND 

1/ 
ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MD & DC (COMPREHENSIVE,PLAN) 321 
EASTERN SHORE, MID-CHESAPEAKE BAY ISlAND. MD ..,. 2S0 2S0 
MIDDlE pOTOMAC COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, MD, VA, PA, WV &. DC 753 
MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER, GREAT SENECA/MUDDY BRAN.GH, MD 301 

./' 

~. 

80STON HARBOR (45·FOOT CHANNEL), MA ."i
F 

' 500 
PILGRIM lAkE, TRURO & PROVINCETOW,~rMA 100 100 

/
,/ MICHIGAN 

,f 
GREAT LAKES NAVIGATiON SYST€MSTUDY, M!, IL,IN, MN, NY, OH, PA& WI 400 

GREAT tAKES REMEDIAL A5t1C)N PLANS & SEDIMENT REMEDIATION, MI, Il, IN, MN, NY, OH, PA &. WI 4,000 

;y/ MINNESOTA 
.:t'.
 

/

MINNEHAHA CRj:EK WATERSHED, MN 500 
MINN'fSOTA arYER WATERSHED STUDY, MN &SO 3SO 350 
WILD RI~s'vtR. MN (RED RIVER OF TH'f NORTH BASIN} 271 SOD 

500 
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CORPS O~ fNGINH:.RS· INVESTIGATIONS 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

/1\. ,/.
~> 

I 
t 

; 

._.~.~¥ ¥¥_•• ._.__ • •••n_ n_._. . ._._ n_. .__ .__. 
HOU~E 

....... REOUEST.... . .•. RECOMMENDED... 

~Y.~YI!i .f_~!?_._?':!!!'{~.!~ ••• ~.;P"i-.::;/i 

MISSOURI 

KANSAS ClTYS. MO & KS 
MISSOURI RIVER DEGRADATION, MO & KS 

MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM. UNITS L·4SS & R 460-471. MO & KS 

RIVER DES P£RES, MO 
ST. LOUIS, MO (WATERSHED) 

'"600 

400 

MONTANA 

YELLOWSTONE RIVER CORRIDOR, MT 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

MERRIMACI( RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, NH & MA 

NEW IERSE)' 

..'. 
1 

DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, NJ 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, HACKENSACK MEADOWlANDS, NJ 

HUDSON.RARITAN ESTUARY, LOWER PASSAIC RIVER, Ni 

LOWER SADDLE RIVER, NJ 

PECKMAN RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ 
RAHWAV RIVER BASIN, NJ 

RARITAN BAV AND SANDV HOOK BAV, HIGHlANDS, NJ 

SHREWSBURY RIVER BASIN AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ 

SOUTH RIVER, RARITAN RIVER BASIN, NJ 

STONV BROOK, MILLSTONE RIVER BASIN, NJ 

WRECk POND, MONMOUTH COUNTY, NJ 

NE"fJj-EXICO 

ESPANOLA VALLEV, RIO GRANDE AND TRIBUT.A'R1ES, NM 
RIO GRANDE BASIN, NM, CO AND TX ISE~T(~N 729} 

./,/ NEW YORK 

/' 
BRONX RIVEJt BASIN, NY ,./ 
BUFFALO RIVER ENVtAO~~ENTAL DREDGING, NY 
FORGE RIVER WA1ERSIiED, NV 

GREENWOOD LAKE, J/Y & NJ 
HUDSON.RARITAN'ESTUARY, GOWANUS CANAl, NV 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARV, NV & NJ 
JAMAICA B~Y:· MARINE PARK AND PLUMB BEACH, NV 

LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NV 

MONV'Gl( POINT, NY 
ND.RTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND. ASHAAOKEN, NY 
ONONDAGA LAKE. NV 

//UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, NY 

/
,/ 

/
/" 

100 

200 
200 

290 
200 
200 

511 

200 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS ··INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

. ~_. •. ••__ ._.__•__ ••_._ ••.••__••__._. • •__• • • •• .. 
... REQUEST..... 

~I}_'!y_~~? ~_~~ 

HOUSE 
..RECOMMENDED... 
~_':!~.Y~ __ _f_~'?_ 

NOR1'H CAROliNA 

CURRITUCK SOUND, NC 
NEUSE RIVER BASIN, NC 

ISO 
200 

ISO 
200 

NORTH OAI(OTA 

FARGO, NO· MOORHEAD. MN & UPSTREAM (REO RIVER OF HiE NORTH BASIN' 

fARGO-MOORI1EAD METRO STUDY, NO & MN (RRN BASiN AUTHORITY) 
REO RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN, NO, MN, SO & MANITOBA, CANADA 150 

200 

1,400 
150 

OI(LAHOMA 

GRAND LAkE COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, OK 
SOlITHEAST OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCt STUDY, OK 
WASHITA RIVER BASIN, OK 

190 
300 
250 

OREGON 

LOWER COLUMBIA RNER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, DR & WA 

WALLA WALLA WATERSHED, OR & WA 

WILLAMETTE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING. OR 

WILLAMEnE RIVER FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, OR 

300 

203 

240 

300 

203 
615 

240 

PENNSVLVANIA 

DELAWARE RIVER WATERFRONT, PA 

UPPER OHIO NAVIGATiON SYSTEM STUDV. PA 
154 

1.2S0 

SOUTH CAROJINA 

CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC 

EDISTO ISLAND, SC //. 167 
100 
167 

TENNES5~F. 

,:< 

Mill CREEK WATERSHED, DAVtDSO~(,COUNTY, TN 
".,.1 

/" TEXAS 

" 
ABILENE, TX (BRAZOS RIV...E.R 8AStN8ELM CREEK) 

BRAZOS ISLAND HARB9J(, BROWNSVILLE CHANNEL, IX 

BUFFALO BAVOU AfiPTRI8UTARIES, MAIN STEM, TX 

8UFFALO BAYOU,AND TRI8UTARIES, WHITE OAK 8AYOU, TX 

CYPRESS VAllj'fWATERSHED, TX 

FREEPORT !1AR80R, TX 

GIWW, I:lIGH ISLAND TO BRA20S RIVER REALIGNMENTS, TX 

GUAC?f'lUPE AND SAN ANTONIO RIVER BASINS, 1)( 

LO~ER COlORADO RIVER BASIN. TX 

~fDDLE BRAZOS RIVER, IX 

. NUECES RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, 1)( 

RIO GRANDf BASIN, TX 

SO 

526 

675 
200 

'2' 
425 

250 

3D' 

SO 

220 
600 
100 
100 
100 
67S 

200 
.23 
700 
300 
600 
304 

,e­
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CORPS OF Er-lGINEERS -INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDSj 

200
 

UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX
 

SABINE PASS TO GALVESTON BAY, TX 

VIRGINIA 

100 

FOUR MilE RUN, VA 

CHQWAN RIVER, VA & NC 
150 

GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW, VA 300 

JOHN H, kERR DAM &RESERVOIR, VA & NC ISEC 2161 300 

lYNNHAVEN RIVER BASIN, VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 112 
MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER· CAMERON RUN/HOlMES RUN, VA 600 

243VICINITY AND WILLOUGHBY SPIT, NORFOLK, VA 

WASHINGTON 

500CENTRAUA, CHEHALIS RIVER, lEWIS COUNTY, WA 
500 

HUon 6AY SEAWAll. WA 

CHEHALIS RIVER BASIN, WA 
800 
400 

PUGH SOUND NEARSHORE MARINE HABITAT RESTORATION, WA 
GoRAYS HARBOR, WA 

400 400 

PUYALLUP RIVER, WA 250 600 

SKAGIT RIVER, WA 300 

Sf\OKQMISH RiVER eASIN, WA 700 

~f/· 
WEST VIRGINIA I 

lOOHARRIS RIVERFRONT, HUNTINGTON, WV .,1 
WISCON~JN 

.J 1501ST. CROIX RIVER BASIN, MN &WI :Y 

ST. C~OI)( RIVER RELOCATION OFENDANGEREq,MUSSElS, MN &WI 350 

44468 611S 90442 11334SUBTOTAL PROJECTS LISTED UNDER S1'~;ES 
,~if 

1·/'"NAT10NAL PIlOGRAMS 

COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BA~ctOATA
 
AUTOMATED INFORMATIO~'SYSTe.M SUPPORT TRI-CADD
 350 350 

COASTAL FIELD DATA CO~(ECTION 1,400 1.900 

COASTAL DATA lNFOlMATlON PROGRAM & SOUTHERN CA REACH PROCESSES STUDY, CA 125) 1525) 

ENVIRONMENTAL o.?,fA STUDIES 75 75 

HOOD OAMA~E DJt"TA PROGRAM no no 
J 8,000 6.007flOOD PLAI~~ANAGEMENT SERVICES 

MON.M~_~AM REMOVAL STUD" & LOCAL FLOODPLAIN MASTER PLANNING, MONTICELLO, IA (250) 

WICl-U,V' AREA ORAtNAGf. MASTER PLAN, I(S 1550) 

BUCKS"COUNTY, pA (150) 

250 250 

INJ,ERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES 200 200 
pf:fECIPITATrON STUDIES (NATIONAL WEATHER SERVICE) 125 

HYORotOGIC STUDIES 

'" 
/"'REMOTE SENSING/GEOGRAPHICAL INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT 150 150
 

I' SCIENTiFIC AND TECHNICAllNFORMAnON CENTERS SO 50
 

/ 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS -INVESTIGATIONS 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

'HOUSE 
....... REQUEST ..,. .."RECOMMENDED...
 " 

._~_._ ..._. __._._..•.._.• .~ ••~ .._•..•.•_.._~ __ ~¥O_._ •. ..._~_. __ ..._••......__~~ __._. ... _._•.__ ... ~':!w~y_~!~ .!~~.~~~.~!l_.':~_'!.~._._~_e.9. 

STREAM GAGING (U.s, GEOLOGICAL SURVEY) 600 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM l50 

COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES
 
ACCESS TO INATER OAT Il\
 l50 
COMMlnEf ON MARfNE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 100 
OTHER COORDINATION PROGRAMS 

CALFED 100 100 
CHESAPEAI(E BAY PROGAAM 757' 
COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES 200 100 
GULF OF MEXICO 100 80 
INTERAGENCY AND INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT 700 . 500 
INTERAGENCY WATER RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 955 500 
INVENTORY OF DAMS 400 '00 
LAKE TAHOE 100 80 
NATIONAL ESTUARY PROGRAM 25'0 
NOHTH AMERICAN WATERFOWL MANAGEMENT SO 25 
PACIFIC NW FOREST CASE SO 25 
SPt:CIALII\lVE5TIGAT10NS 1,550 1,550 

PlANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES /v 7,000 5,000 

SOUTH MAUl WATERSHED, HI -:' (300) 
LAKE COUNTY WETLAND PRE5ERVATION, PROTEdlON AND RESTORATION PLAN, IL (2001 
OKlAHOMA COMPREHEN51VE WATER PLAN, DR 12501 
CEDAR LAKE WAH' QUALITY STUDY, WI ./' (65) 

OTHER j'/ 
FLOOO RISk MANAGEMENT (FEMA/MAP'MOD COORDINATION) 2.000 2,000 

INDEPENDENT PEER REVIEW /' J,OOO 1.000 
NAnONAL SHORELINE 5TUDY 1/ 375 375 
PLANNING SUPPORT PROGRAM)' 2,100 2,100 

TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROG.RAM 1,000 1,000 

NEW MEXICO / 300 
WATER RESOURCE p~~@iUnES STUDY 2,000 7SO 

RESEARCH AND DEVEyWMENT 

8ASIC 'E5EA'C~/ 1,689 1,351 

ECOSYSTEM ~NAGEMENT AND RESTORATION 2,S!}7 1,077 
flOOD ANf'eOASTAL SYSTEMS 2,71"1 2,171 
NAVIGAJfON SYSTEMS RESEARCH 3,43!} 2,751 

SYSTEt'i~WIDE WATER RESOURCES 6,08, 4,866 
wM"ER RESOURCE 11\lFRASTRUCTURE (FLO & CSTl SYS) 370 296 
,./ 

' SUBTOTAL NATIONAL PROGRAMS 49411 40224 

TOTAL 9388S 6us 130&66 11334 

/ 
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CONSTRUCTION 

(lNCLUDIING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

$2,141,677,000 
1,718,000,000 
2,122,679,000 

-18,998,000 
+404,679,000 

This appropriation funds construction, major rehabilitation, and 
related activities for water resource projects whose principal pur­
pose is to provide for commercial navigation, flood and storm dam­
age reduction, or aquatic ecosystem restoration benefits to the na­
tion. Portions of this account are funded from the Harbor Mainte­
nance Trust and the Inland Waterways Trust funds. 

The Committee recommends an aP8rOPriation of $2,122,679,000, 
$18,998,000 below the fiscal year 20 9 enacted appropriation and 
$404,679,000 above the budget request. 

The Committee directs the Administration to report not later 
than March 31, 2010, on an updated detailed accounting of receipts 
into and obligations and expenditures from the Inland Waterways 
Trust Fund. The report shall include a list of priority projects eligi­
ble for additional funding, including the cost benefit ratio, life-safe­
ty information, total lifecycle cost remaining, and incremental in­
formation for each project. 

The budget request for this account and the approved Committee 
allowance are shown on the following table: 

1\
 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

ALABAMA 

PINHOOK CREEK, HUNTSVILLE, AL 

ALASKA 

ST. PAUL HARBOR, AK 

ARIZONA 

NOGALES WASH, AZ 

RIO DE FLAG, FLAGSTAFF, AZ 

TRES RIOS, AZ 

TUCSON DRAINAGE AREA, AZ 

ARKANSAS 

RED RIVER BELOW DENISON DAM, AR, LA & TX 

RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, AR, LA, OK, & TX 

WHITE RIVER MINIMUM FLOWS, AR & MO 

CALIFORNIA 

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (COMMON FEATURES), CA 

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MODIFICATIONS), CA 

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM RAISE & BRIDGE), CA 

CITY OF INGLEWOOD, CA 

CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, CA 

CONTRA COSTA CANAL, OAKLEY AND KNIGHTSEN, CA 

CORTE MADERA CREEK, CA 

FARMINGTON RECHARGE DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM, CA 

HAMILTON AIRFIELD WETLANDS RESTORATION, CA 

HARBOR/SOUTH BAY WATER RECYCLING PROJECT, LOS ANGELES, CA 

KAWEAH RIVER, CA 

LLAGAS CREEK, CA 

LOS ANGELES HARBOR MAIN CHANNEL DEEPENING, CA 

IVIID-VALLEY AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA 

MURRIETA CREEK, CA 

NAPA RIVER, CA 

NAPA RIVER, SALT MARSH RESTORATION, CA 

OAKLAND HARBOR (50 FOOT PROJECT), CA 

PETALUMA RIVER, CA 

PIER 36 REMOVAL, CA 

SACRAMENTO DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL, CA 

BUDGET
 

REQUEST
 

3,000 

6,700 

66,700 

600 

14,250 

640 

885 

5,000 

6,750 

1,000 

10,000 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

1,000 

3,000 

2,000 

4,000 

15,000 

5,000 

2,300 

2,200 

7,500 

6,700 

66,700 

600 

100 

1,100 

100 

500 

500 

14,250 

1,000 

640 

500 

885 
600 

2,000 

5,000 

100 

1,000 

1,500 

6,220 

10,000 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, CA 

SAN LORENZO RIVER, CA 

SAN RAMON VALLEY RECYCLED WATER, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA 

SOUTH SACRAMENTO COUNTY STREAMS, CA 

STOCKTON METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL REIMBURSEMENT, CA 

SUCCESS DAM AND RESERVOIR, CA (DAM SAFETY) 

WEST SACRAMENTO, CA 

YUBA RIVER BASIN, CA 

DELAWARE 

DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, ROOSEVELT INLET TO LEWES BEACH, DE /1 

DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION, DE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

WASHINGTON, DC & VICINITY 

FLORIDA 

BREVARD COUNTY, FL 

CEDAR HAMMOCK, WARES CREEK, FL 

FLORIDA KEYS WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS, FL 

HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, FL (SEEPAGE CONTROL) 

JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL 

MANATEE COUNTY, FL 

MANATEE HARBOR, FL 

MARTIN COUNTY, FL 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL (REIMBURSEMENT) 

PINELLAS COUNTY, FL 

PONCE DE LEON INLET, FL 

PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL 

SOUTH FLORIDA EVERGLADES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY, FL 

TAMPA HARBOR, FL 

GEORGIA 

ATLANTA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, GA 

RICHARD B. RUSSEL DAM & LAKE, GA & SC 

SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GA 

BUDGET
 

REQUEST
 

15,000 

52,193 

2,500 

10,000 

2,955 

6,790 

5,565 

130,000 

350 

6,000 

214,357 

1,615 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

15,000 

500 

350 

52,193 

4,750 

1,000 

10,000 

1,000 

350 

390 

100 

600 

5,565 

500 

130,000 

1,000 

200 

200 

350 

1,200 

14,000 

2,000 

1,500 

210,239 

700 

500 

2,000 

1,615 

2,000 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HAWAII 

lAO STREAM FLOOD CONTROL, MAUl, HI 

IDAHO 

LlTILE WOOD RIVER, GOODING, ID 

RURAL IDAHO, ID 

ILLINOIS 

ALTON TO GALE ORGANIZED LEVEE DISTRICT, IL & MO (DEF CORR) 

CHAIN OF ROCKS CANAL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL (DEF CORR) 

CHICAGO SANITARY AND SHIP CANAL, DISPERSAL BARRIER, IL 

CHICAGO SHORELINE, IL 

COOK COUNTY, IL 

DES PLAINES RIVER, IL 

EAST ST. LOUIS, IL 

MADISON AND ST. CLAIR COUNTIES, IL 

MCCOOK AND THORNTON RESERVOIRS, IL 

OLMSTED LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, IL & KY 

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER RESTORATION, IL, lA, MN, MO & WI 

WOOD RIVER LEVEE, IL 

INDIANA 

CALUMET REGION, IN 

INDIANA HARBOR, CONFINED DISPOSAL FACILITY, IN /1 

INDIANA SHORELINE, IN 

INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH), IN 

LAKE MICHIGAN WATERFRONT, IN 

L1TILE CALUMET RIVER, IN 

MT. ZION DAM, FULTON COUNTY, IN 

OHIO RIVER GREENWAY PUBLIC ACCESS, IN 

IOWA 

DES MOINES AND RACCOON RIVERS, IA 

DES MOINES RECREATIONAL RIVER AND GREENBELT, IA 

MISSOURI RIVER FISH MITIGATION, lA, KS, MO, MT, NE, ND & SD 

KANSAS 

TURKEY CREEK BASIN, KANSAS CITY, KS & MO 

BUDGET
 

REQUEST
 

300 

6,500 

5,000 

3,300 

2,000 

25,000 

109,790 

20,000 

1,170 

20,000 

70,000 

2,500 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

100 

5,000 

300 

6,500 

7,275 

1,000 

400 

3,300 

2,000 

1,650 

25,000 

109,790 

20,000 

1,170 

4,000 

13,500 

1,600 

9,400 

4,000 

20,000 

225 

2,000 

3,639 

4,300 

60,000 

2,500 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

KENTUCKY 

KENTUCKY LOCK AND DAM, TENNESSEE RIVER, KY
 

MARKLAND LOCKS AND DAM, KY (MAJOR REHAB)
 

SOUTHERN AND EASTERN KENTUCKY, KY
 

WOLF CREEK DAM, LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY (SEEPAGE CONTROL)
 

LOUISIANA 

J. BENNETI JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA
 

LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION)
 

MARYLAND 

ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MD & DC 

ASSATEAGUE ISLAND, MD /1 

CHESAPEAKE BAY ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND PROTECTION, MD, VA & PA 

CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD & VA 

POPLAR ISLAND, MD /1 

MASSACHUSETIS 

MUDDY RIVER, MA 

MICHIGAN 

GENESEE COUNTY, MI 

GREAT LAKES FISHERY AND ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, MI 

HAMILTON DAM, FLINT RIVER, FLINT, MI 

ST. CLAIR RIVER AND LAKE ST. CLAIR MANAGEMENT PLAN, MI 

MINNESOTA 

BRECKENRIDGE, MN 

NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA, MN 

MISSISSIPPI 

DESOTO COUNTY, MS 

MISSOURI 

BLUE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS CITY, MO 

BUDGET
 

REQUEST
 

1,000 

1,000 

123,000 

7,000 

1,200 

4,000 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

1,000 

1,000 

1,500 

123,000 

7,000 

2,000 

467 

1,000 

350 

2,000 

8,550 

6,000 

500 

3,200 

500 

100 

2,000 

2,000 

2,000 

750 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, MO 

BOIS BRULE DRAINAGE AND LEVEE DISTRICT, MO 

CAPE GIRARDEAU (FLOODWALL), MO 

CHESTERFIELD, MO 

CLEARWATER LAKE, MO (SEEPAGE CONTROL) 

KANSAS CITYS, MO & KS 

MERAMEC RIVER BASIN, VALLEY PARK LEVEE, MO 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN THE OHIO AND MISSOURI RIVERS (REG WORKS), 1VI0 & IL 

ST. LOUIS FLOOD PROTECTION, MO 

ST. LOUIS, MO (COMBINED SEWER OVERFLOW) 

STE. GENEVIEVE, MO 

MONTANA 

RURAL MONTANA, MT 

NEBRASKA 

ANTELOPE CREEK, LINCOLN, NE 

SAND CREEK WATERSHED, SAUNDERS COUNTY, NE 

WESTERN SARPY COUNTY AND CLEAR CREEK, NE 

NEVADA 

RURALNEVADA,NV 

NEW JERSEY 

BARNEGAT INLET TO UTILE EGG HARBOR INLET, NJ 

BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET, ABSECON ISLAND, NJ 

CAPE MAY INLET TO LOWER TOWNSHIP, NJ /1 

GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH, NJ 

GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET TO TOWNSEND INLET, NJ 

JOSEPH G. MINISH PASSAIC RIVER WATERFRONT, NJ 

LOWER CAPE MAY MEADOWS, CAPE MAY POINT, NJ /1 

PASSAIC RIVER BASIN FLOOD MANAGEMENT, NJ 

RARITAN RIVER BASIN, GREEN BROOK SUB-BASIN, NJ 

SANDY HOOK TO BARNEGAT INLET, NJ 

TOWNSEND INLETTO CAPE MAY INLET, NJ 

NEW MEXICO 

ALAMOGORDO, NM 

MIDDLE RIO GRANDE FLOOD PROTECTION, BERNALILLO TO BELEN, NM 

RIO GRANDE FLOODWAY, SAN ACACIA TO BOSQUE DEL APACHE, NM 

BUDGET 

REQUEST 

5,600 

3,331 

40,000 

700 

580 

566 

5,697 

6,500 

7,000 

800 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

5,600 

3,773 

183 

3,331 

40,000 

100 

600 

580 

566 

1,500 

500 

5,000 

5,697 

500 

1,000 

3,000 

600 

2,000 

200 

6,500 

500 

2,000 

400 

5,000 

7,000 

2,000 

300 

2,000 

800 

800 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

SOUTHWEST VALLEY, FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, ALBUQUERQUE, NM 

NEW YORK 

ATLANTIC COAST OF LONG ISLAND, LONG BEACH ISLAND, NY 

ATLANTIC COAST OF NYC, ROCKAWAY INLET TO NORTON POINT, NY 

EAST ROCKAWAY INLETTO ROCKAWAY INLET AND JAMAICA BAY, NY 

FIRE ISLAND INLETTO MONTAUK POINT, NY 

JONES INLETTO EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, LONG BEACH PROJECT, NY 

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR, NY & NJ 

NEW YORK CITY WATERSHED, NY 

ONONDAGA LAKE, NY 

ORCHARD BEACH, BRONX, NY 

NORTH CAROLINA 

BRUNSWICK COUNTY BEACHES, NC 

CAROLINA BEACH AND VICINITY, NC 

WEST ONSLOW BEACH AND NEW RIVER INLET TOPSAIL BEACH, NC 

WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC 

NORTH DAKOTA 

GARRISON DAM AND POWER PLANT, ND (REPLACEMENT) 

OHIO 

DOVER DAM MUSKINGUM RIVER, OH 

HOLES CREEK, WEST CARROLLTON, OH 

OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH 

CITY OF HILLSBORO, HIGHLAND COUNTY, OH 

CITY OF MENTOR-ON-THE-LAKE, OH 

CITY OF PARMA, OH (BRADENTON BLVD) 

CITY OF PARMA, OH (PARKHAVEN DRIVE) 

FRESNO, COSHOCTON COUNTY, OH 

LAKE COUNTY, OH 

NILES, OH (LAWNVIEW SEWER OVERFLOW DETENTION BASIN) 

TOLEDO,OH 

VILLAGE OF BLANCHESTER, CLINTON COUNTY, OH 

VILLAGE OF DALTON, OH 

VILLAGE OF OAK HILL, JACKSON COUNTY, OH 

VILLAGE OF POLK, ASHLAND COUNTY, OH 

VILLAGE OF RISINGSUN, WOOD COUNTY, OH 

OHIO RIVERFRONT, CINCINNATI, OH 

BUDGET HOUSE
 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED
 

2,000 

700 700 

3,000 4,000 

500 

5,800 5,800 

500 

64,716 92,016 

1,000 

1,000 

1,000 

1,100 

1,500 1,500 

400 400 

1,800 1,800 

8,620 8,620 

18,500 18,500 

500 

7,800 

(400) 

(500) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

(500) 

(2000) 

(1200) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

4,900 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

OKLAHOMA 

CANTON LAKE, OK (DAM SAFETY) 

OREGON 

COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY FISHING ACCESS SITES, OR & WA 

ELK CREEK LAKE, OR 

LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR & WA 

WILLAMETIE RIVER TEMPERATURE CONTROL, OR 

PENNSYLVANIA 

BEAVER CREEK RESERVOIR, BEAVER AND SALEM TOWNSHIPS, PA 

EMSWORTH LOCKS & DAM, OHIO RIVER, PA (STATIC INSTABILITY CORRECTION) 

LACKAWANNA RIVER, SCRANTON, PA 

LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4 MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA 

PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA, PA (PERMANENT) 

SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT, PA 

SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, PA 

SANDYFORD RUN WETLAND CREATION, PA 

TACONY CREEK, PHILADELPHIA, PA 

THREE RIVERS WET WEATHER DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA 

WYOMING VALLEY, PA (LEVEE RAISING) 

PUERTO RICO 

PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS, PR 

RIO PUERTO NUEVO, PR 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SC 

TENNESSEE 

CENTER HILL DAM, TN (SEEPAGE CONTROL) 

CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TENNESSEE RIVER, TN 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY WATER SUPPLY, TN 

TEXAS 

BOSQUE RIVER WATERSHED, TX 

BRAYS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 

BUDGET 

REQUEST 

24,250 

500 

500 

1,650 

11,000 

25,000 

6,210 

1,000 

45,000 

5,000 

56,000 

1,000 

7,300 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED. 

24,250 

500 

500 

1,650 

11,000 

100 

25,000 

1,000 

6,210 

1,000 

12,000 

1,300 

(500) 

(800) 

2,000 

1,200 

42,000 

4,000 

7,000 

56,000 

1,000 

11,018 

400 

100 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

CENTRAL CITY, FORT WORTH, UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX 

CLEAR CREEK, TX 

DALLAS FLOODWAY EXTENSION, TRINITY RIVER PROJECT, TX 

EL PASO COUNTY, TX 

GRAHAM, TX (BRAZOS RIVER BASIN) 

HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHANNELS, TX 

HUNTING BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 

JOHNSON CREEK, UPPER TRINITY BASIN, ARLINGTON, TX 

RED RIVER BASIN CHLORIDE CONTROL, TX & OK 

ELM FORK, AREA VI ELEMENT 

SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, TX 

SIMS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 

TEXAS CITY CHANNEL, TX 

UTAH 

RURALUTAH,UT 

VIRGINIA 

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY BRIDGE REPLACEMENT AT DEEP CREEK, CHESAPEAKE, VA 

JAMES RIVER, DEEP WATER TURNING BASIN, VA 

JOHN H. KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA & NC (REPLACEMENT) 

NORFOLK HARBOR, CRANEY ISLAND, VA 

ROANOKE RIVER UPPER BASIN, HEADWATERS AREA, VA 

VIRGINIA BEACH, VA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 

WASHINGTON 

CHIEF JOSEPH DAM GAS ABATEMENT, WA 

COLUMBIA RIVER FISH MITIGATION, WA, OR & ID 

DUWAMISH AND GREEN RIVER BASIN, WA 

HOWARD HANSON DAM, WA 

LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE COMPENSATION, WA, OR & ID 

MT. ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA 

MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA (FISH PASSAGE) 

WEST VIRGINIA 

BLUESTONE LAKE, WV (DAM SAFETY ASSURANCE) 

CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA, WV 

GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, WV 

LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, WV, VA & KY 

BUDGET HOUSE 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 

7,200 

2,500 

2,000 

100 

1,000 

500 

100 

1,500 

1,800 

(800) 

1,500 

25,700 25,700 

8,000 8,000 

1,000 

1,500 100 

2,000 

16,915 16,915 

28,500 100 

1,075 1,075 

1,500 

1,000 1,000 

95,800 85,800 

2,600 2,600 

13,000 13,000 

1,500 1,500 

1,500 1,500 

400 400 

86,700 86,700 

1,500 

1,500 

11,500 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET 

REQUEST 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

KENTUCKY 

VIRGINIA 

LOWER MUD RIVER, MILTON, WV 

NORTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, WV 

SOUTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, WV 

WEST VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA FLOOD CONTROL, PA & WV 

(9,500) 

(2,000) 

1,000 

100 

1,000 

1,500 

WISCONSIN 

NORTHERN WISCONSIN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSISTANCE, WI 5,000 

SUBTOTAL PROJECTS 1,610,020 1,850,697 

NATIONAL PROGRAMS 

AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL 4,000 4,500 

LAKES GRANBURY AND WITNEY, TX WATER QUALITY PROGRAM (500) 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 

AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION (SECTION 206) 6,967 50,000 

CYPRESS CREEK, MONTGOMERY, AL (100) 

SALT RIVER RESTORATON, CA 

BLUE RIVER, CO 

GOOSE CREEK, CO 

NORTH FORK GUNNISON, CO 

TAMARISK ERADICATION, CO 

MILL RIVER, STAMFORD, CT 

BIG FISHWEIR CREEK, FL 

HOGAN'S CREEK, FL 

CHATIACHOOCHIE RIVER DAM REMOVAL, GA 

JACKSON CREEK, GWINETI COUNTY, GA 

L1TILE RIVER WATERSHED, HALL COUNTY, GA 

CHARITON RIVER/RATHBUN LAKE WATERSHED, IA 

IA RVR/CLEAR CREEK, JOHNSON COUNTY, IA 

STORM LAKE, IA 

VENTURA MARSH, CLEAR LAKE, IA 

BURNHAM PRAIRIE, IL 

EMIQUON FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, IL 

HOFFMAN DAM, IL 

LAKE LOU YAEGER RESTORATION, IL 

LOCKPORT PRAIRIE NATURE PRESERVE, WILL COUNTY, IL 

ORLAND PARK, IL 

PING TOM PARK, IL 

BEARGRASS CREEK WETLANDS, KY 

MALDEN RIVER ECOSYSTEM, MA 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET HOUSE 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 

DOG ISLAND SHOALS, MD 

NORTH BEACH, MD 

NORTHWEST BRANCH, ANACOSTIA RIVER, MD 

PAINT BRANCH FISH PASSAGE, MD 

URIEVILLE LAKE, MD 

HOMER LAKE, ST JOSEPH RIVER, MI 

PAINTERS CREEK, MN 

CONCORD STREAMS RESTORTION, CONCORD, NC 

WESTERN CARY STREAMS RESTORATION, CARY, NC 

WILSON BAY RESTORATION, JACKSONVILLE, NC 

DRAYTON DAM, ND 

OSGOOD POND, MILFORD, NH 

BLUE HOLE LAKE, SANTA ROSA, NM 

BOnOMLESS LAKES STATE PARK, NM 

JANES-WALLACE MEMORIAL DAM, SANTA ROSA, NM 

SOUNDVIEW PARK, CITY OF BRONX, NY 

SPRING CREEK, NY 

OLENTANGY 5TH AVENUE DAM, OH 

BEAVER CREEK, OR 

CAMP CREEK, ZUMWALT PRAIRIE PRESERVE, OR 

EUGENE DELTA PONDS, OR 

HIGHWAY 47, VERNONIA, OR 

KELLOGG CREEK, OR 

OAKS BOnOM, OR 

SPRINGFIELD MILLRACE, OR 

CANONSBURG LAKE, PA 

NORTH PARK, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA 

SHERADEN PARK & CHARTIERS CREEK, PA 

SWEET ARROW LAKE, PA 

TEN MILE RIVER, RI 

CENTERVILLE, TN 

MOSES LAKE, TX 

RIO GRANDE, LAREDO, TX 

SPRING LAKE, SAN MARCOS, TX 

WALNUT BRANCH, SEGUIN, TX 

WWTP, STEPHENVILLE, TX 

CARPENTER CREEK, WA 

BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATERIAL (SECTION 204, 207,993) /1 15,000 

BLACKHAWK BOnOMS, DES MOINES COUNTY, IA 

ATACHAFALAYA RIVER, SHELL ISLAND PASS, ST. MARY PARISH, LA 

BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, MILE 6.0 - 0,0, PLAQUEMINES PH, LA 

CALCASIEU RIVER, MILE 5.0 - 14.0, CAMERON PARISH, LA 

CAPE COD CANAL, SANDWICH, MA 

NEWBURYPORT HARBOR, MA 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

MANTEO, OLD HOUSE CHANNEL, NC 

NJIWW BENEFICIAL USE, NJ 

BUFFALO RIVER REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT, NY 

MAUMEE BAY HABITAT RESTORATION, OH 

WYNN ROAD, OREGON, OH 

SOUTH PADRE ISLAND, TX (REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT) 

EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE PROTECTION (SECTION 14) 

FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 205) 

WYNNE, AR 

LAS GALLIANAS CREEK, MARIN COUNTY, CA 

INDIAN CREEK, CEDAR RVR, CEDAR RAPIDS, IA 

MAD CREEK, MUSCATINE, IA 

CONCORDIA, KS 

EUREKA CREEK, MANHATIAN, KS 

L1TILE RIVER, HOPKINSVILLE, KY 

BLACK ROCKS CREEK, SALISBURY, MA 

NORTH RIVER, PEABODY, MA 

(ASS RIVER, SPAULDING TOWNSHIP, MI 

MINNESOTA RIVER, GRANITE FALLS, MN 

BLACKSNAKE CREEK, ST. JOSEPH, MO 

L1TILE RIVER DIVERSION, DUTCHTOWN, MO 

LIVINGSTON, MT 

SWANNANOA RIVER WATERSHED, NC 

PLATIE RIVER, FREMONT, NE 

PLATIE RIVER, SCHUYLER, NE 

BEPJ POPLAR BROOK, NJ 

HAMILTON TOWNSHIP, NJ 

JACKSON BROOK, MORRIS CITY, NJ 

PENNSVILLE, NJ 

HATCH, NM 

LIMESTONE CREEK, FAYETIEVILLE, NY 

BLANCHARD RIVER, FINDLAY, OH 

BLANCHARD RIVER, OTIAWA, OH 

CITY OF INDEPENDENCE, OH 

DUCK CREEK, OH (FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM) 

VALLEY VIEW, OH 

PHILADELPHIA SHIPYARD FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, PHILADELPHIA, PA 

RIO DESCALABRADA, SANTA ISABEL,PR 

RIO GUAMANI, GUAYANA, PR 

BEAVER CREEK & TRIBS, BRISTOL, TN 

CIENEGAS CREEK, DEL RIO, TX 

FARMERS BRANCH, TARRANT COUNTY, TX 

RIO GRANDE AND UNNAMED TRIBUTARY, EAGLE PASS, TX 

SUN VALLEY, EL PASO, TX 

BUDGET HOUSE
 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED
 

1,477 7,705 

12,049 55,000 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

LAGRANGE GUT, FREDERIKSTED, VI 

WEST VIRGINIA STATEWIDE FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM, WV 

MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES (SECTION 111) /1 

MOBILE PASS, AL 

EAST PASS CHANNEL, PANAMA CITY, FL 

BRUNSWICK HARBOR/JEKYLL ISLAND, GA 

CAMP ELLIS, SACO, ME 

MANISTEE HARBOR & RIVER CHANNEL, MI 

FAIRPORT HARBOR, OH 

VERMILLlON,OH 

WHITCOMB FLATS, WA 

NAVIGATION PROGRAM (SECTION 107) 

SAVOONGA HARBOR, ST LAWRENCE, AK 

APRA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, GUAM 

NAPOLEON AVENUE CONTAINER TERMINAL ACCESS, NEW ORLEANS, LA 

ST. JEROME CREEK, ST. MARY'S COUNTY, MD 

BASS HARBOR, TREMONT, ME 

BUCKS HARBOR, MACHIASPORT, ME 

MACKINAC ISLAND HARBOR BREAKWATER, MI 

HAMPTON HARBOR, NH 

FAIRLESS HILLS, PA (TURNING BASIN DEEPENING) 

PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT (SECTION 1135) 

TUJUNGA WASH ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA 

LOWER KINGMAN ISLAND, DC 

SARASOTA BAY RESTORATION, SARASOTA COUNTY, FL 

RATHBUN LAKE HABITAT RESTORATION PROJECT, IA 

BRAIDED REACH, 10 

SHORTY'S ISLAND, 10 

INDIAN RIDGE MARSH, CHICAGO, IL 

SPUNKY BOnOMS RESTORATION, BROWN COUNTY, IL 

GREEN RIVER DAM MOD, KY 

BLOOMINGTON STATE PARK, MO 

BLUE VALLEY WETLANDS, JACKSON COUNTY, MO 

DUCK CREEK, STODDARD COUNTY, MO 

PRISON FARM SHORELINE HABITAT, NO 

ASSUNPINK CREEK, NJ 

AQUATIC HABITAT RESTORATION AT PUEBLO OF SANTA ANA, NM 

LAS CRUCES DAM ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, DONA ANA COUNTY, NM 

SMOKES CREEK, ERIE COUNTY, NY 

TAPPAN LAKE, OH 

LOWER COLUMBIA SLOUGH, OR 

WALLA WALLA RIVER, OR 

BENNINGTON LAKE DIVERSION DAM, WA 

LAKE POYGAN, WI 

BUDGET HOUSE
 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED
 

9,043 

1,436 10,000 

(100) 

5,736 35,100 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

SHORE PROTECTION (SECTION 103)
 

BAY FARM ISLAND DIKE, CA
 

PISMO BEACH, CA
 

COASTAL AREAS, MARSHFIELD, MA
 

FORT SAN GERONIMO, PR
 

CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORELINE, HAMPTON, VA
 

LINCOLN PARK BEACH, SEATrLE, WA
 

SNAGGING AND CLEARING (SECTION 208) 

DAM SAFETY AND SEEPAGE/STABILITY CORRECTION PROGRAM 

DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FACILITIES PROGRAM /1 

CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & IN
 

CHARLESTON HARBOR DMDF, SC
 

JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL
 

SAVANNAH HARBOR DMDF, GA
 

EMPLOYEES COMPENSATION FUND
 

ESTUARY RESTORATION PROGRAM (P.L. 106-457)
 

INLAND WATERWAYS USER BOARD (BOARD EXPENSES)
 

INLAND WATERWAYS USER BOARD (COE EXPENSES)
 

SUBTOTAL NATIONAL PROGRAMS 

TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION 

/1-ITEMS REQUESTED BY THE ADMINISTRATION IN OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

BUDGET
 

REQUEST
 

680 

200 

49,100 

21,000 

5,000 

60 

275 

107,980 

1,718,000 

HOUSE 

RECOMMENDED 

5,000 

49,100 

5,199 

(1501) 

(1798) 

(1000) 

(900) 

21,000 

5,000 

60 

275 

271,982 

2,122,679 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANOS) 

BUDGET HOUSE 

--_.._--------_..-.-.....-_..__._-_._._.._._----_.--_.------_._..!!~~-~~._!.~~~~~~~~~. 

ALABAMA 

PINHOOK CREEl(, HUNTSVILLE, AL 

AlASKA 

ST. PAUL HARBOR, AK 3,000 

ARIZONA 

NOGALES WASH, />Z 2,000 

RiO DE FLAG, FLAGSTAFF, />Z 4,000 

IRES RIOS, />Z 15,000 

TUCSON DRAINAGE AREA, />Z 5,000 

ARKANSAS 

RED RIVER BElOW DENISON DAM, AR, LA & TJ( 2,300 

RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTEcnON, AR, LA, OK, & TJ( 2,200 

WHITE RIVER MINIMUM flOWS, AR & MO 7,500 

CALIFORNIA 

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (COMMON FEATURES), CA 6,700 6,700 

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MODIFICATIONS 66,700 66,700 

AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOlSOM DAM RAISE & 8RI I, CA GOO GOO 
CITY OF INGLEWOOD, CA 100 

CITY Of SANTA CLARITA, CA 1,100 

CONTRA COSTA CANAl, OAKLEY AND KNIGHTSEN, 100 

CORTE MADERA CREEl(, CA 500 
OESERT HOT SPRINGS, CA 100 

FARMINGTON RECHARGE DEMONSTRATIO PROGRAM, CA SOO 
HAMILTON AIRFiElD WETlANDS RESTO TION, CA 14,250 14,2S0 

HARBOR/SOUTH BAY WATER RECY G PROJECT, LOS ANGElES, CA 1,000 

KAWEAH RIVER, CA 640 640 
LLAGAS CREEl(, CA 500 

LOS ANGELES HARBOR M CHANNEL DEEPENING, CA 885 885 
MID·VALLEY AREA LE RECONSTRUcnON, CA 600 
MURRIETA CREEK, 2,000 

NAPA RIVER, 5,000 5,000 
NAPA RIVER LTMAR5H RESTORATION, CA 6,750 100 

OAKLAN ARBOR (SO FOOT PROJECT), CA 1,000 1,000 

PETA MA RIVER, CA 1,500 

P 36 REMOVAl, CA 6,220 

ACRAMENTO DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEl, CA 10,000 10,000 

SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, CA 15,000 15,000 
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--'")CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

l 
if(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET HOUSE II 
REQUEST RECOMMENDED 

:~-:~~~~~~:~E~, CII-------·----------------·-----------------··--------------_._-----:- .II 
SAN RAMON VAllEY RECYClED WATER, CA 3S0;/' 
SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA S2,193 52,19f' 

SOUTH SACRAMENTO COUNTY STREAMS, CA 2,500 jl~ 
STOCKTON METROPOLITAN FLOOD CONTROL REIMBURSEMENT, CA jl,OOO 

SUCCESS DAM AND RESERVOIR, CII (DAM SAFETY) 10,000 /10,000 

WEST SACRAMENTO, CA J' ­

DELAWARE 

350DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, ROOSEVELT INLET TO LEWES BEACH, DE /1 
390DELAWARE COAST PROTECTION, DE 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

100WASHINGTON, OC & VICINITY 

FLORIDA 

BREVARD COUNTY, FL 600 

CEDAR HAMMOCK, WARES CREEK, fL 5,565 5,565 

FLORIDA KEYs WATER QUAlITY IMPROVEMENTS, FL 500 

HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, FL (SEEPAGE CONTROL) 130,000 130,000 

JACKSONVillE HARBOR, FL 1,000 

/
/

MANATEE COUNTY, FL 200 

MANATEE HARBOR, FL 200 

MARTIN COUNTY, fL 350 350 

PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL (REIMBURSEMENT) 1,200,I
PINELLAS COUNTY, Fl 6,000 14,000 

PONCE DE LEON INLET, FL 2,000 

PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL 1,500/
SOUTH FLORIDA EVERGLADES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, F 214,357 210,239 

ST. JOHNS COUNTY, FL 700 

500TAMPA HARBOR, FL 

GE 

ATLANTA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, W. 2,000 

RICHARD B. RUSSEL DAM & LAKE, GA & 5C 1,615 1,615I 
2,000 

HAWAII 

250 

2,955 
/ 

6,790 

SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GA • 
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CORPS Of ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION ,} 

IAMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) /'"
if

BUDGET HOUSE / 
REQUEST RECOMMENDED' 

w .."'.. _ .. __ _ _ ..__ _ .. _ __---... _ __..__ __••__.-?1O. 

/r
IDAHO ;}<tf 

fY 
LmLE WOOD RIVER, GOODING, 10 ..l 100
 

RURAL IDAHO, 10 ~'*lt,.· 5,000
 

.i' 
ILLINOIS	 t'

l 
ALTON TO GALE ORGANIZED LEVEE DISTRICT, IL & MO (DEf CORR) ,,s00 300
 

CHAIN Of ROCKS CANAl, MISSISSIPPI RMR, IL (DEf CORR) /fi,soo 6,500
 

CHICAGO SANITARY AND SHIP CANAl, DISPERSAL BARRIER, IL 7,275
l S,DOO 
CHICAGO SHORElINE,lL ~f	 1,000

J'
COOK COUNTY, IL	 400If 
DES PLAINES RIVER,IL 3,300	 3,300il 
EAST ST. LOUIS, IL / 2,000 2,000
 

MADISON AND ST, CLAIR COUNTIES, IL J' 1,6S0
 

MCCOOK AND THORNTON RESERVOIRS, IL 2S,000 2S,000
I"OLMSTED LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER. IL & KY 109,790 109,790
 

UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER RESTORATION, Il, lA, MN, MO & WI 20,000 20,000
l
WOOD RIVER LEVEE, IL 1,170	 1,170 

INDIANA 

I ./
I

,­

CALUMET REGION,IN 4,000
 

INDIANA HARBOR, CONAN ED DISPOSAL fACIUTY, IN 11 . 13,500
 

INDIANA SHORELINE, IN " 1,600
 

INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH),IN j 9,400
 

LAKE MICHIGAN WATERfRONT, IN / 4,000
 

LImE CALUMET RIVER, IN 20,000 20,000
 

MT. ZION DAM, FULTON COUNTY, IN 225
 

2,000 

:~=,:~:~='" ~ 3,639
 

DES MOINES RECREATiONAL RIVER AND G~LELT' IA 4,300
 

MISSOURI RIVER fiSH MmGATION, lA, (MO, MT, NE, ND & SD 70,000 60,000
 

KANSAS 

2,500 2,SOO 

KENTUCKY 

KENTUCKY LOCK AND DJM, TENNESSEE RIVER, KY 1,000	 1,000 

MARKLAN~~~~ DAM, KY (MAJOR REHAB) 1,000	 1,000
 

l,SOO
~m",Mi' ".~.. 

/ 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANOS) 
f 

BUDGET HOUSE ,/' 
___________________________________________________________________.__~~~~~:._~~~~~!.~£.~i?_ 

tl'·"" 
WOLF CREEK OAM, LAKE CUMBERLANO, I(Y (SEEPAGE CONTROL) 123,000 123,000 / 

/'"
LOUISIANA / 

J. BENNETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA 7,000 /7,000 

LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 1,200 / 2,000 

MARYLAND 
f 
/ 

ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MD & DC 467;-!
ASSATEAGUE ISLAND, MO /1 1,000 

CHESAPEAKE BAY ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND PROTECTION, MO, VA & PA 350/'
CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD & VA 2,000IPOPLAR ISLAND, MD /l B,SSOl 

t 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MUDDY RIVER, MA 4,000 6,000 

MICHIGAN 

GENESEE COUNTY, MI 

GREAT LAKES. FISHERY AND ECOSYSTEM RESTORAnON, MI 

HAMILTON OAM, FLINT RIVER, FUNT, MI 

ST. CLAIR RIVER AND LAXE ST. CLAIR MANAGEMENT PLAN, MI 

SOO 
3,200 • 

SOD 
lOD 

MINNESOTA 

BRECKENRIDGE, MN 

NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA, MN 

2,000 

2,000 

MISSOURI 

BWE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS em, MO 

BLUE RIVER CHANNE~ KANSAS CITY, MO 

BOIS BRULE DRAINAGE AND lEVEE DISTRICT, MO 

CAPE GIRARDEAU (FlOODWAll), MO 

CHESTERFiElD, MO 

CLEARWATER LAKE, MO (SEEPAGE CONTROl) 

KANSAS CfTYS, MO & KS 

MERAMEC RIVER BASIN, VALLEY PARK lEVEE, MO 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BElWEEN THE OHIO AND MISSOURI RIVERS (REG WORKS), MO & Il 

ST. LOUIS FLOOD PROTECTION, MO 

ST. lOUIS, MO (COMBINED SewER OVERFLOW) 

STE. GENEVIEVE, MO 

S,6OO 

3,331 

40,000 

700 

sao 
S66 

750 

S,6OD 

3,773 

1B3 

3,331 

40,000 

100 

600 

S80 

S66 

l,SOO 

SOD 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN TllOUSANDS) 

BUDGET HOOSE 

...._ __._ _._.._._._ __._._.__.._ .. .._._ ~~S~!~..~~"!~~~~!? 

MONTANA 

RURAL MONTANA, MT 5,000 

NEBRASKA 

ANTElOPE CREEK, LINCOLN, NE 5,697 

SAND CREEK WATERSHED, SAUNDERS COUNTY, NE 500 

WESTERN SARPY COUNTY AND CLEAR CREEK. NE 1,000 

NEVADA 

RURAL NEVADA, NV 3,000 

NEW JERSEY 

BARNEGATINLETTO LITTLE EGG HARBOR INLET, NJ 600 

BRIGANnNE INLET TO GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET, ABSECON ISLAND, NJ 2,000 

CAPE MAY INLET TO LOWER TOWNSHIP, NJ /1 /' 200 

GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH, NJ / 6,SOC 6,500 

GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET TO TOWNSEND INLET, NJ SOO 

JOSEPH G. MINISH PASSAIC RIVER WATERFRONT, NJ 2,000 

LOWER CAPE MAY MEADOWS, CAPE MAY POINT, NJ /1 400 

PASSAIC RIVER BASIN FLOOD MANAGEMENT, NJ 5,000 

RARITAN RIVER BASIN, GREEN BROOK SUB-BASIN, NJ 7.000 7,000 

SANDY HOOK TO BARNEGAT INLET, NJ 2,000 
;,/TOWNSEND INLET TO CAPE MAY INLET, NJ 300 

§ 
:/' 

NEWMEXISO 

ALAMOGORDO, NM / 2,000 

MIDDLE RiO GRANDE FLOOD PROTECTION, 8ER~ALlLLO TO BELEN, NM BOO 
RiO GRANDE FLOODWAY, SAN ACACIA TO Bos6uE DEl APACHE, NM 800 SOD 
SOUTllWEST VALLEY, FLOOD DAMAGE REDUtnON, ALBUQUERQUE, NM 2,000 

I 
ti' 

Ii NEW YORK 
/ 

ATlANTIC COAST OF lONG ISLAND, FONG BEACH ISLAND, NY 7DD 700 

ATlANTIC COAST OF NYC, ROCKAWAY INLET TO NORTON POINT, NY 3,000 4,000 

EAST ROCKAWAY INLETTO ROC,r!AWAY INLET AND JAMAICA SAY, NY SOO 

FIRE ISLAND INLETTO MONT~r)K POINT. NY S,800 5,BOO 

JONES INLETTO EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, LONG BEACH PROJECT, NY 500 

NEW YORK AND NEW JE~EY HARBOR, NY & NJ 64.716 92,016 

NEW YORK CITY WATERSftED, NY 1,000 

ONONDAGA LAkE. NY/ 1.000 

ORCHARD BEACH, BijbNX, NY 1,000 

/' 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET 

_ - .._ - --..­ _ - _ _ -..----------­ -_ REQUEST _.._.._ -..­

NORTH CAROLINA 

8RUNSWIClC COUNT'!8EACHES, NC 

CAROLINA BEACH AND VICINITY, NC 1,500 

WEST ONSLOW BEACH AND NEW RIVER INLET TOPSAIL BEACH, NC 400 

WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC 1,800 

NORTH DAKOTA 

GARRISON DAM AND POWER PLANT, NO (REPLACEMENn '8,620 

OHIO 

DOVER DAM MUSKINGUM RIVER, OH IB,5oo 

HOLES CREEK. WEST CARROLLTON, OH 

OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH 

CIT\' OF HILLSBORO, HIGHLAND COUNT\', OH 

CITY OF MENTOR-QN·THE·LAKE, OH 

CITY OF PARMA, OH (BRADENTON BLVD) 

CITY OF PARMA, OH (PARKHAVEN DRIVE) 

FRESNO, COSHOCTON COUNTY, OH 

LAKE COUNT'!, OH 

NILES, OH (LAWNVIEW SEWER OVERFLOW DETENTlON BASIN) l 

~~~~~' ~FHBLANCHESTER, CLINTON COUNTY, ON ,// 

VILLAGE OF DALTON, OH 

VILLAGE OF OAK HILI. KNOX COUNTY, OH .J' 
VilLAGE OF POlK, ASHLAND COUNTY, OH 

VILLAGE OF RISINGSUN, WOOD COUNTY, OH 
OHIO RIVERFRONT, CINCINNATI, OH 

CANTON LAKE, OK (DAM SAFETY) 24,250 

0;.// OREGON 
fI

l 
COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY F1SHING/CCESS SITES, OR & WA 500 

ElK CREEK LAKE, OR .l 500 

LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOfSTEM RESTORAnON, OR &WA 1,650 

WILLAMEm RIVER TEMPE,~~TURE CONTROl. OR 11,000 
i 

;' PENNSYLVANIA1" 

f 
BEAVER CREEK RESERVOIR, BEAVER AND SALEM TOWNSHIPS, PA 

EMSWORTH L~~ & DAM, OHIO RIVER, PA (STATIC INSTABILITY CORREcnON) 25,000 

,/ 
/' 

,~.r
/

HOUSE 
RECOMMENDED,' _ _.. 

1,100 

1,500 

400 

1,800 

8,620 

18,500 

500 

7800 

1400) 
(500) 

(400) 
(400) 

(400) 

(500) 

(2000) 

(1200) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

(400) 

4,900 

24,250 

500 

500 

1,650 

11,000 

100 

25,000 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

{AMOUI'ffS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET HOUSE 

..._.._ _.__..­ .._._ __._-_.­ _ - ..-._.._._ __.~~~~~.!I!.~~~!~~. 

LACKAWANNA RIVER, SCRANTON, PA I,QO!l 

LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4 MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA 6,210 6,21'0 

PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA, PA {PERMANEND 1,000 1,000 

SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT, PA ,'12,000 
SOUTHEASURN PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, PA 1300 

SANDYFORD RUN WETlAND CREATION, PA (SOO) 

TACONY CREEK, PHILADELPHIA, PA (BOO) 

THREE RIVERS WET WEATHER DEMONSTRAnON PROGRAM, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA 2,000 

WYOMING VALLEY, PA (LEVEE RAISING) 1,200 

PUERTO RICO 

PORnUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS, PR 4S,OOO 42,000 

RIO PUERTO NUEVO, PR 5,000 4,000 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SC 7,000 

TENNESSEE 

CENTER HILL DAM, TN (SEEPAGE CONTROL) 56,000 56,000 
CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TENNESSEE RIVER, TN 1,000 1,000 

CUMBERLAND COUNTY WAlIR SUPPLY, TN 400 

TEXAS 

BOSQUE RIVER WAlIRSHEO, TX 100 

BRAYS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 7,300 H,OIS 

CENTRAL CITY, FORT WORTH, UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX 7,200 

CLEAR CREEK, TX 2,SOO 

DALLAS nOODWAY EmNSION, TRINITY RIVER PROJECT, TX 2,000 

EL PASO COUNTY, TX 100 
GRAHAM, TX (BRAZOS RIVER BASIN) 1,000 

HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATiON CHANNELS, TX 500 
HUNnNG BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 100 
JOHNSON CREEK, UPPER TRINnv BASIN, ARLINGTON, TX I,SOO 

RED RIVER BASIN CHLORIDE CONTROl, TX & OK 1,800 

ELM FORK, AREA VI ElEMENT (800) 

SAN ANTONIO CHANNEl IMPROVEMENT, TX 1,500 

SIMS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX 2S,700 25,700 

TEXAS cnv CHANNEl, TX 8,000 8,000 

UTAH 

RURAL UTAH, UT 1,000 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUOGET 
REQUEST-_ __._._-------- _------_.._ ----_.._ _---------_ _--_ .._-_ 

VIRGINIA 

ATlANTIC INTRACOASTAL WAT£RWAY BR/DGE REPLACEMENT AT DEEP CREEK, CHESAPEAKE, VA 1,500 

JAMES RMR, DEEP WAT£R TURNING BASIN, VA 

JOHN H. KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA & NC (REPLACEMENT) 16,91S 

NORFOLK HARBOR, CRANEY ISLAND. VA 2B,SOO 

ROANOKE RIVER UPPER BASIN, HEADWATERS AREA, VA 1,07S 

VIRGINIA BEACH. VA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) 

WASHINGTON 

CHIEF JOSEPH DAM GAS ABATEMENT, WA 1,000 

COLUMBIA RIVER FI~H MITIGATION, WA, OR & ID 9S,BOO 

DUWAMISH AND GREEN RIVER BASIN, WA 2,600 

HOWARD HANSON DAM, WA 13,000 

LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE COMPENSATION, WA, OR &10 1,SOO 

MT. ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA 1,SOO 

MUD MOUNTAIN DAM. WA (FISH PASSAGE) 400 

WEST VIRGINIA 

BLUESTONE LAKE, WV (DAM SAFETY ASSURANCE I B6,700 

CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA. WV 

GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, WV , 

LEV/SA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER. WV, VA'& KY 

KENTUCKY 

VIRGINIA 
LOWER MUD RIVER, MitTON, WV 

NORTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, WV 

WEST VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA flOOD CONTROl., PA & WV 

WISCONSIN 

NORTHERN WISCONSIN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSiSTANCE, WI 

SUBTOTAL PROJECTS 1610020 

/~AT/ONAL PROGRAMS 

i 
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL ,I 4,000 

LAKES GRANBERRY AND IVrrNEY, TX WATER QUALITY PROGRAM 

CONTINUING AUTHORmE~.PROGRAM 
AQUATIC ECOS'ISTEM,RESTORATION (SECTION 206) 6,967 

CYPRESS CREEK, MONTGOMERY, AL 

SALT RIVER REsTORATON, CA 

BLUE RIVER, {O 
I 

/ 
/ 

I 
/ 

I 
/ 

HOU~E 

RECOMMENDED _..__..--_ .._. 

, 100 

2,000 

16,91S 

100 

1,07S 

1,SOO 

1,000 

8S,BOO 

2,600 

13,000 

1,SOO 

1,SOO 

400 

86,700 

1,SOO 

1,SOO 

10S00 

(8S00) 

(2000) 

1,000 

100 
1,SOO 

S,OOO 

184S797 

4,SOO 

(SIlO) 

50,000 

(100) 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS ­ CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET HOUSE . 

'..­ --..­ _-_ -­ _--_ -..-_..__..__._­ _ ..----.. _.--_ _--_.. _­ REQUEST--_ _ RECOMr>lENDED _..:­ _ .. 

GOOSE CREEK, CO 

NORTH FORK GUNNISON, CO 

TAMARISK ERADICATION, CO 

MILL RIVER, STAMFORD, CT 

BIG FISHWEIR CREEK, Fl 

HOGAN'S CREEK, Fl 

CHATTACHOOCHIE RIVER DAM REMOVAL. GA 

JACKSON CREEK, GWINm COUNTY, GA 

LITTLE RIVER WATERSHED, HAU COUNTY, GA 

CHARITON RIVER/RATHBUN LAKE WATERSHED, IA 

IA RVR/CUAR CREEK, JOHNSON COUNTY, IA 

STORM LAKE, IA 

VENTURA MARSH, CLEAR LAKE, IA 

BURNHAM PRAIRIE. IL 

EMIQUON flOODPLAIN RESTORATION, IL 

HOFFMAN DAM, IL 

LAKE LOU YAEGER RESTORATION, IL 

LOCKPORT PRAIRIE NATURE PRESERVE, WILL COUNTY, IL 

ORLAND PARK, IL 

PING TOM PARK.IL 

BEARGRASS CREEK WETlANDS, KY 

MALDEN RIVER ECOSYSTEM, MA 

DOG ISLAND SHOALS, MD 

NORTH BEACH, MD 

NORTHWEST BRANCH, ANACOSTIA RIVER, MD 

PAINT BRANCH FISH PASSAGE, MD 

HOMER LAKE, ST JOSEPH RIVER, MI 

PAINTERS CREEK, MN 

CONCORD STREAMS RESTORTlON, CONCORD,NC 

WESTERN CARY STREAMS RESTORATION, Cl\RY, NC 
WILSON BAY RESTORATION, JACKSONVILLE; NC 

DRAYTON DAM, ND 

OSGOOD POND, MILFORD, NH 

BLUE HOLE LAKE, SANTA ROSA, NM; 

BOTTOMLESS LAKES STATE PARK, ~I" 
JANES-WALLACE MEMORIAL DAM, SANTA ROSA, NM 

SOUNDVIEW PARK, CiTY OF BRONX. NY 

SPRING CREEK, NY f 

OLENTANGY STH AVENUE ..DAM, OH 
BEAVER CREEK, OR 

CAMP CREEK, ZUMWA~T PRAIRIE PRESERVE. OR 

EUGENE DelTA PONgS, OR 

HIGHWAY ~7, VERNONIA, OR 

KELLOGG CREEK"pk 

OAKS BOTTOM,OR 

SPRINGFIElD,~ILLRACE, OR 

I'
t 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANOS) 

BUDGET " HOUSE 
• • 0 00 0 0 0 o ._._.!!~~!~__ !~9..~!:!~_~~~_ 

CANONSBURG LAKE, PA 

NORTH PARK, AUEGHENY COUNTY, PA 

SHERADEN PARK & CHARTIERS CREEK, PA 

SWEET ARROW LAKE, PA 

URIEVILLE LAKE, PA 

TEN MILE RIVER, RI 

CENTERVILLE, TN 

MOSES LAKE, TX 

RIO GRANDE, LAREDO, TX 

SPRING LAKE, SAN MARCOS, TX 
WALNUT BRANCH, SEGUIN, TX 

WWTP, STEPHENVILLE, TX 
CARPENTER CREEK, WA 

BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATERIAL (SECTION 204, 207, 9931/1 1S.ooo 

BLACKHAWK BOTTOMS, DES MOINES COUNTY, IA 

ATACHAFALAYA RIVER, SHElL ISLAND PASS, ST. MARY PARISH, LA 

BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, MILE 6:0- 0.0, PLAQUEMINES PH, LA 

CALCASIEU RIVER, MILE S.O • 14.0. CAMERON PARISH. LA 

CAPE COD CANAL, SANDWICH, MA 

NEWBURYPORT HARBOR, MA 

MANTEO, OLD HOUSE CHANNEL, NC 

NJIWW BENEFICIAL USE, NJ 

BUFFALO RIVER REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT, NY 

MAUMEE BAY HABITAT RESTORATION, OH 

WYNN ROAD, OREGON, OH 
SOUTH PADRE ISLAND, TX (REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT) 

EMERGENCY STREAM BANK AND SHORELINE PROTECTION (SECTION 14) 7,70S 

FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 20S) 55,000 

WYNNE,AR 

LAS GALLIANAS CREEK. MARIN COUNTY, CA 
INDIAN CREEK, CEDAR RVR, CEDAR RAPIDS, IA' 

MAD CREEK, MUSCATINE, IA 

CONCORDIA, KS 
EUREKA CREEK. MANHATTAN, KS 
lITTLE RIVER, HOPKINSVILLE, KY 

BLACK ROCKS CREEK, SALISBURY, til';' 
NORTH RIVER, PEABODY, MA " 
CASS RIVER, SPAULDING TOW~5HIP, MI 
MINNESOTA RIVER, GRANIlE'FALLS, MN 

BLACKSNAKE CREEK. ST. JOSEPH. MO 

LITTLE RIVER DIVERSION, OUTCIfTOWN, MO 

LIVINGSTON, MT 

SWANNANOA RIVER WATERSHED, NC 

PLATTE RIVER, FREMONT, NE . 

PLATTE RIVER, SCHUYLER, NE 

BEPl POPLAR BROOK, NJ 



------------------- . 

,/ 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUcnON 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET HOl/SE 
•••__••__•__••• ••••••_••••_. ••_._•••_ ••_.__• ••_ •••__• ••__~~~~.E.~_.REC9~~!!~~~. 

,/
HAMILTON TOWNSHIP, NJ 

JACKSON BROOK, MORRIS CITY, NJ 
)'

PENNSVILLE, NJ 

HATCH, NM 

UMESTONE CREEK, FAYETIEVIUE, NY 

BLANCHARD RIVER, FINDLAY, OH 

BLANCHARD RIVER, OTTAWA, OH 

CITY OF INDEPENDENCE, OH 

DUCK CREEK, OH (FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM) 

VALLEY VIEW, OH 

PHILAOELPHIA SHIPYARO FLOOO DAMAGE REDucnON, PHILADELPHIA, PA 

RIO DESCALABRADA, SANTA ISABEL,PR 

RIO GUAMANI. GUAYANA, PR 

BEAVER CREEK & TRIBS, BRISTOL, TN 

CIENEGAS CREEK, DEL RIO, TX 

FARMERS BRANCH, TARRANT COUNTY, TX 

RIO GRANDE AND UNNAMED TRIBUTARY, EAGLE PASS, TX 

SUN VALLEY, EL PASO, TX 

LAGRANGE GUT. FREOERIKSTED. VI 
WEST VIRGINIA STATEWIDE FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM, WV 

MmGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES (SECTION Ill) 11 9,043 

MOBilE PASS, AL 

EAST PASS CHANNEL, PANAMA CITY, FL 

BRUNSWICK HARBOR!JEKYLlISLAND, GA 

CAMP ELUS, SACO, ME 

MANISTEE HARBOR & RIVER CHANNEl. "11 

FAIRPORT HARBOR, OH 

VERMILLlON.OH 
WHITCOMB FLATS, WA 

NAVIGATION PROGRAM (SECTION 107) 1,436 10.000 
SAVOONGA HARBOR, ST LAWRENCE, AK / 

APRA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, GUAM /' 

NAPOLEON AVENUE CONTAINER TERMINAL ACCESS, NEW ORLEANS, LA (100) 

ST. JEROME CREEK, ST, MARY'S COUNTY, MD 
BASS HARBOR, TREMONT, ME .• 

BUCKS HARBOR, MACHIASPORT, ME 

MACKINAC ISLAND HARBOR BREAKWATER, MI 

HAMPTON HARBOR, NH " 
FAIRLESS HilLS, PA (TURNING BASIN DEEPENING) 

PROJECT MODIFICATIONS,I;OR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT (SEcnON 113S) 5,736 40,000 

TUJUNGA WASH ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA 

LOWER KINGMAN ISLAND, DC 

SARASOTA BAY R~STORATlON, SARASOTA COUNTY, FL 

RATHBUN LAKE HABITAT RESTORATION PROJECT, IA 

BRAIDED REACH, 10 

SHORTY'S ISLAND, 10 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· CONSTRUCTION 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

BUDGET" HOUSE 
REQUEST ftkOMMENDED 

......_ _ _._•••__ __..__ _ ..__ _ w _ ------- --..--:w..-- - ..-.-­
INDIAN RIDGE MARSH. CHICAGO. IL ~_.
 

SPUNKY BOTTOMS RESTORATION, BROWN COUN1Y.IL .. f-

GREEN RIVER DAM MOD. KY
 

BLOOMINGTON STATE PARK. MO
 

BLUE VALLEY WETLANDS. JACKSON COUN1Y, MO
 

DUCK CREEK, STODDARD COUNTY. MO
 

PRISON FARM SHORELINE HABITAT, ND
 

ASSUNPINK CREEK, NJ
 

AQUATIC HABITAT RESTORATION AT PUEBLO OF SANTA ANA, NM
 

LAS CRUCES DAM ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION. DONA ANA COUN1Y. NM
 

SMOKES CREEK. ERIE COUNTY. NY
 

TAPPAN LAKE. OH
 

LOWER COLUMBIA SLOUGH. OR
 

WALLA WALLA RIVER. OR
 

BENNINGTON LAKE DIVERSION DAM. WA
 

LAKE POYGAN, WI i
 
SHORE PROTECTION (SECTION 103) .:' 680 5.000 

BAY FARM ISLAND DIKE. CA ,;
iPPISMO BEACH. CA ,Y 

{j
COASTAL AREAS. MARSHFIELD. MA l 
fORT SAN GERONIMO, PR .:1$':'
 
CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORElINE, HAMPTON. VA ;/
 

LINCOLN PARK BEACH. SEAmE, WA l
 
SNAGGING AND CLEARING (SECTION 20B) 200it 

DAM SAFETY AND SEEPAGE(STABILITY CORRECTION PROGRA'M 49.100 49,100 

DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL FAC'LmES PROGRAM (1 /' 5.199 

CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & IN ,4ft (1501) 

CHARLESTON HARBOR DMDF, SC i (l79B) 
JACKSONVIUE HARBOR. Fl t (1000/ 

SAVANNAH HARBOR DMDF, GA / (900) 
EMPLOYEES COMPENSATION FUND fi 21.000 21.000 
ESTUARY RESTORATION PROGRAM (P,L.l ('n 5.000 5000 
INLAND WATERWAYS USER BOARD (BOAR NSES) 60 60 
INLAND WATERWAYS USER BOARD (COE NSES) 27S 275 

SUBTOTAL NATIONAL PROGRAr.,l 107.980 276.882 

l' 
TOTAl., CONSTRUCTION ;: 1.718,000 2.122.679 

J' 
(I-ITEMS REQUESTED BYTH~~~MINISTRATION IN OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

I 
/
I 

,;
 
/


I 
/
 

.I
/


,/ 
,/ 
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White River Navigation to Newport, Arkansas.-Within the funds 
provided, not less than half of the amount appropriated shall be 
used for determining feasibility of navigation from Newport to 
Batesville, Arkansas. 

Ozark-Jeta Taylor Powerhouse, Arkansas.-The Committee pro­
vides no funds for the completion of this project given its under­
standing that the funds necessary to meet the existing contractual 
obligations will be provided through Recovery Act fundin~ 

South Florida Ecosystem Restoratii51i, Florida.-The Committee 
provides $210,239,000 for this important restoration project. While 
the amount is a reduction from the request, it is $80,000,000 more 
than the next largest project in the Construction account. Since 
2000, Energy and Water Development appropriations have pro­
vided more than $1,300,000,000 to this project, roughly twice the 
amount appropriated for the Olmstead Lock and Dam project, the 
next largest project currently under construction. The Committee 
provides for all but one element of the project as requested by the 
Administration, despite the fact that the budget proposes.;,tv;o~ii+n~it::;ia~t;;e;- -r 
two construction projects totaling nearly $500,000,000. l\i. • 

9QIRHltitte8 o(;lQ.BtiR'~913 its»~tQ~ ~P'plWt.ieF tlhis. proje'e'~, it is g'! 8v:.-::­
,JJ;lg>88ueemed bhat UU~ Q.Q~left"!S ft'"!'\;e~eI' eIMlftg Oft~' '¥lrm~t'ore, --., 
the Corps may Rot oblisat9 9F QXfl8Jiil~ RBI) fUIlding Oii ne n eleMQiAts () 
ef tae p1'6jee1Ml'RtiJ a 89lRtJl'8aCl'tsi I'e plan is acvel11ped""fOl an ele··h -t..­
ments Qt.:..1Jol€ .E'}tu'glftee&"&s1JeF~IlR optJinjpg aJl"ixistii'lg al1'thflF .... 

· 

e'_ 
ized., ?Qtiv4tiC!! ana In ejceti!; t:blliF Ill3ti1R8A;1l8 cas" ami e8Hlplllti8R ct..­
scbedQle. Further, no funds are provided for the Modified Waters 
Delivery project. This project should remain funded within the In­
terior Department. 

Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal, Illinois.-The Committee is 
concerned about the threat that harmful invasive species, such as 
the Asian Carp, pose to the Great Lakes ecosystem. The Committee 
is aware that the Chicago Sanitary and Ship Canal Second Dis­
persal Barrier is not yet operating at maximum capacity and that 
the voltage could be increased to provide maximum effectiveness. 
The Corps is directed to initiate safety testing of the Second Bar­
rier at operational strength of up to 4 volts per inch, in coordina­
tion with the Coast Guard, within 180 days of enactment of this 
Act. 

Muddy River, Boston and Brookline, Massachusetts.-Funding is 
included to continue project design and construction, including eco­
system restoration features. 

Sault Ste. Marie (Replacement Lock), Michigan.-The Corps has 
identified billions of dollars in annual savings through commerce 
on the Great Lakes and through the St. Lawrence Seaway, com­
merce that would be devastated if a failure of the existing, aging 
infrastructure were to occur. The Omnibus Appropriations Act of 
2009 (P.L. 111-8), included $17 million to begin construction of a 
second Poe-sized lock at Sault St. Marie, Michigan. The Committee 
is deeply concerned that despite Congressional support for the 
project, despite the support of the states in the region, and despite 
the fact that the Army Corps of Engineers recognizes the Soo Locks 
as the "single point of failure" that can cripple Great Lakes ship­
ping, the Administration has failed to include funding for a second 
large lock, either under the authorities provided in the American 



Palm Beach County, Florida.-Within the funds provided for this project, $50,000 shall be 
for the Delray Beach segment and $1,150,000 for the Boca Raton segment. 



The Committee continues its historic support for this project; however, it believes that more 
comprehensive reporting is required in order to exercise accountability over a project of this scope and 
magnitude. Therefore, the Corps shall provide the House Appropriations Committee, within 30 days of 
enactment of this Act, a comprehensive plan for all elements of the Everglades Restoration outlining all 
existing authorized activities and projects, their estimated cost, funding requirements and completion 
schedule. Upon provision of this report, the Corps may obligate funding on new elements of the project. 
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Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA), or in its budget request 
funding for fiscal year 2010. 

Further, the Committee notes that the Corps included just $94 
million under ARRA for projects in the Great Lakes region, just 2% 
of the national total, despite the facts that the Soo Lock project is 
shovel ready, Michigan has the highest level of unemployment in 
the country and the entire region is struggling with the restruc­
turing of a core industry, the automobile industry. Further, the 
Committee notes that despite ignoring this vitally-important in­
vestment in the regional economy, the Corps is apparently moving 
ahead on a groundbreaking event for the project. 

The Committee shares the concerns in the region that there is 
a disturbing disconnect between the growing maritime infrastruc­
ture needs and the Administration's and the Corps' shrinking un­
derstanding of those needs and expects them to be ready to address 
this in the fiscal year 2011 budget. 

Rural Nevada, Environmental Infrastructure, Nevada.-The 
Committee has included $3,000,000 for this project. Within the 
funds provided, the Corps should give consideration to projects at 
North Lemmon Valley and City of Fernely. Other communities that 
meet the program criteria s ould be considered as fi . 

Continuing Authorities Pram . IS program continues 
to be a source of concern to the Committee. While the Corps con­
tinues to make process and program improvements, the program 
remains significantly oversubscribed. Mter three years of signifi­
cant funding and limits on new projects, the backlog has nonethe­
less increased, according to data supplied by the Corps of Engi­
neers. The table below, by CAP authority, provides a summary of 
the current backlog. For a program that receives approximately 
$120,000,000 per year, the scope of the backlog is staggering. 

Section Project fed cost Allneations Ihru FY08 Allocations planned 
FY09 

FYW-FYI5 obligation 
capability 

14 "."......... ., ....... "., ............. $82,483,767 $35,882,936 $8,421,654 $38,179,177 
103 ...."" ......... ...................... 64,644,200 20,589,876 3,979,324 40,075,000 
107 ................. .................. " .... 154,626,756 46,897,949 4,162,794 103,566,013 
III .......... ........................... 52,113,000 5,145,800 118,000 46,849,200 
204 ............ " ..................."", .......... ,.... 36,333,500 7,495,518 5,025,400 23,812,582 
205 .. ............. " ...... " 579,947,619 203,968,755 17,724,842 358,254,022 
206 ........... ,........ " ...... ", .. 515,795,612 146,618,577 25,982,843 343,194,192 
208 770,000 245,700 193,000 331,300 
1135 ......... ,............... " ......... 309,138,594 130,668,887 9,130,890 169,338,817 

Totals ." ............... , ........... 1,795,853,048 597,513,998 74,738,747 1,123,600,303 

In fiscal year 2010, the Committee recommendation does not 
specify funding for any CAP project, in recognition of the dynamic 
nature of the program. No projects, whether requested by the Ad­
ministration or Members of Congress, are listed for the Section 14 
program. This funding is intended for emergency streambank pro­
tection of public facilities and, as such, shall be distributed on the 
basis of urgency. For fiscal year 2011, it is the Committee's inten­
tion to discontinue listing projects for the Continuing Authorities 
Program, except for the purposes of initiating a new project. 

This in no measure relieves the Corps from judicious manage­
ment of this program. The Corps must manage this program to re­
alize economic and environmental benefits to the nation. Should 
the Corps return to past practices of inattention and benign ne­



Levisa and Tug Forks and Upper Cumberland River, West Virginia, Virginia & Kentucky.­
Of the funds appropriated for this project, not less than $3,000,000 shall be designated for the Town 
of Martin element. 
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glect, the Committee will quickly reconsider this position and begin 
once again specifying priorities for the program. Due to the quickly 
changing circumstances of the individual projects, this would not 
be the ideal solution-it is the Corps' responsibility to convince the 
Committee that proper management and decision-making is in 
place that will ensure taxpayer funds are spent wisely and with re­
sults. 

The preceding table includes a list of projects designated by Con­
gress for fiscal year 2010 funding. The Corps may allocate funds 
to other, active projects after the funding for named projects is ad­
dressed. Under no circumstances shall the Corps initiate new 
projects in Section 205, 206 or 1135. New projects may be initiated 
in the remaining sections after an assessment is made that such 
projects can be funded over time based on historical averages of the 
appropriation for that section and after approval by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations. The Corps shall prioritize 
the projects based on the following criteria: 

Priorities for Design and Implementation (D&I) Phase:, 
1. D&I work for continuing projects that have executed 

Project Cooperation Agreements (PCAs). 
2. D&I funding for projects approved by Corps Headquarters 

to execute a PCA. 
3. D&I work which does not require executed agreements 

(e.g. continuing or pre-PCA design) for ongoing projects. 
4. D&I funding for projects with approved Feasibility Re­

ports moving into D&I.
 
Priorities for Feasibility Phase:
 

1. Feasibility phase funding for projects with executed Feasi­
bility Cost Sharing Agreements (FCSAs). 

2. Feasibility phase funding for projects approved by Corps 
Headquarters to execute a FCSA. 

3. Feasibility phase work which does not require a FCSA for 
ongoing projects. 

4. Feasibility phase funding for initiations or restarts. 
Within the last-funded priority level within the D&I and Feasi­

bility phases, if the projects qualifying for funding exceed the avail­
able funding, funds shall be allocated based on project outputs and 
the non-Federal sponsor's ability to meet local obligations. 

Remaining funds, if any, may be allocated to additional projects 
in accordance with the aforementioned priorities, except that all 
funds for Section 14 projects shall be allocated to the most urgently 
needed projects. 

The Corps is directed to maintain a split of approximately 80­
20 percent between the Design and Implementation phase and the 
Feasibility phase within each authority. This split should be con­
sidered a guideline only, as there may be specific circumstances 
that require a slightly different weighting. 

Dam Safety and Seepage / Stability Correction Program.-The 
Committee supports the Administration's request for this program 
to provide for studies and modification of completed Corps dams, 
including Isabella Dam. The Committee encourages the Corps to 
continue its risk-based approach to evaluate and address these fa­
cilities. 
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MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 

. 

. 

. 

$383,823,000 
248,000,000 
251,375,000 

Comparison: 
Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

-132,448,000 
+3,375,000 

This appropriation funds planning, construction, and operation 
and maintenance activities associated with projects to reduce flood 
damage in the lower Mississippi River alluvial valley below Cape 
Girardeau, Missouri. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $251,375,000, 
$132,448,000 below the fiscal year 2009 enacted level and 
$3,375,000 above the budget request. 

The budget request for this account and the approved Committee 
allowance are shown on the following table: 
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MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES 
IAMOUNTSIN THOUSANDS) 

INVESTIGATIONS 

ALEXANDRIA TO THE GUlf, LA 
OONALDSONVILLE TO THE GULF, LA 
SPRING BAYOU, LA 
COLDWATER RIVER MSIN BELOW ARKABUTlA LAKE, MS 
MEMPHIS METROARfA, STORM WATER MANAGEMENT STUDY, TN 

CONSTRUCTION 

BAYOU METO BASIN, AR 
CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN 
ST. FRANCIS BASIN. AR & MO 
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN HOODWAY SYSTEM, LA 
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, LA 
MISSISSIPPI DelTA REGION, LA 
ST. JOHNS BAYOU & NEW MADRID FlOODWAY, MO 

OPERATIONS AND MAINTENANCE 

CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, I~ KY, LA, MS, MO & TN 
HELENA HARBOR, PHilliPS COUNTY, AR 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR 
LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER, NORTH SANK. AR 
LOWER ARKANSAS ROVER, SOUTH SANK, AR 
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA. MS, MO & TN 
ST. FRANCIS RiVER AND TRIBUTARIES, AR & MO 
TENSA5 BASIN, BOEUF AND TENSA5 RIVERS, AR &LA 
WHITE RIVER BACKWATER, AR 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IL 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ICY 
ATCHAfALAYA BASIN HOODWAY SYSTEM, LA 
ATCHAfALAYA BASIN, LA 
BATON ROUGE HAR8OR, DEVIL SWAMP. LA 
BAYOU COCODRIE ANO TRIBUTARIES, LA 
BONNET CARRE, LA 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS. LA 
LOWER RED RIVER, SOUTH 8ANK LEVEES. LA 
MISSISSIPPI DelTA REGION· CAERNARVON, LA 
OLD RIVER, LA 
TENSA5 BASIN, RED RIVER BACKWATER, I.A 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MO 
WAPPAPEllO I.AKE, MO 
GREENVILLE HARBOR, MS 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MS 
VICKS8URG HARBOR, MS 
YAZOO BASIN, AAKA8UTLA LAKE. MS 
YAZOO BASIN, BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MS 
YAZOO BASIN, ENID LAKE, MS 
YAZOO BASIN, GREENWOOD, MS 
YAZOO BASIN, GRENADA I.AKE. MS 
YAZOO BASIN, MAIN STEM, MS 
YAZOO BASIN, SARDISI.AKE, MS 
YAZOO BASIN, TRIBUTARIES, M5 
YAZOO BASIN, WILL M WHIITINGTON AUX CHAN, MS 
YAZOO BASIN. YAZOO BACKWATER AREA, MS 
YAZOO BASIN. YAZOO CITY, MS 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TN 
MEMPHIS HARBOR. MCKelLAR LAKE. TN 

SUBTOTAL PROJECTS 

REMAINING ITEMS 

COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA 
MAPPING 

SUBTOTAL REMAINING ITEMS 

TOTAL 

BUDGET HOUSE
 
REQUEST RECOMMENDED
 

1,000 1,000 
400 400 

3S0 
B4 B4 

100 100 

100 
47,721 47,721 
2B,B74 28,874 

2,200 
2,664 2,664 
S,834 5,834 
2,250 2,250 

200 

67,350 67,350 
211 211 
42S 42S 
2B 223 
ISO 150 

8.011 8,011 
6.243 6,243 
2,485 2,485 
1,217 1,217 

191 191 
100 100 

2,532 2.532 
12,374 12,374 

43 43 
54 54 

2,415 2,415 
1.716	 1.716 

100 100 
358 358 

9,739 9,739 
3,660 3.660 

150 ISO 
5,416 5,416 

24 549 
25 25 
42 42 

6,091 6,091 
154 154 

5,915 5,915 
807 807 

6,331 6,331 
1,733 1,733 
7,329 7,329 

778 77B 
332 332 
544 S44 
731 731 
45 4S 

1,417 1,417 

246,388 249,763 

500 500 
1112 1112 

1612 1612 

248.000 2SI,37S 
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

.. 
. 

$2,201,900,000 
2,504,000,000 

Recommended, 2010 . 2,510,971,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 +309,071,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 +6,971,000 

This appropriation funds operation, maintenance, and related ac­
tivities at the water resource projects that the Corps of Engineers 
operates and maintains. Work to be accomplished consists of dredg­
ing, repair, and operation of structures and other facilities as au­
thorized in various River and Harbor, Flood Control, and Water 
Resources Development Acts. Related activities include aquatic 
plant control, monitoring of completed projects, removal of sunken 
vessels, and the collection of domestic waterborne commerce statis­
tics. Portions of this account are financed through the Harbor 
Maintenance Trust Fund. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $2,510,971,000, 
$309,071,000 above the .fiscal year 2009 enacted level and 
$6,971,000 above the budget request. 

The Committee is concerned that the Los Angeles District of the 
Corps of Engineers has no standards or tools specifically for its 
emergency response operations or for day-to-day asset manage­
ment. While the Corps' current capability can produce and share 
pictorial representations of a hazard, it cannot readily produce ac­
tionable assessment and response information. The Committee di­
rects the Corps to evaluate the need for a system with a common 
operating picture of district assets and emergency incident informa­
tion that Corps district managers and staff can leverage, manage 
and share within the emergency management, business continuity, 
Federal, state and local defense and homeland security commu­
nities. The system should have the capability to visualize, analyze 
and share assessments of the consequences of a variety of hazards, 
and to provide effective day-to-day asset management and emer­
gency response. The Corps shall report to the Committee not later 
than August 1, 2009, on the need for such a system and, if nec­
essary, the resources needed to develop a prototype. 

The budget request for this account and the approved Committee 
allowance are shown on the following table: 



38 

CORPS Of ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

........................._ _ _ _.......•..._
 

ALABAMA 

ALABAMA· COOSA COMPREHENSIVE WATER STUDY, AL 

ALABAMA RIVER LAKES, AL 

BLACK WARRIOR AND TOM BIGBEE RIVERS, AL 

GULf INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, AL 

MOBILE HARBOR, AL 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, AL 

TENNESSEE·TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY WILDLIFE MITIGATION, AL 8< MS 

TENNESSEE·TOM BIGBEE WATERWAY, AL 8< MS 

WALTER f. GEORGE LOCK AND DAM, AL& GA 

WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIfiCATION, AL 

ALASKA 

ANCHORAGE HARBOR, AK 

CHENA RIVER LAKES, AK 

DILLINGHAM HARBOR, AK 

HOMER HARBOR, AK 

INSPECTION Of COMPLETED WORKS, AK 

NOME HARBOR, AK 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, AK 

ST. HERMAN'S HARBOR, KODIAK, AK 

ARIZONA 

ALAMO LAKE, A2 

INSPECTION Of COMPLETED WORKS, A2 

PAINTED ROCK DAM, A2 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, AZ 

WHITLOW RANCH DAM, A2 

ARKANSAS 

BEAVER LAKE, AR 

BLAKLEY MT DAM, LAKE OUACHITA, AR 

BLUE MOUNTAIN LAKE, AR 

BULL SHOALS LAKE, AR 

DARDANELLE LOCK & DAM, AR 

DEGRAY LAKE, AR 

DEQUEEN LAKE, AR 

DIERKS LAKE, AR 

GILLHAM LAKE, AR 

HOUSE 

~.~9.~E.~!...~.£9.~.~~~g.~g. 

2S3 2S3 

16,785 16,785 

24,180 24,180 

S,73S S,73S 

23,996 23,996 

100 100 

2,100 2,Soo 

22,978 22,978 

8,972 8,972 

76 76 

18,659 18,659 

2,816 2,816 

885 885 

400 400 

168 168 

820 820 

930 930 

500 

1,542 1,542 

199 199 

1,320 1,320 

31 31 

300 300 

8,864 8,864 

6,579 7,000 

1,914 1,914 

14,234 14,234 

9,7S4 9,7S4 

6,503 7,000 

1,7S2 1,752 

1,360 1,360 

1,366 1,366 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

.__..•..•.._.•...... .. .•.•_._•• •.•_.__••.••._ •••_•••._._•.•_._..•__

GREERS FERRY LAKE, AR 

HELENA HARBOR, AR 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR 

MCCLELLAN-KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR 

MILLWOOD LAKE, AR 

NARROWS DAM, LAKE GREESON, AR 

NIMROD LAKE, AR 

NORFORK LAKE, AR 

OSCEOLA HARBOR, AR 

OUACHITA AND BLACK RIVERS, AR & LA 

OZARK·JETA TAYLOR LOCK & DAM, AR 

WHITE RIVER, AR 

YELLOW BEND PORT, AR 

CALiFORNIA 

BLACK BUTTE LAKE, CA 

BUCHANAN DAM, HV EASTMAN LAKE, CA 

COYOTE VALLEY DAM, LAKE MENDOCINO, CA 

CRESCENT CITY HARBOR, CA 

DRY CREEK (WARM SPRINGS) LAKE & CHANNEL, CA 

FARMINGTON DAM, CA 

HIDDEN DAM, HENSLEY LAKE, CA 

HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CA 

ISABELLA LAKE, CA 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, CA 

MERCED COUNTY STREAMS, CA 

MOJAVE RIVE ROAM, CA 

MORRO BAV HARBOR, CA 

NEW HOGAN LAKE, CA 

NEW MELONES LAKE, DOWNSTREAM CHANNEL, CA 

NEW PORT BAY HARBOR, CA 

OAKLAND HARBOR, CA 

OCEANSIDE HARBOR, CA 

PINE FLAT LAKE, CA 

PINOLE SHOAL MANAGEMENT STUDY, CA 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, CA 

REDWOOD CITY HARBOR, CA 

RICHMOND HARBOR, CA 

SACRAMENTO RIVER (30 FOOT PROJECT), CA 

SACRAMENTO RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES (DEBRIS CONTROL), CA 

SACRAMENTO RIVER SHALLOW DRAFT CHANNEL, CA 

HOUSE 

._._._!l.~9.'!~~! ...~~E9_~_~~~!Q. 

7,759 

40 

673 

40,016 

S,122 

4,SOS 

2,289 

5,717 

397 

9,60S 

5,725 

40 

4 

2,234 

2,041 

3,829 

5,139 

481 

2,170 

3,010 

6,702 

1,802 

4,S97 

451 

288 

3,300 

2,515 

1,898 

1,780 

9,2SS 

1,500 

3,201 

2,442 

6,745 

9,589 

3,351 

1,712 

234 

7,7S9 

40 

673 

40,S16 

S,122 

4,SOS 

2,289 

S,717 

1,940 

9,605 

5,725 

40 

4 

2,234 

2,041 

3,829 

3,900 

5,139 

481 

2,170 

3,010 

6,702 

1,802 

4,597 

451 

288 

3,300 

2,515 

1,898 

1,780 

10,000 

1,500 

3,201 

200 

2,442 

6,745 

9,589 

3,351 

1,712 

234 

http:���_���._._�.�
http:�.�_.__��.��
http:�..�.._.�
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CORPS OF EI\IGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 

SAN FRANCISCO BAY, DELTA MODEL STRUCTURE, CA 

SAN FRANCISCO BAY, LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY, CA 

SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR AND BAY, CA (DRIFT REMOVAL) 

SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, CA 

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, PORT OF STOCKTON, CA 

SAN PABLO BAY AND MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CA 

SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA 

SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CA 

SUCCESS LAKE, CA 

SUISUN BAY CHANNEL, CA 

TERMINUS DAM, LAKE KAWEAH, CA 

VENTURA HARBOR, CA 

YUBA RIVER, CA 

COLORADO 

BEAR CREEK LAKE, CO 

CHATFIELD LAKE, CO 

CHERRY CREEK LAKE, CO 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CO 

JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, CO 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CO 

TRINIDAD LAKE, CO 

CONNECTICUT 

BLACK ROCK LAKE, CT 

COLEBROOK RIVER LAKE, CT 

GREENWICH HARBOR, CT 

HANCOCK BROOK LAKE, CT 

HOP BROOK LAKE, CT 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CT 

LONG ISLAND SOUND, DMMP, CT 

MANSFIELD HOLLOW LAKE, CT 

MYSTIC RIVER, CT 

NORTHFIELD BROOK LAKE, CT 

NORWALK HARBOR, CT 

PROJEG CONDITION SURVEYS, CT 

STAMFORD HURRICANE BARRIER, CT 

THOMASTON DAM, CT 

WEST THOMPSON LAKE, CT 

1,118 1,118 

3,500 

2,945 2,945 

3,237 3,237 

3,554 3,554 

2,650 2,650 

3,094 3,094 

1,690 1,690 

1,915 1,915 

1,989 1,989 

4,019 4,019 

2,037 2,037 

6,426 6,426 

146 146
 

395 395
 

1,442 1,442
 

1,999 1,999
 

773 773
 

2,554 2,554
 

612 612
 

960 960
 

1,436 1,436
 

615 615
 

178
 

442 442
 

917 917
 

392 392
 

2,000 4,000
 

861 861
 

250 250
 

610 610
 

2,000
 

1,050 1,050
 

434 434
 

1,136 1,136
 

569 569
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/ 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE l 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 
I 
/ 

,/
HOUSE f 

.....__ _ _.__ _ ....•__.•.....•.._..__.. ._.. ..•_._..~.~9.~!'~~_..~sSI?~~!!'!.I?_~I?/'" 
i' 

SAN FRANCISCO BAY, DELTA MODEL STRUCTURE, CA 1,118 1,J.;fs 
eSAN FRANCISCO BAV, LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY, CA i,5OO 

SAN FRANCiSCO HARBOR AND BAY, CA (DRIFT REMOVAL) 2,945 .l 2,94S 

SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, CA 3,237 {/ 3,237 

SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, PORT OF STOCKTON, CA 3,554 ~/ 3,554 

SAN PABLO BAY AND MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CA 2,650 ...,l" 2,650 

SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA 3,09jt{ 3,094 

SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA \190 1,690 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CA ,;1,915 1,91S 

SUCCESS LAKE, CA /. 1,989 1,989 

SUISUN BAY CHANNE~ CA /' 4,019 4,019 

TERMINUS DAM, LAKE KAWEAH, CA / 2,037 2,037 

VENTURA HAR80R, CA / 6,426 6,426 
YUBA RIVER, CA /'. 146 146 

COLORADO 

BEAR CRHK LAKE, CO 39S 39S 

CHATFIELD LAKE, CO 1,442 1,442 

CHERRV CREEKlAKE, CO 1,999 1,999 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CO 773 773 

/
/

JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, CO / 2,554 2,SS4 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CO 612 612 

TRINIDAD LAKE, CO 960 960 

CON/ECTI," 

* 
'" 

BLACK ROCK LAKE, CT 1,436 1,436 

COLEBROOK RIVER LAKE, CT // 615 61S 
GREENWICH HARBOR, CT 178 
HANCOCK BROOK LAKE, CT j 442 442 

917 917 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ORKS, CT 392 392 
LONG ISLAND SOUND, DO , CT 2,000 4,000 

MANSFIELD HOLLOW B61 861 

HOP BROOK LAKE, CT 

Ie, CT 

MYSTIC RIVER, CT 2S0 250 

NORTHFIELD BR LAKE, CT 610 610 
NORWALK HA OR, CT 2,000 
PROJECT CO DITtON SURVEYS, CT 1,050 1,050 
STAMFO HURRICANE BARRIER, CT 434 434 

THOM TON DAM, CT 1,136 1,136 
WE THOMPSON LAKE, CT 569 569' 

http:�__.�.....�
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

_____.. ._ _.__ __ _._ .._ _ _.._ __._._._._..~.~9.\!~1!.._~~£q~.~~~!?~l? 

DELAWARE 

DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, ROOSEVELT INLET TO LEWES BEACH, DE /1 3S0 

INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, DELAWARE RTO CHESAPEAKE BAY, OE & MD 28,390 28,390 

INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, REHOBOTH BAY TO DELAWARE BAY, DE 70 70 

MISPJlllON RIVER, DE 30 30 

MURDERKILL RIVER, DE 30 30 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, DE 105 105 

WILMINGTON HARBOR, DE 320 320 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, DC 140 140 

POTOMAC AND ANACOS1IA RIVER, DC (DRIFT REMOVAL) 805 80S 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, DC 30 30 

WASHINGTON HARBOR, DC 25 25 

FLORIDA 

CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL 4,600 4,600 

CEDAR ISLAND ~EATON BEACH CHANNEL, fL 300 

CENTRAL & SOUTHERN FLORIDA, FL 23,876 23,876 

ESCAMBIA AND CONECUH RIVERS, FL 56 56 

EVERGLADES AND SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, fL 575 

fERNANDINA HARBOR, FL 1,625 1,625 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, FL 1,200 1,200 

INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY CALODSAHATCHEE RTO ANCLOTE R, FL 780 780 
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI, FL SOO 4,500 

JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL /1 7,03S 6,035 

JIM WOODRUFf LOCK AND DAM, LAKE SEMINOLE, FL, AL & GA 9,732 9,732 

MIAMI RIVER, FL 777 

NAPLES TO BIG MARCO PASS, FL 1,500 

OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, FL 2,357 2,3S7 
PALM BEACH HARBOR, FL 3,225 3,225 

PANAMA CITY HARBOR, FL 2,055 2,055 

PENSACOLA HARBOR, FL 67 67 
PONCE DE LEON INLET, FL 600 600 
PORT ST. JOE HARBOR, FL SOO 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, FL 1,300 1,300 
REMOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, FL 4,445 4,445 
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, fl 30 30 
ST. LUCIE INLET, FL 350 3'0 
TAMPA HARBOR, fL 5,620 5,620 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

. . ._.. _. . .. ._. __.. 

WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, Fl 

GEORGIA 

ALLATOONA LAKE, GA 

APALACHICOLA, CHATIAHOOCHEE AND FLINT RIVERS, GA, AL & Fl 

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, GA 

BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GA 

8UFORD DAM AND LAKE SIDNEY LANIER, GA 

CARTERS DAM AND LAKE, GA 

HARTWElL LAKE, GA & sc 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, GA
 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, GA
 

J. STORM THURMOND LAKE, GA & SC 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, GA 

RICHARD B. RUSSEl DAM & LAKE, GA & SC 

SAVANNAH HARBOR, GA /1 
SAVANNAH RIVER BElOW AUGUSTA, GA 

WEST POINT DAM AND LAKE, GA AND AL 

HAWAII 

BARBERS POINT HARBOR, HI 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, HI 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, HI 

IDAHO 

ALBENI FALLS DAM, 10 

DWORKSHAK DAM AND RESERVOIR, 10 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ID 

LUCKY PEAK LAKE, 10 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, 10 

ILLINOIS 

CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & IN /1 

CARLYLE LAKE, IL 

CHICAGO HARBOR, IL 

CHICAGO RIVER, IL 

FARM CREEK RESERVOIRS, IL 

ILLINOIS WATERWAY, IL & IN (MVR PORTION) 

ILLINOIS WATERWAY, IL & IN (MVS PORTION) 

HOUSE 

~~9.\!~_~!._~~£9~_~~~~_~~_ 

380 380 

7/077 7,077 

2,437 2,437 

265 86S 

7,156 7,lS6 

B,924 8,924 

8,318 8,318 

11,999 11,999 

48 48 
108 108 

10,316 10,316 

1Sl 1Sl 

9,209 9,209 

1S,087 14,187 

274 274 

9,S91 9,S91 

201 201 

70S 70S 

S70 S70 

1,S4S 1,S4S 

2,87S 2,87S 

324 324 

2,S97 2,597 

484 484 

4,621 3,120 

5,171 S,l71 

3,889 3,889 

493 493 

352 352 

31,736 31,736 

1,748 1,748 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

..................._ _ _
 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJEm, IL
 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IL
 

KASKASKIA RIVER NAVIGATION, IL
 

LAKE MICHIGAN DIVERSION, IL
 

LAKE SHELBYVilLE, Il
 

MILL CREEK AND SOUTH SLOUGH, IL
 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER AND MINNEAPOUS (MVR PORTlON),IL
 

SUNSET MARINA 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (MVS PORTION), IL 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, IL 

REND LAKE, IL 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, Il 

WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL 

INDIANA 

BROOKVILLE LAKE, IN 

BURNS WATERWAY HARBOR, IN 

CAGLES MILL LAKE, IN 

CECIL M. HARDEN LAKE, IN 

INDIANA HARBOR, CONFINED DISPOSAL FACIliTY, IN /1 

INDIANA HARBOR, IN 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IN 

J. EDWARD ROUSH LAKE, IN 

MISSISSINEWA LAKE, IN 

MONROE LAKE, IN 

PATOKA LAKE, IN 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, IN 

SALAMON IE LAKE, IN 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, IN 

IOWA 

CORALVILLE LAKE, IA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IA 

MISSOURI RIVER· SOUIX CITY TO RULO, lA, NE, KS & MO 

RATHBUN LAKE,IA 

RED ROCK DAM AND LAKE, RED ROCK, IA 

SAYLORVILlE LAKE,IA 

KANSAS 

CliNTON LAKE, KS 

HOUSE 

~.~9.~~?.L.~£9M.~~~~..E.~. 

6S 6S
 

1,298 1,298
 

2,148 2,148
 

683 683
 

5,454 5,454
 

1,000
 

58,714 58,714
 

500
 

22,227 22,227
 

104 104
 

5,386 S,386
 

685 685
 

492 492
 

862 862
 

165 165
 

892 892
 

1,027 1,027 

13,500 

2,330 2,330
 

709 709
 

944 944
 

974 974
 

1,101 1,101
 

887 887
 

185 185
 

904 904
 

126 126
 

3,381 3,381
 
483 483
 

8,669 8,669
 

3,019 3,019
 

3.978 3,978 

4,685 4,685 

2,073 2,073 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

.•_. •.. .•. .. . .•.• •..__••• .••••.•._.__. ._. • 

COUNCIL GROVE LAKE, KS 

EL DORADO LAKE, KS 

ELK CITY LAKE, KS 

FALL RIVER LAKE, KS 

HILLSDALE LAKE, KS 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KS 

JOHN REDMOND OAM AND RESERVOIR, KS 

KANOPOLIS, KS 

MARION LAKE, KS 

MELVERN LAKE, KS 

MILFORD LAKE, KS 

PEARSON·SKUBITZ BIG HILL LAKE, KS 

PERRY LAKE, KS 

POMONA LAKE, KS 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, KS 

TORONTO LAKE, KS 

TUTILE CREEK LAKE, KS 

WILSON LAKE, KS 

KENTUCKY 

BARKLEY DAM AND LAKE, BARKLEY, KY & TN 

BARREN RIVER LAKE, KY 

BIG SANDY HAR80R, KY 

BUCKHORN LAKE, KY 

CARR CREEK LAKE, KY 

CAVE RUN LAKE, KY 

DEWEY LAKE, KY 

ELVIS STAHR (HICKMAN) HARBOR, KY 

FISHTRAP LAKE, KY 

GRAYSON LAKE, KY 

GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KY 

GREEN RIVER LAKE, KY 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KY 

KENTUCKY RIVER, KY 

LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY 

LAUREL RIVER LAKE, KY 

MARTINS FORK LAKE, KY 

MIDDLESBORO CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN, KY 

NOLIN LAKE, KY 

OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, KY, IL, IN & OH 

OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, KY, 1[, IN & OH 

PAINTSVILLE LAKE, KY 

!!.~9.\!~_~! 

1,739 

786 

718 

1,283 

860 

220 
3,68S 

2,288 

1,820 

,2,151 

2,OS7 

1,472 

2,015 

2,047 

100 

3,522 

2,062 

1,717 

10,393 

2,514 

1,710 

1,585 

1,737 

926 

1,775 

40 

2,171 

1,709 

1,880 

2,202 

66S 

10 

1,927 

814 

113 
2,477 

40,748 

S,836 

1,231 

HOUSE 
~~E9.':".~~~!?..E_!?. 

1,739 

1,586 

718 

1,283 

860 

220 

3,685 

2,288 

1,820 

2,151 

2,057 

1,472 

2,015 

2,047 

100 

3,S22 

2,062 

1,717 

10,393 

2,514 

1,710 

1,585 

1,737 

926 

1,775 

40 

2,171 

1,709 

1,880 

2,202 

665 

10 

1,000 

1,927 

814 

113 
2,477 

40,748 

5,836 

1,231 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION ANO MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANOS) 

HOUSE 

......•....._.....•........._......................•...._ ••.._•.._•..•..•..._...._•.....••_.....!.~9.':!!'.~!..!.~£9~~~~'p.E.l?
 

ROUGH RIVER LAKE, KY
 

TAYLORSVILLE LAKE, KY
 

WOLF CREEK DAM, LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY
 

YATESVILLE LAKE, KY
 

LOUISIANA 

ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF & BLACK, LA 

BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, LA 

BAYOU BOOCAU RESERVOIR, LA 

BAYOU LAFOURCHE ANO LAFOURCHE·JUMP WATERWAY, LA 

BAYOU PIERRE, LA 

BAYOU SEGNmE WATERWAY, LA 

BAYOU TECHE & VERMILION RIVER, LA 

BAYOU TECHE, LA 

CADOO LAKE, LA 

CALCASIEU RIVER AND PASS, LA 

FRESHWATER BAYOU, LA 

GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, LA 

HOUMA NAVIGATION CANAL, LA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, LA 

J. BENNEn JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA 

LAKE PROVIDENCE HARBOR, LA 

MADISON PARISH PORT, LA 

MERMENTAU RIVER, LA 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLm AT VENICE, LA 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BATON ROUGE TO THE GULF OF MEXICO, LA 

PRCUECT CONDITION SURVEYS, LA 

REMOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, LA 

WALLACE LAKE, LA 

WATERWAY FROM EMPIRE TO THE GULF, LA 

WATERWAY FROM INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY TO BAYOU DULAC, LA 

MAINE 

DISPOSAL AREA MONITORING, ME 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ME 

INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES, ME 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ME 

MARYLAND 

ASSATEAGUE ISLAND, MD /l 

2,742 2,742 

1,104 1,104 

7,B3S 7,B3S 

1,143 1,143 

11,640 11,640
 

165 165
 

954 954
 

1,211 1,211
 

24 24
 

49 49
 

IS IS
 

200 200
 

224 224
 

17,968 17,96B
 

2,235 2,235
 

24,777 24,777
 

2,569 2,S69
 

1,487 1,4B7
 

10,598 10,S9B
 

22 572
 

7 7
 

1,913 1,913
 

2,838 2,B38
 

54,994 54,994
 

65 6S
 
1,410 1,410
 

244 244
 

47 47
 

4B 4B
 

1,000 1,000
 

215 215
 

17 17
 

750 750
 

1,000 

http:�....._.....�........._......................�
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 
_____________________________________________________________________________________________________ ~_~9.'d~.~! .._~£Q.~.~~!l.Q_E..Q. 

BALTIMORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS (SO fOOT), MD 15,513 15,513 

BALTIMORE HARBOR, MD (DRIFT REMOVAL) 360 360 

CUMBERlAND, MD AND RIDGELEY, WV 177 177 

FISHING CREEK, CALVERT COUNTY, MD 160 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MD ISS ISS 

JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE, MD & WV 1,779 1,779 

POPlAR ISlAND, MD II 8,200 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MD 400 400 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MD 108 108 

WICOMICO RIVER, MD 1,676 1,676 

MASSACHUSETIS 

BARRE FALLS DAM, MA 7S3 7S3
 

BIRCH Hill DAM, MA 1,203 1,203
 

BOSTON HARBOR, MA 7,000 7,000
 

BUffUMVILlE lAKE, MA 836 836
 

CAPE COD CANAL, MA 13,263 13,263
 

CHARLES RIVER NATURAL VALLEY STORAGE AREA, MA 27S 27S
 

CONANT BROOK lAKE, MA 210 210
 

EAST BRIMfiELD lAKE, MA 9S0 9S0
 

HODGES VILlAGE DAM, MA S67 567
 

INSPECTION Of COMPLETED WORKS, MA 414 414
 

KNIGHTVILLE DAM, MA 1,421 1,421
 

L1TILEVILLE LAKE, MA 889 889
 

NEW BEDFORD AND FAIRHAVEN HARBOR, MA 500 500
 

NEW BEDFORD, FAIRHAVEN AND ACUSHNET HURRICANE BARRIER, MA 619 619
 

NEWBURYPORT HARBOR, MA (DREDGING) 1,260
 

PLYMOUTH HARBOR, PLYMOUTH, MA 200 200
 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MA 1,200 1,200
 

TUllY lAKE, MA 666 666
 

WEST Hill DAM, MA 572 572
 
WESTVILLE lAKE, MA 784 784
 

MICHIGAN 

ARCADIA HARBOR, MI 170 

CHANNELS IN lAKE ST. ClAIR, MI 1,636 1,636 

CHARLEVOIX HARBOR, MI 203 203 
DETROIT RIVER, MI S,4IS S,4IS 
GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, MI 820 820 
HOLlAND HARBOR, MI 2,ISl 2,ISI 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MI 158 ISB 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

.._ _.._ __ .__.__ _._._ _._ _ _ _ __.. __ _~.~9,l!~.~! __..R.~£Q.~~~~~I~. 

KEWEENAW WATERWAV, MI 37 37 

MENOMINEE HARBOR, MI & WI 233 

NEW BUFFALO HARBOR, MI 139 

ONTONAGON HARBOR, MI 1.122 1,122 

PENTWATER HARBOR, MI 18S 

PRESQUE ISLE HARBOR, MI 33S 33S 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MI 410 410 

SAGINAW RIVER, MI 3,624 3,624 

SEBEWAING RIVER, MI 1,200 1,200 

ST. CLAIR RIVER, MI 533 S33 

ST. JOSEPH HARBOR, MI 7SS 7SS 

ST. MARVS RIVER, MI 23,010 23,010 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARV WATERS. MI 2,612 2.612 

MINNESOTA 

BIGSTONE LAKE AND WHmTONE RIVER, MN &SO 276 276 

DULUTH·SUPERIOR HARBOR, MN &WI S.98S S,98S 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MN 633 633 

LAC QUI PARLE LAKES. MINNESOTA RIVER. MN 627 627 

MINNESOTA RIVER, MN 2S6 2S6 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS IMVP PORTION I, MN 44,130 44,130 
ORWELL LAKE, MN S33 S33 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MN 82 82 

RED LAKE RESERVOIR, MN ISO lS0 
RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MN 3,398 3,398 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARV WATERS, MN 3S9 359 

TWO HARBORS, MN 350 3S0 

MISSISSIPPI 

BILOXI HARBOR, MS 1,2S0 l,2S0 

CLAIRBORNE COUNTY PORT, MS 2 2 
EAST FORK, TOMBIGBEE RIVER, MS 187 187 
GULFPORT HARBOR, MS 3,470 3,470 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MS 183 183 
MOUTH OF YAZOO RIVER. MS 40 40 
OKATIBBfE LAKE, MS 1,703 1,703 
PASCAGOULA HARBOR, MS 7,50S 7,50S 
PEARL RIVER. MS &LA 193 193 
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MS 7S 7S 
ROSEDALE HARBOR, MS 15 596 
WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, MS 66 66 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

_____________________________________.. . . . . 

YAZOO RIVER, MS 

MISSOURI 

CARUTHERSVILLE HARBOR, MO 

CLARENCE CANNON DAM AND MARK TWAIN LAKE, MO 

CLEARWATER LAKE, MO 

HARRY S. TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, MO 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MO 

lITILE BLUE RIVER LAKES, MO 

LONG BRANCH LAKE, MO 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN THE OHIO AND MISSOURI RIVERS (REG WORKS), MO & IL 

NEW MADRID HARBOR, MILE 889, MO 

NEW MADRID HARBOR, MO 

POMME DE TERRE LAKE, MO 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MO 

SMITHVILLE LAKE, MO 

STOCKTON LAKE, MO 

TABLE ROCK LAKE, MO & AR 

UNION LAKE, MO 

MONTANA 

FT. PECK DAM AND LAKE, MT 

INSPEcnON OF COMPLETED WORKS, MT 

lI88Y DAM, MT 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MT 

NEBRASKA 

GAVINS POINT DAM, NE & SO 

HARLAN COUNTY LAKE, NE 

INSPEcnON OF COMPLETED WORKS, NE 

MISSOURI RIVER· KENSLERS BEND, NE TO SOIUX CITY, IA 

PAPILLION CREEK, NE 

SALT CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, NE 

NEVADA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NV 

MARTIS CREEK LAKE, NV & CA 

PINE AND MATHEWS CANYONS LAKES, NV 

HOUSE 
._._~_~9.~~1L_.~E.9~_~~~~I?_ 

35 35 

40 40 

6,813 6,813 

2,933 2,933 

9,393 9,393 

1,491 1,491 

84S 845 

949 949 

23,403 23,403 

40 40 

90 90 

2,231 2,231 

327 327 

l,8S0 1,850 

4,370 4,370 

7,SSO 7,SSO 

6 6 

6,361 6,361 

115 11S 

1,948 1,948 

14S 14S 

8,16S 8,16S 

2,312 2,312 

714 714 

129 129 

847 847 

1,079 1,079 

63 63 

1,192 1,192 

341 341 
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IAMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

____________.. _._. ..__ . ..__.._ __ ~.~9.~~.~!._~~E9!:".~~~9~9. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

BLACKWATER DAM, NH 610 610 

COCHECO RIVER, NH 1,200 

EDWARD MACDOWELL LAKE, NH S60 S60 

FRANKLIN FALLS DAM, NH 1,921 1,921 

HAMPTON HARBOR, HAMPTON, NH 130 

HOPKINTON-EVERETI LAKES, NH 1,148 1,148 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NH 126 126 

OTIER BROOK LAKE, NH SS3 SS3 

PORTSMOUTH HARBOR AND PISCATAQUA RIVER, NH SOO SOO 

PROJECT CONDmON SURVEYS, NH 275 275 

SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE, NH 760 760 

NEW JERSEY 

BARNEGAT INLET, NJ 22S 47S 

CAPE MAY INLET TO LOWER TOWNSHIP, Nl (1 200 

COLD SPRING INLET, NJ 250 2S0 

DELAWARE RIVER AT CAMDEN, NJ 15 1S 

DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA TO THE SEA, Nl, PA & DE 19,600 19,600 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NJ 205 205 

LOWER CAPE MAY MEADOWS, CAPE MAY POINT, NJ (1 400 

MANASQUAN RIVER, NJ 160 160 

NEW JERSEY INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NJ 2S0 SOO 

NEWARK BAY. HACKENSACK AND PASSAIC RIVERS, NJ 150 150 

PASSAIC RNER FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM, NJ 553 553 

PROJECT CONDInON SURVEYS, NJ 1,6S3 11653 

RARITAN RIVER TO ARTHUR KILL CUH1FF, NJ 200 200 

RARITAN RIVER. NJ 120 120 

SALEM RIVER, Nl 100 100 

SHARK RIVER, NJ 400 400 
SHOAL HARBOR AND COMPTON CREEK, NJ 80 80 

NEW MEXiCO 

ABIQUIU OAM, NM 3,30S 3,30S 

COCHITI LAKE, NM 6,876 6,876 

CONCHAS LAKE. NM 1,796 1,796 
GALISTEO DAM. NM S91 S91 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NM 639 639 
JEMEZ CANYON DAM, NM 756 756 

MIDDLE RIO GRANDE ENDANGERED SPECIES COLLABORATIVE PROGRAM, NM (MRGESCPj 3,lS0 3.150 
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(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

______________.__.__._. ._.__. • .• 

SANTA ROSA DAM AND LAKE, NM
 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, NM
 

TWO RIVERS DAM, NM
 

UPPER RIO GRANDE WATER OPERATIONS MODEL STUDY, CO, NM, TX
 

NEW YORK 

ALMOND LAKE, NY 

ARKPORT DAM, NY 

BLACK ROCK CHANNEL AND TONAWANDA HARBOR, NY 

BUFFALO HARBOR, NY 

BUTTERMILK CHANNEl, NY 

EAST RIVER, NY 

EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, NY 

EAST SIDNEY LAKE, NY 

EASTCHESTER CREEK, NY 

FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET, NY 

flUSHING BAY AND CREEK, NY 

GREAT KILLS HARBOR, STATEN ISLAND, NY 

GREAT SOUTH BAY, NY 

HUDSON RIVER CHANNEl, NY 

HUDSON RIVER, NY (MAINT) 

HUDSON RIVER, NY (0 & q 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NY 

JAMAICA BAY, NY 

JONES INLET, NY 

LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY 

lITILE SODUS BAY HARBOR, NY 

LONG ISLAND INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NY 

MATIITUCK HARBOR, NY 

MORICHES INLET, NY 

MOUNT MORRiS DAM, NY 

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY CHANNELS, NY 

NEW YORK HARBOR, NY 

NEW YORK HARBOR, NY & NJ (DRIFT REMOVAL) 

NEW YORK HARBOR, NY & NJ (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS) 

NEWTOWN CREEK, NY 

OLCOTI HARBOR, NY 

PORTCHESTER HARBOR, NY 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NY 

ROCHESTER HARBOR, NY 

SHINNECOCK INLET, Ny 

SOUTHERN NEW YORK flOOD CONTROl PROJECTS, NY 

._. ~.~9.'!!2_1 

1,099
 

477
 

404
 

4,1BB 

S24
 

298
 

I,S03 

1,32S 

1,760
 

300
 

2,9S0
 

S88
 

4,090
 

150
 
60
 

60
 

60
 

60
 

1,270
 

I,SSO 

898
 

220
 

ISO
 

100
 

S
 

100
 

60
 

100
 

2,696
 

4,100
 

3,698
 

7,000
 
1,04S
 

ISO 

60
 

2,123
 

5
 
100
 

807
 

HOUSE 
__.R.~£'?_~~~~'?_~'?_ 

1,099
 

477
 

404
 

4,188 

S24
 

298
 

I,S03 

1,925
 

1,760
 

300
 

2,9S0
 

S88
 

4,090
 
ISO 

60
 

60
 

60
 

60
 

1,270
 

1,5S0
 

898
 

<20 
150
 

100
 

5
 

100
 

60
 

100
 

2,696
 

4,100
 

3,698
 

7,000
 
1,04S
 

150
 

197
 

60
 

2,123
 
1,000
 

100
 

807
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HOUSE 

._ _ _....•.•.................._ .•.._ _ _.............•......!l.~9.~~.~!_.~~.£9.~~~!!.!?.eE. 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, NY 579 579 

WESTCHESTER CREEK, NY 100 100 

WHITNEY POINT LAKE, NY 685 685 

NORTH CAROLINA 

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NC 4,300 4,300 

B. EVERETT JORDAN DAM AND LAKE, NC 1,898 1,898 

BEAUFORT HARBOR, NC 250 

BOGUE INLET AND CHANNEl, NC 32S 

CAPE FEAR RIVER ABOVE WILMINGTON, NC 988 988 

FALLS LAKE, NC 1,859 1,859 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NC 244 244 

MANTEO (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC 3,945 3,945 

MASONBORO INLET AND CONNECTING CHANNElS, NC 2,300 2,300 

MOREHEAD CiTY HARBOR, NC 9,500 9,500 

NEW RIVER INLET, NC 700 700 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NC 295 295 

ROLLINSON CHANNEl, NC 50 SO 

SILVER LAKE HARBOR, NC 250 250 

W. KERR SCOTT DAM AND RESERVOIR, NC 3,421 3,421 

WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC 12,155 12,155 

NORTH DAKOTA 

BOWMAN HALEY, NO 350 350 

GARRISON DAM, LAKE SAKAKAWEA, NO 14,746 14,746 

HOMME LAKE, NO 252 252 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NO 452 452 

LAKE ASHTABULA AND BALDHILL DAM, NO 1,351 1,351 

PIPESTEM LAKE, NO 496 496 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, NO 138 138 

SOURIS RIVER, NO 286 286 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, NO 35 35 

OHIO 

ALUM CREEK LAKE, OH 1,545 1,545 

ASHTABULA HARBOR, OH 840 840 

BERLIN LAKE, OH 2,198 2,198 
CAESAR CREEK LAKE, OH 1,500 1,500 
CLARENCE JBROWN DAM, OH 1,145 1,145 
CLEVELAND HARBOR, OH 7,357 7,357 



52 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

.. . _._..•.._ _. .__. •••••...._. 

CONNEAUT HARBOR, OH 

DEER CREEK LAKE, OH 

DELAWARE LAKE, OH 

DILLON LAKE, OH 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, OH 

LORAIN HARBOR, OH 

MASSILLON LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH 

MICHAEL J KIRWAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, OH 

MISSISSIPPI FLOOD CONTROL, OH 

MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, OH 

MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES, OH 

NORTH BRANCH KOKOSING RIVER LAKE, OH 

PAINT CREEK LAKE, OH 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, OH 

ROSEVILLE LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH 

SANDUSKY HARBOR, OH 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARV WATERS, OH 

TOLEDO HARBOR, OH 

TOM JENKINS DAM, OH 

WEST FORK OF MILL CREEK LAKE, OH 

WILLIAM H. HARSHA LAKE, OH 

OKLAHOMA 

ARCADIA LAKE, OK 

BIRCH LAKE, OK 

BROKEN BOW LAKE, OK 

CANTON LAKE, OK 

COPAN LAKE, OK 

EUFAULA LAKE, OK 

FORT GIBSON LAKE, OK 

FORT SUPPLVLAKE, OK 

GREAT SALT PLAINS LAKE, OK 

HEVBURN LAKE, OK 

HUGO LAKE, OK 

HULAH LAKE, OK 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, OK 

KAW LAKE, OK 

KEYSTONE LAKE, OK 

MCCLELLAN-KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, OK 

OOLOGAH LAKE, OK 

OPTIMA LAKE, OK 

PENSACOLA RESERVOIR, LAKE Of THE CHEROKEES, OK 

HOUSE 

...!l.~9.~~.s.! .._~~£9_~~~!!g_~g_ 

1,191 

1,481 

1,322 

1,366 

SSS 

880 

37 

1,089 

1,727 

99S 

7,306 

274 

1,216 

29S 

3S 

1,46S 

234 

S,034 

894 

74S 

1,029 

S21 

902 

3,202 

2,217 

1,03S 

6,620 

11,768 

1,104 

347 

748 

1,738 

2,097 

2SS 

2,7S1 

6,947 

6,173 

4,106 

219 

114 

1,191 

1,481 

1,322 

1,366 

SSS 

880 

37 

1,089 

1,727 

99S 

7,306 

274 

1,216 

295 

3S 

1,465 

234 

5,034 

894 

745 

1,029 

S21 

902 

3,202 

2,217 

1,035 

6,620 

11,768 

1,104 

347 

748 

1,738 

2,097 

2SS 

2,751 

6,947 

6,173 

4,106 

219 

114 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

____ _._ ..__ _ 

PINE CREEK LAKE, OK 

ROBERT S. KEER LOCK AND DAM AND RESERVOIR, OK 

SARDIS LAKE, OK 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, OK 

. ._ __._ __ _ 

SKIATOOK LAKE, OK 

TEN KILLER FERRY LAKE, OK 

WAURIKA LAKE, OK 

WEBBERS FALLS LOCK & DAM, OK 

WISTER LAKE, OK 

APPLEGATE LAKE, OR 

BLUE RIVER LAKE, OR 

BONNEVILLE LOCK & DAM, DR & WA 

CHETCO RIVER, OR 

OREGON 

COLUMBIA & LWR WILLAMETTE R BLWVANCOUVER, WA AND PORTLAND, OR 

COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & WA 

COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN VANCOUVER, WA & THE DALLES, DR 

COOS 8AY,OR 

COQUILLE RIVER, OR 

COTTAGE GROVE LAKE, OR 

COUGAR LAKE, OR 

DEPOE BAY, OR 

DETROIT LAKE, OR 

DORENA LAKE, DR 

FALL CREEK LAKE, OR 

FERN RIDGE LAKE, OR 

GREEN PETER· FOSTER LAKES, OR 

HILLS CREEK LAKE, OR 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, OR 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, OR 

JOHN DAYlOCK AND DAM, OR & WA 

LOOKOUT POINT LAKE, OR 

LOST CREEK LAKE, DR 

MCNARy LOCK &DAM, DR &WA 

PORT ORFORD, DR 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, OR 

ROGUE RIVER AT GOLD BEACH, OR 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, OR 

SIUSLAW RIVER, OR 

SKIPANON CHANNEL, OR 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, OR 

~.~~'!~~ 

1,276 

B,441 

1,2S4 

900 

1,414 

6,62S 

1,431 

S,903 

8S6 

1,302 

940 

13,911 

909 

24,49S 

12,94S 

689 

4,591 

339 

1,130 

1,582 

949 

1,160 

I,B64 

2,362 

3,650 

843 

34 

636 

8,901 

2,766 

3,636 

7,137 

38 

200 

56S 

69 

647 

6 

10,400 

HOUSE 

~~£9.¥.~~~!?I!? 

1,276 

8,441 

1,254 

900 

1,414 

6,62S 

1,431 

5,903 

856 

1,302 

940 

13,911 

909 

24,49S 

12,945 

689 

S,091 

S78 

1,130 

1,582 

118 

949 

1,160 

1,864 

2,362 

3,650 

843 

34 

636 

8,901 

2,766 

3,636 

7,137 

38 

200 

978 

69 

817 

6 

10,400 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

........ ..__._ _ _._ __._.._ _ .._.._._
 

TIlLAMOOK BAY AND BAR, OR 

UMPQUA RIVER, OR 

WILLAMETTE RIVER AT WILLAMETTE FALLS, OR 

WILLAMEm RIVER BANK PROTECTION, OR 

WILLOW CREEK LAKE, OR 

YAQUINA BAY AND HARBOR, OR 

PENNSYLVANIA 

ALLEGHENY RIVER, PA 

ALVIN R. RUSH OAM, PA 

AYLESWORTH CREEK LAKE, PA 

BELTZVILLE LAKE, PA 

BLUE MARSH LAKE, PA 

CONEMAUGH RIVER LAKE, PA 

COWANESQUE LAKE, PA 

CROOKED CREEK LAKE, PA 

CURWENSVILLE LAKE, PA 

DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA, PA TO TRENTON, NJ 

EAST BRANCH CLARION RIVER LAKE, PA 

ERIE HARBOR, PA 

FOSTER JOSEPH SAYERS DAM, PA 

FRANCIS EWALTER DAM, PA 

GENERAL EDGAR JADWIN DAM AND RESERVOIR, PA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, PA 

JOHNSTOWN, PA 

KINZUA DAM AND ALLEGHANY RESERVOIR, PA 

LOYALHANNA LAKE, PA 

MAHONING CREEK LAKE, PA 

MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA 

OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, PA, OH & WV 

OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, PA, OH & WV 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, PA 

PROMPTON LAKE, PA 

PUNXSUTAWNEY, PA 

RAYSTOWN LAKE, PA 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, PA 

SCHUYLKILL RIVER, PA 

SHENANGO RIVER LAKE, PA 

STILLWATER LAKE, PA 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, PA 

TIOGA HAMMOND LAKES, PA 

TIONESTA LAKE, PA 

HOUSE 

_._._.!I.~9."'t~L_.R..!£9.~~~~~.~~. 

48
 

1,174
 

87
 

41
 

629
 

1,790
 

9,039'
 

659
 

215
 

1,201
 

2,696
 

1,253
 

1,889
 

1,683
 

757
 

820
 

1,524
 

555
 

674
 

969
 

224
 

880
 

34
 

1,338
 

1,346
 

1,286
 

16,758
 

21,470
 

516
 

120
 

434
 

22
 

3,847
 

59
 

200
 
6,992
 

452
 

98
 

2,456
 

1,812
 

48
 

1,174
 

87
 

41
 

629
 

1,790
 

9,039
 

659
 

215
 

1,201
 

2,696
 

1,253
 

1,889
 

1,683
 

757
 

820
 

1,524
 

555
 

674
 

969
 

224
 

880
 

34
 

1,338
 

1,346
 

1,286
 

16,758
 

21,470
 

516
 

120
 

434
 

22
 

3,847
 

59
 

200
 

6,992
 

452
 

98
 

2,456
 

1,812
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CORPS Of ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

____. ._. ...•_. ._._.__.•• . ._.._.._.• ._. 

UNION CITY LAKE, PA
 

WOODCOCK CREEK LAKE, PA
 

YORK INDIAN ROCK DAM, PA
 

VOUGHIOGHENV RIVER LAKE, PA & MD
 

PUERTO RICO 

SAN JUAN HARBOR, PR 

RHODE ISLAND 

BLOCK ISLAND HARBOR Of REfUGE, RI 

fOX POINT HURRICANE BARRIER, PROVIDENCE, RI 

GREAT SALT POND, BLOCK ISLAND, RI 

INSPECTION Of COMPLETED WORKS, RI 

POINT JUDITH HARBOR Of RefUGE, RI 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, RI 

WOONSOCKET, RI 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAV, SC 

CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC (I 

COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC 

GEORGETOWN HARBOR, SC 

INSPECTION Of COMPLETED WORKS, SC 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, SC 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

BIG BEND DAM, LAKE SHARPE, SO 

COlD BROOK LAKE, SO 

ConONWOOD SPRINGS LAKE, SO 

fORT RANDAll DAM, LAKE fRANCIS CASE, SO 

INSPECTION Of COMPLETED WORKS, SO 

lAKE TRAVERSE, SO & MN 

OAHE DAM, LAKE OAHE, SO & NO 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, SO 

TENNESSEE 

CENTER Hill lAKE, TN 

CHEATHAM lOCK AND DAM, TN 

HOUSE 
RE9.l!E.~!._!~s.g_~_~~~i?!'_g. 

440
 

1,041
 

478
 

2,335
 

1,200 

500
 

100
 

48
 

300
 

SOO
 
200
 

795
 

12,492
 

4,68S
 

2S0
 

70
 

46S
 

9,873
 

436
 

271
 

12,210
 

75
 

S9B
 

11,816
 

Bl 

6,143 

6,454 

440
 

1,041
 

47B
 

2,335
 

1,200 

600
 

500
 

100
 

48
 

300
 

SOD
 
200
 

2,SOO 

10,694
 

4,68S
 

1,073
 

70
 

46S
 

9,B73
 

436
 

271
 

12,210
 

75
 

59B
 

11,816
 

81
 

6,143 

6,454 



__ 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

________•••_•••••_••••__•__._._••_•••••••_.••••••••••

CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TENNESSEE RIVER, TN 

CORDElL HULL DAM AND RESERVOIR, TN 

DALE HOllOW LAKE, TN 

INSPECTION OF COMPLeTED WORKS, TN 

I. PERCY PRIEST DAM AND RESERVOIR, TN 

J. PERCy PRIEST GREENWAY, TN 

OLD HICKORV LOCK AND DAM, TN 

TENNESSEE RIVER, TN 

WOLF RIVER HARBOR, TN 

TEXAS 

AQUILLA LAKE, TX 

_•••••••••••_._••__••••••••••••_•••• 

ARKANSAS·RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROl-AREA VIII, TJ( 

BARDWElL LAKE, TX 

BAVPORT SHIP CHANNEl, TX 

BElTON LAKE, TX 

BENBROOK LAKE, TX 

BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, TX 

BUFFALO BAVOU & TRIBUTARIES, TJ( 

CANyON LAKE, TX 

CEDAR BAYOU, TX 

CHANNEl TO HARLINGEN, TJ( 

CHANNEl TO PORT BOLIVAR, TX 

CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEl, TX 

DENISON DAM, LAKE TEXOMA, TX & OK 

ESTElLINE SPRINGS EXPERIMENTAL PROJECT, TX 

FERRElLS BRIDGE DAM, LAKE 0' THE PINES, TX 

FREEPORT HARBOR, TX 

GALVESTON HARBOR AND CHANNEL, TX 

GIWW, CHANNEl TO VICTORIA, TX 

GIWW, CHOCOLATE BAVOU,TX 

GRANGER DAM ANO LAKE, TX 

GRAPEVINE LAKE, TX 

GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAV, TX 

HORDS CREEK LAKE, TX 

HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEl, TX 

INSPECTION OF COMPLeTED WORKS, TX 

JIM CHAPMAN LAKE, TX 

JOE POOl LAKE, TX 

LAKE KEMP, TX 

LAVON LAKE, TX 

LEWISVILLE DAM, TJ( 

HOUSE 

••• ~_~9.':!I:'!.L ••~~£9.~.~~!!~.~1? 

3,77S 

6,B13 

6,386 

50 

4,818 

12,304 

16,833 

373 

1,564 

l,SS8 

2,229 

4,968 

3,280 

2,575 

3,388 

2,958 

4/005 

1,790 

2,161 

383 

4,523 

7,676 

43 

3,485 

3,316 

13,095 

2,264 

1,733 

2,588 

2,735 

26,046 

1,605 

15,063 

1,520 

1,718 

1,096 

327 

3,497 

3,549 

3,775 

6,813 

6,386 

50 

4,818 

3,SOO 

12,304 

16,833 

373 

1,564 

1,558 

2,229 

4,968 

3,280 

2,57S 

7,000 

2,958 

4,005 

1,790 

2,161 

383 

4,523 

10,676 

43 

3,485 

3,316 

13,095 

2,264 

1,733 

2,588 

2,735 

26,046 

1,605 

15,063 

1,S20 

1,718 

1,096 

327 

3,497 

3,549 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

••••••••••••••••••••••_•••••••.••••.••••••_•••••_•••_._.__••_. •• ._•• • 

MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEl, TX
 

NAVARRO MILLS LAKE, TX
 

NORTH SAN GABRiEl DAM AND LAKE GEORGETOWN, TX
 

O.C, FISHER DAM AND LAKE, TX
 

PAT MAYSE LAKE, TX
 

PROCTOR DAM AND LAKE, TX
 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, TX
 

RAY ROBERTS LAKE, TX
 

SABINE·NECHES WATERWAY, TX
 

SAM RAYBURN DAM AND RESERVOIR, TX
 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, TX
 

SOMERVILLE LAKE, TX
 

STILLHOUSE HOLLOW DAM, TX
 

TEXAS CITY SHIP CHANNEl, TX
 

TEXAS WATER ALLOCATION ASSESSMENT, TX
 

TOWN BLUFF DAM, B. A STEINHAGEN LAKE, TX
 

TRINITY RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, TX
 

WACO LAKE, TX
 

WALLISVILLE LAKE, TX
 

WHITNEY LAKE, TX
 

WRIGHT PATMAN DAM AND LAKE, TX 

UTAH 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, UT 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, UT 

VERMONT 

BALL MOUNTAIN, VT 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, VT 

NARROWS OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VT & NY 

NORTH HARTLAND LAKE, VT 

NORTH SPRINGFiElD LAKE, VT 

TOWNSHEND LAKE, VT 

UNION VILLAGE DAM, VT 

VIRGINIA 

APPOMAnOX RIVER, VA 

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY • ACC, VA 

ATlANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY· OSC, NC & VA 

CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VA 

HOUSE 

••_._!l.~9.~.~L_..!!~fQ_~_~~~~_E_i? 

4,627 4,627 

4,168 4,168 

2,382 2,382 

1,164 1,164 

1,208 1,208 

2,324 2,324 

223 223 

1,324 1,324 

13,399 13,399 

6,247 6,247 

149 149 

3,366 3,366 

2,096 2,096 

4,000 4,000 

100 100 

2,505 2,505 

1,996 

3,711 3,711 

2,114 2,114 

8,348 B,348 

3,S17 3,S17 

84 84 

S94 S94 

858 858 

109 109 

8S 8S 

772 772 

854 8S4 

814 814 

627 627 

6DD 
2,620 2,620 

991 991 

913 913 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

...._ _ _ _ _ 

GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW, VA 

HAMPTON ROADS, NORFOLK & NEWPORT NEWS HARBOR, VA (DRIFT REMOVAL) 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, VA 

JAMES RIVER CHANNE~ VA 

JOHN H. KERR LAKE, VA &NC 

JOHN W. FLANNAGAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA 

LYNNHAVEN INLET, VA 

NORFOLK HARBOR, VA 

NORTH FORK OF POUND RIVER LAKE, VA 

PHILPon LAKE, VA & NC 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, VA 

REMOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, VA 

RUDEE INLET, VA 

WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, VA 

WATERWAY ON THE COAST OF VIRGINIA, VA 

WINTER HARBOR, MATHEWS COUNTY, VA 

WASHINGTON 

CHIEF JOSEPH DAM, WA 

COLUMBIA RIVER AT BAKER BAY, WA & OR 

COLUMBIA RIVER BElWEEN CHINOOK AND SAND ISLAND, WA 

EDIZ HOOK, WA 

EVERETI HARBOR AND SNOHOMISH RIVER, WA 

FRIDAY HARBOR, WA 

GRAYS HARBOR AND CHEHALIS RIVER, WA 

COASTAL MODeliNG SYSTEM 

HOWARD HANSON DAM, WA 

ICE HAROBR LOCK & DAM, WA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, WA 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WA 

LAKE WASHINGTON SHIP CANAL, WA 

UTILE GOOSE LOCK & DAM, WA 

LOWER GRANITE LOCK & DAM, WA 

LOWER MONUMENT LOCK & DAM, WA 

Mill CREEK LAKE, WA 

MT, ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA 

MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA 

NEAH BAY, WA 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, WA 

PUGET SOUND AND TRIBUTARY WATERS, WA 

QUILLAYUTE RIVER, WA 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WA 

HOUSE 

~.~9.~~.~L.~~£'?~.~~!J.9.~9. 

2,323
 

882
 

369
 

4,479
 

11,585
 

2,104
 

277
 

11,343
 

630
 

5,638
 

850
 

SO 

795
 

104
 
201
 

790
 

86
 

7
 

730
 

1,766
 

111
 

11,140
 

3,694
 

5,828
 

74
 

72S
 

9,246
 

2,551
 
7,651
 

2,735
 

3,834
 

279
 

3,056
 

67
 

524
 

1,011
 

266
 

537
 

2,323
 

882
 

369
 

4,479
 

11,585
 

2,104
 

277
 

11,343
 

630
 

5,638
 

850
 

SD 

795
 

104
 
201
 

1,190
 

790
 

86
 

7
 

730
 

1,766
 

111
 

11,140
 

300
 

31694
 

5,828
 

74
 
725
 

9,246
 

2,551
 

7,651
 

2,735
 

3,834
 

279
 

3,056
 

67
 

524
 

1,011
 

266
 

537
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
 

IAMOUNTSIN THOUSANDS)
 

........_ _.__ __
 

SEATTLE HARBOR, WA 

STILLAGUAMISH RIVER, WA 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, WA 

TAXOMA, PUYALLUP RIVER, WA 

THE DALLES LOCK & DAM, WA & OR 

WILLAPA RIVER AND HARBOR, WA 

WEST VIRGINIA 

BEECH FORK LAKE, WV 

BLUESTONE LAKE, WV 

BURNSVILLE LAKE, WV 

EAST LYNN LAKE, WV 

ElKINS, WV 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WV 

KANAWHA RIVER LOCKS & DAM, WV 

OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, WV, KY & OH 

PARKERSBURG/VIENNA, WV 

OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, WV, KY & OH 

R. D. BAILEY LAKE, WV 

STONEWALL JACKSON LAKE, WV 

SUMMERSVILLE LAKE, WV 

SUTTON LAKE, WV 

TYGART LAKE, WV 

WISCONSIN 

ASHLAND HARBOR, WI 

.CORNUCOPIA HARBOR, WI 

EAU GALLE RIVER LAKE, WI 

FOX RIVER, WI 

GREEN BAY HARBOR, WI 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WI 

KEWAUNEE HARBOR, WI 

LAKE SUPERIOR SMALL HARBOR MAINTENANCE, WI 

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, WI 

STURGEON BAY HARBOR AND LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP CANAL, WI 

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, WI 

WYOMING 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, WY 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WY 

HOUSE 

~~'i'='~.~! ...R.~.c:.9.r:t.~~~~.':.9. 

172 

16S 

50 

130 

8,769 

40 

1,405 

1,661 

2,246 

2,167 

lS 

336 

14,089 

3S,276 

2,996 

1,927 

1,148 

3,234 

2,413 

1,478 

888 

2,421 

3,459 

91 

40 

283 

20 

388 

10 

2S 

172 

165 

SO 

130 

8,769 

40 

1A05 

1,661 

2,246 

2,167 

15 

336 

14,089 

3S,276 

2,786 

2,996 

1,927 

1,148 

3,234 

2,413 

1,478 

913 

173 

888 

2,421 

3,4S9 

91 

440 

1,924 

283 

1,927 

388 

10 

25 



----------------------------------- -------

CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

JACKSON HOLE LEVEES, WY 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WY 

SUBTOTAL PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES 

REMAINING ITEMS 

ACTIONS FOR CHANGE TO IMPROVE OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

AQUATIC NUISANCE CONTROL RESEARCH 

ASSET MANAGEMENT/FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE 

BUDGET/MANAGEMENT SUPPORT FOR O&IVI BUSINESS LINES 

OPTIMIZATION TOOLS FOR NAVIGATION 

PERFORMANCE BASED BUDGETING SUPPORT PROGRAM 

RECREATION MANAGEMENT SUPPORT PROGRAM 

STEWARDSHIP SUPPORT PROGRAM 

COASTAL INLET RESEARCH PROGRAM 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM 

BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATERIAL (SECTION 204, 207, 993) /1 

MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES (SECTION 111) /1 

CULTURAL RESOURCES (NAGPRA/CURATION) 

DREDGE MCFARLAND READY RESERVE 

DREDGE WHEELER READY RESERVE 

DREDGING DATA AND LOCK PERFORMANCE MONITORING SYSTEM 

DREDGING OPERATIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION (DOER) 

DREDGING OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT PROGRAM (DOTS) 

EARTHQUAKE HAZARDS REDUCTION PROGRAM 

FACILITY PROTECTION 

FERC HYRDOPOWER COORDINATION 

FISH & WILDLIFE OPERATING FISH HATCHERY REIMBURSEMENT 

GREAT LAKES SEDIMENT TRANSPORT MODEL 

INLAND WATERWAY NAVIGATION CHARTS 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS 

LONG TERM OPTION ASSESSMENT FOR LOW USE NAVIGATION 

MONITORING OF COMPLETED NAVIGATION PROJECTS 

NATIONAL (LEVEE) FLOOD INVENTORY 

NATIONAL COASTAL MAPPING PROGRAM 

NATIONAL DAM SAFETY PROGRAM 

NATIONAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM (NEPP) 

NATIONAL NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES 

NATIONAL PORTFOLIO ASSESSMENT FOR REALLOCATION 

NATIONWIDE EVALUATION OF HYDROPOWER REHAB 

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT TECHNICAL SUPPORT (ABS-P2, WINABS) 

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: HARBOR MAINTENANCE REE DATA COLLECTION 

8_~Sl~~_~~ 

877 

118 

2,317,027 

8,000 

690 

4,750 

392 

4,000 

1,650 

750 

3,000 

9,175 

9,043 

2,500 

12,000 

12,000 

1,150 

7,000 

2,000 

270 

7,000 

3,000 

4,700 

1,200 

3,800 

1,780 

1,500 

1,800 

10,000 

7,000 

18,000 

7,000 

4,230 

571 

2,000 

300 

825 

~~~g_~_~~~g_~~_ 

877 

118 

2,350,458 

690 

4,750 

392 

4,000 

1,650 

750 

3,000 

2,500 

12,000 

12,000 

1,150 

7,000 

2,000 

270 

7,000 

3,000 

4,700 

1,200 

3,800 

1,780 

1,500 

1,800 

10,000 

7,000 

18,000 

7,000 

4,230 

571 

2,000 

300 

825 



CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSAI\IDS) 

~-----

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: PROTECT, CLEAR AND STRAIGHTEN CHANNELS (SEC 3) 

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: REMOVAL OF SUNKEN VESSELS 

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: WATERBORNE COMMERCE STATISTICS 

RECREATION ON STOP (R1S) NATIONAL RECREATION RESERVATION 

REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM 

MATHEWS COUNTY, VA 

RELIABILITY MODELS PROGRAM FOR MAJOR REHAB 

RESERVE FOR KEY EMERGENCY MAINTENANCE/REPAIRS 

RESPONSES TO CLIMATE CHANGE AT CORPS PROJECTS 

SHORELINE USE PERMIT STUDY 

WATER OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT (WOTS) 

SUBTOTAL REMAINING ITEMS 

TOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

/1 - ITEMS FUNDED IN CONSTRUCTION 

HOUSE 
8_~~~~_~~ ~~5:?_~_~~~~_~~_ 

50 50
 

500 500
 

4,771 4,771
 

65 65
 

2,000 2,000
 

238
 

608 608
 

20,000 19,520
 

5,000 5,000
 

250 250
 

653 653
 

186,973 160,513 

2,504,000 2,510,971 
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN niOUSANDS) I 
I 

,HOUSE 

REQUEST RECO~ENDED---.----....----.----------------.------------.---------------------..----._.-_.-.....-------------.----..-----7-----·-···· 
JACKSON HOLE LEVEES, WY B77 /- B77 

SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WY 11B/' 118 

SUBTOTAL PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES I 

REMAINING ITEMS 

ACTIONS FOR CHANGE TO IMPROVE OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ./ 8,000 

AQUA TIC NUISANCE CONTROL RESEARCH ./ ,c' 690 690 

ASSET MANAGEMENT/FACILITIES AND EQUIPMENT MAINTENANCE / 4,750 4,7S0 

BUDGET/MANAGEMENT SUPPORT FOR O&M BUSINESS LINES 

OPTIMIZATION TOOLS FOR NAVIGATION 

PERFORMANCE BASED BUDGETING SUPPORT PROGRAM 

/

! 
,I

,l 
392 

4,000 

392 

4,000 

RECREATION MANAGEMENT SUPPORT PROGRAM 

STEWARDSHIP SUPPORT PROGRAM 

COASTAL INLET RESEARCH PROGRAM 

/
-,'/'

I' 

1,650 

7S0 

3,000 

1,650 

750 

3,000 

CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROGRAM /' 

BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATERIAL (SEenON 204, 207, 993) tl 9,17S 

MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES (SECTION 111) /1 / 9,043 

CULTURAL RESOURCES (NAGPRA!CURATlON) ;" 2,500 2,500 

DREDGE MCFARLAND READY RESERVE / 12,000 12,000 

DREDGE WHEELER READY RESERVE ;/ 12,000 12,000 

DREDGING DATA AND LOCK PERFORMANCE MONITO~G SYSTEM 1,150 1,150 

DREDGING OPERATIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL RES10RATlDN (DOER) 7,000 7,000 

DREDGING OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT PRO(iRAM (DOTS) 2,000 2,000 

EARTHQUAKE HAZARDS REDUCTION PROG7A I 270 270 

FACILITY PROTEenON 7,000 7,000 

FERC HYRDOPOWER COORDINATION f 3,000 3,000 
FISH &. WILDLIFE OPERATING FISH HAT~t1ERY REIMBURSEMENT 4,700 4,700 

GREAT LAKES SEDIMENT TRANSPORT/lCiODEL 1,200 1,200 

INLAND WATERWAY NAVIGATI:::t.&ARTS 3,800 3,800 
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED W)'nKS 1,780 1,780 

LONG TERM OPTION ASSESSyeNT FOR LOW USE NAVIGATION 1,500 l.500 

MONITORING OF CDMPL9ED NAVIGATION PROJECTS 1,800 1,800 

NATIONAL (LEVEEj F:~~D INVENTORY 10,000 10,000 

NATIONAL COASTAL WAPPING PROGRAM 7,000 7,000 

NATIONAL DAM~- TY PROGRAM 18,000 1B,000 
NATIONAL EMf ENCY PREPAREDNESS PROGRAM (NEPPI 7,000 7,000 

NATIONAL N"J RAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT AenVITIES 4,230 4,230 

NATIONAL,ORTFOLIO ASSESSMENT FOR REALLOCATION S71 571 
NATlON'!:iIDE EVALUATION OF HYDROPOWER REHAB 2,000 2,000 _ 

PROGIjIIM DEVELOPMENT TECHNICAL SUPPORT (ABS·P2, WINABS) 300 300 
PR~ECTION OF NAVIGATION: HARBOR MAINTENANCE REE DATA COLLECTIOIl 82S 825 

/ 
/ 

/
 



/
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS· OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

HOUSE 

..••••.•....•..... ...•.••.••••••••••••••••••__••.•....••.•••••_••••..•••.. .•.••••••••_•••........!.!.~9.~~J..! •.•~~.<:().I'~t~~!!'?.~().
_ _

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: PROTECT, CLEAR AND STRAIGHTEN CHANNELS (SEC 3) 

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: REMOVAL OF SUNKEN VESSELS 

SO J/
I' 

SOO/ 

so 
SOD 

PROTECTION OF NAVIGATION: WATERBORNE COMMERCE STATISTICS 4.nf 4,771 

RECREATION ON STOP (R1S) NATIONAL RECREATION RESERVATION //'6S 6S 

REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM 2,000 2,000 

MATHEWS COUNn', VA 238 
RELIABILln' MODELS PROGRAM FOR MAJOR REHAB 608 608 

RESERVE FOR KEY EMERGENCY MAINTENANCE/REPAIRS 20,000 19,520 

RESPONSES TO CLIMATE CHANGE AT CORPS PROJEm S,Ooo 5,000 

SHORELINE USE PERMIT STUDY 2S0 2S0 

WATER OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT (WOTS) 6S3 653 

SUBTOTAL REMAINING ITEMS 

TOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 2S04ooo 2S10971 



Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

~--------c~REGULATORY PROGRAM ~~ 
$183,000,000 
190,000,000 
190,000,000 

. +7,000,000 
.. 

This appropriation provides funds to administer laws pertaining 
to regulation of activities affecting U.S. waters, including wetlands, 
in accordance with the Rivers and Harbors Appropriation Act of 
1899, the Clean Water Act, and the Marine Protection, Research 
and Sanctuaries Act of 1972. Appropriated funds are used to re­
view and process permit applications, ensure compliance on per­
mitted sites, protect important aquatic resources, and support wa­
tershed planning efforts in sensitive environmental areas in co­
operation with States and local communities. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $190,000,000, 
the same as the request and $7,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 
enacted level. 

FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM (FUSRAP) 

Appropriation, 2009 . $140,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 134,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 134,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. -6,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

This appropriation funds the cleanup of certain low-level radio­
active materials and mixed wastes, located mostly at sites contami­
nated as a result of the Nation's early efforts to develop atomic 
weapons. 

Congress transferred FUSRAP from the Department of Energy 
(DOE) to the Corps of Engineers in fiscal year 1998. In appro­
priating FUSRAP funds to the Corps of Engineers, the Committee 
intended to transfer only the responsibility for administration and 
execution of cleanup activities at FUSRAP sites where DOE had 
not completed cleanup. The Committee did not transfer to the 
Corps ownership of and accountability for real property interests, 
which remain with DOE. The Committee expects DOE to continue 
to provide its institutional knowledge and expertise to serve the 
Nation and the affected communities to ensure the success of this 
program. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $134,000,000, 
the same as the request, and $6,000,000 below the fiscal year 2009 
enacted level. The Committee continues to support the prioritiza­
tion of sites, especially those that are nearing completion. The Sec­
retary of the Army shall submit a report not 'later than 120 days 
after enactment of this Act to the Committees on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives and the Senate detailing the progress 
of cleanup of the former Sylvania nuclear fuel site in Hicksville, 
New York. 



Apalachicola, Chattahoochee and Flint Rivers, Georgia, Alabama & 
Florida.-The Corps of Engineers is directed to provide a report to the House 
Appropriations Committee within 90 days of enactment of this Act outlining a 
study plan to comprehensively examine the results of the National Research 
Council's "Summary of a Workshop on Water Issues in the Apalachicola­
Chattahoochee-Flint and Alabama-Coosa-Tallapoosa (ACF-ACT) River Basins" as 
they relate to the ACF basin. The report should provide estimates of funding needs 
as well as additional authorization requirements to execute such a study. The report 
shall also outline how these efforts would integrate, complement, or conflict with 
ongoing Corps of Engineers activities within the basin. 

((,p2~)
 
,----._....._-"'.... 
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FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES	 .:'"1\\ 
,. . r. 1 

Appropriation, 2009	 . ~ 
. o ,.:,Budget estimate, 2010 $41,000,00~1 (iJ"

Recommended, 2010 . ~ !h:l 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009	 . 
Budget estimate, 2010	 -41,000,000 

This appropriation funds the planning, training, exercises, and 
other measures that ensure the readiness of the Corps to respond 
to floods, hurricanes, and other natural disasters, and to support 
emergency operations in response to such natural disasters, includ­
ing advance measures, flood fighting, emergency operations, the 
provision of potable water on an emergency basis, and the repair 
of certain flood and storm damage reduction projects. The re­
quested amount is the base funding necessary for preparedness ac­
tivities. 

The Committee recommends no funds for this account, 
$41,000,000 below the budget request and the same as the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level. Funding for this purpose has been pro­
vided in the fiscal year 2009 Supplemental Appropriations Act 
(H.R. 2346). 

EXPENSES 

Appropriation, 2009 . $179,365,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 184,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 184,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009	 . +4,635,000 
Budget estimate, 2010	 . 

This appropriation funds the executive direction and manage­
ment of the Office of the Chief of Engineers, the Division Offices, 
and certain research and statistical functions of the Corps of Engi­
neers. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $184,000,000, 
$4,635,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level and the same 
as the budget request. 

The bill carries language requiring the Chief of Engineers to pro­
vide the detailed budget justifications for the Corps of Engineers 
concurrently with the President's budget submission. 

OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY (CIVIL WORKS) 

Appropriation, 2009 $4,500,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 6,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 6,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009	 1,500,000 
Budget estimate, 2010	 . 

The Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works) oversees Civil 
Works budget and policy whereas the Corps' executive direction 
and management of the Civil Works program are funded from the 
Expenses account. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $6,000,000, 
$1,500,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level and the same 
as the budget request. 
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ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION 

The bill includes an administrative provision allowing for the 
purchase or hire of passenger motor vehicles. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

CORPS OF ENGINEER8--CIVIL 

Reprogramming Restriction.-Section 101 prohibits the obligation 
or expenditure of funds through a reprogramming of funds in this 
title except in certain circumstances. 

Competitive Sourcing.-Section 102 prohibits the use of funds for 
any A-76 or HPO study. 

Contract Modification.-Section 103 prohibits the use of funds in 
this Act to carry out any contract that commits funds beyond the 
amounts appropriated for that program, project, or activity. 

Inland Waterways Trust Fund.-Section 104 prohibits the award 
of continuing contracts for any project for which funds are derived 
from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund until such time as a long­
term mechanism to enhance revenues sufficient to meet the cost­
sharing requirements is enacted. 

Two Harbors, Minnesota.-Section 105 clarifies cost sharing re­
quirements for the Two Harbor, Minnesota project. 

Northern Wisconsin.-Section 106 increases the total project 
limit for the Northern Wisconsin Environmental Assistance, Wis­
consin project. 

Town of Martin, Kentucky.-Section 107 directs the Corps to pro­
ceed with the acquisition of flood damage reduction efforts under 
the Town of Martin Nonstructural Project Detailed Project Report, 
dated March 2000. 

/C---T-IT-L-E-I-I--·---------­

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT 

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACCOUNT 

Appropriation, 2009 . $42,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 42,004,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 42,004,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +4,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Central Utah Project Completion Act (Titles II-VI of Public 
Law 102-575) provides for the completion of the Central Utah 
Project by the Central Utah Water Conservancy District. The Act 
also authorizes the appropriation of funds for fish, wildlife, and 
recreation mitigation and conservation; establishes an account in 
the Treasury for the deposit of these funds and of other contribu­
tions for mitigation and conservation activities; and establishes a 
Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Commission to ad­
minister funds in that account. The Act further assigns responsibil­
ities for carrying out the Act to the Secretary of the Interior and 
prohibits delegation of those responsibilities to the Bureau of Rec­
lamation. 



White River Minimum Flow, Arkansas.-Section 108 modifies the terms of the White 
River Minimum Flow project. 
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The Committee recommendation for fiscal year 2010 to carry out 
the Central Utah Project is $42,004,000, $4,000 above the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level and the same as the request. Within the 
funds recommended, the following amounts are provided for the 
Central Utah Valley Water Conservation District by activity, as re­
quested in the budget request: 

Utah Lake drainage basin delivery system .. $30,800,000 
Water conservation measures . 5,886,000 
Other Title II programs . 1,000,000 

Total, Central Utah water conservation district 37,686,000 

The Committee recommendation includes the requested amount 
of $1,500,000 for deposit into the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and 
Conservation Account for use by the Utah Reclamation Mitigation 
and Conservation Commission. These funds, as proposed in the 
budget request, are to be used to implement the fish, wildlife, and 
recreation mitigation and conservation projects authorized in Title 
III of Public Law 102-575; and to complete mitigation measures 
committed to in pre-1992 Bureau of Reclamation planning docu­
ments, as follows: 

Provo RiverlUtah Lake fish and wildlife .. $445,600 
Diamond Fork Fish and Wildlife . 24,000 
Duchesne/Strawberry Rivers fish and wildlife .. 62,400 
CRSP/Statewide fish, wildlife and recreation . 696,800 
Section 201(a)(1) mitigation measures .. 271,200 

Total, Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Com­
mission 1,500,000 

For program oversight and administration, the Committee has 
provided $1,704,000, the same as the budget request and $64,000 
above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. For fish and wildlife con­
servation programs, the Committee has provided $1,114,000, the 
same level as the budget request and $41,000 above the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level. 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

FISCAL YEAR 2010 BUDGET OVERVIEW 

The mission of the Bureau of Reclamation is to manage, develop, 
and protect water and related resources in an environmentally and 
economically sound manner in the interest of the American public. 
Since its establishment by the Reclamation Act of June 17, 1902, 
the Bureau of Reclamation has developed water supply facilities 
that have contributed to sustained economic growth and an en­
hanced quality of life in the western states. Lands and commu­
nities served by Reclamation projects have been developed to meet 
agricultural, tribal, urban, and industrial needs. The Bureau con­
tinues to develop authorized facilities to store and convey new 
water supplies and is the largest supplier and manager of water in 
the 17 western states. The Bureau maintains 472 dams and 348 
reservoirs with the capacity to store 245 million acre-feet of water. 
These facilities deliver water to one of every five western farmers 
for about 10 million acres of irrigated land, and to over 31 million 
people for municipal, rural, and industrial uses. The Bureau is also 
the Nation's second largest producer of hydroelectric power, gener­
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ating 42 billion kilowatt hours of energy each year from 58 power 
plants. In addition, its facilities provide substantial flood control, 
recreation, and fish and wildlife benefits. 

Despite significant past achievements, the Committee has his­
torically been concerned that the Bureau of Reclamation has be­
come a caretaker agency and is no longer exerting a leadership role 
in the provision of water supply or maintenance of the West's exist­
ing water supply infrastructure. Current projections of increasing 
needs and changing hydrology necessitate a Bureau that is a leader 
in the provision of water in the West. The investments made in the 
past are reaching their design life; municipal needs are growing 
and agricultural production must be protected. Balancing these 
competing priorities will be challenging and requires active partici­
pation and leadership on the part of the Bureau and its technical 
staff. The Committee hopes that the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of Reclamation will take up this challenge by re­
invigorating the structure and culture of the Bureau of Reclama­
tion. 

The Committee recommendation totals $1,037,805,000 for the 
Bureau of Reclamation, $17,122,000 above the budget request and 
$37,933,000 below the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, excluding 
emergency appropriations. 

A table summarizing the fiscal year 2009 enacted appropriation, 
the fiscal year 2010 budget request, and the Committee rec­
ommendation is provided below. 

[Dollars in I,DOOs] 

Account FY 2009 enacled FY 2010 request Cmte ree. 

Water and related resources 
Emergency appropriations I 

Central Valley project restoration fund 
California Bay-Delta restoration 
Policy and administration 

. 

$920,259 $893,125 $910,247 
1,000.000 0 0 

56,079 35,358 35,358 
40,000 31.000 31,ODD 
59,400 61,200 61,200 

. 

. 
.. 
.. 
------------­

Total, Bureau of Reclamation 
Appropriations 
Emergency appropriations 

. 
. 

2.075,738 
1,075,738 
1,000,000 

1,020,683 
1,020,683 

1,037.805 
1,037,8D5 

I Emergency Appropriations P.L. 111-5. 

WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 

. 

a$920,259,000 
893,125,000 
910,247,000 

-10,012,000 
+17,122,000 

• Excludes $1.000,000,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public 
Law 111-5). 

The Water and Related Resources account supports the develop­
ment, management, and restoration of water and related natural 
resources in the 17 western states. The account includes funds for 
operating and maintaining existing facilities to obtain the greatest 
overall levels of benefits, to protect public safety, and to conduct 
studies on ways to improve the use of water and related natural 
resources. 
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For fiscal year 2010, the Committee recommends $910,247,000, 
$17,122,000 above the budget request and $10,012,000 below the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

The budget request for this account and the approved Committee 
allowance are shown on the following table: 
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WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

IAMOUNTS IN THOUSANDSI 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 
RESOURCES FACIUnES RESOURCES FACIlITIES 

•• __u •••••___._••••••••••~__• __._•••••••_____._.__• _____••__~_~~§~MEN.!__2.t:!!o_'!____~~~~t1E.lf.! __._9~~! __. 

ARIZONA 

At: CHIN INDIAN WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT PROJECT 10.600 10,600 
ARIZONA WATER SETILEMENT ACT 1,400 1.400 
COLORADO RIVER BASIN. CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT' 18,103 305 18,000 305 
COLORADO RIVER FRONT WORK AND LEVEE SYSTEM 2,350 2,350 
NORTHERN AAllONA INVESTIGAnONS PROGRAM 3S0 350 
PHOENIX METROPOLITAN WATER REUSE PROJECT 200 100 
SALT RIVER PROJECT 517 133 517 133 
SAN CARLOS APACHE TRIBE WATER SmLEMENT ACT 325 12S 
SIERRA VISTA SUBWATfRSHED FEASl81UTY STUDY fiOO 
SOllTH}CENTRAl ARIZONA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 1,000 1,000 

CENTRAL ARIZONA SAUNITY STUDY ISO) (SOl 
SOUTHERN ARIZONA WATER RIGHTS SEmEMENT ACT PROJECT 1,703 1,703 
yUMA AREA PROJECTS 1,327 23,173 1,327 23,173 
YUMA EAST WETLANDS 2,000 

CALlFO"NIA 

BAY AREA REGIONAl WATER RECYCliNG PROJECT 100 
CACHUMA PROJECT 837 837 837 837 
CALIFORNIA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM SIlO 500 
CALLEGUAS MUNICIPAL WATER DISTRICT RECYCUNG PROJECT 1,400 100 
CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS 

AMERICAN RIVER DMSION 1,681 7,895 1,681 7,895 
AUBURN-FOLSOM SOUTH UNIT 1,663 1,663 
DELTA DIVISiON 15,063 S,34Z 15,063 5,342 
EAST SIDE DIVl5rON 1,676 2,750 1,676 2,750 
FRIANT DMSIQN 2,054 3,702 2,054 3,702 

SEMITJlOPIC PHASE II GROUNDWATER 8ANKING 800 
MISCELLANfOUS PROJECT PROGRAMS ]0,838 958 10,838 958 
REPLACEMENTS, ADDmONS, & El(1RAORDINARY MAINT. PROG. 25,000 25,000 
SACRAMENTO RIVER DIVISION 15,517 1,379 15,000 1,379 
SAN fElIPE DIVISION 1,635 18 1,635 16 
SAN JOAQUIN DIVISION 358 356 
SHASTA DIVISION 178 7,876 178 7,876 
TRINITY RIVER DIVISION 7,310 3,18S 7,310 3,185 
WATER AND POWER OPERATIONS 99' 8,287 993 8,287 
WEST SAN JOAQUIN D1VtslON, SAN LUIS UNIT 3,047 5,478 3,047 S,478 
YiElD FEASIBILITY INVESTIGATION 4SO 4SO 

CITY OF CORONA WATER RECYCliNG AND REUSE PROJECT 100 
GROUNDWATER REPLENISHMENT SYSTEM MID-BASIN INJECTION PILOT FACIlITIES 100 
HI DESERT WATER DISTRICT WASTEWATER COLlECTION AND REUSE PROJECT 100 
INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL WATER "ECYCUNG PROJECT 100 
LAKE TAHOE REGIONAL DEVElOPMENT PROGRAM 102 102 
LONG 8EACH AREA WATER RECLAMATION PROJECT 1,400 ,00 
LONG BEACH DESAlINATION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECT 700 100 
NORTH BAY WAltR REUSE PROJECT 100 
ORANGE COUNTY REGIONAL WATER REClAMATION PROJECT 100 
ORLAND PROJECT 703 703 
RIVERSIDf-CORONA FEEDER 1,000 
SALTON SEA RESEARCH PROJECT 400 400 
SAN BERNARDINO MWO, CA 1,000 
SAN DIEGO AREA WATER RECLAMATION P"OGRAM 3,500 '00 
SAN DIEGO FOUR·RESERVOIR INTERTIE 250 
SAN GABRIEL BASIN PROJECT 1,400 '00 
SAN GABRIEL BASIN RESTORATION fUND 4,000 
SAN JOSE AREA WATER I\EClAMATION/REUSE PROGRAM· TInE XVI 208 100 
SOUABO WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT PROJECT 5,000 5,000 
SOLAND PROJECT 1.612 2,497 1.612 2,497 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 520 520 
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WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 
RESOURCES FACIUTlES RESOURCES FACILITIES 

__ ._...____ ..•_._.._. _________.__ ._~_ ..________•______.._.______.____ •.__._._.__!:t~~~!!':1.~~ ____.9.t:1!.~ __.•..!!'~~~!!:1!~ __.J?~_~.~ ..._. 

LAKE ARROWHEAD 
UPPER MOJAVE RIVER WELL FiElD 
V£NTURA RIVeR PROJECT 
WATSONVILLE AREA WATER RECYCLING PROn:cr 

397 195 

1,000 
100 
397 
100 

195 

COLORAOQ 

ANIMAS-lA PlATA PROJECT 
ARKANSAS VALLEY CONDUIT 
COLLBRAN PROJECT 
COLORADO INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
COLORADO·BIG THOMPSON PROJECT 
FRUITGROWERS DAM PROJECT 
FRYINGPAN·AR~NSASPROJECT 

LAKE PUEBLO STATE PARI( 
GRAND VAllEY UNIT. CRBSCP. TmE II 
LEADVILLE! ARKANSAS RIVER RECOVERY PROIECT 
WWER COLOAADO RNER INVESTIGATlON5 PROGRAM 
MANCOS PROJECT 

JACKSON GULCH REHABILITATION PROJECT 
PARADOX VALLEY UNIT, ~BSCP. TITLE II 
PINE RIVER PROJECT 
SAN LUIS VAlLEY PROJECT 

CONEJ05. CO 
UNCOMPAHGRE PROJECT 

53,743 

190 
300 
40S 

99 
ZSl 
(54} 
170 

'0 
250 
71 

64 
189 
244 
164) 
218 

445 

3,69S 

13.395 
160 

8,398 

1,307 
2,935 

107 

2,'282 
IS1 

4.636 

140 

SO,OOO 
5,000 

190 
300 
.05 
99 

ZS2 
(541 
170 
30 

250 
71 

2,630 
64 

1119 
Il44 

(646) 
m 

..5 

3,695 

13,395 
160 

8,398 

1,307 
2,935 

'07 

l.282 
157 

4,636 

140 

IDAHO 

BOISE AREA PROJECTS 
COLUM81A AND SNA':E RIVER FCRPS ESA IMP. 
IDAHO INVEsTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
LEWISTON ORCHAROO PROJECT 
MINIDOKA AREA PROJECTS 

3,086 
18,000 

300 
1,234 
2.136 

2,31S 

'" 4,01 

3,086 
17,800 

300 
1,134 
2,736 

2,315 

'0 
4,432 

KANSAS 

KANSAS INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
WICHITA PROJECT·CHENEY DlVISIDN 
WICHITA PROJECT..£QUUS eEDS DIVlSION 

25 
10 
SO 

395 
25 
10 

600 
395 

MONTANA 

FORT PECK RESERVATION/DRY PRAIRIE RURAL WATER SYSTEM 
HUNGRY HORSE PROJECT 
HUNTLEY PROJECT 
LOWER YEllOWSTONE PROJECT 
MILl( RIVER PROJECT 
MILK RIVER/ST. MARY DIVERSION REHAtllLITATlON 
MONTANA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
ROCKY BOYS/NORTH CEN'mAL MONTANA RURAL WATER SYSTEM 
SUN RIVER PROJECT 

4,000 

31 
m 
314 

2,500 
140 

1,000 
SO 

1,86S 
56 
IS 

1,486 

318 

4,000 

31 
532 
314 

3,000 
140 

5,000 
SO 

1,865 
56 
IS 

1.486 

328 

NE8f1ASICA 

MIRAGE FLATS PROJECT 16 U9 16 119 

NEVADA 

HALFWAY WASH PROJECT 5TUDY 
LAHONTAN BASIN PROJECT 
LAKE MEAD/LAS VEGAS WASH PROGRAM 

I2S 
4,145 

800 
2,531 

125 
4,74S 
2,100 

2,531 



70 

WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 
RESOURCES FACILITIES RESOURCES FACILITIES 

",~", ......____.._,...,..._ ...,_,..",."....__...,.... .....___....__._..n_.~~.~!"!~~~~~! ...._9.~.~~ ........~..~~~~~.~~.~._ ..g.~.~.~._ ..
_

NORTH lAS VEGAS WATER REUSE 100 

NEWMEXICQ 

Al8UQUERQUE METRO AREA WATER & RECLAMATtON REUSE: 100 
CARLSBAO PROJECT 2.615 1,104 2.615 1,104 
EASTERN NEW MEXICO INVESTIGArtoNS PROGRAMS 5(l 50 
JICARILLA APACHE RESERVATION RURAl WATER SYSTEM 1,000 3,000 
MIDDLE IUO GRANDE PROJECT 14,801 8,949 14,750 8,949 
NAVAJO NATION IHVEsnGATrONS PROGRAM 200 200 
PECOS RIVER BASIN WATER SALVAGE PROJECT 209 209 
RiO GRANOE PROJECT B24 4,175 B24 4,175 
SAN JUAN RIVER BASIN INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 15(l ISO 
SOUTHERN NEW MEXICO!WEST TEXAS INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 15(l 150 
TUCUMCARI PROJECT 24 17 24 17 
UPPER RIO GRANDE BASI" INVESTIGATIONS 75 75 

NORTH DA~OTA 

PICK-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM· GARRISON DIVERS/ON UNIT 30,654 S,639 20,708 5,639 

OKlAHOMA 

ARBUCKLE PROJECT 
MCGEE CREEK PROJECT 

48 
20 

lB. 
.44 

4B 
20 

lB. 
644 

MOUNTAIN PARK PROJECT 7 Sl8 7 518 
NORMAN PROJECT 25 452 2S 4S2 
OKlAHOMA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 15(l 150 
W.e. AUSTIN PROJECT 23 435 2l 435 
WASHlTA BASIN PROJECT 7 1,048 7 1,048 

OREGON 

CROOKED RfVER PROJECT 412 427 412 427 
DESCHUTE5 PROJECT 300 lS2 300 IB2 
EASTERN OREGON PROJECTS 573 272 S73 272 
KlAMATH DAM REMOVAL STUDY 2,000 2,000 
KLAMATH PROJECT 20,589 4,411 20,589 4,411 
OREGON INVESnGATIONS PROGRAM 300 300 
ROGUE RfVER BASIN PROJECT, TALENT DIVISION BI. 331 814 m 
SAVAGE RAPIDS DAM REMOVAL 1,160 1,160 
TUALATIN PROJECT 68 271 .B 271 
TUAlATIN VALLEY WATER SUPPLY FEASIBILITY STUDY 200 
UMATILlA PROJECT 968 3,352 9SB 3,352 

SOUTH DAkOTA 

lEWIS AND (!.ARK RURAL WATER SYSTEM 2,000 .,000 
MID-DAKOTA RURAL WATER PROJECT 15 15 
MNI WICONI PROJECT 17,280 10,200 17,280 10,200 
PERKINS COUNTY RURAL WATER SYSTEM 1,000 1,000 
RAPID VALlEY/OEERFIElD PROJECT 79 79 

T£J<AS 

f1AlMORHEA PROJECT 41 17 41 17 
CANADIAN RIVER PROJECT S4 5416' 163 
LOWER RIO GRANDE WATER RESOU~CES CONSERVATION PROGRAM 50 1,000 
NUECES RIVER PROJECT 20 711 20 721 
SAN ANGELO PROJECT 3S 401 35 401 
TEXAS INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 45 45 



WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 

.
 

UTAH 

HYRUM PROJECT 
MOON LAKE PROJECT 
NEWTON PROJECT 
NORTHERN UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
OGDEN RIVER PROJECT 
PROVO RIVER PROJECT 
SCOFIELD PROJECT 
SOUTHERN NEVADA/UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
SOUTHERN UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
STRAWBERRY VALLEY PROJECT 
WEBER BASIN PROJECT 

ARTHUR V. WATKINS DAM FEASIBILITY STUDY 
WEBER RIVER PROJECT 

WASHINGTON 

COLUMBIA BASIN PROJECT 
ODESSA SUBAREA SPECIAL STUDY 
WASHINGTON AREA PROJECTS 
WASHINGTON INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM 
YAKIMA PROJECT 
YAKIMA RIVER BASIN WATER ENHANCEMENT PROJECT 
YAKIMA RIVER BASIN WATER SUPPLY STUDY 

WYOMING 

KENDRICK PROJECT 
NORTH PLAnE PROJECT 
SHOSHONE PROJECT 

SUBTOTAL FOR PROJECTS 

REGIONAL PROGRAMS 

COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROGRAM, TITLE I 
COLORADO RIVER BASIN SALINITY CONTROL PROGRAM, TITLE II 
COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT, (CRSP), SECTION 5 
COLORADO RIVER STORAGEPROJECT, (CRSP), SECTION 8 
COLORADO RIVER WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM 
DAM SAFETY PROGRAM 

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR DAM SAFETY PROGRAM
 
INITIATE SOD CORRECTIVE ACTION
 
SAFETY OF EVALUATION OF EXISTING DAMS
 

DROUGHT EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
EMERGENCY PLANNING & DISASTER RESPONSE PROGRAM 
ENDANGERED SPECIES RECOVERY IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM 
ENVIRONMENTAL & INTERAGENCY COORDINATION ACTIVITIES 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 
EXAMINATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES 
FEDERAL BUILDING SEISMIC SAFETY PROGRAM 
GENERAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES 
LAND RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
LOWER COLORADO RIVER OPERATIONS PROGRAM 
MISCELLANEOUS FLOOD CONTROL OPERATIONS 
NATIVE AMERICAN AFFAIRS PROGRAM 

SID YATES SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM 
NEGOTIATION & ADMINISTRATION OF WATER MARKETING 
OPERATIONS AND PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

RESOURCES 
~_~!'!.~~~~_~~_~ 

1S2 
4 

59 
200 
213 

1,002 
107 

25 
225 
248 
747 

50 

5,692 

193 
150 

2,420 
8,500 

119 
266 

76 

322,611 

6,970 
3,449 
2,710 

233 

488 

19,012 
2,187 

947 

2,213 
8,682 

21,448 

6,197 

1,563 
1,026 

FACILITIES 
g_~_~~ 

46 
76 
39 

177 
433 

80 

21 
745 

109 

10,762 

15 

6,092 

3,139 
1,351 
1,080 

229,923 

11,450 

4,888 

2,029 
81,600 
18,250 

1,432 

7,675 
1,400 

777 

625 

RESOURCES FACILITIES 
~_~!'!.~~~~i~_~ <?_~_~~ . 

152 46 
4 76 

59 39 
200 
213 177 

1,002 433 
107 80 

25 
225 
248 21 
747 745 

1,000 
50 109 

5,692 10,762 
3,000 

193 15 
150 

2,420 6,092 
8,500 
1,500 

119 3,139 
266 1,351 

76 1,080 

339,S23 229,923 

11,450 
6,970 
3,449 4,888 
2,710 

233 

2,029 
81,600 
18,250 

488 
1,432 

19,012 
2,187 

947 
7,675 
1,400 

2,213 
8,682 

21,448 
777 

6,197 
210 

1,563 
1,026 625 



WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 
RESOURCES FACILITIES RESOURCES FACILITIES 

MANAGEMENT OM&R MANAGEMENT OM&R ._-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------_. 

PICK-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM - OTHER PICK SLOAN 3,321 36,205 3,321 36,205 
POWER PROGRAM SERVICES 724 307 724 307 
PUBLIC ACCESS AND SAFETY PROGRAM 598 155 598 155 
RECLAMATION LAW ADMINISTRATION 2,199 2,199 
RECREATION & FISH & WILDLIFE PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION 1,625 1,625 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM 9,200 9,200 
DESALINATION AND WATER PURIFICATION PROGRAM 2,133 1,600 2,133 1,600 

RURAL WATER - TITLE I 2,348 2,348 
SITE SECURITY 28,877 28,877 
UNITED STATES/MEXICO BORDER ISSUES - TECHNICAL SUPPORT 96 96 
UPPER COLORADO RIVER OPERATIONS PROGRAM 250 250 
WATER CONSERVATION INITIATIVE 37,192 37,192 
WATER CONSERVATION FIELD SERVICES PROGRAM 6,510 6,510 

SUBTOTAL FOR REGIONAL PROGRAMS 143,321 197,270 143,531 197,270 

TOTAL WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 465,932 427,193 483,054 427,193 
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WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES ,
 (AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)
 

\, REQUEST RECOMMENDED 
\., RESOUR;CES fACILITIES RESOURCE5 

------~\r~~ -.- -- ---.----- --.--.---.._ ~~~~~!'!'.~~I__ ._Q.~~!L __~~§~¥.~ttL._ 

IJTAH\'''­
46HYRUM PROJECT \ 152 46 Ai 7.

=O~~~~J~~CT "\ 5: ~: ,' 5: 39 
NORTHERN UTAH INVESTIG'A'{rONS PROGRAM 200 - '200 

OGDEN RIVER PROJECT \ ','OOU, 4"33' .' ,,~3, 177 
PROVO RNER PROJEl';T """ 433 
SCOFIELD P~OJECT , 10' SO tf 10' 80 
SOUTHER;N NEVAOA/UTAH INVESTIb~T10NS PROGRAM 2S -I' 2S 
SOUTHERN UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PIfi\RAM 225 ,r 225 
STRAWBERRY VAll£Y PROJECT 248 ff21 248 Zl 

WEBER BASIN PROJECT 74/'.,1" 745 747 '4S 
ARTHUR V. WATKINS DAM FEASIBILITY 51VOV - - 1.000 

WE8ER RIVER PROJECT \__ 50 109 SO 109 

WASHINGT~\. 
COlUMBIA BASIN PROJECT S,§§2 ]0.762 5,692 ]0,762 
ODESSA SUBAREA SPEOAL STUDY f -- -- 3 000 

:~~:~~~~ ::~~::I:S PROGRAM \ If ~~ ~ '~~~ IS 

'tAICIMA PROJECT \ i' 2,420 6,092 2,420 6,092 
'tAIOMA RIVER BASIN WATER ENHANCEMENT PROJECT '. .1" 8 SOO 8500 
'tAIC1MA RIVER BASIN WATER SUPPLY STUDV . /~' 1:500 

\.

'>(
/WYOMING 

KENDRICK PROJECT' 119 3,139 119 3,139 
NORTH PLAnE PR01ECT '66 1,3S1 '6. l.3S1 
SHOSHONE PROJECT' '6 1,080 1,080'6 

SUBTOTAL FOR PROJECTS 322611 229923 339523 229923 
<',I~ 

REGIONAL PROGRAMS 1" 

COlORADO RIVER BASIN SALlNrtY CONTROL PROGRAM, Tm 11,450
 
COlORADo RIVER BASIN SALlNrtY CONTROL PR(XiRAM, 6,970
 
COLORADO IUVER STORAGE PROJECT, (CRSP), SECTION S 4,888
 
COLORADO RIVER STORAGE PROJECT, (CRSP), SECTt 

COLORADo RIVER WATER QUAUTY IMPROVE 
DAM SAFETY PROGRAM
 

DEPARTMENT OF INll:RIOR DAM SAFETY PR09 AM
 
INITIATE SOD CORRECTIVE ACTION I
 
SAFE1'l' OF fVALuATK)N OF EXISTING DAMS
 

oR;ouGWT fMERGENCV ASSISTANCE PROG~M
 
EM£RGENCV PLANNING & OISAST£R REsegNsE PROGRAM
 
ENDANGERED ON PI\OGRAM
 
ENVIRONMENTAL NACTMTIES
 
ENVIRONMENTAL
 
EXAMINATION OF
 
FEDERAl BUILDIN
 
GENERAl PLANNI 2,213
 
LAND RESOURCES MANAG 8,6B2
 
LOWER COLORADO RIVE 21,448
 
MISCElLANEOUS
 

6,197 

1,563 
1,026 

/ 
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WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES 

(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS) 

REQUEST RECOMMENDED 
RESOURCES FACIUTIES RESOURCES FACllI S 

_~~•.•.•_. ._ •....•.•.•. .•_.._ _.__ __"t'_~~.!M.~ __~!.~_._~l_.§~M!~.! O .!!L . 

PICI(-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM· OTIiER PICk SLOAN 3.321 36,205 
POWER PROGRAM SERVICES 72" 307 

UBLle ACCESS AND SAFETY PROGRAM 598 155 
R lAMATION LAW ADMINISTRATION 2.199 
RE nON & FISH & WILDLIFE PROGAAM ADMINISTRATION 1,625 
RESEA: CH AND DEVELOPMENT 

self EAND 1'fCHN01.QGY PROGRAM 9.200 9,200 
Of SAL! nON AND WA'TER PURIFICATION PROGRAM 2,133 2,133 l,6<Xl 

RURAL WAT • mu I 2,348 2,348 
SITE SECUR 28,877 
UNITED S1ATES EXICO BORDER ISSUES - TECHNICAL SUPPORT 96 
UPPER COLOMO IVER OPERATIONS PROGRAM 25<1 
WATER CONSERVA N INITIATIVE 37,192 
WATER CONSERVATIO flEW SERVicES PROGRAM 6,510 

SU TOlAl FOR REGIONAL PROGRAMS 197270 143531 197270 

TOTAL 4Z7193483054 

910Z47 
17122 

809 

427193., 32 

ft93125 

/ 
/ 
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Upgrades to Existing Hydropower Facilities.-To fulfill Section 
1834 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005, the Department of the Inte­
rior, the Army Corps of Engineers, and the Power Marketing Ad­
ministrations released a 2007 report assessing the potential for in­
creases to electric power generation at existing federal facilities 
through upgrades and efficiency enhancements. The Committee en­
courages the Bureau of Reclamation to consider such upgrades at 
its existing facilities, as described in more detail in the Introduc­
tion section of this report. 

St. Mary Diversion Rehabilitation, Glacier County, Montana.­
The Committee recommendation includes $3,000,000 for the St. 
Mary Diversion Rehabilitation project. The funding provided is for 
rehabilitation project elements currently authorized under the Bu­
reau of Reclamation. Although this project was authorized for the 
Corps of Engineers in the 2007 Water Resources Development Act, 
this project was originally constructed by the Bureau, and its reha­
bilitation should take place under the Bureau's auspices. As in the 
explanatory statement accompanying the fiscal year 2009 Omnibus 
Appropriations Act, should the project sponsors desire further im­
provements outside of existing authority under the Bureau of Rec­
lamation, the Committee encourages the project sponsors to pursue 
the necessary authority for the Bureau to undertake this work. 

Rural Water Program.-The Committee notes that, for the first 
time, the Bureau includes at least a minimal level of funding for 
all Title I ongoing rural water projects. The Committee appreciates 
and supports this approach and encourages its continuation in fu­
ture years. 

Water Reclamation and Reuse Program.-The Title XVI Water 
Reclamation and Reuse Program contributes to water conservation 
in the western United States by furthering efficient use and reuse 
of water supplies. The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009 directed no less than $126,000,000 to Title XVI projects, to be 
expended by the end of fiscal year 2010. At the time this Act was 
written, the Bureau had not yet publicly released their allocation 
of Recovery Act funding to individual Title XVI projects. The Com­
mittee is unable to recommend funding for individual Title XVI 
projects without knowledge of the Bureau's Recovery Act funding 
allocations. The Committee therefore provides $100,000 for each 
Title XVI project for the fiscal year 2010, pending the announce­
ment of Recovery Act funding and accurate projections of project 
needs. 

Glen Canyon Dam.-The Committee continues to support the 
goals of the Grand Canyon Protection Act (GCPA) and the resulting 
duties placed upon the Bureau of Reclamation. However, the Com­
mittee is concerned that many of the procedural requirements in 
the GCPA and Charter for the Glen Canyon Dam Adaptive Man­
agement Work Group are being disregarded. The result appears to 
be that Federal responsibilities have been neglected and public 
transparency compromised. Specifically, the Committee strongly 
encourages that the Bureau of Reclamation, in cooperation and 
concurrence with the National Park Service, revisit the Operating 
Criteria for Glen Canyon Dam. The five-year review required by 
the Operating Criteria should be an open public process consistent 
with the GCPA and 1997 Operating Criteria requirements (62 FR 
9447-9448). 
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CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND
 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 

. 

. 

. 

$56,079,000 
35,358,000 
35,358,000 

Comparison: 
Apllropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 
-20,721,000 

This fund was established to carry out the provisions of the Cen­
tral Valley Project Improvement Act and to provide funding for 
habitat restoration, improvement and acquisition, and other fish 
and wildlife restoration activities in the Central Valley area of 
California. Resources are derived from donations, revenues from 
voluntary water transfers and tiered water pricing, and Friant Di­
vision surcharges. The account is also financed through additional 
mitigation and restoration payments collected on an annual basis 
from project beneficiaries. 

For fiscal year 2010, the Committee recommends $35,358,000, 
the same as the budget request and $20,721,000 below the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level. Within this amount, the Committee pro­
vides funding for programs and activities according to the Adminis­
tration's request. The Committee notes that the reduction in the 
Bureau's request for this account does not represent an intent to 
reduce funding in future years, but rather meets an existing statu­
tory requirement to limit the three year rolling average to no more 
than $50,000,000. 

CALIFORNIA BAY-DELTA RESTORATION 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 . $40,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 31,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 31,000,000 
Comparison: 

Apllropriation, 2009 . -9,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The California Bay-Delta account funds the Federal share of 
water supply and reliability improvements, ecosystem improve­
ments and other activities being developed for the Sacramento-San 
Joaquin Delta and associated watersheds by a State and Federal 
partnership (CALFED). Federal participation in this program was 
initially authorized in the California Bay-Delta Environmental and 
Water Security Act enacted in 1996. 

For fiscal year 2010, the Committee recommends $31,000,000, 
the same as the budget request and $9,000,000 below the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level. Within this amount, the Committee pro­
vides funding for programs and activities according to the Adminis­
tration's request. 

POLICY AND ADMINISTRATION 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 . $59,400,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 61,200,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 61,200,000 
Comxarison: 

+1,800,000
BR~~~~~~H:~t~~gg10··:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
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The Policy and Administration account provides for the executive 
direction and management of all Reclamation activities, as per­
formed by the Commissioner's offices in Washington, DC, and Den­
ver, Colorado, and in five regional offices. The Denver and regional 
offices charge individual projects or activities for direct beneficial 
services and related administrative and technical costs. These 
charges are covered under other appropriations. For fiscal year 
2010, the Committee recommends $61,200,000, the same as the 
budget request and $1,800,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted 
level. 

Since 2006, the Committee has requested that the Bureau 
produce a five-year plan-a rational, reality-based assessment of 
investment needs, by project, outlining the expected and necessary 
expenses associated with the inventory of the existing projects and 
the new investments necessary to meet Reclamation's mission for 
a planning horizon of five years. The original direction for the Bu­
reau's five-year plan was contained in the Committee's fiscal year 
2006 report, providing adequate time for a meaningful plan to be 
assembled. The Committee continues to see a pressing need for this 
report. 

Historically, the Bureau has adequately not met this require­
ment. The Bureau's five-year plan as submitted in 2008 did not 
meet the Committee's needs. The Bureau provided a plan which 
contained only a list of projects along with, in the Administration's 
words, "mechanistic, computer generated account data" for out-year 
costs. The Administration's plan seemed to ignore actual pro­
grammatic needs and instead was built on an arbitrary funding 
level. This five-year plan was not useful as a planning document 
and appeared simply to be an effort to avoid the budgetary con­
sequences to the Policy and Administration account of failing to 
submit the report. The Bureau has been aware of the Committee's 
dissatisfaction with the products provided and no action to remedy 
the situation. 

The Committee hopes that the Administration will fulfill the re­
quirements to produce an adequate and useful five-year plan that 
serves the public interest by providing visibility into the Bureau's 
future plans and spending. The Committee expects that the five­
year plan will include the following: 1) two funding scenarios, one 
which reflects the Administration's expenditure ceilings and a sec­
ond which reflects an expenditure level consistent with the fiscal 
year 2010 appropriation, including inflation for the out-years; 2) a 
list of active projects, including all projects receiving funding in the 
previous three years; 3) a full accounting of all rural water and 
Title XVI projects which are currently authorized, the total author­
ization, the balance to complete, and total appropriations to date; 
and 4) an explanation of the methodology used in determining the 
project allocations, together with the direction provided to field of­
fices in the preparation of the five-year plan. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Reprogramming Restriction.-Section 201 prohibits the obligation 
or expenditure of funds through a reprogramming of funds in this 
title except in certain circumstances. 
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San Luis Unit.-Section 202 prohibits the use of funds to deter­
mine the final point of discharge for the interceptor drain for the 
San Luis Unit until certain reporting requirements are met and in­
clude language on the cost share requirements of the Kesterson 
Reservoir Cleanup. 

TITLE III 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

INTRODUCTION 

Funds recommended in Title III provide for all Department of 
Energy (DOE) programs, including Energy Efficiency and Renew­
able Energy, Nuclear Energy, Fossil Energy Research and Develop­
ment, Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability, Naval Petroleum 
and Oil Shale Reserves, the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, the 
Northeast Home Heating Oil Reserve, the Energy Information Ad­
ministration, Non-Defense Environmental Management, Uranium 
Enrichment Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund, Science, 
Nuclear Waste Disposal, Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee 
Program, Advanced Technology Vehicle Manufacturing Loans Pro­
gram, Departmental Administration, Office of the Inspector Gen­
eral, the National Nuclear Security Administration (Weapons Ac­
tivities, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation, Naval Reactors, and the 
Office of the Administrator), Defense Environmental Management, 
Other Defense Activities, Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal, the 
Power Marketing Administrations, and the Federal Energy Regu­
latory Commission. 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

The Department of Energy (DOE) has requested a total budget 
of $28,406,706,000 in fiscal year 2010 to fund programs in its five 
primary mission areas: science, energy, environment, nuclear non­
proliferation and national security. The overall DOE budget re­
quest is $1,613,705,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

The Committee recommends a number of changes to the fiscal 
year 2010 budget request to reflect specific congressional priorities 
addressing national interests. The total funding recommended for 
the Department of Energy is $26,878,850,000, $85,849,000 over the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted and $1,527,856,000 below the budget re­
quest. 

MAJOR COMMITTEE CONCERNS 

The Committee is pleased that the Administration has fully en­
gaged to confront the energy challenges facing this nation and has 
made energy policy a top priority of its agenda. Given the substan­
tial short-, medium-, and long-term energy challenges, strong lead­
ership from the Department of Energy is critical. As the nation 
confronts these challenges, focus, discipline, and a willingness to 
embrace and implement new ideas will be needed. The Committee 
fully supports the principle that innovation, technology, and re­
search and development should be at the very core of national ef­
forts to secure our energy future. 

The nation also needs a comprehensive energy policy for the 21st 

century. The energy crisis is not just about energy independence 
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from the Middle East and foreign suppliers, it is about reducing the 
economic costs energy dependence inflicts on hardworking Ameri­
cans, the national security threat it poses, and the havoc it wreaks 
on the environment. A balanced energy mix that introduces com­
petition into the system will ensure future generations are not held 
captive by one source of energy. In addition to establishing diverse 
energy sources, there is a need to be more conscientious about en­
ergy consumption and further advance conservation efforts. Taken 
together these measures will ultimately reduce the national de­
mand and increase the supply of cleaner energy. 

The government can lead the way through its policies and incen­
tives to advance this new energy future. However, no matter the 
policy or incentive set forth, strong leadership and fundamental 
management reform at the Department of Energy must take place. 
The Committee is hopeful that the Administration's aggressive ap­
proach to energy issues will be applied with equal enthusiasm· to 
the management challenges it has inherited at the Department of 
Energy. 

The Committee recognizes that the Administration is still filling 
key vacancies at the Department. Strategies for improving the im­
plementation of the Department's programs are under development 
and it would be premature to be overly critical at this early stage 
of the Administration. This section expresses a number of the Com­
mittee's historic concerns. The Committee expects that these con­
cerns and many others will be addressed in the months and years 
ahead and will work closely with the Department's new leadership 
to improve the overall effectiveness of the Department's programs. 

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTION 

Article I, Section 9 of the U.S. Constitution states "No money 
shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of Appropria­
tions made by law". The Committee reminds the Department of 
this Constitutional provision because of the repeated disregard for 
congressional direction in the execution of appropriations law. In 
previous years, the Department has at times ignored the clear in­
tent of Congress, seeking to satisfy Administration desires rather 
than congressional mandates. The Committee looks forward to 
working closely with the Department to support the full implemen­
tation of congressional direction. 

IMPROVED STRATEGIC AND BUDGET PLANNING 

A major concern of the Committee is the Department's under­
developed strategic planning process. The diverse set of missions at 
the Department complicates efforts to establish an over-arching, 
prioritized, and detailed strategic plan. More robust strategic plan­
ning would better inform budget formulation. Without strategic 
planning, programs and projects operate on a year-to-year planning 
horizon causing unnecessary uncertainty that disrupts program 
and project execution. The Department's leadership has already ex­
pressed an interest in improving strategic and budget planning. 

The Department does not have a functioning Planning, Program­
ming, Budgeting, and Evaluation (PPBE) process that includes 
five-year budgeting. The Committee has encouraged the Depart­
ment to submit five-year budget plans in recent years. A PPBE sys­
tem would improve the alignment of funding with priorities. The 
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Committee directs the Department to develop and implement a 
PPBE process, including five-year budget planning, for all pro­
grams and all projects exceeding $100,000,000. The Department 
shall provide the Committee its implementation plan not later than 
March 1, 2010. 

The National Nuclear Security Administration already provides 
five-year national defense plans with its budget submission and is 
encouraged to further develop its variant of the PPBE process. 

MANAGEMENT AND FEDERAL STAFFING 

The Committee's top organizational concern with the Department 
is its management and federal staffing. According to the Govern­
ment Accountability Office (GAO), the Department of Energy has 
approximately 14,000 Federal employees overseeing 93,000 contract 
employees, dozens of construction projects, and 80 nuclear waste 
clean-up projects. Project and construction management has contin­
ued to be a weakness of the Department. The GAO noted that 9 
of the 10 largest construction projects at the Department had expe­
rienced cost increases and schedule delays. The Committee expects 
the Department to follow GAO's recommendation regarding project 
management. 

Cost increases and schedule delays continue to plague the De­
partment's major construction and operating projects. Because of 

'this, the Committee recently asked the GAO to review cost esti­
mating practices at the Department. GAO's preliminary results in­
dicate that the Department's policies and guidance for cost esti­
mating are not adequate for supporting the development of credible 
cost estimates. Specifically, GAO found the Department does not 
have a current Department-wide policy or guidance indicating how 
the Department's contractors should develop project cost estimates. 
For example, while DOE's Project Management Order 413.3A di­
rects projects to estimate total costs at critical decision points, it 
provides no criteria for developing such estimates. In addition, in 
2008, the Department issued a series of guides to be used in con­
junction with Order 413.3A, but none of them provide guidance on 
the development of cost estimates. Other GAO findings note that 
the Department has recently taken actions to improve cost esti­
mating, but it is unclear how well coordinated or effective they will 
be as some actions appear duplicative and inconsistent across the 
Department's program offices. In light of these preliminary find­
ings, the Committee directs the Department to report, within 60 
days of enactment of this Act, on specific activities undertaken and 
underway to improve its cost estimating practices, how these activi­
ties are being coordinated, who in the Department has specific re­
sponsibility for coordinating these activities, and what performance 
metrics the Department will use to demonstrate improvements in 
cost estimating as a result of these actions. 

Federal staffing is another major challenge facing the Depart­
ment. The National Academy of Public Administration (NAPA) has 
completed a study of selected mission support functions at the De­
partment-e.g. procurement and human resources. The Office of 
the Chief Human Capital Officer, in particular, is under-per­
forming to the detriment of the Department. The Defense Logistics 
Agency (DLA), for example, maintains one Human Resources staff 
person per 100 staff serviced; DOE headquarters has one human 
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resources staff person for 39 staff serviced, according to the NAPA 
report. Yet, according to the NAPA study, DLA takes 63 days to 
complete a hire and DOE headquarters takes 113 days. The Com­
mittee maintains it is important to improve this performance and 
supports the Department's efforts. 

Pursuant to NAPA's findings related to the Department's Office 
of the Chief Human Capital Officer, the Department should con­
sider alternative service delivery models for recruiting, hiring, and 
developing the Department's workforce. It is commonplace for Fed­
eral agencies and private sector companies to consolidate and cen­
tralize human capital and other functional operations in Shared 
Service Centers to both improve service and to reduce transaction 
costs. The Department should contract with an expert independent 
entity to examine alternatives to providing human capital oper­
ations, such as a new shared service center or using an existing 
Federal service provider. The Committee provides additional direc­
tion in the Departmental Administration section of this report. 

DEPARTMENTAL PENSION LIABILITIES 

The economic downturn and declining market conditions have in­
creased the Department's pension liabilities, particularly for the 
National Nuclear Security Administration and the Office of Envi­
ronmental Management. The Department retains 47 defined ben­
efit contractor plans as a legacy of the Manhattan Project and the 
Cold War. While the contractors for the Department's sites are re­
sponsible for the pensions under the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act of 1974 and related laws, the Department has, over 
the life of these contracts, included the pension costs as allowable 
and in doing so has assumed the long-term liability for reimburse­
ment. The Committee recognizes the pension need for each year is 
based on the conditions of the market in January of that year; this 
makes the actual need difficult to estimate. However, the Com­
mittee remains concerned about the Department's approach to pen­
sion liabilities. 

The Department proposed to treat the allocation of the additional 
funding to meet this obligation differently across the individual 
programs with no clear justification for the disproportionate treat­
ment. For example, the Department requested $64,200,000 in the 
Readiness in Technical Base Facilities budget line and $45,000,000 
in the Office of Nuclear Energy to address pension shortfalls. The 
Office of Environmental Management requested $62,000,000 and 
Naval Reactors $57,800,000 for potential pension shortfalls but the 
funds were spread throughout the program sub-activities. This in­
consistent treatment in the request makes it difficult for the Com­
mittee to understand the Department's approach on pensions and 
how this approach will affect programmatic activities. 

The current estimate for fiscal year 2010 pension needs is 
$1,400,000,000. The Committee fully supports and expects the De­
partment to meet these pension obligations. Given the uncertainty 
associated with the estimates of need, the Committee includes a 
General Provision that authorizes the Secretary to make funding 
available from relevant appropriations to keep the pension ac­
counts within the statutory requirements. If additional funding is 
not required due to changed market conditions or due to cost recov­
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ery through overhead rates, this transfer authority shall be termi­
nated. 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT INITIATIVES 

The Department conducts a broad spectrum of basic and applied 
research and development aiming to foster science and technology 
innovation. Dating back to the Manhattan Project, these research 
and development programs create novel solutions to our nation's 
pressing energy issues and are a critical pathway to developing 
low-cost means to reduce the nation's dependence on fossil fuels, in­
crease the energy supply, and address the global threat of climate 
change. The creation of new technologies will transform the way 
the nation produces and uses energy and accelerate the deployment 
of these innovative technologies into the marketplace. 

In the past, the Committee has expressed concerns that the De­
partment was not striking an appropriate balance between basic 
and applied research, development, demonstration, and deploy­
ment. The Committee continues to have these concerns, and en­
courages the Department to articulate a vision that strikes a delib­
erate balance between basic and applied research and implements 
it consistently across the Department's programs. The Committee 
has also expressed concerns that the Department does not have a 
comprehensive approach to transfer innovations from Department 
laboratories to industry. While individual program offices and na­
tional laboratories have spearheaded small initiatives, the Com­
mittee encourages the Administration to elevate this issue and im­
plement a Department-wide technology transfer plan. 

The Department currently supports a variety of research and de­
velopment efforts that advance U.s. scientific innovation in mul­
tiple disciplines. It funds core programmatic research and develop­
ment in national labs, universities, private industry, and other re­
search organizations for a variety of topic areas. Coordinating all 
of these efforts has commanded increased attention. The Depart­
ment recently began several research and development initiatives 
focusing researchers on a discrete science or applied energy prob­
lem for a limited period of time. The Department initiated three 
Bioenergy Research Centers in late 2007 to focus basic and applied 
researchers under one roof on the scientific obstacles to next-gen­
eration biofuels production. In early 2009, the Department an­
nounced 46 Energy Frontier Research Centers (EFRCs) funded by 
the Department at $2,000,000-$5,000,000 annually to "enlist the 
talents and skills of the very best American scientists and engi­
neers to address current fundamental scientific roadblocks to clean 
energy and energy security." The budget request includes an addi­
tional $100,000,000 to continue and expand this effort. Also in 
2009, the Department announced a solicitation for the Advanced 
Research Projects Agency-Energy (ARPA-E), which will fund dis­
crete projects conducting research and development to commer­
cialize "transformational energy-related technologies". 

In the fiscal year 2010 budget request, the Department intro­
duced an ambitious concept for advancing research and develop­
ment. It would provid,e $280,000,000 to establish eight Energy In­
novation Hubs, described as "multidisciplinary [Hubs], which focus 
on critical science and technology for high-risk, high-reward re­
search to revolutionize how the U.S. produces, distributes, and uses 
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energy." The request provides $35,000,000 for each of eight Hubs, 
to continue at $25,000,000 per Hub annually for a possible total in­
vestment of more than $2,000,000,000 over ten years. 

The Hubs have the potential to be an innovative concept to fill 
research gaps in advancing transformative energy science and tech­
nology. However, the Committee has a number of concerns. First, 
the Hubs appear to be redundant with existing Department re­
search topics and initiatives. The EFRCs, Bioenergy Research Cen­
ters, ARPA-E, and the proposed Hubs aim to produce trans­
formative energy technologies by focusing on "high-risk, high-re­
ward" research. These different initiatives take similar approaches 
while varying in size, implementation details, and emphasis on 
basic or applied research. Further, proposed research topics at the 
Energy Innovation Hubs overlap significantly with existing Depart­
ment of Energy research centers. For example, the Department 
proposes a Hub to research batteries and energy storage. However, 
more than ten of the Energy Frontier Research Centers announced 
by the Department in early 2009 plan to, exclusively or in large 
part, investigate that topic. A new set of centers with overlapping 
research goals risks adding confusion and redundancy to the exist­
ing fleet of research and development initiatives. 

Second, the Department has not communicated sufficient plan­
ning and implementation details for the proposed Hubs. The indi­
vidual program offices responsible for the proposed Hubs have not 
articulated consistent approaches and plans for site selection, staff­
ing, and progress measurement. Program offices have not been con­
sistent on even the most basic questions, such as whether or not 
each Hub will have its own physical location or will be a virtual 
collection of researchers. 

The Committee believes the Hubs are a promising concept and 
provides $35,000,000 to establish one Energy Innovation Hub 
under the Office of Science's Basic Energy Sciences program. The 
Committee gives discretion for this appropriation to the Secretary 
of Energy to select one of the Department's eight proposed Energy 
Innovation Hubs. The Committee further directs the Department, 
within 60 days of enactment of this Act, to submit to the Com­
mittee a report detailing the Department's site selection process, 
progress measurement plan, and the Hub's specific research goals 
and milestones. The Committee further directs the Department, 
not later than April 1, 2010, to report on the selected Hub's 
progress, including site selection, staffing, and progress towards re­
search goals. The report shall also include the Department's plan 
for incorporating input from industry and the scientific community 
when it selects research topics for Hubs in future budget requests. 

The Committee strongly supports the Department's efforts to de­
velop new and innovative approaches to solving energy science and 
technology problems. It offers its support in developing the prom­
ising Hub concept further, and will reconsider additional Energy 
Innovation Hubs when the Department addresses the concerns de­
scribed in this section and demonstrates progress with the selected 
Hub funded in this Act. 

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS 

The Congress has invested substantial funding through the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 in the effort to 
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develop a green-job economy as we recover from the deep economic 
downturn currently affecting our nation. 

The Committee continues to invest in the effort to grow the econ­
omy by creating green jobs in a range of areas including renewable 
energy production from wind, solar, and biomass sources; weather­
ization and both new building construction standards and older 
building efficiency and conservation retrofits; a massive commit­
ment to public transportation, mass transit, and high speed rail; 
accelerating the shift to more energy efficient vehicles; and con­
structing a "smart" electrical grid transmission system. 

Substantial job impact and economic studies have been con­
ducted to provide analysis of the economic impact of public clean 
energy investments. Studies that analyze the employment and 
macroeconomic effects of the Department's clean energy policies, 
and that assess the optimum policy design for the Department's in­
centive programs for the transition to a clean energy economy, will 
ensure the effectiveness and success of such public funding. The 
Committee believes the Department should continue this effort 
through ongoing arrangements with outside experts. The Depart­
ment should also work with the Department of Labor to leverage 
its job market and economic expertise in the Department of Ener­
gy's ongoing economic analyses of existing and potential public in­
vestments. 

MANAGEMENT OF NUCLEAR SPENT FUEL AND RADIOACTIVE WASTE 

In recent years, the Department has lacked an integrated strat­
egy to address existing and projected quantities of spent fuel and 
high-level waste over the next several decades. The Yucca Moun­
tain geological repository was the centerpiece of the Department's 
approach. The decision to terminate the Yucca Mountain geological 
repository has created even greater uncertainty. The Committee 
urges the Department to move forward as quickly as practicable in 
forming the proposed Blue Ribbon Commission to review alter­
native options for nuclear waste disposal. In the meantime, the 
Committee supports the Administration's position that the Yucca 
Mountain application review should continue in order to answer all 
relevant technical questions. 

The Committee strongly believes that the review of alternatives 
should be based on scientific information and scientific merit. The 
"President's Memo on Scientific Integrity" (74 Fed. Reg. 18596), 
dated March 9, 2009, asserted that, "The public must be able to 
trust the science and scientific process informing public policy deci­
sions." The Committee accepts the Administration's review of alter­
natives but it is difficult to understand why, if scientific integrity 
is a priority, Yucca Mountain would not be considered with the 
other alternatives. The Yucca Mountain site is, arguably, the most 
studied geology on the planet. Almost ten billion taxpayer dollars 
have been spent on Yucca Mountain and 1.5 million documents 
have supported the Nuclear Regulatory Commission's licensing of 
the site. It might well be the case that an alternative to Yucca 
Mountain better meets the requirements of the future strategy, but 
the review does not have scientific integrity without considering 
Yucca Mountain. Therefore, the Committee makes the $5,000,000 
for the Blue Ribbon Commission available provided that Yucca 
Mountain is considered in the review. 
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More generally, and beyond Yucca, the Committee understands 
the challenges facing the Department in developing an integrated 
approach to manage spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive 
waste. Responsibilities for spent fuel and radioactive waste are di­
vided among multiple program offices, primarily the Office of Civil­
ian Radioactive Waste Management (for the Yucca Mountain repos­
itory), the Office of Environmental Management (for site cleanup 
and stewardship of the Department's spent fuel and high-level 
waste), the Office of Naval Reactors (for Navy spent fuel), and the 
Office of Nuclear Energy (for researching options to recycle spent 
fuel). Each of those program offices is making varying degrees of 
progress on its respective spent fuel and high-level waste respon­
sibilities. It is important going forward that these offices work 
closely together to develop a comprehensive strategy. 

NUCLEAR WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 

The nuclear weapons request has been described by its authors 
as a "treading water" budget. While this is obviously correct in 
many respects, the Committee does not fault the National Nuclear 
Security Administration (NNSA) for it; the Administration has not 
had sufficient time to establish its goals and priorities, and the 
overall budget situation is dire. In addition, the Nuclear Posture 
Review, which could have a significant impact on the U.S. nuclear 
strategy, stockpile, and complex, has yet to be completed. The Com­
mittee's recommendation includes additional funding in key areas 
to support NNSA in its core mission-the reliability, safety, and se­
curity of our nuclear weapons arsenal-in the interim. 

By 2001 the United States nuclear stockpile held approximately 
one-third the number of nuclear weapons it had possessed at the 
peak of the Cold War. The nation has since reduced that force by 
more than half, and further reductions are in progress. The Com­
mittee supports these reductions and their expected continuation. 
The Committee also commends NNSA for its progress in safely dis­
mantling excess nuclear weapons, although the Committee is con­
vinced that the dismantlement rate can, and should, increase. 

The Committee commends NNSA for its excellent and innovative 
work on Stockpile Stewardship which has, without nuclear testing, 
produced a far more secure basis for confidence in the nuclear 
stockpile than ever existed under nuclear testing. NNSA's expertise 
in certifying our nuclear weapons will be of utmost importance for 
future stockpile reductions. 

Nevertheless, the Committee is concerned that NNSA's nuclear 
weapons programs have lost their direction. The United States has 
the most powerful nuclear arsenal in the world, far more effective 
than those of all other nations combined. However, U.S. nuclear 
weapons, and the complex that supports them, were built to Cold 
War legacy requirements. Nuclear yields are too high while mar­
gins are too low. The weapons complex is far larger and more costly 
than present or future needs will likely require. Yet the Depart­
ments of Energy and Defense have not produced a strategy speci­
fying the purpose of the nuclear stockpile in the post Cold War 
world. In the absence of a strategy, it is impossible to make ration­
al decisions on the size and composition of the stockpile and the 
complex that supports it. 
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It is therefore essential that the Administration without delay 
update its nuclear posture to address dramatic changes in the 
threat environment we now face and will likely face in the coming 
decades. Our legacy nuclear forces were designed to deter, by 
threat of retaliation, attack from a hostile Soviet Union possessing 
nuclear strike capability comparable to our own. While we need to 
retain the ability to deter attack from any quarter, we are now 
faced with the threat of multiple hostile entities, some of which are 
sub-national and some of which do not appear to be deterrable by 
threat of retaliation. The only protection against the non-deterrable 
threat is to stop it from gaining possession, control, and the ability 
to use nuclear weapons. 

The difference between today's threat and the Cold War threat 
cannot be overstated. We cannot afford to continue obsolete prac­
tices of the Cold War merely because we have always done them 
that way; neither can we afford to rule out a new course of action 
simply because we have never before taken it. The Committee ex­
pects the Nuclear Posture Review and Quadrennial Defense Re­
view, both due in fiscal year 2010, to reflect a strategic vision of 
how we can most efficiently optimize and deploy our national as­
sets, including our counter-terrorist capability, our deterrent forces, 
weapons surety, and our nonproliferation activities. 

In the fiscal year 2008 Appropriations report, Congress directed 
the Administration to provide, in sequence, (1) a nuclear strategy 
suitable to the post Cold War threat environment, (2) a nuclear 
stockpile plan to meet that strategy, and (3) a nuclear complex plan 
to support that stockpile. Subsidiary points and specifications were 
provided under each of the three primary directives. Congress re­
affirmed this direction for fiscal year 2009. In both years, Congress 
refused to consider funding a new nuclear warhead until all of 
these directives had been met. 

The Committee again reaffirms this position. The Committee 
continues to strongly support enhanced surety. The Committee sup­
ports high margin designs because they will enable further nuclear 
reductions with increased confidence in the validity of our nuclear 
deterrent. The Committee understands that answers to its ques­
tions may need to be stated with error bands which may become 
increasingly broad as projections reach into the future. The Com­
mittee also understands that a strategy, stockpile, and complex 
plan delivered to Congress in calendar year 2009 will certainly 
need modification as circumstances change. 

The Committee re-emphasizes that it will not consider a new 
warhead or a major warhead redesign until it has received the 
strategy, stockpile, and complex plans for which it has been wait­
ing over the past year and a half. Whether the Committee's ques­
tions are answered in the Nuclear Posture Review or in another ve­
hicle, they must be answered point by point. 

Additionally, the Committee directs the Secretary of Energy to 
submit to the Committees on Appropriations of the House and Sen­
ate, not later than 90 days after release of the Nuclear Posture Re­
view, a report specifying the status of the Department's plans for 
transformation of the Nuclear Weapons Complex. 



85 

NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 

The Committee recognizes that the availability of nuclear mate­
rial, technology, and expertise to terrorists and states, even in the 
smallest amounts, potentially poses a grave threat to the United 
States and the world. There is no simple way to address this com­
plex threat. 

The United States cannot achieve its nonproliferation objectives 
alone. Multilateral international organizations and other countries 
are indispensable partners. When possible, the initial effort is to 
convince would-be proliferators that the pursuit of nuclear weapons 
is not in their best interest. This can be done through diplomacy, 
international safeguards, and international agreements, among 
other approaches. Recognizing the limits of persuasion on this mat­
ter, however, the United States and international partners have de­
veloped a robust set of programs to prevent nuclear proliferation by 
securing, detecting, and disposing of nuclear weapons, materials, 
and technology. 

The most effective strategy for preventing the spread of nuclear 
weapons is to block the multiple pathways to acquiring them in the 
first place. It is impossible to develop nuclear weapons without 
fissile material. Consequently, the first line of defense is to secure 
fissile materials and nuclear weapons at their source. The second 
line of defense is nuclear detection at borders, seaports, and other 
transportation nodes to prevent illicit trafficking. Another non­
proliferation focus is disposing of existing nuclear material and re­
ducing the production of fissile materials to diminish future pro­
liferation concerns. Finally, developing the best nonproliferation-re­
lated technologies supports all of these defensive measures. The 
Committee regards the Department's nuclear nonproliferation re­
quest to be generally well conceived. The expectation is that these 
defensive layers will be strengthened and strongly supported in the 
years ahead. 

The Committee encourages the National Nuclear Security Ad­
ministration (NNSA) to take a oroader and more comprehensive 
view of how its nuclear nonproliferation programs work with one 
another. In particular, the NNSA should take a closer look at the 
prioritization of its nonproliferation program across the spectrum of 
its activities. Priorities have been developed within the Global 
Threat Reduction Initiative and Megaports program, for example, 
but a common framework does not cut across all of the NNSA non­
proliferation programs. 

Prioritization is critical because of the considerable amount of 
work that needs to be done and the reality that resources are lim­
ited, even though the Committee and successive Administrations 
have strongly supported these programs. There are hundreds of 
ports globally, thousands of land-border crossings and radiological 
and nuclear materials spread throughout the world. Priorities are 
needed so that highest risk-reduction activities are completed first. 

The NNSA strategic plan provides the general priorities for nu­
clear nonproliferation. The top priority is securing vulnerable nu­
clear materials and weapons. The second priority is securing bor­
ders, ports, and other transportation hubs. The weakness in the 
current prioritization scheme is its lack of a risk reduction compari­
son between securing nuclear material and border crossings. Re­
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sources may not be allocated in an optimal way. For example, fiscal 
year 2010 funds are allocated to secure nuclear materials in devel­
oped countries, like the United Kingdom, while installation of nu­
clear detection equipment on Russia's borders is deferred until fis­
cal year 2011 due to a lack of funding. It might be the case that 
installation of nuclear detection equipment at Russian border sites 
results in greater risk reduction than securing invulnerable nuclear 
material in the developed world; a more sophisticated prioritization 
scheme would be valuable in making these comparisons among 
nonproliferation activities. To better inform budget formulation, the 
Committee directs the NNSA to make a concerted effort to develop 
a risk-based prioritization scheme for all nuclear nonproliferation 
programs, including research and development. The NNSA shall 
provide a status report within 90 days of the enactment of this Act. 

Finally, the Committee strongly supports the NNSA's efforts to 
prepare for the verification and dismantlement of the North Ko­
rean nuclear program. While recent events have set-back the pros­
pects for a negotiated agreement in the near-term, there is a rec­
ognition that certain preparations must be made well in advance 
of any operation. The NNSA is encouraged to keep the Committee 
apprised of any developments in planning that might adjust cur­
rent funding estimates. If progress is made in negotiations, events 
leading to overseas operations could proceed very quickly. 

REIMBURSEABLE WORK 

As the Department of Energy (DOE) and the National Nuclear 
Security Administration (NNSA) move forward with the concept of 
a National Security Enterprise, the role of reimbursable work, or 
work for others as it is also known, must be examined comprehen­
sively. As the Administration develops its national security posture 
through the Nuclear Posture Review and other efforts, the reten­
tion of premier scientific capabilities residing at the National Lab­
oratories must be retained at a level that preserves and develops 
the scientific capabilities to meet the challenges of the future. 

Nearly one in six dollars spent by the Department is for work for 
others. At one lab, the percentage of work for others is over half 
of the work load annually. The Committee continues to be con­
cerned that such a large portion of the Department's workforce and 
assets are employed in the service of other agencies. This leaves 
the Department vulnerable to unanticipated shifts in funding over 
which it has little or no control. 

In concept, and by DOE Order, work for others includes full cost 
recovery for the services provided; it has become clear that this pol­
icy is not in fact applied uniformly across laboratories. While work 
for others helps to maintain critical capabilities and stability for in­
direct rates, it lacks a corporate strategy to guide the acceptance 
of such work. 

The Department and the NNSA are directed to conduct a review 
of all work for others and develop standard guidelines for accept­
ance of such work and mechanisms that uniformly apply full cost 
recovery. These guidelines shall include mechanisms to ensure that 
costs of facility construction and worker benefits, including pen­
sions, are fully shared. Further, the Committee reiterates its direc­
tion that the Department account for its reimbursable activities in 
the accounts that are most closely related in mission to the work 
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being carried out. In the event that the activity is not related to 
DOE's mission, the Department must report these activities in the 
account that would normally supply the preponderance of the fund­
ing of the resources being used in reimbursable work, or owns the 
assets being used in reimbursable work. The Committee strongly 
recommends that the Department and NNSA regularly consult 
with the Committee during the development of these guidelines. 

Reporting Requirement.-The Committee reiterates its direction 
that the Department report on a quarterly basis on the status of 
work for others activities in each of the National Laboratories and 
DOE programs. 

FINANCIAL REPORTING 

The Committee renews the direction provided in previous fiscal 
years requiring the Secretary of Energy to submit to the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations quarterly reports on the sta­
tus of all projects, reports, fund transfers, and other actions di­
rected in this bill and report. The Committee recognizes that this 
report has been delayed in the past due to the lack of orderly and 
coordinated internal processes. Therefore, the Committee requests 
that the Executive Secretariat, within the Office of Management, 
utilize its electronic document tracking and reporting systems to 
rectify this problem and respond to this requirement. The status of 
each reporting requirement must specify whether it is not drafted, 
drafted and in concurrence (including the date when it entered the 
Department's concurrence), or completed. This should conform to 
the Department's current reporting system. Any reports, transfers, 
or other actions directed in prior fiscal years that have not been 
completed as of the date of enactment of this Act should also be 
included in this quarterly report. 

A few of the Department's programs carry large uncosted bal­
ances from year to year. These balances are the focus of scrutiny 
as they suggest programs are not spending funding in a timely 
manner. The Committee does not have access to all of the funding 
data that explains how, for example, funding can be uncosted but 
committed to contracts. The Committee directs the Department to 
provide semi-annual Financial Balances Reports to the Committee 
by January 1, 2010, and June 30, 2010. The report should provide 
for each program at the Congressional control level and on projects 
exceeding $100,000,000 the following information: total available 
balance (prior and current year); obligated, uncosted balances; un­
obligated but committed uncosted balances; unobligated, uncosted 
balances; and uncosted balances. American Recovery and Reinvest­
ment Act funding should be displayed separately. Additionally, the 
Committee expects the Department to be ready to provide this in­
formation upon request throughout the fiscal year. 

REPROGRAMMING GUIDELINES 

The Committee requires the Department to inform the Com­
mittee promptly and fully when a change in program execution and 
funding is required during the fiscal year. To assist the Depart­
ment in this effort, the following guidance is provided for programs 
and activities funded in the Energy and Water Development Appro­
priations Act. The Committee directs the Department to follow this 
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guidance for all programs and activities unless specific reprogram­
ming guidance is provided below for a program or activity. 

Definition.-A reprogramming includes the reallocation of funds 
from one activity to another within an appropriation, or any signifi­
cant departure from a program, project, or activity described in the 
agency's budget justification as presented to and approved by Con­
gress. For construction projects, a reprogramming constitutes the 
reallocation of funds from one construction project identified in the 
justifications to another project or a significant change in the scope 
of an approved project. 

Criteria for reprogramming.-A reprogramming should be made 
only when an unforeseen situation arises, and then only if delay of 
the project or the activity until the next appropriations year would 
result in a detrimental impact to an agency program or priority. 
Reprogrammings may also be considered if the Department can 
show that significant cost savings can accrue by increasing funding 
for an activity. Mere convenience or preference should not be fac­
tors for consideration. Reprogrammings should not be employed to 
initiate new programs, or to change program, project, or activity al­
locations specifically denied, limited, or increased by Congress in 
the Act or report. In cases where unforeseen events or conditions 
are deemed to require such changes, proposals shall be submitted 
in advance to the Committee and be fully explained and justified. 

Reporting and approval procedures.-The Committee has not 
provided statutory language to define reprogramming guidelines, 
but expects the Department to follow the spirit and the letter of the 
guidance provided in this report. Any reallocation of new or prior 
year budget authority or prior year deobligations must be sub­
mitted to the Committees in writing and may not be implemented 
prior to approval by the Committee on Appropriations. 

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED PROJECTS 

To ensure that the expenditure of funds in fiscal year 2010 is 
consistent with Congressional direction, the bill incorporates by ref. 
erence the congressionally directed projects identified in the report 
accompanying this Act into statute. 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 

The Committee's recommendations for Department of Energy 
programs in fiscal year 2010 are described in the following sections. 
A detailed funding table is included at the end of this title. 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY 
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Comparison:. 

Appropriation, 2009 +321,460,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 -68,602,000 

.. Excludes $250,000,000 of emergency funding (Public Law 110-329) and $16,800,000 of funding from the 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public Law 111-5), 

Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy programs include re­
newable energy and energy efficiency research, development, dem­
onstration and deployment activities (RDD&D), and federal energy 
assistance programs. Renewable energy research, development, 
demonstration, and deployment activities include biomass and bio­
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refinery systems, geothermal technology, hydrogen technology, 
water power, solar energy, and wind energy technologies. Energy 
efficiency activities include improving the efficiency of vehicle, 
building, fuel cell, and industrial technologies, and the Federal En­
ergy Management Program. Federal energy assistance programs 
include weatherization assistance, state energy programs, inter­
national renewable energy program, tribal energy activities, and 
the renewable energy production incentive. 

The total Committee recommendation for Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy (EERE) programs is $2,250,000,000, 
$321,460,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, excluding 
emergency funding, and $68,602,000 below the budget request. The 
Committee provides $1,787,440,000 for energy efficiency and re­
newable energy research and development activities, and 
$462,560,000 for federal energy assistance programs. 

Reporting Requirements.-The Committee directs the Depart­
ment to quantify and track the progress and impact of the substan­
tial investments the Committee has made in the Energy Efficiency 
and Renewable Energy portfolio. The Department shall report to 
the Committee on an annual basis on the return on investment for 
each of the accounts. 

Minority outreach programs.-The Committee directs DOE to 
continue implementing an aggressive program to take advantage of 
the Historically Black Colleges and Universities and Hispanic Serv­
ing Institutions across the country in order to deepen the recruiting 
pool of diverse scientific and technical staff available to support the 
growing renewable energy marketplace. The Committee continues 
to support this program and reinforces the importance of tapping 
the full diversity of talent as the Department works with the public 
and private sectors to meet our nation's energy challenges. 

ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY RESEARCH,
 
DEVELOPMENT, DEMONSTRATION, AND DEPLOYMENT
 

The Committee recommends $1,787,440,000 for energy efficiency 
and renewable energy research, development, demonstration, and 
deployment programs, an increase of $340,465,000 above the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level and a decrease of $230,162,000 from the 
budget request. 

Fuel Cell Technology.-Formerly the Hydrogen Technologies pro­
gram, the Fuel Cell Technology program seeks to enable the wide­
spread commercialization and application of fuel cell technologies 
to reduce petroleum use, greenhouse gas emissions, and other air 
pollutants. This program supports the use of fuel cell systems for 
stationary, portable, and transportation applications through re­
search, development, demonstrationJ, and deployment (RDD&D). 
The Committee recommendation is ~68,213,000, the same as the 
budget request and a decrease of $100,747,000 from the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level. The Committee recommendation includes 
$63,213,000 for fuel cell systems R&D, the same as the budget re­
quest; and $5,000,000 for systems analysis, the same as the budget 
request. The request proposes to eliminate all funding for activities 
related to hydrogen transportation systems funded in the fiscal 
year 2009 under the former Hydrogen Technologies Program. The 
Committee remains supportive of hydrogen technology RDD&D ac­
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tivities and provides an additional $40,000,000 for these activities 
in the Vehicle Technologies program. 

Biomass and Biorefinery Systems R&D.-Biomass and Bio­
refinery Systems R&D conducts research, development and tech­
nology validation on advanced technologies that will enable future 
biorefineries to convert cellulosic biomass to fuels, chemicals, heat 
and power. The program focuses on reducing processing energy re­
quirements and production costs in biomass processing plants and 
future integrated industrial biorefineries. The Committee supports 
efforts to develop cellulosic feedstocks that are not used as food 
sources, and encourages the Department to consider a broad port­
folio of feedstocks including advanced biofuels sources such as 
algae. 

The Committee recommendation for integrated research and de­
velopment on biomass and biorefinery systems is $235,000,000, the 
same as the budget request, of which not less than $25,000,000 is 
for grants for the production of advanced biofuels as authorized 
under Section 207 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 
2007 (Public Law 110-140). This funding is complemented by ap­
propriations provided for bioenergy basic research in the Office of 
Science. 

Solar Energy.-The Solar Energy program develops solar energy 
technologies, such as photovoltaics and concentrating solar power, 
that are reliable, affordable and environmentally sound. The Com­
mittee recommends $258,655,000 for solar energy programs, an in­
crease of $83,655,000 from the fiscal year 2009 enacted level and 
$61,345,000 below the budget request. No funding is provided with­
in this amount for the Solar Electricity Energy Innovation Hub re­
quested by the Department. 

The increase expands the Department's existing solar energy re­
search, development, demonstration, and deployment activities. 
These activities consist of photovoltaic research and development, 
including exploratory research, conversion devices, measurements 
and characterization, systems development, and technology evalua­
tion; concentrating solar power research, development, and deploy­
ment; systems integration; and market transformation. 

Wind Energy.-The Wind Energy program focuses on the devel­
opment of wind turbines that can operate economically in areas 
with low wind speeds, small wind turbines that can serve a range 
of distributed power applications, and system technology in support 
of offshore wind systems further from shore, particularly beyond 
the viewshed of coastal communities. The Committee recommends 
$70,000,000 for wind energy systems, $5,000,000 below the budget 
request and $15,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

Geothermal Technology.-The Geothermal Technology program 
works in partnership with U.S. industry and universities to estab­
lish geothermal energy as an economically competitive contributor 
to the U.s. energy supply. Enhanced geothermal systems have the 
potential to provide baseload electricity generation and other en­
ergy services with substantially greater resource potential and geo­
graphical reach than conventional geothermal sources. Only pilot 
systems with limited testing lifetimes have been built to date, and 
further research, development, and demonstration is needed to 
show that enhanced geothermal systems are economically and tech­
nologically viable. 
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The Committee recommendation provides $50,000,000, the same 
as the budget request and $6,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 en­
acted level, for the research, development, and demonstration of 
enhanced geothermal systems. The program will competitively se­
lect university, industry, and national laboratory partners to ad­
vance related technologies and address barriers to the deployment 
of enhanced geothermal systems. 

Water Power R&D.-The Committee recommends $30,000,000 for 
water power research and development, the same as the budget re­
quest. The Committee encourages the Department's continued 
basic and applied research, development and demonstration for ma­
rine and hydrokinetic renewable technologies. 

In addition to investing in new ocean and marine power tech­
nologies, upgrading the efficiency and operations of existing con­
ventional hydropower facilities can be a cost-effective and environ­
mentally safe way to add clean, reliable electric generation using 
existing infrastructure. The Committee recommends not more than 
$3,500,000 for the Department to conduct an assessment of existing 
conventional U.S. hydropower and to identify opportunities to in­
crease power generation at these sites, to be reported to the Com­
mittee by September 30, 2010. The Committee notes that the De­
partment of the Interior, Army Corps of Engineers, and the Power 
Marketing Administrations released a 2007 report assessing the 
potential for electric generation increases through upgrades at fed­
erally owned dams. The Committee encourages the Department to 
focus the assessment on the balance of conventional hydropower 
sites not owned by Federal entities, and to report on strategies to 
encourage owners to invest in any identified upgrades. 

Vehicle Technologies.-The Vehicle Technologies program seeks 
technology breakthroughs that will greatly reduce petroleum use 
by automobiles and trucks of all sizes. These technologies include 
R&D on lightweight materials, electronic power control, high power 
storage, advanced combustion engines, and hybrid electric drive 
motors. The Committee recommends $373,302,000, an increase of 
$40,000,000 from the budget request and $100,064,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

The Committee recommends $164,661,000 for Hybrid Electric 
Systems, the same as the budget request and $38,952,000 above 
the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, to include $53,353,000 for vehi­
cle and systems simulation and testing, $32,227,000 above the fis­
cal year 2009 enacted level and the same as the request; 
$77,437,000 for energy storage R&D, the same as the request; and 
$30,041,000 for advanced power electronics and electric motors 
R&D, the same as the request. 

The Committee recommendation provides $40,000,000 in Vehicle 
Technologies for hydrogen transportation systems RDD&D activi­
ties, to include hydrogen delivery, storage, and fuel cell systems, 
for overcoming technology, infrastructure, and manufacturing bar­
riers to widespread deployment of transportation vehicles using hy­
drogen as a fuel. The budget request eliminates funding for these 
activities from within the former Hydrogen Technologies program. 
To be consistent with the Department's position of investment in 
a portfolio of energy solutions with a broad range of risk profiles 
and payback periods, the Committee recommends maintaining a 
level of investment in this program, as one of a number of vehicle 
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technologies supported by the Department, commensurate with the 
potential long term benefits of widespread adoption of hydrogen 
transportation technologies. 

The Committee supports the research and development of ad­
vanced internal combustion technologies that offer greater power 
density, fuel efficiency, and mechanical simplicity, and recommends 
$57,600,000 for Advanced Combustion Engine R&D, the same as 
the budget request and an increase of $16,800,000 above the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level. The Committee recommends $54,905,000 
for Materials Technology, the same as the request and $15,002,000 
above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, to include $34,039,000 for 
lightweight materials technology for research activities authorized 
in section 651 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 
(EISA). The Committee supports the lightweight materials re­
search and development on advanced high-strength steels under 
this program to reduce the weight of commercial and passenger ve­
hicles. The Committee recommends $25,122,000 for Fuels Tech­
nology, the same as the budget request and $5,000,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

The Committee recommends $31,014,000 for Technology Integra­
tion, the same as the request. The Committee recommendation in­
cludes $25,510,000 for vehicle technologies deployment, the same 
as the budget request, to support Clean Cities activities. 

Building Technologies.-In partnership with the buildings indus­
try, this program develops, promotes, and integrates energy tech­
nologies and practices to make buildings more efficient and afford­
able. The Committee recommends $210,498,000 for Building Tech­
nologies, $70,498,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level and 
$27,200,000 below the request. The Committee recommends 
$40,000,000 for Residential Buildings Integration, the same as the 
budget request, and $40,000,000 for Commercial Buildings Integra­
tion, the same as the budget request, for the Zero Net Energy Com­
mercial Buildings Initiative as authorized in Section 422 of EISA. 
This initiative is designed to develop and disseminate technologies, 
practices, and policies that will facilitate establishment of zero net 
energy commercial buildings by 2030. 

The Committee recommends $65,498,000 for Emerging Tech­
nologies, $27,200,000 below the budget request and $21,658,000 
above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The recommendation in­
cludes $9,000,000 for space conditioning and refrigeration research 
and development, the same as the budget request; $16,000,000 for 
building envelope research and development, the same as the budg­
et request; $5,500,000 for analysis tools, the same as the budget re­
quest; $6,500,000 for solar heating and cooling, the same as the 
budget request; and $27,000,000 for solid state lighting research 
and development, $7,800,000 above the request. The Committee en­
courages the Department to carry out a lighting technology re­
search and development program to assist manufacturers of high­
efficacy general service lamps that achieve the wattage require­
ments imposed in Section 321 of the 2007 Energy Independence 
and Security Act, in order to lower manufacturing costs and accel­
erate the realization of energy and cost savings from the deploy­
ment of high-efficiency lighting. 

The Committee recommends $30,000,000 for Technology Valida­
tion and Market Introduction, the same as the request and 
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$8,740,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The Committee 
recommends $35,000,000, the same as the request and an increase 
of $15,000,000 over the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, for Equip­
ment Standards and Analysis, for DOE to address the backlog of 
standards that are lagging behind schedule. 

Industrial Technologies.-The Industrial Technologies program 
cost shares research in critical technology areas identified in part­
nership with industry in order to realize significant energy benefits 
from increased energy efficiency. The Committee recommends 
$100,000,000, the same as the budget request. 

The Committee recommends $12,627,000 for Industries of the 
Future (Specific), the same as the budget request, to include 
$4,500,000 for the steel industry for improvements in production, 
the same as the request. 

The Committee recommends $87,373,000 for Industries of the 
Future (Cross-cutting), the same as the budget request and an in­
crease of $12,948,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The 
Committee recommends $25,000,000 for distributed energy, the 
same as the request, for distributed generation and combined-heat 
and power activities, and the advanced reciprocating engines sys­
tem program. 

Federal Energy Management Program.-The Federal Energy 
Management Program (FEMP) reduces the cost and environmental 
impact of the Federal government by advancing energy efficiency 
and water conservation, promoting the use of renewable energy, 
and managing utility costs in Federal facilities and operations. The 
Committee recommendation for the FEMP is $32,272,000, the same 
as the budget request, to support investment in additional projects. 

Energy Education and Workforce Training Program.-The De­
partment's request includes $115,000,000 for an education and 
technical training initiative with a broad mandate to spur and en­
able more Americans to pursue careers in clean energy. The pro­
posal includes K-12, higher education, and technical training ac­
tivities. The Committee believes that the proposed initiative high­
lights an important set of goals to increase the domestic scientific 
and technical workforce in order to address today's pressing energy 
issues, to develop the talents resident in American youth and work­
ers into tomorrow's workforce, and to enable our nation to lead the 
next generation of energy industries. 

However, the Committee is concerned that a program with such 
broad educational mandates, unlike some existing Energy Depart­
ment programs that focus on specific areas, is more consistent with 
activities within the Department of Education for K-12 and higher 
education programs, and the Department of Labor for workforce 
training and re-specialization. In addition, the budget request does 
not highlight how this proposed initiative relates to the various 
educational and workforce development activities already con­
ducted throughout the Department of Energy and in other federal 
agencies. 

For example, the Department of Labor requested $50,000,000 for 
the fiscal year 2010 for green jobs workforce development. The 
Labor Department also requested $135,000,000 for a Career Path­
ways Innovation Fund to prepare workers in high-demand indus­
tries. The Department of Education requested $31,000,000 for the 
"Graduate assistance in areas of national need" program, which so­
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licits input from Federal agencies, including the National Science 
Foundation, and administers grants to graduate students in the 
identified areas of need. The House fiscal year 2010 appropriations 
bill provides $862,,:900,000 for National Science Foundation edu­
cation programs, 'Il17,600,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted 
level, to "ensure the United States has world-class scientists, math­
ematicians and engineers" through grants, fellowships, and aware­
ness programs at the preK-12, higher education, and career devel­
opment levels. The Energy Department's request includes more 
than $70 million beyond this $115 million proposed initiative for 
workforce development in various program offices. 

While the Committee supports the desired end-results of the pro­
posed program, the request lacks sufficient details and background 
research to assure the Committee that the program will be effective 
and not duplicative if fully funded in fiscal year 2010. 

The Committee therefore recommends $7,500,000 for the Depart­
ment to conduct a study that: (1) defines the current and future 
needs for education and workforce development to further the Na­
tion's energy sector; (2) provides a detailed assessment of the cur­
rent activities performed across the federal government to meet 
these needs, including efforts at the National Science Foundation, 
Department of Energy, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Depart­
ment of Labor, and Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math 
(STEM) initiatives throughout the federal government; and (3) 
identifies any gaps in these federal activities that can be effectively 
conducted by the Department of Energy. The Committee looks for­
ward to this study and further dialogue with the Department to 
better define the intentions of the proposal and understand what 
role the Department of Energy should play in a broadly mandated 
educational initiative. 

Facilities and lnfrastructure.-The Committee recommendation 
for Facilities and Infrastructure is $63,000,000, the same as the 
budget request, to upgrade and maintain property, infrastructure, 
equipment, and access at the National Renewable Energy Labora­
tory. 

Program Direction.-Program Direction provides for the Federal 
staffing resources and associated costs for supporting the manage­
ment and oversight of EERE programs. The overall budget for En­
ergy Efficiency and Renewable Energy has increased substantially 
since the fiscal year 2007, and the Committee supports increasing 
Federal staffing levels to enable the Office of Energy Efficiency and 
Renewable Energy to effectively administer and oversee more than 
3,000 active contracts and agreements and the additional contracts 
and agreements expected to start. However, the Committee notes 
that the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy has had 
approximately 100 unfilled vacancies since 2007. Based on this re­
cent track record, the Committee expresses concern that the De­
partment of Energy's existing services in the Office of the Chief 
Human Capital Officer will be unable to hire during the fiscal year 
2010 both the 100 unfilled vacancies and the additional requested 
253 federal positions for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy. 
The Committee therefore recommends $188,000,000 for Program 
Direction, $50,117,000 below the budget request and $60,380,000 
above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The Committee provides 
additional direction regarding the Department's Management and 
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Federal Staffing under the Committee Concerns section of the re­
port. 

Program Support.-Program Support activities for the EERE 
program include planning, analysis and evaluation, technology ad­
vancements and outreach, impact analysis, commercialization sup­
port, and the International Renewable Energy Program. The Com­
mittee recommendation for Program Support is $101,000,000, a de­
crease of $19,000,000 below the budget request and $82,843,000 
above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The Committee rec­
ommends $11,000,000 for Planning, Analysis, and Evaluation, the 
same as the request. For Technology Advancement and Outreach, 
the Committee recommends $11,000,000, the same as the request. 

The Committee recommendation for Strategic Priorities and Im­
pact Analysis is $33,000,000, for Climate/Carbon Analysis; Market 
Analysis; Energy Policy and Systems Analysis; Data and Analysis 
Foundation and Dissemination; and Evaluation, Monitoring, and 
Verification Assets Strategy. No funds are provided under Strategic 
Priorities and Impact Analysis for unanticipated priority projects. 
The Committee supports centralized analysis within the Office of 
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy to prioritize activities and 
technology programs based on unbiased, objective analysis. Under 
this expanded analysis appropriation, the Committee directs the 
Department to report, by April 1, 2010, on the Department's stra­
tegic plan for prioritizing investments in energy efficiency and re­
newable energy technologies and activities in order to increase the 
supply of clean, affordable energy; reduce energy demand; decrease 
the nation's dependence on foreign oil; and reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

The Committee recommendation for Commercialization is 
$36,000,000, a decrease of $9,000,000 from the request and 
$36,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

The Committee recommends $10,000,000 for the International 
Renewable Energy Program, the same as the budget request and 
$5,000,000 above the comparable fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 
The Committee supports moving this activity from the Weatheriza­
tion and Intergovernmental Grants program to Program Support. 

FEDERAL ENERGY ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

The Committee recommends a total of $462,560,000 for federal 
energy assistance programs, $161,560,000 above the budget request 
and $32,243,000 below the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. These 
programs are described in detail in the following sections. 

Weatherization Assistance.-The Committee recommends 
$220,000,000 for weatherization assistance program grants, the 
same as the budget request, to include $3,300,000 for training and 
technical assistance. 

State Energy Program.-The Committee recommends 
$75,000,000 for the State Energy Program, $25,000,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level and the same as the budget request. 

Tribal Energy Activities.-The Committee recommends 
$10,000,000 for tribal energy projects, $4,000,000 above the budget 
request and $4,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 
The Committee further encourages the Department to consider a 
range of project sizes in order to benefit a larger number of tribes 
than is possible with only large projects. 



96 

Renewable Energy Production Incentiue.-The Renewable Energy 
Production Incentive provides incentives to publicly owned and not­
for-profit utilities, states, and territories for electricity generated 
from renewable sources. The deployment of renewable energy, how­
ever, has outstripped the scale and scope of the program, and the 
Committee urges the Department to work with the appropriate 
Committees to develop a more comprehensive solution for expand­
ing renewable energy deployment across public and private power 
generation sectors. The Committee recommends no funding for the 
Renewable Energy Production Incentive, the same as the budget 
request. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $157,560,000 for the following projects and activities 
and for $4,000,000 of projects specified in bill language. The Com­
mittee believes these projects are consistent with or complementary 
to the purposes and objectives of existing Department of Energy ac­
tivities and authorizations passed by Congress. The Committee di­
rects the Department to work closely with recipients of congres­
sionally designated funding to ensure that funded projects are con­
sistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. The Depart­
ment should remind recipients that statutory cost-sharing require­
ments may apply to these projects. 
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CONGRESSIONAllY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Adv311Ced Automotive Fuels Research, Development, & Commercialization Cluster 
Advanced Battery Manufacturing 
Agrl-Busines5 Energy Independence Demonstration, NY 
Alabama Institute for Deaf and Blind Blodlesel Project Green 
Algae to Blodlesel, Carlsbad, NM 
Alternative Energy SChool of the Future 
Alternative Energy Training Institute 
Alternative Fuel Bus Project, SChaghticoke, NY 
Aubum University, Biomass to liquid Fuels and Electric Power Research 
Bexar County Solar Collection Farm and Distribution System 

Blo Energy Initiative for Connecticut 
Blodlesel Production from Grease Waste 
Bioenergy/Blonanotechnology projects 
Biofuel Micro-Refineries for Local 5ustainabllity 
Blofuels campu, for Accelerated Development 
Biofuels Research Laboratory 
Biofuels, Blopower and Blomaterials Initiative 
Bioprocesses Research and Development, Michigan Biotechnology Institute. lansing, Ml 
Boulder 5martGridClty - Plug-In Electric Hybrid Vehicles 
Bridge Hydrl>-Turbine 5tudy 
Brookston Wind Turbines Study, Brookston, IN 
California Polytechnic 5tate University Center for Renewable Energy and Alternative Electric Transportation 
Technologies Equipment Acquisition 
Center for Advanced Bil>-bilSed Binders (CABB) and Pollution Reduction Technolosles 
Center for Applied Alternative energy, Sustainable & Practices 
Center for Energy Storage Research 
Center for Envlromental and Energy Research 
Central Corridor Energy District Intearatlon 5tudy 
Central Piedmont Community College 
Christmas Valley Renewable Energy Development 
City Hall Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEW) Certification 
Clty of Boise Geothermal Expansion to Boise State Unlversity 
City of Grand Rapids Solar Roof Oemonstratlon Projet;1: 
City of Norco Wasteota-Energy Facility 
City of Oakdale Energy Efficiency Upgrades 
City of Redlands Facilities Upgrades to Improve Energy EfficlentY 
City of Tallahassee Innovative Energy Initiatives 
City of Winter Garden WeatherizatIon Demonstration Project 
Clemson University Cellulosic Biofuel Pilot Plant 
Cloud County Community College Renewable Energy center of Excellence 
Coastal Ohio Wind Projett: Removing Barriers to Greak lakes Offshore Wind Energy Development 
Comprehensive Wind Energy Program, Purdue University-Calumet, IN 
Compressed Natural Gas Fueling Facility 
Concentrator Photovoltalc Technology 
Consolidated Alternative Fuels Research 
Con~ortium for Plant Biotechnology Research 
Controlled EnvJronmental Agriculture and Enersy Project 
Creighton University Training & Research In Solar Power 

$1,500,000 
$200,000 

$80,000 
$300,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$300,000 

$1,500,000 
$1,000,000 

$1,500,000 
$250,000 

$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,250,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 

$150,000 
$75,000 

$250,000 
$700,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$250,000 
$500,000 
$525,000 
$410,000 

$500,000 
$1,000,000 

$250,000 
$7$0,000 
$400,000 
$900,000 
$250,000 
$200,000 

$1,000,000 
$750,000 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 
$700,000 
$900,000 
$250,000 

$3,000,000 
$200,000 

$1,200,000 
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS
 

PROJECT 

Daemen College Alternative Energy/Geothermal Technologies Demonstration Program, Erie County, NY 

Dedham Municipal Solar Project 

Design and Implementation of Geothermal Energy Systems at West Chester University 

Development of High Yield Feedstock and Biomass Conversion Technology for Renewable Energy 

Production and Economic Development 

Development of Pollution Prevention Technologies 

East Kentucky Bioenergy Capacity Assessment Project 

Eastern Illinois University Biomass Plant 

Energy Audit, Efficiency Improvements, and Renewable Energy Installations, Township of Branchburg, NJ 
Energy Conservation and Efficiency Upgrade of HVAC Controls 

Energy Conservation Upgrades, Ingham Regional Medical Center, Lansing, MI 

Energy Efficiency Enhancements 

Energy Efficiency Repairs and Air Quality Improvements at Lyonsdale Biomass 

Energy Efficiency Upgrades, New Rochelle, NY 

Energy Reduction and Efficiency Improvement Through Lighting Control 

Energy Saving Retrofitting for the CFCC Main Campus 

Energy-Efficient Innovations for Healthy Buildings 

Environmental Impact Protocols for Tidal Power 

Ethanol from Agriculture 

Fairbanks Geothermal Energy Project 

Fairview Department of Public Works Building and Site Improvements 

Farm Deployable Microbial BioReactor for Fuel Ethanol Production 

Fast Charging Electric Vehicle Demonstration Project in Charlottesville, Virginia 

Feasibility Study and Design of "Brightfield" Solar Farm 

Florida Renewable Energy Program 

Fort Mason Center Pier 2 Project 

Gadsden State Community College Green Operations Plan 

Georgetown South Commercial Park, Photovoltaic Generation Facility 

Georgia Southern University Biodiesel Research 

Geothermal Development in Hot Springs Valley 

Geothermal Power Generation Plant at Oregon Institute ofTechnology 

Global Green New Orleans - Holy Cross Project 

Gogebic Community College (GCC) - Campus Energy Efficient and Weatherization Upgrade 

Great Lakes Institute for Energy Innovation 

Green Building Research Laboratory 

Green Buildings/Retrofitting 

Green Fuels Depot 

Green Roof Demonstration Project 

Green Roof for the DuPage County Administration Building 

Greenfield Community College Hybrid Geo-thermal Project 

Hardin County General Hospital Energy Efficiency Upgrades 

Henderson, Solar Energy Project 

High Penetration Wind Power in Tatitlek 

High Temperature Hydrogen Generation Systems 

Hospital Lighting Retrofit 

Hull Muncipal Light Plant Offshore Wind Project 

Illinois Community College Sustainability Network 

Illinois Energy Resources Center at the University of Illinois at Chicago 

I· 
! ' 

$950,000 
$500,000 
$300,000 

$1,000,000 
$900,000 
$250,000 

$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 

$500,000 
$250,000 
$250,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$120,000 
$300,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 
$800,000 
$500,000 
$200,000 

$1,000,000 
$2,000,000 

$75,000 
$100,000 
$250,000 
$491,000 

$1,000,000 
$550,000 
$300,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$350,000 

$1,500,000 
$600,000 
$250,000 
$525,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$900,000 
$300,000 
$500,000 
$750,000 
$250,000 
$400,000 



CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS
 

PROJECT 

Improving Fuel Cell Durability and Reliability Initiative 

Installation of a Solar Canopy 

Institute for Environmental Stewardship 

Institute for Sustainable Energy 

Integrated Biomass Refining Institute 

Integrated Power for Microsystems 

Integrated Renewable Energy & Campus Sustainability Initiative 

Iowa Central Renewable Fuel Testing Laboratory 

Issaquah Highlands Zero Energy Affordable Housing 

Jenks Energy Management Equipment 

Juniata Hybrid Locomotive 

Kansas State University Center for Sustainable Energy 

La Feria Solar Lighting Initiative 

Lancaster Landfill Solar Facility 

Large-Scale Wind Training Program, Hudson Valley Community College, Troy, NY 

Lignocellulosic Biofuels from New Bioenergy Crops 

Long Island 50 MW Solar Initiative 

Long Island Biofuels Alliance 

MARET Center 

Marine Renewable Energy Center 

Miami Children's Museum Going Green Initiative 

Mill Seat Landfill Bioreactor Renewable Green Power Project 

Morris County Renewable Energy Initiative 

Moving Toward an Energy Efficient Campus at Wheelock College 

Mt. Wachusett Community College Wind project 

Multi-Hybrid Power Vehicles with Cost Effective and Durable Polymer Electrolyte Membrane Fuel Cell and 

Lithium Ion Battery for Ohio University 

Municipal Building Energy Efficient Window Replacement Program 

Municipal Complex Solar Power Project 

Nanostructured Materials for Energy 

National Center of Excellence in Energy Storage Technology 

National Institute for Aviation Research, Advanced Materials Research 

National Offshore Wind Energy Center 

National Open-ocean Energy Laboratory 

NCMS 

Neighborhood Weatherization Collaborative 

Housatonic River Net-Zero-Energy Building 

Newark Museum Alternative Energy Enhancement Program 

Next Generation Composite Wind Blade Manufacturing Technologies 

Next Generation Wind Turbine 

Northern Illinois University Transportation Energy Program 

NTRCILegacy Engine Demonstration Project 

NY State Center for Advanced Ferrite Production 

Oakland University Alternative Energy Education 

Offshore Wind Project Study 

Orange County Solar Demonstration & Research Facility 

OU Center for Biomass Refining 

Passive NOx Removal Catalyst Research, Notre Dame University, IN 

$2,500,000 

$534,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$250,000 

$750,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$250,000 

$1,000,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$300,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,750,000 

$2,750,000 

$1,500,000 

$750,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$2,000,000 

$400,000 

$1,000,000 

$600,000 

$180,000 

$200,000 

$1,000,000 

$900,000 

$1,500,000 

$1,000,000 

$800,000 

$900,000 

$500,000 

$1,000,000 

$500,000 

$250,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,000,000 

$500,000 

$300,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$300,000 

$500,000 

$900,000 



----~------

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS
 

PROJECT 

Peru Electrical Department Wind Turbine Generation 

Phipps Conservatory CTI Waste-to-Energy Project 

Phoenix Children's Hospital Central Energy Plant Expansion 

Photovoltaic Power Electronics Research Initiative (PERI) 

Pittsburgh Green Innovators 

Plug-In Hybrid Initiative 

Port of Galveston Solar Energy Project 

Prototyping and Development of Commercial Nano-Crystalline Thin Film Silicon for Photovoltaic 

Manufacturing 

Purdue Solar Energy Utilization Laboratory, West lafayette, IN 

R&D of Clean Vehicle Technology 

Renewable Energy Center 

Renewable Energy/Disaster Backup System for Hawaii Red Cross Headquarters Building 

Richland Community College Bioenergy Program 

Running Springs Retreat Center Solar Upgrade 

Saint Joseph's University Institute for Environmental Stewardship 

San Diego Center for Algae Biotechnology (SD-CAB) 

San Francisco Electric Vehicle Initiative 

Show Me Energy Cooperative Biomass Development 

Solar Energy Program 

Solar Energy Research Center Instrumentation Facility, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill 

Solar Furnace Research Program, Valparaiso University, IN 

Solar Hot Water Project in Greenburgh, NY 

Solar Lighting for Artesia Parks 

Solar Panel Expansion Initiative 

Solar Panels on Hudson County Facilities 

Solar Power for Maywood 

Solar Powered Lighting for Forest Preserve District of DuPage County, IL 

Solar Powereed Compressed Natural Gas Refueling Station 

Solid Oxide Fuel Cell Systems PVL Pilot Line 

Somerset County Renewable Energy Initiative 

South Jersey Wind Turbines 

Southern Pine Based Biorefinery Center 

St. Luke's Miners Memorial Hospital Energy Efficiency Improvement Project 

St. Marks Refinery Redevelopment 

St. Petersburg Solar Pilot Project 

St. Petersburg Sustainable Biosolids/Renewable Energy Plant 

State Colleges' (VSC) Statewide Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Initiative 

Street Lighting Fixture Energy Efficiency Retrofit Project 

Sustainable Algal Energy Production and Environmental Remediation 

Sustainable Energy Options for Rural Nebraska 

Sustainable Energy Research Center 

Sweet Sorghum Alternative Fuel and Feed Pilot Project 

Switchgrass Biofuel Research: Carbon Sequestration and Life Cycle Analysis 

Synthesis of Renewable Biofuels from Biomass 

The Biorefinery in New York-Bio Butanol From Biomass 

The Boston Architectural College's Urban Sustainability Initiative 

The Johnston Avenue Solar Project 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 

$2,000,000 
$700,000 

$1,500,000 
$500,000 
$250,000 

$500,000 
$425,000 

$1,000,000 
$750,000 
$240,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 

$750,000 
$1,000,000 

$900,000 
$800,000 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 
$169,000 
$250,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$300,000 
$300,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$2,000,000 

$500,000 
$500,000 
$525,000 
$350,000 

$1,000,000 
$2,500,000 

$450,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 

$1,500,000 
$750,000 
$250,000 
$500,000 
$400,000 

$1,600,000 
$500,000 



CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS
 

PROJECT 

The Solar Energy Consortium 

Thurgood Marshall College Fund Minority Energy Science Initiative: NNSA 

Today's Leaders For a Sustainable Tomorrow: A Sustainable Energy Program 

Tucson Public Building Solar Arrays 

Union Terminal 

United Way of Southeastern Michigan 

University of Akron National Polymer Innovation Center 

University of Arkansas at Little Rock Nanostructured Solar Cells 

University of Detroit Mercy Energy Efficient Chemistry Building Renovations 

University of North Alabama Green Campus Initiative 

University of South Carolina Aiken Biofuels Laboratory in Aiken, SC 

University of Wisconsin Oshkosh's Anaerobic Dry Digestion Facility 

University of Wisconsin-BaraboojSauk County Net-Zero Energy Building 

University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee Advanced Nanomaterials for High-Efficiency Solar Cells 

UW Northwest National Marine Renewable Energy Center 

Warren Technology and Business Center for Energy Sustainability 

Washington State Biofuels Industry Development 

Western Iowa Tech Community College Renewable Energy Economy Corridor 

Western Kentucky University Research Foundation Biodiesel Project 

Wind Science and Engineering Center 

Wind Turbine Infrastructure for Green Energy and Research on Wind Power in Delaware 

Ypsi Civic Center 

$2,250,000 
$3,000,000 
$1,500,000 

$450,000 
$500,000 
$400,000 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 
$800,000 
$200,000 
$456,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$880,000 

$2,200,000 
$1,000,000 

$500,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$300,000 

$1,000,000 
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CONGRESSIONAllY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS Uf 
=-- fPROJECT Ii 

\ Daemen College Alternative Ener8Y/Geothermal Technologies Demonstration Program, Erie County, NY $9S0,000I' 
Dedham Munklpal Solar Project $500 ooo! 
Design and Implementation of Geothermal Energy Systems at West Chester University $300:00i) 

velopment of High Yield Feedstock and Biomass Conversion Technology for Renewable Energy I 
Pro ctlon and Economic Development $l,oog!Ooo"" Devel ment of Pollution Prevention Technologies S~,ooo 
East Ken cky Bloener8Y Copaclty Assessment Project~2S0,000 

Eastern nUn sUniversity Biomass Plant $1,000,000 
Energy AUdit, ciency Improvement5, and Renewable Energy Installations, Township of Branchbur& NJ /Sl,ooo,ooo 
Energy Conserva' n and Efficiency Upgrade of HVAC Controls / $Soo,Ooo 
Ene'l!Y Conservatio Upgrades, Ingham Regional Medical Center,lanslng, MI ,. $250,000 
Energy Efficient\' Enha cements I $250,000 
Ener8Y Efficient\' Repair,; nd Air Quality Improvements at lyonsdale Biomass $500,000 
Energy Effidency Upgrades, ew Rochelle, NY // $1,000,000If 

I 
Ene'l!Y Reduction and Efficien Improvement Through Lighting Control $]20,000 
Ene'l!Y Saving Retrofinlng for th CFCC Main Compus $300,000 
Energy-Efficient Innovations for He thy Buildings $500,000 
Environmental Impact Protocols for T al Power $1,000,000;J 
Ethanol from Agriculture $SOO,OOO 
Fairbanks Geothermal Ene'l!Ypro)ectl $1,000,000 
Fairview Department of Public Works Buildln nd Site Improvements l $SOO,Ooo 
Farm Deployable Microbial BioReactor for Fuel rt anol Production / $800,000 

Fast Charging Electric Vehicle Demonstration ProJ In Charlottesville, Virgi/,a..' $SOO,OOO 
Feasablllty Study and Design of "Brightfleld" Solar Far ,.' $200,000 
Florida Renewable Energy Program • $1,000,000 
Fort Mason Center Pier 2 project " $2,000,000 

Gadsden State Community College Green Operation. Plan /' $75,000 
Georgetown South Commercial Pari<, Photovoltaic Generation F et!lty $100,000 
Georgia Southern University Biodieset Research \ $2S0,000 

Geothermal Development in Hot Springs Valley /~ $491,000 
Geothermal Power Generation Plant at Oregon Institute of Tec.h,\<flogv $1,000,000 
Global Green New Orleans· Holy Cross Project I $550,000 
Gogebic Community College (GCC) - Compus Energy Efficle1td Weatherlzal $300,000 
Great lakes Institute for EnergV Innovation $500,000 
Green Building Research laboratory / $1,000,000 
Green Buildings/Retrofitting $3S0,OOO 
Green Fuels Depot . . $l,SOO,ooo 
Green Roof Oemonstratlon Project ' $600,000 
Green Roof for the DuPage County Admlnlstratl Building $2S0,OOO 
Greenfield Community College Hybrid Geo-th rmal Project $525,000 
Hardin County General Hospita' Ener8Y Em. 'encv Upgrades $500,000 
Henderson, Solar Ene'l!Y Project $SOO,OOO 
High Penetration Wind Power in Tallt $900,000 
High Temperature Hydrogen Gene tlon Systems $300,000 
Hospital lighting Retrofit $SOO,OOO 
Hull Muncipallight Plant 0 $750,000 
lIIinols Community College stainability Network SO,OOO 
illinois Energv Resource enter at the University of illinois at Chicago $ ,000 
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PROJECT 

Improving fuel Cell Durability and Reliability Initiative $2,500,000 

Installation of a Solar Canopv $5:14,000 
\. Institute for Environmental Stewardship $1,000,000 

\\lnstttute for Sustainable Energy $1,000,000 
lii~rated Biomass Reflning Institute $1,000,000 

lntegtated Power for Miaosystems $250,000 
Integrated Renewable Energy & Campus Sustainablltty Initiative $750,000 
Iowa ce~t al Renewable Fuel Testing Laboratory $500,000 
Issaquah H lands zero Energy Affordable Housing $500,000 

/
/

Jenks Energy nagement Equipment $250,000 

Juniata Hybrid l ~motlYe $1,000,000
 
Kansas State Un lye ty Center for Sustainable Energy $500,000
 
la feria Solar lighting ~.tlatiYe $500,000
 
lancaster landfill Solar ility $500,000
 
large·5cale Wind TrainIng ~gram, Hudson Valley Community College, $300,000
 
Ugnocellulosic Biofueis from fl w Bloenergy Crops
 $1,000,000
 
Long ISland 50 MW Solar Inltlall
 $1,750,000 

$2,750,000Long Island Blofuels Alliance 
$1,500,000
 

Marine Renewable Energy Center _- $750,000
 
Miami O1l1dren's Museum GoIng Green lnifi~tive ./ $1,000,000
 

Mill Seat landfill Bloreactor Renewable Gree~swer .pro~ct $1,000,000
 
Morris County Renewable Energy Initiative f/ $2,000,000
 
Moving Toward an Energy Efficient Campus at Wh *Ck College $400,000
 
Mt. Wachusett Community College Wind proJect!. _" $1,000,000
 

MARET Canter 

Multi-Hybrid Power Vehi<:les wIth Cost Effectiv.9'''nd DUr!ePolymer Electrofyte Membrane Fuel Celt and
 
Uthlum Ion Battery for Ohio Unwerslty I 5600,000
 
MunldpalBulldlng Energy Efficient Wind07Repiacement Pr am $180,000
 
Municipal Complex Solar Power Project I $200,000
 
Nanostructured Materials for Energv I $1,000,000
 
National Center of ExceUence In EneJtf Storage Technology $900,000
 
National Institute for Aviation Research, Advan<;ed Materials Research $1,500,000
 
National Offshore Wind Energy Clnter 51,000,000
 
National Open-ocean Enerz60ratorv $900,000
 
NCM5 ' 

Neighborhood Weatlle~IZ' on Collaborative 
Housatonic River Net-Zet Energy Building
 
Newark Museum Alter tlve Energy Enhancement Program
 
Next Generation CO"J~slte Wind Blade Manufacturing Technologies
 
Next Generation W)t1d Turbine
 
Northern Illinois Y~iverslty Transportation Energv Program
 
NTRCI Legacy EYBlne Demonstration Project 
NY State Cent¢r for Advanced Ferrite Production 
Oakland U~'e"ity Anernatlve Energy Education 
Oakwood utheran Homes ASSOCiation, Inc. 
OffShorJi:' ind Project 5tudV 

orang7.county Solar Demonstration &. Research Facility 

7~~'~~~"" 

5900,000 
5500,000 

51,000,000 
$500,000 
$250,000 

$1,000,000 
$1,000,000 

$500,000 
$300,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
5500,000 
5300,000 
5500,000 
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CONGRESSIONAUY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS 

PROJECT i 
Passive NO. Removal Catalyst Research, Notre Dame University, IN $9DO,000 {' 
Peru Electrical Department Wind Turbine Generation $1,ooo,~J 
Phl~ps ConselVatory CT1 Waste-to·Ene'B'/ Project $5oo,PDO 
Phoe~ix Children's Hospllal Central EnO'BY Planl Expansion $2,~:ooo 
Photovdl!aic Power Electronics Research Inillative (PERI) $.]oo,DOD 
Pittsburgh'!ireen Innovators j1,SOO,OOO 
Plug-In Hybr;.d Inltlallve / $500,000 
Port of Galvest,on 50lar Energy ProJecl . $250,000 
Prototyping and'Oevelopment of Commercial Nano-Crystalllne Thin Film Silicon for Photovoltalc 
Manufacturing .'\ / $500,000 
Purdue Solar Energy'l/Illization Laboralory, WeSllafayelte, IN $425,000 

R&D of Clean vehicle~hno'ogy / $1,000,000 
Renewable Energy Cenler, .' $750,000 
Renewable Energy/Olsasle~'llackup System for Hawaii Red Cross Headquarters Building $240,000 

Richland Community College 8is:nergy Program .' $500,000 
Running Springs Relreat Center lar Upgrade r $1,000,000 
Saint Joseph's University Institute ,Environmental Stewardship / $1,000,000 
San Diego Cenler for Algae Biolechnoll1ln' (SO-CAB) $750,000 
San Francisco Electric Vehicle Initiative \ /. $1,000,000 
Show Me Energy Cooperative Biomass Dev!pment $900.000 
Solar Energy Program . / $800,000 
Solar Energy Research Center Instrumentation ~itv, University-of Nort~rollna at Chapel Hili 
Solar Furnace Research Program, Valparaiso unive~,IN J' 
Solar Hot Water Project in Greenburgh, NY I 
Solar L1ghling for Arte,la Parks 
Solar Panel Expansion Inilialive 'I 

$1,000,000 
$500,000 
$169,000 
$250,000 
$500,000 

Solar Panels on Hudson County Facilities . . $500,000 
Solar Power for Maywood . 

Solar Powered LIghting for Forest Preserve District of 7upae coun~,Il 

$300,000 

$300.000 
Solar Powereed Compressed Natural Gas Refueling Statio $500,000 
Solid Oxide Fuel Cell syslems PVl PI/ot Line $1,000,000 
Somerset County Renewable Energy InitIative' 
South Jersey Wind Turbines I 

11 $2.000,000 
$500,000 

Southern Pine Based 8iorefinery Center / 
St. luke's Miners Memorial Hospital Energy EjienCY Improvement Project 

$500,000 
$525,000 

St. Marks Refinery Redevelopment 
St. Pelersburg Solar Pilot Project I 

$350,000 
$1,000,000 

51. Petersburg Sustainable Biosollds/Ren.",able Energy Plant $2,500,000 
State Colleges' (VsC) slatewide Ener8\'!J.!1clency and Renewable Ene'B'/ Initiative $450,000 
Street lighting Fixture Energy Efficiency'Relrofit Project $500,000 
Sustainable Algal Energy Productionphd Envlronmenlal Remediation $500,000 
Sustainable Ene'B'/ Options for RUr Nebraska $500,000 
suslainable Ene'B'/ Research Cenler $1,500,000 
Sweet Sorghum A~ernative Fu~nd Feed Pilot Project $750,000 

'5wilchgrass Blofuel Research;Carbon Sequestration and life Cycle Analysis $250,000 
Synthesis of Renl'Wable Bio(.oels from Biomass 

The Biorefinery in Ne::t-BiO Butanol From Biomass 

$500,000 

$400,000 
The Boston ArchltectUj __liege's Urban 5uslainabllity Inillative $1,600,000 

/ 
\" 
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CONGRESSIONAUY DIRECTED ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY PROJECTS 

PROIEer 

The John,ton Avenue Solar Project $500,000 
The Solar nergy Consortium $2,250,000 
Thurgood arshall College Fund Minority Energy Science Initiotlve: NNSA $3,000, 
Today's tea rs For a Sustainable Tomorrow: A Sustainable Energy Program $1,500 
Tucson Public u;lding Solar Array, $~ 000 

Union Terminal )100'000 
United Way 01 So hea,tern Michigan $400.000 
Umverslty of Akron atlonal Polymer Innovation Center $1,000,000 
University o( Arkan,a tUttle Rock Nano,trottured Solar Cell, $500,000 
University of Detroit M Energy Efficient Chemistry Building Renovations $800,000 
Uni...rslty 01 North Alaba a Green campu, Inillative $200,000 

University 01 South carolina 'ken Bloluel' Laboratory In Aiken, 5C $456,000I
University 01 Wiscon,in O'hk h', Anaerobic Dry Dlge,tlon FaCIlity $500,000 
University 01 WI,con,ln-M,lwau ee Advanced Nanomaterial, (or Hlgh.Efficlency Solar Cell' $500,000 
UW Northwe,t National Manne newable Energy Center $880,000 
Warren Technology and Bu'iness C ter lor Energy 5u'lainab",ty $2,200,000 
Wa,hington State Bloluel' Indu,try D elopment $1,000,000 
Western Iowa Tech Community College enewable Energy Economy Corridor $500,000L 
Western Kentucky University Research FO~d.tion Biodle'el Project $500,000 
Wind Science and Engineering Center \.._ $1,000,000 
Wind Turbine Infrastructure for Green Energy ~d Research on Wind Power InJ laware $300,000 
Ypsl Civic Center \ I $1,000,000 

\ \//'
 

/
/ 
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ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY
 

Appropriation, 2009 . -$137,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 208,008,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 208,008,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +71,008,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

Excludes $4.500,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public Law 
111-5). 

The electric grid plays a central role in our economy by deliv­
ering power to consumers and businesses, by integrating renewable 
and distributed generation with the existing power system, and by 
enabling new technologies such as electric vehicles to reduce our 
nation's dependence on foreign oil. The mission of the Office of 
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability is to lead national ef­
forts to modernize the electric grid, increase the grid's efficiency, 
enhance security and reliability of the energy infrastructure, and 
facilitate recovery from disruptions to the energy supply. The Com­
mittee recommendation for Electricity Delivery and Energy Reli­
ability is $208,008,000, an increase of $71,008,000 over the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted level and the same as the budget request. 

Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability Research and Develop­
ment.-The Committee recommends $166,400,000 for electricity de­
livery and energy reliability research and development, 
$81,679,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level, excluding 
emergency funding. The Committee supports the Department's re­
quest to restructure electricity delivery and energy reliability re­
search and development. The proposed structure reflects the oppor­
tunity for smart grid technologies to reduce electricity demand, to 
increase the efficiency of the national electric grid, and to enable 
the grid to accommodate larger quantities of distributed and re­
newable and generation. The proposed structure also highlights the 
importance of cyber security to the reliability, resilience, and secu­
rity of the electrical grid as it becomes increasingly automated and 
network-connected and cyber attacks increase worldwide. 

The Committee recommends $42,000,000 for clean energy trans­
mission and reliability, the same as the budget request. The Com­
mittee recognizes the importance of research and development that· 
enables the integration of intermittent and distributed clean en­
ergy generation with the transmission and distribution grid. The 
Committee also encourages the Department to continue its efforts 
to decrease transmission losses for all generation sources. 

The Committee recommends $62,900,000 for smart grid research 
and development, $30,414,000 above the comparable fiscal year 
2009 enacted level and $4,100,000 below the budget request. No 
funding is provided within this amount for the Grid Materials, De­
vices, and Systems Energy Innovation Hub requested by the De­
partment. 

The Committee recommends $15,000,000 for energy storage re­
search and development, an increase of $10,934,000 above the com­
parable fiscal year 2009 enacted level and the same as budget re­
quest. The Committee recommends $46,500,000 for cyber security 
research and development, an increase of $34,500,000 from the 
comparable fiscal year 2009 enacted level and $3,500,000 below the 
budget request. 
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Permitting, Siting, and Analysis.-The Committee recommends 
$6,400,000 for permitting, siting, and analysis, the same as the re­
quest. 

Infrastructure Security and Energy Restoration.-The Committee 
recommends $6,188,000 for infrastructure security and energy res­
toration, the same as the request. 

Program Direction.-For program direction, the Committee rec­
ommends $21,420,000, the same as the budget request. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $7,600,000 for the following projects and activities. 
The Committee believes that these projects are consistent with 
and/or complementary to the purposes and objectives of existing 
Department of Energy authorizations passed by Congress. The 
Committee directs the Department to work closely with recipients 
of congressionally designated funding to ensure that funded 
projects are consistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. 
The Department should remind recipients that statutory cost-shar­
ing requirements may apply to these projects. 

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Adaptive Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) Technology for Infrastructure 
Protection $750,000 
Automated Remote Electric and Water Meters In South River $500,000 
Clean Power Energy Research Consortium (CPERC) $1,000,000 
Development of a Smart MicroGrld Testbed $500,000 
Energy Transmission and Infrastructure Northern Ohio $Uoo,ooo 
Institute for Energy and the Environment at Vermont Law School $450,000 
Microgrids and Renewable Energy and Technologies Research Initiative $750,000 
National Center for Reliable Electric Transmission $500,000 
Power Micro-Grids for Colonias along the Te~as/Me~ico Border $550,000 
Smart Grid Initiative $500,000 
University of Arizona Compressed Air Energy Storage $500,000 
We.tern Baldwin County, At Grid Interconnection $500,000 

NUCLEAR ENERGY 

Appropriation, 2009 . $792,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 761,634,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 812,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 +20,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 +50,366,000 

The Committee recommendation for Nuclear Energy is 
$812,000,000, an increase of $50,366,000 over the budget request 
and $20,000,000 over the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The Com­
mittee recognizes the Administration is in the process of filling key 
vacancies and developing its major strategies, including its nuclear 
strategy. A well-formulated nuclear energy policy is no longer just 
an economic and environmental imperative nationally, but is also 
necessary to maintain our competitiveness on a global scale. 

Reporting Requirement.-Within 90 days of enactment, the De­
partment shall submit its detailed nuclear energy research and de­
velopment strategy and program plan. The strategic plan should 
clearly denote how the Department intends to balance and 
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prioritize investments in nuclear energy between near-term deploy­
ment of new reactors and longer-term research in advanced reac­
tors and the fuel cycle. 

NUCLEAR ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

The Committee continues to support the efforts of the Office of 
Nuclear Energy (NE) as the Federal government's lead on the re­
search and development of advanced and next-generation nuclear 
technologies. However, to adequately support the necessary efforts 
to develop and deploy next generation nuclear technologies, a sus­
tained, long-term commitment by the Administration and the Con­
gress is needed. The Committee provides $472,598,000 for Nuclear 
Ener~ Research and Development, $69,598,000 above the request, 
and $42,402,000 below fiscal year 2009. Consistent with activities 
funded in fiscal year 2009 and with the Administration's fiscal year 
2010 budget request, this funding allows NE to "complete its con­
tribution to work started over the last four years to license new nu­
clear plants in the United States by early in the next decade". No 
funds are provided for the Modeling and Simulation Hub. 

Nuclear Power 2010 (NP 2010).-The Committee recommends 
$71,000,000 for the NP 2010 program, an increase of $51,000,000 
above the President's request, and $106,500,000 below fiscal year 
2009. NP 2010 is a $1.2 billion, joint government/industry partner­
ship created by the Department in 2002 to support the near-term 
deployment of Generation III nuclear power plants by encouraging 
advanced and standardized designs for nuclear construction. The 
additional funds provided will complete the Department's commit­
ment to this effort. 

Generation IV nuclear energy systems initiative.-The Committee 
continues to support the Department's collaborative efforts on the 
research and development (R&D) of a Generation IV (Gen IV) reac­
tor design that will be safer, more cost effective, and more pro­
liferation resistant than current designs, and recommends a total 
of $272,373,000 for Generation IV nuclear energy systems, an in­
crease of $81,373,000 above the budget request. Of this amount, 
$16,000,000 is provided to address the underlying challenges of ad­
vanced reactor concepts, as specified by the request, and to support 
Generation IV R&D activities at university and educational institu­
tions; and $10,000,000 is provided for the Light Water Reactor Sus­
tainability program to support the long-term operation and sustain­
ability of the existing fleet of light water nuclear reactors. 

The budget request did not specify funding for the Next Genera­
tion Nuclear Plant (NGNP). This has been one of the Committee's 
priorities in recent years and a significant public investment has 
already been made in NGNP. The NGNP program provides the 
basis for the commercialization of a new generation of advanced 
nuclear plants that use high temperature gas-cooled reactor tech­
nology for the production of vast quantities of process heat. This 
nuclear process heat, a zero-carbon-emitting substitute for heat 
produced by fossil fuels, has the potential to be an energy source 
for all types of energy-dependent industrial applications, such as oil 
refinement and plastics and fertilizer manufacturing. The NGNP 
program represents a near-term deployment opportunity with 
strong commercialization potential. Therefore, from within the 
funds provided for the Generation IV nuclear energy systems ini­
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tiative, not less than $245,000,000 shall be for the NGNP program, 
including $7,000,000 for deep burn research, to continue the R&D 
on fuel and graphite testing and qualification, advanced high tem­
perature materials performance testing of methods and high tem­
perature instrumentation development and reactor conceptual de­
sign, licensing preparations, and the procurement of other long­
lead components necessary to meet the operational deadline of 
2021, as prescribed by the 2005 Energy Policy Act. 

The Committee notes that the Department's timeframe for Gen 
IV reactor designs is approximately 2030. The Committee is aware 
that the potential commercial application of work previously fund­
ed in the NNSA accounts may be in a similar timeframe. The Com­
mittee directs the Office of Nuclear Energy, working in cooperation 
with the Office of Science, to lead an evaluation of the Naval Re­
search Laboratory's use of krypton-fluoride lasers and high-per­
formance directly driven targets to generate inertial fusion energy. 
As detailed under the "Office of Science" appropriation, a report on 
its findings shall be provided to the Committee not later than Au­
gust 31, 2009. 

FUEL CYCLE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

The fiscal year 2010 budget request proposes a new Fuel Cycle 
Research and Development (R&D) program. According to the re­
quest, this new program represents a fundamental shift in focus 
from that of the former Advanced Fuel Cycle Initiative program to 
long-term, science-based R&D intended to better understand the 
science underlying advanced fuel cycle technologies, to improve 
waste management options, and to more effectively manage the 
fuel cycle. Furthermore, the scope of the new program is expanded 
to support R&D on storage technologies, security systems, and al­
ternative disposal pathways, including the scientific considerations 
of long-term geologic storage. 

Fuel Cycle Research and Development.-The Committee rec­
ommends for Fuel Cycle Research and Development, $129,225,000, 
which is $62,775,000 below the request and $15,775,000 less than 
comparable activities in fiscal year 2009. The Committee supports 
continued research on advanced fuel cycles but is concerned by the 
lack specificity in terms of the direction of the research in this 
area. The research and development strategic plan should address 
this concern. No funding is provided for the Extreme Materials En­
ergy Innovation Hub. 

RADIOLOGICAL FACILITIES MANAGEMENT 

The purpose of the Radiological Facilities Management program 
is to maintain the critical infrastructure necessary to support users 
from the defense, space, and medical communities. These outside 
users fund DOE's actual operational, production, and research ac­
tivities on a reimbursable basis. The Committee provides 
$67,000,000, $10,000,000 below the request and $854,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

Space and defense infrastructure.-The Committee recommenda­
tion is $42,000,000, $5,000,000 below the budget request and 
$7,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. This includes 
the requested $9,340,000 to operate radioisotope power systems at 
the Idaho National Laboratory (INL) as well as $27,030,000 to sup­
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port the plutonium-238 (Pu-238) facilities at Los Alamos National 
Laboratory. 

Oak Ridge nuclear infrastructure.-The Committee recommends 
$15,000,000 for Oak Ridge radiological facilities management for 
hot cells at the Radiochemical Engineering Development Center. 

Plutonium-238 Production Restart.-While the Committee sup­
ports the re-start of Pu-238 for space missions and national secu­
rity user applications, the Department has not provided a clear 
plan for how the $30,000,000 request will be utilized. The Com­
mittee is also concerned that the Department's request does not ad­
dress how major users of Pu-238, like the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration, are partnering and contributing to this ef­
fort. The Committee recommends $10,000,000 for Pu-238 produc­
tion start-up and directs the Department to provide its start-up 
plan, including the role and contribution of users, within 90 days 
of enactment of this Act. 

IDAHO FACILITIES MANAGEMENT 

Idaho National Laboratory (lNL) operations and infrastructure.­
The budget requested $203,402,000 for INL operations and infra­
structure. Of that amount, $45,000,000 was requested for the con­
tractor defined-benefit pension shortfall, which the Committee rec­
ommendation has addressed elsewhere in this report. With this ad­
justment, the Committee recommendation of $194,030,000 is 
$9,372,000 below the request and $54,030,000 above the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level. Consistent with fiscal year 2009 funding, funds 
provided under this heading are to address Idaho facility manage­
ment operations, maintenance and repair; Advanced Test Reactor 
(ATR) operations and life-extension program; environmental com­
pliance; facility and infrastructure revitalization; and other nec­
essary capital equipment purchases. 

Idaho Site-wide and Security Activities.-The Committee rec­
ommends $83,358,000, the same as the request, for 050 budget 
function activities (i.e. defense-related) available is provided in the 
Other Defense Activities account. 

Program direction.-The Committee recommends $77,872,000 for 
program direction, the same as the budget request. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $500,000 for the following projects and activities. The 
Committee believes these projects are consistent with or com­
plementary to the purpose and objectives of existing Department of 
Energy activities and authorizations passed by Congress. The Com­
mittee directs the Department to work closely with recipients of 
congressionally designated funding to ensure that funded projects 
are consistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. The De­
partment should remind recipients that statutory cost-sharing re­
quirements may apply to these projects. 

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED NUCLEAR ENERGY PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

McClellan Nuclear Radiation Center $500,000 
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FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 

. 

. 

. 

•$876,320,000 
617,565,000 
617,565,000 

Comparison: 
Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 
- 258,755,000 

• Excludes $3,400,000,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public 
Law 111-5). 

Funds provided for Fossil Energy Research and Development are 
intended for research, development, and demonstration programs 
that help protect the environment by reducing carbon dioxide and 
pollutant emissions into the atmosphere, increase efficiency for 
power generation, and improve compliance and stewardship oper­
ations of fossil energy activities. The research funded under this ac­
count has the difficult goal of developing virtually pollution-free 
power plants, while increasing plant efficiency in order to compete 
with other forms of electricity generation. In addition to the impor­
tance of reducing carbon emissions in the United States, fossil en­
ergy research and development will potentially address the increas­
ing carbon emissions from the developing world, which is rapidly 
increasing its use of fossil fuels. 

The Committee recommendation is $617,565,000, the same as 
the budget request. 

Carbon Sequestration.-The Committee recommends 
$144,865,000 for a carbon sequestration research, development, 
and demonstration program, $35,000,000 below the request. No 
funds are provided for the Carbon Capture and Storage Energy In­
novation Hub. The Committee believes that carbon sequestration is 
critical to the future of coal power. It will be a key component of 
climate change mitigation strategies in the United States and glob­
ally. Carbon sequestration may be utilized to store carbon dioxide 
emissions not only from coal power plants, but also from natural 
gas power plants, as well as other industrial sources such as eth­
anol and cement plants. Further, the Committee directs the Office 
of Fossil Energy to continue to coordinate with the Office of Science 
to address the basic science needs for carbon sequestration, and 
with the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy to ad­
dress opportunities for sequestration arising from ethanol, biomass, 
and industrial processes and waste. 

The Committee is concerned by the apparent overlap of programs 
funded under this heading in this and previous fiscal years, includ­
ing CCPI, FutureGen, and Carbon Sequestration Regional Partner­
ship. The Department is directed to provide a report to the Com­
mittee not later than six months after the date of enactment of this 
Act providing an updated integrated strategy and program plan, in­
cluding activities supported by American Recovery and Reinvest­
ment Act, for its research, development, and demonstration efforts 
relevant to the management of greenhouse gas emissions. 

Fuels and power systems.-The Committee recommends a total of 
$249,450,000 for fuels and power systems, $25,450,000 above the 
budget request excluding carbon sequestration. The Committee pro­
vides $41,000,000 for Innovations at Existing Plants, the same as 
the budget request. The Committee is pleased that the Department 
is following congressional leadership in this area and investing in 
a rigorous research program on the potential for retrofitting exist­
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ing coal plants for carbon dioxide capture and sequestration. The 
Committee directs the Department to continue to focus these R&D 
efforts on carbon dioxide capture technology for existing pulverized 
coal (PC) combustion plants, to include efforts on high-strength ma­
terials for heat intensive operations, plant efficiency, and oxy-fuel 
combustion PC retrofit technology. The recommendation provides 
$55,000,000 for Advanced Integrated Gas Combined Cycle CIGCC), 
the same as the request, and $31,000,000 for advanced turbines, 
the same as the request. The Committee believes that the key bar­
riers to the adoption of these technologies are not at the laboratory 
scale but at the utility and commercial scales. The Committee rec­
ommends $40,450,000 for fuels, $25,450,000 above the request. The 
production of high purity hydrogen from coal holds potential as a 
supply source for hydrogen-based technologies in the future. The 
Committee recommends $54,000,000, the same as the budget re­
quest, for fuel cells. The Committee provides $28,000,000 for ad­
vanced research, the same as the budget request. Within the 
amount provided for advanced research, the Committee directs that 
$20,000,000 shall be awarded competitively among universities, 
other nonprofits, industry and national laboratories to establish a 
strong program for modeling and simulation capability that will 
permit the analysis of design tradeoffs, turbine operation and se­
questration requirements, and other factors that can accommodate 
validated engineering and cost data related to fossil fuel power gen­
eration with carbon capture and storage. 

Natural gas technologies.-The Committee recommends 
$25,000,000 for methane gas hydrates research and development, 
the same as the budget request and $5,000,0000 above the fiscal 
year 2009 enacted levels. 

Program direction.-The Committee recommends $158,000,000 
for program direction, the same as the budget request. 

Other.-The Committee recommendation includes $700,000 for 
special recruitment programs, $20,000,000 for plant and capital 
equipment, and $10,000,000 for fossil energy environmental res­
toration, same as the budget request. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $9,550,000 for the following projects and activities 
and for $1,550,000 of projects specified in bill language. The Com­
mittee believes these projects are consistent with or complementary 
to the purposes and objectives of existing Department of Energy ac­
tivities and authorizations passed by Congress. The Committee di­
rects the Department to work closely with recipients of congres­
sionally designated funding to ensure that funded projects are con­
sistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. The Depart­
ment should remind recipients that statutory cost-sharing require­
ments may apply to these projects. 

• 
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Center lor Advan<ed Separation Te<hnologies $500,000 

Center for Renewable Energy, Science, and Technology (CREST) $1,000,000 
Center for Zero Emissions Research and Technology $3,000,000 
Gulf of Mexico Hydrates Research Consortium $250,000 
Methanol Economy $750,000 
Oklahoma University Enhanced Oil Recovery Design Center $500,000 
University of Kentucky Strategic liquid Transportation Fuels Derived From Coal $2,000,000 

NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES 

Appropriation, 2009 . $19,099,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 23,627,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 23,627,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 , , ,.. , , .. +4,528,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves no longer serve the 
national defense purpose envisioned in the early 1900s, and con­
sequently the National Defense Authorization Act for fiscal year 
1996 required the sale of the Government's interest in the Naval 
Petroleum Reserve 1 (NPR-1). To comply with this requirement, 
the Elk Hills field in California was sold to Occidental Petroleum 
Corporation in 1998. Following the sale of Elk Hills, the transfer 
of the oil shale reserves, and transfer of administrative jurisdiction 
and environmental remediation of the Naval Petroleum Reserve 2 
(NPR-2) to the Department of the Interior, DOE retains one Naval 
Petroleum Reserve property, the Naval Petroleum Reserve 3 (NPR­
3) in Wyoming (Teapot Dome field). This is a stripper well oil field 
that the Department is maintaining until it reaches its economic 
production limit. The DOE continues to be responsible for routine 
operations and maintenance of NPR-3, and management of the 
Rocky Mountain Oilfield Testing Center at NPR-3, and continuing 
environmental and remediation work at Elk Hills. 

The Committee recommendation for the operation of the Naval 
Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves is $23,627,000, $4,528,000 above 
the fiscal year 2009 enacted level and the same as the budget re­
quest. 

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE 

Appropriation, 2009 . $205,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 228,573,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 228,573,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +23,573,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

The mission of the Strategic Petroleum Reserve is to store petro­
leum to reduce the adverse economic impact of a major petroleum 
supply interruption to the U.S. and to carry out obligations under 
the international energy program. The current capacity of the Re­
serve is 727 million barrels. When filled in the beginning of fiscal 
year 2010, this will equal 71 days of net import protection for the 
United States economy. 
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The Committee recommends $228,573,000, $23,573,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level and the same as the budget request. 
The funding increase over fiscal year 2009 is to replace a commer­
cial storage cavern for a Bayou Choctaw site cavern posing environ­
mental risks. 

NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE 

Appropriation, 2009 . $9,800,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 11,300,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 11,300,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +1,500,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

The acquisition and storage of heating oil for the Northeast 
began in August 2000 when the Department of Energy, through 
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve account, awarded contracts for the 
lease of commercial storage facilities and acquisition of heating oil. 
The purpose of the reserve is to assure home heating oil supplies 
for the Northeastern States during times of very low inventories 
and significant threats to the immediate supply of heating oil. The 
Northeast Heating Oil Reserve was established as a separate entity 
from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve on March 6, 2001. The 
2,000,000 barrel reserve is stored in commercial facilities in New 
York Harbor, New Haven, Connecticut, and the Providence, Rhode 
Island area. 

The Committee recommendation for the Northeast Home Heat­
ing Oil reserve is $11,300,000, $1,500,000 above the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level and the same as the budget request. 

ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $110,595,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 133,058,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 121,858,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 +11,263,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 -11,200,000 

The Energy Information Administration (EIA) is a quasi-inde­
pendent agency within the Department of Energy established to 
provide timely, objective, and accurate energy-related information 
to the Congress, executive branch, state governments, industry, 
and the public. The information and analysis prepared by the EIA 
are widely disseminated and the agency is recognized as an unbi­
ased source of energy information and projections by government 
organizations, industry, professional statistical organizations, and 
the public. 

The Committee recommendation for the Energy Information Ad­
ministration is $121,858,000, $11,263,000 above the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level and $11,200,000 below the budget request, to 
continue ongoing activities, augment end-use and energy efficiency 
data, and enhance energy and financial markets data and reporting 
capabilities. 

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

The Non-Defense Environmental Management program includes 
funds to manage and clean up sites used for civilian, energy re­
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search, and non-defense-related activities. These past activities re­
sulted in radioactive, hazardous, and mixed waste contamination 
that requires remediation, stabilization, or some other action. 

Reprogramming authority.-The Committee continues to support 
the need for flexibility to meet changing funding requirements at 
sites. In fiscal year 2010, the Department may transfer up to 
$2,000,000 between projects and programs within the Non-Defense 
Environmental Management accounts, to reduce health or safety 
risks or to gain cost savings as long as no program or project is in­
creased or decreased by more than $2,000,000 during the fiscal 
year. The account control points for reprogramming are the Fast 
Flux Test Reactor Facility, West Valley Demonstration Project, 
Gaseous Diffusion Plants, Small Sites, and construction line-items. 
This reprogramming authority may not be used to initiate new pro­
grams or programs specifically denied, limited, or increased by 
Congress in the Act or report. The Committees on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives and Senate must be notified within 
thirty days of the use of this reprogramming authority. Transfers 
which result in increases or decreases which would exceed the limi­
tations outlined in previous paragraphs require prior notification of 
and approval by the House and Senate Committees on Appropria­
tions. 

Economic development.-None of the Non-Defense Environmental 
Management funds, including those provided in the Non-Defense 
Environmental Cleanup and Uranium Enrichment Decontamina­
tion and Decommissioning Fund, are available for economic devel­
opment activities. 

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP 

Appropriation, 2009 . • $261,819,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 237,517,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 237,517,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. - 24,302,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

... Excludes $483,000,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public Law 
111-5) 

The Committee recommendation for Non-Defense Environmental 
Cleanup is $237,517,000, the same as the budget request. The rec­
ommendation provides $58,074,000 for solid waste stabilization and 
disposition, and nuclear facility decontamination and decommis­
sioning (D&D), at the West Valley Demonstration Project, the same 
as the budget request. The Committee recommends $104,444,000 
for D&D of the gaseous diffusion plants, the same as the budget 
request. The recommendation provides $7,652,000 for the Fast Flux 
Test Reactor facility, the same as the budget request. 

Small Sites.-The Committee recommends $12,614,000 for 
Brookhaven National Laboratory, the same as the budget request, 
to accelerate the D&D of the graphite reactor. 

The Committee recommends $5,000,000, the same as the budget 
request, to address the excess contaminated facilities at Idaho Na­
tional Laboratory. 
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URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING
 
FUND
 

Appropriation, 2009 . • $535,503,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . b 559,377,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 559,377,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +23,874,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

'Excludes $390,000,000 of funds from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (PL 111-8l. 
b Does not include the $200,000,000 utility fee proposed in the fiscal year 2010 request. 

The Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommis­
sioning Fund was established by the Energy Policy Act of 1992 
(P.L. 102-486) to pay for the cleanup of the three gaseous diffusion 
plants at Piketon, Ohio, Paducah, Kentucky, and East Tennessee 
Technology Park, Oak Ridge, Tennessee. Title X of the 1992 Act 
also authorized use of a portion of the fund to reimburse private 
licensees for the Federal government's share of the cost of cleaning 
up uranium and thorium processing sites. The 1992 Act authorized 
the collection of revenues for 15 years to pay for authorized cleanup 
costs. The revenues are derived from: an assessment on domestic 
utilities of up to $150,000,000 annually, based on a ratio of their 
purchases of enriched uranium to the total purchases from DOE, 
including those for defense; and federal government appropriations 
for the difference between the authorized funding under the Energy 
Policy Act and the assessment on utilities. The utility fee expired 
in 2007. 

The Committee recommends $559,377,000 for activities funded 
from the Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommis­
sioning Fund, the same as the budget request. The Committee rec­
ommendation includes $87,501,000 for the Paducah and 
$246,876,000 for the Portsmouth gaseous diffusion plants. This also 
includes $225,000,000 for the accelerated decontamination and de­
commissioning of Oak Ridge East Tennessee Technology Park nu­
clear facilities. 

Escalating cleanup cost estimates prompted the Administration 
to submit a legislative proposal to restore the utility fee to up to 
$200,000,000 per year. The Committee recommendation does not 
include the legislative language reinstating the utility fee. Given 
the legislative proposal addresses a 25-year time horizon it is best 
addressed in the context of action by the relevant authorizing com­
mittees. 

SCIENCE 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 . a $4,772,636,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 4,941,682,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 4,943,587,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 +170,951,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 +1,905,000 

• Excludes $1,600,000,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public 
Law 111-5). 

The Science account funds the Department's work on high energy 
physics, nuclear physics, biological and environmental research, 
basic energy sciences, advanced scientific computing, maintenance 
of the laboratories physical infrastructure, fusion energy sciences, 
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safeguards and security, workforce development for teachers and 
scientists, and science program direction. 

The Committee recommendation is $4,943,587,000, $1,905,000 
above the budget request and $170,951,000 above the fiscal year 
2009 enacted level. 

HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS 

The Committee recommends a total of $819,000,000 for High En­
ergy Physics, the same as the request. 

The control level is at the High Energy Physics level. 

NUCLEAR PHYSICS 

The Committee recommendation for Nuclear Physics is 
$536,455,000, $15,545,000 below the request. 

The Committee recommends $111,816,000 for Low Energy Nu­
clear Physics, $5,000,000 below the request. From within these 
funds, the Committee recommends $12,000,000, $3,000,000 above 
the request, for the Facility for Rare Isotope Beams. 

The Committee recommends $12,000,000 for the 12GeV contin­
uous electron beam facility upgrade at the Thomas Jefferson Lab­
oratory, $10,000,000 below the request in light of reduced require­
ments for the project. 

The Committee recommends $29,200,000, $10,000,000 above the 
request, for Isotope Development and Production for Research and 
Applications, University Operations. The Committee is aware that 
several universities, including the University of California at Davis 
and Idaho State University, operate facilities with the potential to 
make important contributions to the nation's supply of medical iso­
topes. The Committee directs the Department to work with the 
academic community to most cost-effectively increase the avail­
ability of medical isotopes. 

The control level is at the Nuclear Physics level. 

BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH 

The Committee recommends $597,182,000, $7,000,000 less than 
the request, for Biological and Environmental Research. 

The control level is at the Biological and Environmental Re­
search level. 

BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES 

The Committee recommendation for Basic Energy Sciences is 
$1,675,000,000, $10,500,000 below the request. Within this sum, 
the Committee recommends $35,000,000 for one Energy Innovation 
Hub as described in the Research and Development Initiatives sec­
tion of this report. 

The Committee recommends $365,112,000 for Materials Sciences 
and Engineering Research, including $10,020,000, $1,500,000 above 
the request, for EPSCOR, and $320,857,000 for Chemical Sciences, 
Geosciences, and Energy Biosciences. 

The Committee recommends $834,791,000, $23,000,000 above the 
request, for Scientific User Facilities. From within these funds, the 
Committee recommends $198,872,000, $15,000,000 above the re­
quest, for the Spallation Neutron Source, and $68,841,000, 
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$8,000,000 above the request, for the High Flux Isotope Reactor, 
both at Oak Ridge National Laboratory. 

ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING RESEARCH 

The Committee recommendation is $409,000,000, the same as 
the request and $40,180,000 above the fiscal year 2009 appropria­
tion excluding emergency appropriations, for Advanced Scientific 
Computing Research. 

FUSION ENERGY SCIENCES 

The Committee recommendation for fusion energy sciences IS 

$441,000,000, $20,000,000 more than the request. 
From within these funds, the Committee recommends 

$20,000,000 for the laser fusion program at the Naval Research 
Laboratory (NRL), which has been funded in previous years from 
the accounts under the National Nuclear Security Administration. 
NRL has identified a path to inertial fusion energy that could sub­
stantially reduce the cost and the time to develop a practical fusion 
power source, based on krypton-fluoride (KrF) lasers and high-per­
formance directly driven targets. NRL researchers and their col­
laborators have developed a staged plan to systematically develop 
the needed science and technologies for the energy application. The 
Committee directs the Department of Energy to evaluate the poten­
tial of the KrF laser for commercial fusion and the merits of the 
staged development plan. The Office of Nuclear Energy shall take 
the lead in this evaluation, working with the Office of Science, and 
report to the Committee not later than August 31, 2009, on its 
findings. 

SCIENCE LABORATORIES INFRASTRUCTURE 

The Committee recommends $133,600,000 for Science Labora­
tories Infrastructure, the same as the budget request. 

SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY 

The Committee recommends $83,000,000, the same as the budget 
request, to meet safeguards and security requirements at Office of 
Science facilities. 

SCIENCE PROGRAM DIRECTION 

The Committee recommendation for Science Program Direction is 
$190,932,000, $22,790,000 below the request and $2,637,000 above 
the fiscal year 2009 appropriation, excluding emergency appropria­
tions, for Science Program Direction. Within these funds, 
$75,261,000 is recommended for Headquarters, $106,755,000 is rec­
ommended for Field Offices, and $8,916,000 is recommended for 
the Office of Scientific and Technical Information. 

The control level is at the Science Program Direction level. 

SCIENCE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT 

The Committee recommends $20,678,000 for workforce develop­
ment for teachers and scientists in fiscal year 2010, the same as 
the requested amount. By utilizing the Department's intellectual 
and physical assets to provide teachers with the opportunity to be­
come teacher-scientists rather than teachers who happen to teach 
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science, this program can significantly enhance the ability of teach­
ers to involve their students in doing science rather than just read­
ing about and reproducing well-established principles. 

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED PROJECTS 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $37,740,000 for the following projects and activities. 
The Committee believes these projects are consistent with or com­
plementary to the purposes and objectives of existing Department 
of Energy activities and authorizations passed by Congress. The 
Committee directs the Department to work closely with recipients 
of congressionally designated funding to ensure that funded 
projects are consistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. 
The Department should remind recipients that statutory cost-shar­
ing requirements may apply to these projects. 
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED SCIENCE PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Advanced Artificial Science and Engineering Research Infrastructure 

Advanced Manufacturing and Engineering Equipment 

Applied Biomechanical Engineering Graduate Program 

Bethune-Cookman University STEM Research lab 

Building Surface Science Capacity to Serve the Automobile Industry in Southeastern Michigan 

Center for Advanced SCientific Modeling (CASCaM) 

center for Nanomedicine and Cellular Delivery 

Center for Sustainable Energy at Bronx Community College, Bronx, NY 

Clean Energy Storage, Conversion, and Generation Research 

Clemson University Cyberinstitute 

College of Saint Elizabeth 

Computational Modeling of Drug-Resistant Bacteria 

Energy Efficiency & Water Institute Research Facility, Purdue University-Calumet, IN 

Energy Systems Engineering Institute 

Fourier Transform Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (FTNMR) Spectrometer 

Fusion Energy Spheromak Turbulent Plasma Experiment (STPX) 

Green Manufacturing and Energy Conscious Design Program 

Idaho Accelerator Center Production of Medical Isotopes 

Idaho National laboratory Center for Advanced Energy Studies 

Institute for Collaborative Sciences Research 

Institute for Intergrated Sciences 

landfill Leachate Recirculation and Gas to Energy Project 

Meteorology and Atmospheric Science Program at the University of louisville 

Nevada Water Resources Data, Modeling and Visualization (DMV) Center 

Notre Dame Innovation Park, South Bend, IN 

Physical and Biological Sciences Laboratory learning Center 

Rockland CC Science lab Upgrade 

Science lab Expansion 

Smart Grid Simulation laboratory 

State-of-the-Art Large-SCale Testing for Wind to Enhance Infrastructure Resiliency and Develop 

Energy-Efficient Buildings 

STEM Infrastructure Improvement Project 

STEM Minority Graduate Program 

Susquehanna University, eqUipment for new science center 
Sustainable Biofuels Development Center 

Transylvania University Brown SCience Center Equipment 

TU Algae to Green Fuels Energy Project 

Twin Tower Observatory 

Ultra Fast Power Processor for Smart Grid 

UMASS Integrative Science Building 

Unique Methodologies for Nano/Micro Manufacturing and Job Training for Nanotechnology 

University of Delaware Energy Institute 

$300,000 
$1,000,000 

$400,000 
$250,000 
$500,000 
$700,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$915,000 

$2,000,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 
$500,000 

$1,000,000 
$1,500,000 
$1,000,000 
$1,200,000 
$2,000,000 

$500,000 
$350,000 
$750,000 
$575,000 
$400,000 
$300,000 
$550,000 
$900,000 

$1,000,000 
$1,500,000 
$3,500,000 
$1,000,000 

$500,000 
$650,000 
$750,000 
$200,000 

$1,000,000 
$2,000,000 

$500,000 
$500,000 
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CONGRESSIONAllY DIRECTED SCIENCE PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

University of Illinois at Chicago High Performance Computing $1.000,000 
Universltv Of Rhode 1$land Regional Earth Svstems Institute $750.000 
University Par1< and Research Center In Chula Vista, CA $1.000,000 
Whitworth Unlversitv STEM Equipment $300,000 

ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY-ENERGY 

Appropriation, 2009 . a $15,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 10,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 - 5,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 -10,000,000 

ve~r~~~:nXcr~rt~~9(p~'1:ii~t:~eil~:cJl.des$400.000.000 of funding from the American Recovery and Rein· 

The American Recovery and Reinvestment Act provided $400 
million for the establishment of the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency-Energy (ARPA-E). The Committee believes that, in addi­
tion to the fiscal year 2009 appropriation of $15,000,000 (for pro­
gram direction), this funding will allow ARPA-E to fund its first 
round of projects beginning in fiscal year 2010 and provides an ap­
propriate foundation of project funding as ARPA-E ramps-up to 
full operation. The decision not to provide any additional funding 
for ARPA-E in fiscal year 2010 beyond the funding already pro­
vided does not in any way suggest a lack of commitment to this 
new program by the Committee. The Committee looks forward to 
ARPA-E becoming fully operational in fiscal year 2010 and begin­
ning its important work of developing innovative and trans­
formational energy technologies. 

The initial staffing and leadership of ARPA-E will be critical to 
its long-term success. While the Committee commends the Depart­
ment for moving quickly on the establishment of ARPA-E, there is 
concern that the timeline dictated by the agency's Funding Oppor­
tunity Announcement may outpace the selection of the Program 
Managers and a Director or an acting Director, as intended in the 
America COMPETES Act. The Committee encourages the Sec­
retary to use all existing authorities to aggressively recruit staff 
that will be uniquely qualified to both make project funding deci­
sions and create a distinct organizational culture for ARPA-E. 

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 

Appropriation, 2009 . $145,390,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 98,400,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 98,400,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. - 46,990,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

The Department of Energy requested a total of $98,400,000 for 
Nuclear Waste Disposal. The requested funds terminate the Yucca 
Mountain nuclear waste repository. The Administration requested 
funds to continue to work supporting the Nuclear Regulatory Com­
mission's licensing of the site with the purpose of informing the li­
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censing process for the Yucca successor. A Blue Ribbon Commission 
will be named to evaluate repository alternatives. 

For Nuclear Waste Disposal in fiscal year 2010, the Committee 
recommends $98,400,000, the same as the budget request. Of this 
amount, $5,000,000 is made available to support the Blue Ribbon 
Commission as requested by the Administration. The Committee 
supports this effort and provides full funding based on information 
received from the Department. However, the elimination of par­
ticular alternatives currently being proposed by the Administration 
does raise concerns. Since the Department's overall strategy for the 
disposition and long-term storage of nuclear material hinges upon 
the conclusions of this Commission, the analysis must be done on 
scientific merit using well-established scientific processes. There 
may be disagreement on whether Yucca Mountain is a suitable al­
ternative, but the public investment made to date and the integrity 
of the scientific process warrant considering all alternatives. There­
fore, the Committee makes the $5,000,000 available for the Blue 
Ribbon Commission only for an analysis of alternatives that in­
cludes all options for nuclear waste disposal based on scientific 
merit, as previously discussed in the Management of Nuclear Spent 
Fuel and Radioactive Waste section of this report. Additionally, the 
Committee directs that the proposed Blue Ribbon Commission shall 
include an appropriate level of representation of decommissioned 
reactor sites to ensure their interests are considered in the formu­
lation of a national nuclear waste policy. 

The Committee also fully funds the request of $98,400,000 for 
Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal for a total of $191,800,000 to sup­
port the licensing activities on the Yucca Mountain nuclear waste 
repository at the Nuclear Regulatory Commission in fiscal year 
2010 excluding the amount provided for the Blue Ribbon Commis­
sion. Not less than $70,000,000 of these funds shall be for the man­
agement contractor to retain the sufficient legal, scientific and 
technical expertise necessary to maintain and update the Yucca 
Mountain license application and its supporting documentation as 
may be required by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. Further, 
the Committee recommends the statutory language that funds local 
units of government at levels proportional to the total funding pro­
vided at the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. 

TITLE 17-INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM 

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 

GROSS APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $19,880,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 43,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 43,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +23,1~.--
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

i ~J1,~S~
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OFFSETIING RECEIPTS 

Appropriation, 2009 $19,880,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 -43,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 - 43,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

+23,120,000 1 If ;'SA 1 
~).... \, "" .. :J 

The Loan Guarantee program under Title XVII of the Energy 
Policy Act is a key component of the overall national effort to in­
vest in renewable and low-emissions energy generation, as well as 
improved electric power transmission. The Committee lauds the 
Department's new leadership for making the success of this pro­
gram a top priority, but it urges the Department to translate its 
enthusiasm into action. 

Congress authorized the Title XVII Loan Guarantee program to 
support an historic investment into the nation's energy future. Ac­
cording to the Department of Energy, a total of approximately 
$111,000,000,000 in loan authority is now available to support im­
provements to our energy system. Congress authorized the Depart­
ment to issue $4,000,000,000 of loan guarantee authority in Divi­
sion B of Public Law 109-289, as amended by Public Law 110-5. 
This was followed in fiscal year 2008 with another $38,500,000,000 
of loan authority. This amount included $10,000,000,000 for energy 
efficiency and renewable energy and advanced distribution, 
$18,500,000,000 for advanced nuclear power facilities, 
$2,000,000,000 for front-end nuclear fuel cycle activities, and 
$8,000,000,000 for low-emissions, coal-based generation. The au­
thority continued to grow in the fiscal year 2009 Omnibus appro­
priation, where $8,500,000,000 of additional authority was provided 
for renewables, distributed energy generation, and transmission. 
Then, finally, under Section 406 of Public Law 111-5 (American 
Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009) an additional 
$6,000,000,000 was provided to subsidize additional energy invest­
ments in renewable energy and transmission projects, resulting in 
approximately $60,000,000,000 in loan authority. The Committee 
stands ready to assist in advancing this program forward as quick­
ly and as responsibly as possible. 

The Committee is encouraged that the Department has made sig­
nificant recent progress on this program, including the selection of 
a photovoltaic manufacturer in March, 2009, for the first loan guar­
antee. The Committee is also aware that some, including sup­
porters of nuclear power, feel additional loan guarantee authority 
is necessary to make a substantive impact on the energy sector. 
The Committee encourages the Department to work with the appli­
cable authorizing committees to ensure that an appropriate balance 
of loan guarantee authority is available to support a reliable, car­
bon-neutral energy sector. 

The bill also contains language involving wage-rate requirements 
under Section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (42 U.S.C. 
16512). 
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ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES MANUFACTURING LOAN
 
PROGRAM
 I 

Appropriation, 2009 . a~;;;
 
Budget estimate, 2010 . $20,000,000
 
Recommended, 2010 . 20,000,000
 
Comparison:
 

Appropriation, 2009 . +20,0~ ;d, (eltc/.s/)Budget estimate, 2010 ..
 
-Excludes $7,510,000.000 of emergency funding from Public Law 1ll}-329.
 

The Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 established 
a direct loan program to support the development of advanced tech­
nology vehicles and associated components in the United States. 
The program provides loans to automobile and automobile part 
manufacturers for the cost of re-equipping, expanding, or estab­
lishing manufacturing facilities in the United States to produce ad­
vanced technology vehicles or qualified components, and for associ­
ated engineering integration costs. 

The Committee recommends $20,000,000 for the Advanced Tech­
nology Vehicles Manufacturing Loan Program, the same as the 
budget request. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION 

GROSS APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $272,643,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 302,071,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 289,684,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +17,041,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. -12,387,000 

REVENUES 

$ -117,317,000
~~~~~l~:it~n~t;~g~iii··::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -119,740,000 
Recommended, 2010 . -119,740,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . -2,423,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

NET APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $155,326,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 182,331,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 169,944,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 +14,618,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 -12,387,000 

The Committee recommendation for Departmental Administra­
tion is $289,684,000, $12,387,000 less than the budget request. The 
recommendation for revenues is $-119,740,000, the same as the 
budget request, resulting in a net appropriation of $169,944,000. 
Funding recommended for Departmental Administration provides 
for general management and program support functions benefiting 
all elements of the Department of Energy, including the National 
Nuclear Security Administration. The account funds a wide array 
of headquarters activities not directly associated with the execution 
of specific programs. 

The Committee encourages the Department to seriously consider 
and pursue the National Academy of Public Administration rec­
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ommendations regarding mission support functions. In particular, 
the Committee supports the recommendation that the Department 
create an Undersecretary for Management position, or a Business 
Council consisting of the leadership of the four major mission-sup­
port functions-human resources, acquisition, financial manage­
ment, and information technology-and chaired by the Secretary, 
to provide an ongoing forum where these critical functions can de­
velop an integrated and mission-focused approach to serving their 
customers. It currently appears that there is room for consolidation 
of activities, or at a minimum, coordination and clarification among 
the offices that currently reside under the Deputy Secretary. In 
light of these concerns, the Committee provides no funds for the 
Portfolio Analysis activity within the Management Office or the Of­
fice of Program Analysis and Evaluation within the Office of the 
Chief Financial Officer until the Department can clarify the roles 
and interactions between the two activities and the Office of Policy 
and International Affairs. 

Office of the Chief Human Capital Officer.-The Committee rec­
ommends $29,537,000, the same as the request. Within the re­
sources available, $350,000 shall be directed to contract with an ex­
pert independent entity to examine alternatives to providing 
human capital operation, such as a new Shared Service Center or 
using an existing federal service provider. This study should be 
submitted to the Committee by March 1,2010. 

Office of Indian Energy Policy and Programs.-The Committee 
recommends $1,500,000 from within the Departmental Administra­
tion, Office of Congressional Affairs account for the Office of Indian 
Energy Policy and Programs, as authorized in Section 502 of the 
Energy Policy Act of 2005, the same as the budget request. Con­
sistent with the ~uthorization, the Office will coordinate and imple­
ment DOE energy management, conservation, education, and deliv­
ery systems for Native Americans. 

Office of the Chief Financial Officer (CFO).-The Committee ap­
preciates the dedication and enthusiasm that the CFO's office has 
shown during the transition period between Administrations. The 
Committee relies on this office to provide timely, factual notifica­
tion of and responses to financial and program execution issues. 
However, the Committee is increasingly concerned with the level of 
coordination and information received from the CFO. 

Office of Cost Analysis (OCA).-The Department was directed in 
fiscal year 2009 to move the Office of Cost Analysis from the CFO 
office and consolidate the OCA with the existing cost estimating 
group within the Office of Management. The Department not only 
has taken no action on this direction, but the budgetd'ustifications 
clearly indicate a decision to maintain the Office of ost Analysis 
within the CFO organization despite congressional direction. The 
Committee reiterates the direction provided in the Energy and 
Water Development and Related Agencies Appropriations Act of 
2009 that the Office of Cost Analysis be moved from the CFO of­
fice. 

The Committee supports strong actions to minimize the mission 
risk associated with the Department's existing cost estimating; 
however it fails to understand how the current organizational 
structure meets that goal. If the Department's objective is to create 
an organization similar to the Cost Analysis Improvement Group 
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at the Department of Defense, cost estimating functions should ei­

ther be consolidated, or a separate office should report directly to
 
the Deputy Secretary as the official responsible for major invest­

ment decisions. Given the concerns expressed by this committee re­

garding cost estimating, the Department is also expected to aggres­

sively pursue the recommendations of the GAO study requested by
 
this Committee regarding cost estimating when available. The
 
Committee is particularly interested in full, independent cost esti­

mates of large capital projects. To the extent that a different orga­

nizational structure is necessary to achieve that goal, the Com­

mittee would welcome a dialogue to that end. However, the Com­
mittee generally opposes creating a new office to address an issue ~_._'"
 
with existing mission functions-if cost estimating is truly broken "'"
 

i;n~he Department, it should be addressed in a comp~e~~:~:~~~,~~<~.,,_ ,~. JJ' '\ b? "J." '\ 
/'ii::'-'-'-"""'''' ,,~,•.".••<'••~~- ~fl crt.,V" 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL It ~ 'Pl' ...{, ,~ 
) 

. . \ -,,<~. ".,AppropnatJOn, 2009 $51,927,000" ~ / 

~~!~~e:~~~~~iO;~I~ .. ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~:~~~:~~~ .·'.c~.,, .__>._./ 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . 
Budget estimate, 2010 +482,000 

The Office of Inspector General performs agency-wide audit, in­
spection, and investigative functions to identify and correct man­
agement and administrative deficiencies that create conditions for 
existing or potential instances of fraud, waste and mismanagement. 
The audit function provides financial and performance audits of 
programs and operations. The inspections function provides inde­
pendent inspections and analyses of the effectiveness, efficiency, 
and economy of programs and operations. The investigative func­
tion provides for the detection and investigation of improper and il­
legal activities involving programs, personnel, and operations. 

The Committee recommendation is $51,927,000, the same as the 
fiscal year 2009 enacted level and $482,000 above the budget re­
quest. 

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 

The Atomic Energy Defense Activities programs of the Depart­
ment of Energy in the National Nuclear Security Administration 
(NNSA) consist of Weapons Activities, Defense Nuclear Non­
proliferation, Naval Reactors, and the Office of the Administrator; 
outside of the NNSA, these include Defense Environmental Man­
agement; Other Defense Activities; and Defense Nuclear Waste 
Disposal. Descriptions of each of these accounts are provided below. 

NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

The Department of Energy is responsible for enhancing U.S. na­
tional security through the military application of nuclear tech­
nology and reducing the global danger from the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction. The National Nuclear Security Ad­
ministration (NNSA), a semi-autonomous agency within the De­
partment, carries out these responsibilities. Established in March 
2000 pursuant to Title 32 of the National Defense Authorization 



Study ofInternet Database on Renewable Energy Based Distributed 
Electricity Generation.- The Committee recognizes that the market for renewable 
energy based distributed electricity generation (RE-DG) is still in its infancy, 
particularly with respect to private financing opportunities. Despite a substantial 
increase in Federal grants and credit enhancements, private capital has been 
hesitant to underwrite all but the largest and most profitable ventures. The 
Committee believes that the federal government can playa productive role at 
encouraging private investment by making existing transactions more transparent 
and available on line. To understand this potential more clearly, the Committee 
directs the Department of Energy to study the merits of creating an internet 
database disclosing all (RE-DG) financing transactional data and documentation 
involving federal grants or loan guarantees. 

Disclosures would be limited to projects involving state and local 
governments and private commercial interests. The study would determine if the 
disclosure of a standard form and performance reports would help accelerate the 
market for (RE-DG) by providing transparent, searchable, standardized 
information that would help facilitate private investor confidence, identify best 
practices and minimize fraud and systemic risk. The study shall include (1) the 
identification of categories of financial transactional information that could prove 
useful to potential investors in assessing the feasibility of supporting renewable 
energy projects; (2) an assessment of the costs involved in ensuring accurate 
collection and reporting of such information to the public; and (3) an assessment of 
any confidentiality or proprietary information concerns that could hinder disclosure 
of particular details over the internet. The study along with its recommendation as 
to the development ofan internet database should be completed within one year of 
enactment. 
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Act for Fiscal Year 2000 (Public Law 106-65), NNSA is responsible 
for the management and operation of the Nation's nuclear weapons 
complex, naval reactors, and nuclear nonproliferation activities. 
Three offices within the NNSA carry out the Department's national 
security mission: the Office of Defense Programs, the Office of De­
fense Nuclear Nonproliferation, and Naval Reactors. The Office of 
the NNSA Administrator oversees all NNSA programs. 

In the past, the Committee has criticized NNSA's priorities as 
disproportionately heavy on Weapons Activities and light on De­
fense Nuclear Nonproliferation accounts. The Committee encour­
ages NNSA to rectify this situation in future budgets. Since the 
NNSA has presented the fiscal year 2010 budget as a placeholder, 
the Committee will not belabor the point here, other than to re­
iterate that the quantity, destructive power, and variety of the U.S. 
nuclear weapons stockpile far exceeds any requirement for deter­
rence of any deterrable adversary in the post-Cold War world. The 
impact on deterrence of even a series of multiple failures across 
multiple nuclear weapon types would be almost immeasurably 
small. In contrast, a single nuclear weapon falling into the hands 
of a non-deterrable adversary could have an impact on U.S. na­
tional security that would be almost immeasurably large. The Com­
mittee urges DOE to take a more targeted approach to this chal­
lenge in the future. 

The Committee is concerned that NNSA's budget request for the 
W-76 Life Extension Program does not reflect the needs of military· 
clients. Given the ramifications that lack of coordination would 
have for the strategic security of the United States, it is incumbent 
upon NNSA to submit a budget request which supports the sched­
ules of the Navy and the Air Force. The Committee directs NNSA 
to explicitly highlight in its future budget requests any instance in 
which its budget request will not support the military requirements 
of its Air Force and Navy clients, an explanation of the discrep­
ancy, and an estimate of the additional budgetary resources that 
would be needed. 

The Committee recommends $9,215,062,000 for the NNSA, 
$729,965,000 below the budget request and $85,468,000 above the 
fiscal year 2009 level. The reduction in the budget request is due 
primarily to the movement of $665,534,000 in activities to Other 
Defense Activities. 

WEAPONS ACTIVITIES 

Appropriation, 2009 . $6,380,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 6,384,431,000 
Recommended, 2010 .. 6,320,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 - 60,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 -64,431,000 

The goal of the Weapons Activities program is to ensure the safe­
ty, security, reliability and performance of the Nation's nuclear 
weapons stockpile. The program seeks to maintain and refurbish 
nuclear weapons to sustain confidence in their security, safety and 
reliability under the nuclear testing moratorium and arms reduc­
tion treaties. The Committee recommends $6,320,000,000 for 
Weapons Activities, $64,431,000 below the budget request and 
$60,000,000 below the fiscal year 2009 level. 
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Within this amount, the Committee recommends the use of 
$62,100,000 in prior year balances. 

Reprogramming authority.-The Committee provides limited re­
programming authority within the Weapons Activities account 
without submission of a reprogramming request to be approved in 
advance by the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations. 
The reprogramming control levels will be as follows: subprograms 
within Directed Stockpile Work, Life Extension Programs, Stock­
pile Systems, Warhead Dismantlement, Stockpile Services, Science 
Campaigns, Engineering Campaigns, Advanced Simulation and 
Computing, Pit Manufacturing and Certification, Facilities and In­
frastructure Recapitalization Program, and Readiness Campaigns. 
This will provide the flexibility needed to manage these programs. 
The Committee provides no reprogramming authority between site 
allocations for Readiness in Technical Base and Facilities (RTBF) 
Operations of Facilities. In addition, funding of not more than 
$5,000,000 may be transferred between each of these categories 
and each construction project with the exception of the RTBF site 
allocations, subject to the following limitations: only one transfer 
may be made to or from any program or project; the transfer must 
be necessary to address a risk to health, safety or the environment; 
and funds may not be used for an item for which Congress has spe­
cifically denied funds or for a new program or project. 

The Department must notify Congress within 15 days of the use 
of this reprogramming authority. Transfers during the fiscal year 
which would result in increases or decreases which would exceed 
the limitations outlined in the previous paragraph require prior no­
tification of and approval by the House and Senate Committees on 
Appropriations. 

U.S. Strategic Nuclear Weapons Strategy for the 21 s' Century and 
the Future Nuclear Weapons Stockpile.-While the Committee sup­
ports the goal of eventual elimination of nuclear weapons, the Com­
mittee sees no path leading to that goal, in light of (1) the difficulty 
of verifying very low numbers of nuclear weapons, and (2) the fact 
that substate actors do not observe any rules or agreements. The 
Committee therefore urges the Administration to focus on specific 
actions that, unlike discussions of abolition of nuclear weapons, 
offer concrete hope of reducing the probability of nuclear use and 
improving the cost/benefit ratio of the nuclear enterprise. 

Report on Nuclear Stockpile.-The Secretary of Energy shall, not 
later than December 1 of each year, submit a report to Congress 
specifying, for the due date of the report and projected for 5, 10, 
15, and 20 years after that date, (1) the number of nuclear weapons 
of each type in the active and reserve stockpiles (2) the strategic 
rationale for each type, and (3) the past and projected future total 
direct lifecycle cost of each type. 

Report on Laboratory Directed Research and Development 
(LDRDJ.-The Committee is concerned that LDRD in the weapons 
laboratories is insufficiently targeted on evolving national security 
needs. The Committee therefore encourages the weapons labora­
tories to devote a substantial porportion of their LDRD to coun­
tering threats not deterrable by threat of nuclear retaliation, and 
to seeking means to render deterrable those threats presently con­
sidered nondeterrable. The Committee directs the Administrator of 
NNSA to submit to the Appropriations Committee of the House 
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and Senate, not later than six months after enactment of this Act 
and annually thereafter, a report on LDRD activities and achieve­
ments addressing these goals. 

Report on National Threat Reduction Center.-The Committee di­
rects the NNSA Administrator to submit to the Appropriations 
Committees of the House and Senate, not later than six months 
after enactment of this Act, a report on the utility of a National 
Threat Reduction Center. This report will state NNSA's view of the 
utility of such a center for technology development of treaty-related 
verification of seismic, radiation, and electromagnetic signatures of 
nuclear tests and nuclear weapons presence, of development of 
multi-sensor fusion for maximum sensitivity of detection, and for 
evaluation of the limits of detection and ability to hide weapons ac­
tivities. The report will include an evaluation of potential sites for 
such a center. The report will include NNSA's view of how relevant 
Work for Others, including work for allied governments, can be 
performed without NNSA absorbing any direct or overhead costs of 
such work. The Administrator shall invite the Intelligence Commu­
nity, the State Department Bureau of Verification, Compliance, 
and Implementation, and other relevant potential United States 
Government users of such a center to submit annexes stating their 
views of the utility of such a center. 

DIRECTED STOCKPILE WORK CDSW) 

The Committee recommends $1,472,467,000 for Directed Stock­
pile Work (DSW), $42,184,000 below the budget request. Directed 
Stockpile Work includes all activities that directly support weapons 
in the nuclear stockpile, including maintenance, research, develop­
ment, engineering, certification, dismantlement, and disposal ac­
tivities. The DSW account provides all the direct funding for the 
Department's life extension activities, which are designed to extend 
the service life of the existing nuclear weapons stockpile by pro­
viding new subsystems and components for each warhead as need­
ed. 

Stockpile Systems.-The Committee recommends $325,300,000 
for the DSW Stockpile Systems activities, $65,000,000 below the re­
quest. 

B61 Phase 6.2/2A "Refurbishment" Study.-The Committee rec­
ommends no funds for the requested study of the B61-12 nuclear 
bomb. As stated earlier this report, the Committee will not support 
a major warhead redesign in the absence of clearly defined nuclear 
weapons strategy, stockpile, and complex plans. In light of the 
evolving strategic climate, the B61 is particularly in need of a 
clearly articulated strategy. Since the required plans have not been 
delivered, the Committee recommends no funding for the B-61 
Phase 6.2/2A "Refurbishment" Study. 

Weapons Dismantlement and Disposition.-Weapons dismantle­
ment and disposition are essential, both to reduce the number of 
weapons that must be secured at great cost, and to send a message 
to the international community that the United States is indeed se­
rious about nuclear arms reduction. The Committee is encouraged 
by the NNSA's request of $84,100,000 for Weapons Dismantlement 
and Disposition, which is $26,862,000 above the fiscal year 2009 
appropriation. The Committee recommends $108,916,000 for Weap­
ons Dismantlement and Disposition, $24,816,000 above the request, 
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in order to further increase the dismantlement rate. The Com­
mittee directs NNSA to use such portions of this increase for Con­
tainers, Storage, and Material Recycle and Recovery as are needed 
to execute the dismantlement program thus funded, while giving 
highest priority to prompt dismantlement itself. The Committee 
urges NNSA, in future submissions, to include dismantlement-gen­
erated needs for Containers, Storage, and Material Recycle and Re­
covery in a unified Dismantlement line, and while doing so to give 
highest priority to prompt dismantlement itself. 

Life Extension Programs.-The Committee recommends 
$233,196,000 for the W76 DSW Life Extension Program, 
$24,000,000 above the request, in order to achieve the Navy refit 
schedule. 

Plutonium Infrastructure Sustainment.-The Committee supports 
continued plutonium infrastructure sustainment. The Committee 
also accepts, with some skepticism, NNSA's contention that preser­
vation of plutonium capability requires the actual manufacture of 
plutonium pits, although the W88 pits now being produced are for 
a Cold War weapon poorly suited to the 21st Century threat. Under 
present plans, the production run of W88 pits will be completed in 
approximately three years, leaving no more pits to be produced to 
sustain the plutonium capability. Accordingly, the Committee rec­
ommends $123,201,000 for Plutonium Infrastructure Sustainment, 
$26,000,000 below the request in order to produce W88 pits at a 
minimum rate and extend plutonium capability, pending resolution 
of nuclear strategy issues. 

Other than B61 Phase 2.2A, W76 Life Extension, Weapons Dis­
mantlement and Disposition, and Plutonium Infrastructure 
Sustainment, the Committee recommends funding for Directed 
Stockpile Work as requested. However, the Committee notes that 
the W80 Stockpile Systems request line has been sharply reduced 
in a manner that generally precedes a decision to retire a weapon. 
In light of the constrained budget, the Committee urges NNSA to 
resolve this issue without delay. 

CAMPAIGNS 

Campaigns are focused on efforts involving the three weapons 
laboratories, the Nevada Test Site, the weapons production plants, 
and selected external organizations to address critical capabilities 
needed to achieve program objectives. For Campaigns, the Com­
mittee recommends $1,593,591,000, which is $33,861,000 above the 
request and $26,759,000 below the fiscal year 2009 appropriation. 

Science Campaign.-The Committee recommends $296,439,000, 
$20,251,000 below the request. The Committee commends NNSA 
for its outstanding Stockpile Stewardship program, which has per­
formed better than expected and has created a technically superior 
alternative to nuclear testing. Stockpile Stewardship has enabled 
us to observe nuclear weapons phenomena more directly, in far 
more detail, and using statistically more significant samples than 
are possible with nuclear testing. Because of current progress in 
Stockpile Stewardship, in particular the recent results from the 
Dual-Axis Radiographic Hydrodynamic Test Facility (DARHT), the 
Committee finds no evidence that nuclear testing would add a use­
ful increment to the immense and expanding body of weapons 
knowledge arising from Stockpile Stewardship. This is doubly for­
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tuitous in that nuclear testing cannot be executed because of prob­
able diplomatic and nuclear proliferation reactions as well as likely 
local opposition to nuclear testing. The Committee commends 
NNSA for requesting no dedicated funding for nuclear test readi­
ness. . 

The Committee recommends no funds for the $30,251,000 re­
quested Academic Alliances new program. While the Administra­
tion's budget justification material describes this as a consolidation 
of activities formerly funded in other programs, there is no con­
comitant reduction in those program lines. Therefore, the Com­
mittee must regard this program as a significant increase over that 
of fiscal year 2009, and does not find adequate justification for this 
major increase in an account with such limited funding. The Ad­
ministration may continue its academic cooperation in the same 
programs that were funded in fiscal year 2009. 

The Committee includes $96,617,000, $10,000,000 above the 
budget request, for Dynamic Materials Properties to partially offset 
the costs of incorporating the activities formerly funded under Dy­
namic Plutonium Experiments. 

Engineering Campaign.-For Engineering Campaign, the Com­
mittee recommends $174,112,000, $24,112,000 above the request. 
Within this amount, $66,112,000 is provided only for Enhanced 
Surety of which, at minimum, $30,000,000 is provided only for en­
hanced surety intrinsic to the weapon. The Committee directs that 
priority for Enhanced Surety go to those weapon types at greatest 
long-term risk. 

Inertial Confinement Fusion and High Yield Campaign.-The 
Committee recommendation provides $461,915,000 for the Inertial 
Confinement Fusion and High Yield Campaign, $25,000,000 above 
the request. Within this campaign, the Committee recommends 
$268,929,000, $20,000,000 above the request, for Facility Oper­
ations and Target Production including not less than $8,800,000 for 
the Laboratory for Laser Energetics. Within the Inertial Confine­
ment Fusion and High Yield Campaign, the Committee rec­
ommends $77,252,000, $5,000,000 above the request, for NIF 
Diagnostics, Cryogenics and Experimental Support, including not 
less than $4,000,000 for the Laboratory for Laser Energetics. 

Advanced Simulation and Computing Campaign.-The Com­
mittee recommends $561,125,000 for the Advanced Simulation and 
Computing Campaign, $5,000,000 above the request. Within this 
amount, $5,000,000 is provided for National Security Science, Tech­
nology and Engineering Activities for the purpose of technology as­
sessments of nuclear weapons that could be employed by sub-state 
actors or potentially hostile minor nuclear powers. 

Readiness Campaign.-The Committee recommends 
$100,000,000 for the Readiness Campaign, the same as the request. 

READINESS IN TECHNICAL BASE AND FACILITIES (RTBF) 

The Committee recommends $1,779,340,000 for Readiness in 
Technical Base and Facilities, $42,992,000 above the request. Out 
of this sum, $229,774,000, $19,000,000 above the request, is pro­
vided for Y-12 Plant operations and $139,602,000, $8,000,000 
above the request, is provided for Pantex Plant operations. 

The Administration has described the need for two major new fa­
cilities in the weapons complex: the Uranium Processing Facility 
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(UPF) at Y-12 Complex, and the plutonium capabilities of the 
Chemistry and Metallurgy Research Replacement (CMRR) facility 
at Los Alamos National Laboratory. The tightly constrained budget 
does not permit construction of both simultaneously, and the re­
quest funds both programs at sustainment levels pending a deci­
sion on prioritization. The Committee commends NNSA for its now 
completed ultra-secure design of the Highly Enriched Uranium Ma­
terials Facility, and notes that UPF is planned to incorporate the 
same security standards. For this reason as well as its uranium 
downblending nonproliferation benefits, the Committee's rec­
ommendation includes $101,470,000 for UPF, $49,992,000 above 
the request, to achieve Critical Decision 2, and to fund the procure­
ment of long-lead items if necessary. The Committee's rec­
ommendation includes $55,000,000, the same as the request, for 
CMRR; these funds are recommended only for the Radiological 
LaboratorylUtility/Office Building and the ongoing design of 
CMRR-NF. 

Radioactive Liquid Waste Treatment Facility Upgrade.-No fund­
ing is recommended for 06-D-140-03, Radioactive Liquid Waste 
Treatment Facility Upgrade (PED), for which $11,000,000 was re­
quested. The Committee is concerned with the significant cost over­
runs that the design has already experienced, and has delayed 
funding for this project until NNSA resolves the substantial prob­
lems communicated by the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board 
in its February 6, 2009 letter. 

Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility (PDCFJ.-While the 
Committee strongly supports elimination of weapons-grade mate­
rial, in light of the uncertain future of PDCF and the variety of op­
tions currently being evaluated by NNSA, the Committee rec­
ommends $10,321,000 for 99-D-141 PDCF, $20,000,000 below the 
request. 

LANSCE.-The Committee is concerned that the budget request 
eliminates funding for the LANSCE-R project without a clear anal­
ysis of alternatives. The Committee directs NNSA to submit to the 
Committee, not later than August 31, 2009, a detailed description 
of current work done at LANSCE, a specific explanation of alter­
native sites where such work could be done, and an analysis of the 
budget resources, including security costs, needed to upgrade or 
otherwise modify the alternative sites. 

Horizontally Integrated Contracting.-The Committee is con­
cerned that because each site contracts for its own purchases of 
ammunition and other equipment, NNSA is not able to take advan­
tage of quantity discounts that would be available if contracts for 
procurement of such equipment were negotiated complex-wide. The 
Committee directs the Administrator to take every opportunity for 
savings via complex-wide contracting, and to submit a report, to 
the Appropriations Committees of the House and Senate, within six 
months of passage of this Act, on NNSA's progress on complex-wide 
contracting. 

Disaggregated Construction Contracting.-The Committee has 
reason to expect that, by contracting for construction directly rath­
er than through the Maintenance and Operations prime contractor, 
NNSA could avoid significant overhead charges. The Committee di­
rects the Administrator to submit a report to the Appropriations 
Committees of the House and Senate, within six months of enact­
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ment of this Act, on savings to be expected by direct contracting 
for construction, and on whether the greatest savings would be 
found on individual job, individual site, or complex-wide con­
tracting. 

SECURE TRANSPORTATION ASSET 

The Secure Transportation Asset program 'provides for the safe, 
secure movement of nuclear weapons, special nuclear materials, 
and non-nuclear weapon components between military locations 
and nuclear weapons complex facilities within the United States. 
The Committee recommends $243,915,000, $9,000,000 above the 
request, for the Secure Transportation Asset, and directs that Se­
cure Transportation Asset resume execution of its plan for a fleet 
of 51 SGT transporters by fiscal year 2011. 

NUCLEAR COUNTERTERRORISM INCIDENT RESPONSE 

The Nuclear Counterterrorism Incident Response program re­
sponds to and mitigates nuclear and radiological incidents world­
wide. The Committee recommends $221,936,000, the same as the 
request, for Nuclear Counterterrorism Incident Response. 

FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE RECAPITALIZATION PROGRAM (FIRP) 

The FIRP program was begun in fiscal year 2002 to reduce the 
deferred maintenance requirements that built up across the nu­
clear weapons complex. Because of budget limitations, the Com­
mittee recommendation for Facilities and Infrastructure Recapital­
ization Program is $93,922,000, $61,000,000 below the budget re­
quest. The Committee accepts the Administration's proposal to re­
duce construction projects by $57,936,000, compared to fiscal year 
2009. 

SITE STEWARDSHIP 

Site Stewardship includes Environmental Projects and Oper­
ations. Nuclear Materials Integration, and Stewardship Planning. 
While the Committee supports the objectives of this program, be­
cause of budget limitations the Committee recommends 
$62,374,000, $28,000,000 less than the request, for Site Steward­
ship. 

SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY 

Cyber Security.-The Committee recommends funding Cyber Se­
curity at $122,511,000, the same as the request. 

Defense Nuclear Security.-The Committee recommends 
$789,044,000 for Defense Nuclear Security, $40,000,000 above the 
request. Within these funds, the Committee provides $15,000,000 
for security upgrades needed to complete security features intended 
to implement the protection strategy promulgated in the April 2004 
special annex letter and incorporated in the 2008 Graded Security 
Protection Policy. The Committee expects NNSA to ensure the 
funding is used to complete physical features that maximize the 
benefit of previously completed upgrades. Within Defense Nuclear 
Security funding, the Committee also provides $25,000,000 above 
the request for improved training and equipment. 
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FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS 

Previously Appropriated Balances.-The Committee rescinds 
$62,100,000 in prior year balances and directs their use to meet fis­
cal year 2010 needs as described above. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $3,000,000 for the following projects and activities. 
The Committee believes these projects are consistent with or com­
plementary to the purposes and objectives of existing Department 
of Energy activities and authorizations passed by Congress. The 
Committee directs the Department to work closely with recipients 
of congressionally designated funding to ensure that funded 
projects are consistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. 
The Department should remind recipients that statutory cost-shar­
ing requirements may apply to these projects. 

CONGRESSIONAllY DIRECTED WEAPONS ACTIVITIES PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Center for Innovation through Visual12ation and Simulation, Purdue University-Calumet, IN $3,000,000 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $1,482,350,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 

. 

. 
2,136,709,000 
1,471,175,000 

Comparison: 
Appropriation, 2009 -11,175,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 - 665,534,000 

The Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation account includes funding 
for Nonproliferation and Verification Research and Development; 
Nonproliferation and International Security; Nonproliferation Pro­
grams with Russia including International Materials Protection, 
Control, and Cooperation, Elimination of Weapons-Grade Pluto­
nium Production; Fissile Materials Disposition; and the Global 
Threat Reduction Initiative. 

The Committee's recommendation for Defense Nuclear Non­
proliferation is $1,471,175,000, which is $665,534,000 below the 
budget request. This reduction reflects the Committee's rec­
ommendation that $665,534,000 comprising the construction and 
operation of the Mixed-Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility and the 
Waste Solidification Building be executed out of the Other Defense 
Activities appropriation. 

NONPROLIFERATION AND VERIFICATION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 

The nonproliferation and verification research and development 
program conducts applied research, development, testing, and eval­
uation of science and technology for strengthening the United 
States response to threats to national security posed by the pro­
liferation of nuclear weapons and special nuclear materials. Activi­
ties center on the design and production of operational sensor sys­
tems needed for proliferation detection, treaty verification, nuclear 
warhead dismantlement initiatives, and intelligence activities. 

The Committee recommends $297,300,000 for Nonproliferation 
and Verification Research and Development, the same as the budg­
et request. The Committee directs that programs for nuclear detec­
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tion be awarded on the basis of merit, and not be limited to the 
national laboratories. 

Annual reporting requirement.-The Committee directs the De­
partment to prepare an annual report on each project with the 
baseline cost, scope and schedule, deliverables, and the public or 
private entity performing the research and development, and the 
proposed user and submit this with the fiscal year 2011 budget re­
quest. 

NONPROLIFERATION AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 

The Committee recommendation provides $187,202,000 for Non­
proliferation and International Security, $20,000,000 less than the 
budget request and $37,202,000 above the fiscal year 2009 appro­
priation. The Committee is concerned that the Nonproliferation 
and International Security Congressional justification included an 
intent to "extract actionable information" on illicit supplier net­
works. This mission, by statute, is the domain of the intelligence 
community. 

Warhead Dismantlement and Fissile Materials Transparency.­
The Committee recommends $72,763,000 for Warhead Dismantle­
ment and Fissile Materials Transparency, which is $20,000,000 
below the request and $37,202,000 above the fiscal year 2009 ap­
propriation. The reduction is due to recent setbacks in negotiations 
with North Korea and the subsequent slow-down in preparations 
for dismantlement activities. The Committee recommendation still 
includes $20,000,000 to support the development of the tools nec­
essary to verify and dismantle the North Korean nuclear program 
should progress be made in negotiations. These activities will also 
support other nonproliferation efforts worldwide. 

International Nuclear Safeguards and Engagement Program.­
The Committee recommends $50,708,000 for the International Nu­
clear Safeguards and Engagement Program, which is the same as 
the request and $6,632,000 above the fiscal year 2009 appropria­
tion. As mentioned, the development of the Next Generation Safe­
guards Initiative should not focus on the development of "action­
able" information as this mission should be left to the intelligence 
community. 

Global Initiatives for Proliferation Prevention (IPP) Program.­
The Committee strongly supports the goal of preventing the spread 
of weapons of mass destruction (WMD) expertise by re-directing it 
into non-WMD jobs. The Committee recommends $20,000,000, the 
same as the request, and $5,000,000 above the fiscal year 2009 ap­
propriation. None of these funds may be obligated or expended for, 
or in support of, Russian institutes conducting work on or with Ira­
nian nuclear technology or facilities. 

INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR MATERIALS PROTECTION AND COOPERATION 

The International Nuclear Materials Protection and Cooperation 
(MPC&A) program is designed to work cooperatively with Russia 
and the border states of the former Soviet Union to secure weapons 
and weapons-usable nuclear material. The focus is to improve the 
physical security at facilities that possess or process significant 
quantities of nuclear weapons-usable materials that are of pro­
liferation concern. Programmatic activities include installing moni­
toring equipment, inventorying nuclear material, improving the 
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Russian security culture, and establishing a security infrastruc­
ture. 

The Committee recommends $592,050,000 for MPC&A activities, 
$39,750,000 above the request and $192,050,000 above the fiscal 
year 2009 appropriation. 

Civilian Nuclear Sites.-The Committee recommends 
$73,481,000 for the protection of civilian nuclear sites, $30,000,000 
above the request and $37,939,000 above the fiscal year 2009 ap­
l?ropriation. The Committee recommends that the additional 
$30,000,000 be applied to high priority work outside the former So­
viet Union. 

National Programs and Sustainability.-The Committee rec­
ommends $68,469,000 for maintaining Russia and other partners' 
security upgrades. Establishing a security culture at Russian nu­
clear sites and increased cost-sharing with Russia as the programs 
enter the sustainability phase are Committee priorities. 

Second Line of Defense (SLD).-The Committee recommends 
$88,432,000 for the SLD core program, $10,000,000 above the re­
quest and $16,515,000 above the fiscal year 2009 appropriation. 
The additional funds should be directed toward upgrading Russian 
border security sites. The recommendation includes $194,014,000 
for Megaports, $250,000 less than the request. 

ELIMINATION OF WEAPONS-GRADE PLUTONIUM PRODUCTION 

The Committee recommendation for the Elimination of Weapons­
Grade Plutonium Production Program (EWGPP) is $24,507,000, the 
same as the budget request and $116,792,000 less than the fiscal 
year 2009 appropriation. EWGPP is a cooperative effort with the 
Federation of Russia to halt plutonium production at the only three 
nuclear plutonium power-generation reactors still in operation, two 
located at Seversk and one at Zheleznogorsk. The Committee lauds 
the Office of Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation for nearing comple­
tion on this decade-long project to prevent the production of an ad­
ditional 25 metric tons of weapons-grade plutonium had the Rus­
sian reactors continued to operate. 

FISSILE MATERIALS DISPOSITION 

The Committee recommendation provides $36,366,000 for fissile 
materials disposition activities, the same as the budget request ex­
cluding the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication (MOX) and Waste Solidi­
fication Building (WSB). No funding for MOX and WSB is rec­
ommended here since funding for these programs has been pro­
vided in Other Defense Activities. The Fissile Material Disposition 
Program is directed to continue collaboration with Russia on gas­
reactors using available resources. 

GLOBAL THREAT REDUCTION INITIATIVE 

The Global Threat Reduction Initiative (GTRI) mission is to iden­
tify, secure, remove and facilitate the disposition of high-risk, vul­
nerable nuclear and radiological materials and equipment around 
the world. The Committee recommends $333,500,000 for GTRI ac­
tivities. The Committee strongly supports GTRI's mission to secure 
vulnerable material worldwide as quickly as possible. Howeve:r:, the 
Committee is concerned that funds are not being spent to secure 
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the most vulnerable materials first. The Committee recognizes that 
agreements have been reached that obligate GTRI to secure mate­
rial in low-risk countries but all efforts should be made to address 
the most vulnerable material first. Within this initiative, the Com­
mittee recommends: 

Highly Enriched Uranium Reactor Conversion.-The Committee 
recommends $71,500,000 for Highly Enriched Uranium Reactor 
Conversion, which is the same as the request and $11,847,000 less 
than the fiscal year 2009 appropriation. This essential program will 
accelerate conversion of uranium reactors from Highly Enriched 
Uranium (HEU) to Low-Enriched Uranium (LEU) which is an 
order of magnitude less suited for use in an improvised nuclear 
weapon. The Committee commends NNSA for its progress in devel­
oping the technologies to enable conversion of HEU reactors to 
LEU. 

The Committee is deeply concerned with the current shortfall in 
supplies of the isotope Molybdenum-99 (Mo-99), which is used for 
medical purposes. The Committee is aware that civilian facilities 
throughout the country have the ability to increase production of 
this important isotope. The Committee is aware that Mo-99 can be 
produced using low-enriched uranium, and that the Department is 
working to help convert domestic reactors to its use. The Com­
mittee encourages the Department to request additional funds for 
this program or identify existing resources if such funds can speed 
the conversion of these reactors. 

The Committee has included an additional $10,000,000 for uni­
versity reactors in Office of Science Medical Isotope Production and 
Applications, University Operations. The Committee directs that 
activities to support the short-term production of critical isotopes in 
short supply, including Mo-99, be given the highest priority for this 
funding. The Department should also evaluate the need for mate­
rial processing facilities to support this effort. 

Gap Nuclear Material Removal.-The Committee recommends 
$31,000,000 for Gap Nuclear Material Removal, which is 
$20,000,000 less than the request and $23,721,000 above the fiscal 
year 2009 appropriation. The reduction is in response to recent set­
backs in negotiations with North Korea. Preparations, including 
long-lead procurement, should continue to be taken for dismantling 
the North Korean program, and $20,000,000 is provided for this ef­
fort. 

BN-350 Nuclear Material Protection.-The Committee rec­
ommends $9,000,000, the same as the request, for BN-350 nuclear 
material protection. This marks the final phase of an important ef­
fort in Kazakhstan to secure approximately 3,000 kilograms of 
weapons grade plutonium and 10,000 kilograms of HEU in spent 
fuel. 

Concern Regarding Small Business.-The Committee is con­
cerned that NNSA is not providing appropriate opportunities to 
small businesses qualified to take part in the Global Threat Reduc­
tion Initiative. The Committee directs the NNSA to report to the 
Committee not later than 30 days following enactment of this Act 
on the status of awards during fiscal years 2009 and 2010 under 
the DOEINNSA's Global Threat Reduction Initiative Indefinite De­
livery/lndefinite Quantity (IDIQ) small business program. NNSA 
shall consider transfering the IDIQ small business contracts from 
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the NNSA Service Center to the Office of the Administrator at 
NNSA. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $250,000 for the following projects and activities. The 
Committee believes these projects are consistent with or com­
plementary to the purposes and objectives of existing Department 
of Energy activities and authorizations passed by Congress. The 
Committee directs the Department to work closely with recipients 
of congressionally designated funding to ensure that funded 
projects are consistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. 
The Department should remind recipients that statutory cost-shar­
ing requirements ~ay apply to these projects. 

CONGRESSIONAllY DIRECTED DEFENSE NUClEAR NONPROLIFERATION PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Global Seismographic Network Equipment Renewal $250,000 

NAVAL REACTORS 

Appropriation, 2009 . $828,054,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 1,003,133,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 1,003,133,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +175,079,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Naval Reactors program is responsible for all aspects of 
naval nuclear propulsion from technology development through re­
actor operations to ultimate reactor plant disposal. The program 
provides for the design, development, testing, and evaluation of im­
proved naval nuclear propulsion plants and reactor cores. These ef­
forts are critical to ensuring the safety and reliability of 102 oper­
ating Naval reactor plants and to developing the next generation 
reactor. The Committee recommendation provides $1,003,133,000, 
the same as the request, for Naval Reactors activities. 

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 . $439,190,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 420,754,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 420,754,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. -18,436,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Office of the Administrator of the National Nuclear Security 
Administration (NNSA) provides corporate planning and oversight 
for Defense Programs, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation, and 
Naval Reactors, including the NNSA field offices in New Mexico, 
Nevada, and California. The Committee recommendation is 
$420,754,000, the same as the request. Consistent with the re­
quest, this sum includes the use of $10,320,000 in prior year bal­
ances. 

The Committee recommendation provides $12,000, the same as 
the request, for official reception and representation expenses for 
the NNSA. 
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Program Direction for Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation.-The 
Administrator is directed to support the increase in Defense Nu­
clear Nonproliferation activities with sufficient resources for ex­
panded nuclear nonproliferation activities. 

Support to Minority Colleges and Universities.-The Committee 
commends NNSA for its aggressive program to take advantage of 
the Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCU) edu­
cational institutions across the country in order to deepen the re­
cruiting pool of diverse scientific and technical staff available to the 
NNSA and its national laboratories in support of the nation's na­
tional security programs. The Committee recommends $31,000,000, 
including $3,300,000 for the Dr. Samuel P. Massie Chairs of Excel­
lence, as the NNSA contribution to the Department's support for 
HBCUs. The Committee expects the Department to provide finan­
cial support in rough parity to both HBCUs and the Hispanic Serv­
ing Institutions (HSI). 

Educational Advancement Alliance HBCU Graduate program.­
The Committee further recommends $5,000,000 to support the 
Educational Advancement Alliance HBCU Graduate program. The 
Committee directs these funds to be used for scholarships to HBCU 
graduates pursuing a graduate program leading to a degree in the 
sciences within five years of graduation from the HBCU. The pro­
gram will include a National Conference for Potential Scholars and 
an endowment. 

Defense Environmental Management Program for Argonne Na­
tional Laboratories.-The Committee directs $10,000,000 in pre­
viously appropriated funds be transferred from the Office of the 
Administrator to the Defense Environmental Management Program 
for Argonne National Laboratories to address the radioactive con­
tamination and material legacy that exists at the site for facilities 
that are no longer used and require remediation. 

Congressionally Directed Projects.-The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $13,000,000 for the following projects and activities. 
The Committee believes these projects are consistent with or com­
plementary to the purpose and objectives of existing Department of 
Energy activities and authorizations passed by Congress. The Com­
mittee directs the Department to work closely with recipients of 
congressionally designated funding to ensure that funded projects 
are consistent with authorized energy purposes and goals. The De­
partment should remind recipients that statutory cost-sharing re­
quirements may apply to these projects. 

CONGRESSIONAllY DIRECTED OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR (NNSA) PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

ACE Program at Maricopa County Community Colleges $1,000,000 
Historically Slack Colleges and Universities Program, South Carolina $10,000,000 
Morehouse College Minority Energy Science Research and Education InitIative $2,000,000 

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 

The Defense Environmental Management (EM) program is re­
sponsible for identifying and reducing risks and managing waste at 
sites where the Department carried out defense-related nuclear re­
search and production activities that resulted in radioactive, haz­
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ardous, and mixed waste contamination requiring remediation, sta­
bilization, or some other cleanup action. 

The Government Accountability Office (GAO) has reported that 
EM construction and operating projects have experienced cost in­
creases and schedule delays. The estimated cost increases for con­
struction projects have been billions above initial cost estimates. 
The GAO has specifically focused on the Waste Treatment Plant at 
the Hanford Site, which has experienced multi-billion-dollar cost 
increases and a schedule delay of over eight years. EM's operating 
projects have also struggled to be on cost and schedule. In Sep­
tember 2008, the GAO reported that 9 of 10 major EM projects had 
cost increases ranging from $25 billion to $42 billion in total. The 
Committee expects improved project management to prevent fur­
ther cost increases and schedule delays in EM projects. 

Hanford Tanks.-The Hanford site receives more than 
$1,000,000,000 in annual appropriations for its tank waste cleanup 
efforts. Under the Tri-Party Agreement between the Department of 
Energy (DOE), the Environmental Protection Agency, and the 
State of Washington Department of Ecology, DOE is required to 
complete the treatment of Hanford's tank waste. The Committee di­
rected GAO to examine the condition, contents and long-term sta­
bility of Hanford's underground tanks; DOE's strategy for man­
aging the tanks and the waste they contain; and, the extent to 
which DOE has weighed the risks and benefits of its tank manage­
ment strategy against the growing costs of that strategy. The GAO 
continues to examine this program and has concerns regarding the 
uncertainties and risks of the Department's current strategy. EM 
should be implementing GAO's findings to the extent practicable. 

Status Report on ARRA Funding and EM Progress.-The Com­
mittee looks forward to EM updating its progress after receiving 
fiscal year 2010 and ARRA funding. This funding, which in some 
cases exceeds the annual appropriation for some sites, should com­
plete work scope and enable EM to shift more of its focus in the 
years ahead to its most complex projects. The Committee directs 
EM to update appendices A and B, pp. A1-B9, from their recently 
submitted report pursuant to Section 3130 of the fiscal year 2008 
National Defense Authorization Act (P.L. 110-81). The updates 
should include both ARRA funding and the fiscal year 2010 request 
or enacted, if available. These appendices contain Enforceable Mile­
stones, Commitment dates, and Life-Cycle Costs by Project Base­
line Summary, among other data. A column should be added to 
these tables that indicates the change in status and commitments 
since the first submission of the report. These updates shall be sub­
mitted to the Committee not later than April 1, 2010. 

Committee Expectations.-ARRA and the fiscal year 2010 request 
provide EM an opportunity to showcase the management improve­
ments they have undertaken in recent years at the encouragement 
of the Committee and GAO. For years EM has maintained that 
milestones were not achieved due to lack of funding. With the re­
sources available, funding should not be the limiting factor in the 
current fiscal year. The Committee expects that the findings and 
concerns raised by the Committee and the GAO will be taken into 
consideration in implementing the program and setting priorities. 

Reprogramming Authority.-The Committee continues to support 
the need for flexibility to meet changing funding requirements at 



137 

sites. As EM demonstrates improved project management, the 
Committee is willing to engage the Department on increased flexi­
bility. In fiscal year 2010, the Department may transfer up to 
$5,000,000 within accounts, and between accounts, as noted in the 
table below, without prior congressional approval, to reduce health 
or safety risks or to gain cost savings as long as no program or 
project is increased or decreased by more than $5,000,000 in total 
during the fiscal year. This reprogramming authority may not be 
used to initiate new programs or to change funding for programs 
specifically denied, limited, or increased by Congress in the Act or 
report. The Committees on Appropriations of the House and Senate 
must be notified within thirty days of the use of this reprogram­
ming authority. Transfers which result in increases or decreases 
which would exceed the limitations outlined in previous paragraphs 
require prior notification of and approval by the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations. 

Account Control Points: 
• Closure Sites 
•	 Savannah River site, nuclear material stabilization and 

disposition 
•	 Savannah River site, 2012 accelerations 
•	 Savannah River site, 2035 accelerations 
•	 Savannah River Tank Farm 
•	 Waste Isolation Pilot Plant 
•	 Idaho National Laboratory 
•	 Oak Ridge Reservation 
•	 Hanford site 2012 accelerated completions 
•	 Hanford site 2035 accelerated completions 
•	 Office of River Protection CORP) Waste Treatment & Im­

mobilization (WTP) Pretreatment facility: 
•	 ORP WTP High-level waste facility 
• ORP WTP Low activity waste facility 
•	 ORP WTP Analytical laboratory 
•	 ORP WTP Balance of facilities 
•	 Program Direction 
•	 Program Support 
•	 DE D&D Fund contribution 
• Technology Development 

Details of the recommended funding levels follow for the Defense 
Environmental Cleanup account. 

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP 

(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

Appropriation, 2009 . • $5,657,250,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 5,495,831,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 5,381,842,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009	 - 275,408,000 
Budget estimate, 2010	 -113,989,000 

u Excludes $5,127,000,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public 
Law 111--5). 

The Committee's recommendation for Defense Environmental 
Cleanup totals $5,381,842,000. This is $113,989,000 below the 
budget request of $5,495,831,000. Within the amounts provided, 
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the Department is directed to fund hazardous waste worker train­
ing at $10,000,000. 

Closure Sites.-The Committee recommendation provides 
$41,468,000, the same as the budget request. The recommendation 
provides $8,225,000 for the Closure Sites Administration and 
$33,243,000 for Miamisburg, Ohio. 

Savannah River Site.-The Committee recommendation provides 
$1,194,949,000 for cleanup at the Savannah River Site, $15,000,000 
below the budget request. The Committee has continuing concerns 
about the management and oversight of the Salt Waste Processing 
Facility. The re-baselining resulted in an increase in Total Project 
Cost from $900,000,000 to $1,200,000,000. Furthermore, construc­
tion is beginning on components while the design work has not yet 
been finished. As such, the Committee recommends $219,118,000, 
$15,000,000 below the budget request, for the Salt Waste Proc­
essing Facility, and expects improved management of this construc­
tion project. The Committee recommends $385,310,000, the same 
as the budget request, for Nuclear Material Stabilization Disposi­
tion. 

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP}.-The Committee rec­
ommendation provides $230,337,000 for the WIPP, $10,000,000 
above the budget request. The recommendation includes 
$154,902,000, $10,000,000 above the budget request, for WIPP op­
erations, including community investments and facility improve­
ments. The Committee recommends $13,730,000, the same as the 
request, for the central characterization project. 

Idaho National Laboratory.-The Committee recommendation 
provides $475,000,000, $68,832,000 above the budget request and 
$761,000 below fiscal year 2009, for cleanup activities at the Idaho 
National Laboratory. The Committee recommends $99,000,000 for 
soil and water remediation, an increase of $28,000,000 from the 
budget request, for additional buried transuranic waste removal, 
and $10,900,000 for nuclear facility decontamination and decom­
missioning (D&D), an increase of $10,900,000 over the budget re­
quest. The Committee recommendation also includes $39,768,000 
for Spent Nuclear Fuel (SNF) stabilization and disposition-2012, 
an increase of $25,000,000 over the budget request. The Committee 
directs the Secretary of Energy to transfer radioactive cleanup li­
abilities at the Idaho National Laboratory which are currently the 
responsibility of the Office of Nuclear Energy to the Environmental 
Management program for remediation. The additional funds in 
SNF stabilization and disposition-2012 shall be used to begin ad­
dressing these liabilities. 

Oak Ridge Reservation.-The Committee recommendation pro­
vides $202,768,000, an increase of $49,000,000 over the budget re­
quest. The recommendation includes $48,900,000 for nuclear facil­
ity decontamination and decommissioning at Oak Ridge National 
Laboratory (ORNL), an increase of $10,000,000 over the budget re­
quest for the acceleration of cleanup activities at the ORNL Central 
Campus to meet enforceable regulatory milestones. The Committee 
recommends $73,000,000 for nuclear facility decontamination and 
decommissioning at Y-12, an increase of $39,000,000 over the 
budget request, for expansion of the solid waste disposal facility, 
and to address mercury mitigation and remediation at East Fork 
Poplar Creek Watershed. 



Program support.-The Committee recommendation provides 
$34,000,000 for program support, the same as the budget request. 

Federal Contribution to Uranium Enrichment Decontamination 
and Decommissioning Fund.-The Energy Policy Act of 1992 (Pub­
lic Law 102-486) created the Uranium Enrichment Decontamina­
tion and Decommissioning Fund to pay for the cost of cleanup of 
the gaseous diffusion facilities located in Oak Ridge, Tennessee; Pa­
ducah, Kentucky; and Piketon, Ohio. The Committee recommenda­
tion includes $463,000,000 for the Federal contribution to the Ura­
nium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund as 
authorized in Public Law 102-486. 

Technology development and deployment.-The Committee sup­
ports the development of new technologies to bolster EM's cleanup 
efforts. Technology, however, is not the primary challenge facing 
EM. It is project management to utilize existing technologies to 
complete the current work scope. The Committee recommendation 
J?rovides $35,000,000 for technology development and deployment, 
$20,000,000 less than the budget request. This is an increase of 
$2,680,000 over the fiscal year 2009 enacted level. The Committee 
directs the Department to provide a program plan, including pri­
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Hanford Sile.-The Committee recommendation provides $851,259,000 for 
the Hanford Site, $51,821,000 less than the budget request. The recommendation 
includes $296,134,000, $31,821,000 less than budget request and $64,297,000 
above fiscal year 2009 to carry out the D&D in the river corridor closure project­
2012 accelerations. The Committee recommends $50,250,000 for D&D in the 
remainder of Hanford-2035 accelerations, $20,000,000 below the request. The 
recommendation also includes $176,766,000 for soil and water remediation of the 
groundwater/vadose zone at Hanford, the same as the budget request. The 
Committee recommends $118,087,000 for nuclear material stabilization and 
disposition at the Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP), the same as the budget request, 
for D&D of high risk areas. 

Office ofRiver Protection.-The Committee supports the Waste Treatment 
and Immobilization Plant and its obligation to mitigate potential environmental 
harm to the region caused by the legacy of nuclear weapons production. Still, the 
Committee and GAO remain concerned about the status of this effort. The 
Committee expects EM to work to resolve the outstanding technical and 
management difficulties. 

The Committee recommendation provides $1,098,000,000, the same as the 
budget request and $88,057,000 above the fiscal year 2009 enacted. The 
Committee supports the Waste Treatment and"Immobilization Plant and provides 
$690,000,000, the same as the request. The recommendation includes 
$325,000,000 for the pretreatment facility; $160,000,000 for the high level waste 
facility; $100,000,000 for the low activity waste facility; $55,000,000 for the 
analytkallaboratory; and $50,000,000 for the balance of facilities. 

Program direction.- The recommendation provides $200,000,000 for 
program direction, $155,000,000 less than the budget request. The reduction is due 
to the large estimated carry-over balance of $225,000,000 for program direction. 
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ority areas of technology development, no later than March 1, 2010. 
The Committee encourages the Department to continue its coopera­
tion with private sector partners such as Western Environmental 
Technology Office to perform environmental technology demonstra­
tion and development. 

NNSA Sites.-The Committee recommendation provides 
$276,624,000, the same as the budget request, to include 
$189,000,000 for Los Alamos National Laboratory. 

Safeguards and security.-The Committee recommendation pro­
vides $279,437,000, the same as the budget request. 

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 

, 
. 
. 
. 

$1,314,063,000 
852,468,000 

1,518,002,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

+203,939,000 
+665,534,000 

This account provides funding for the Office of Environment, 
Safety and Health (Defense); Office of Legacy Management; Nu­
clear Energy Activities; Defense Activities in Defense Related Ad­
ministrative Support; and the Office of Hearings and Appeals. De­
scriptions of each of these programs are provided below. 

The Committee recommendation for Other Defense Activities to­
tals $1,518,002,000, $665,534,000 above the budget request and 
$203,939,000 above fiscal year 2009 enacted levels. 

HEALTH, SAFETY, AND SECURITY 

The Office of Health, Safety and Security develops programs and 
policies to protect the workers and the public, conducts inde­
pendent oversight of performance, and funds health effects studies. 
The Committee recommendation is $449,882,000, the same as the 
request. 

OFFICE OF LEGACY MANAGEMENT 

The Office of Legacy Management provides long-term steward­
ship following site closure. The Committee recommends 
$189,802,000 for Legacy Management, combining the Defense and 
Non-defense Legacy Management activities within Other Defense 
Activities, same as the budget request. 

NUCLEAR ENERGY ACTIVITIES 

The fiscal year 2009 Omnibus Appropriation (Public Law 111-8) 
directed the Department to execute the Mixed Oxide (MOX) Fuel 
Fabrication Facility in the Other Defense Activities account. In fis­
cal year 2010, the Department requested MOX and the related 
Waste Solidification Building (WSB) in the National Nuclear Secu­
rity Administration's Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation account. 
The Committee remains concerned that cost-overruns of the belea­
guered MOX program will erode the budget of the high priority 
overseas nonproliferation activities. Therefore, in Other Defense 
Activities, Nuclear Energy Activities, the bill provides $504,238,000 
for the construction of Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility, 
$84,296,000 for MOX operations (including $400,000 of MOX inte­
gration), $70,000,000 for the construction of the Waste Solidifica­
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tion Building (WSB), and $7,000,000 for WSB operations. Language 
is provided in the bill directing the Department to manage the 
MOX facility in adherence to DOE Order 413.3. 

The Committee remains concerned about DOE's management of 
its surplus plutonium disposition program. The Congress directed 
the Government Accountability Office (GAO) in the Consolidated 
Appropriations Act of 2008 to monitor the construction and man­
agement of the MOX fuel fabrication facility. Since that time, the 
Committee has asked GAO to look at the broader issue of DOE's 
management of its overall plutonium disposition program, which 
includes the planned construction of the MOX facility and two ad­
ditional facilities at the Savannah River Site in South Carolina­
the Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility (PDCF) and the Waste 
Solidification Building (WSB). Preliminary observations by the 
GAO indicate continuing project management concerns. In March 
2009, the GAO identified concerns with DOE's schedule for the 
MOX fuel fabrication facility construction project. GAO found that 
the project's schedule did not adhere to a key practice that is fun­
damental to having a sufficiently reliable schedule-specifically, 
project staff had not conducted a risk analysis of their current 
schedule using statistical techniques. DOE officials responded that 
they plan to conduct a risk analysis of the schedule for the MOX 
project during the summer of 2009. The Committee looks forward 
to reviewing the results of this analysis. In May 2009, GAO identi­
fied a number of other concerns with DOE's management of the de­
sign and construction of the PDCF and WSB. Specifically, DOE has 
postponed work on the PDCF project to evaluate other alternatives 
for obtaining a pit disassembly and conversion capability at the Sa­
vannah River Site. As a result, GAO could not determine reliable 
cost and schedule estimates for DOE's overall plutonium disposi­
tion program. In addition, a January 2009 DOE independent re­
view of the PDCF project identified a number of concerns that need 
to be addressed if DOE decides to construct the PDCF-among 
these concerns, the DOE review team identified several tech­
nologies to be used in the PDCF that are not fully mature. DOE 
has stated that it will decide on whether to continue with the 
PDCF project or to pursue an alternative strategy by June 2009. 
The Committee looks forward to DOE's decision, as well as to re­
ceiving reliable cost and schedule estimates for DOE's overall plu­
tonium disposition strategy, including the cost and schedule associ­
ated with ensuring that the technologies for pit disassembly and 
conversion are fully mature prior to construction. With respect to 
the WSB project, DOE approved the start of construction activities 
in December 2008. However, an October 2008 DOE independent re­
view of the project found that the project lacked a preliminary de, 
sign for a technology at the heart of the facility-the in-barrel mix­
ing and cementation process. While DOE has agreed to address 
this issue, the Committee remains concerned that this issue was 
only identified a few months prior to the start of construction ac­
tivities. 

DEFENSE-RELATED ACTIVITIES AT IDAHO NATIONAL LABORATORY 

The Committee recommendation includes $83,358,000 to fully 
fund defense-related (050 budget function) activities at Idaho Na­
tional Laboratory. 
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DEFENSE RELATED ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT 

The Committee recommendation includes $120,982,000, 
$2,000,000 less than the budget request, to provide administrative 
support for programs funded in the atomic energy defense activities 
accounts. This will fund Departmental activities performed by of­
fices including the Secretary, Deputy Secretary and Under Secre­
taries, the General Counsel, Chief Financial Officer, Human Re­
sources, Congressional Mfairs, and Public Affairs, which support 
the organizations and activities funded in the atomic energy de­
fense activities accounts. 

OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS 

The Office of Hearings and Appeals (OHA) is responsible for all 
of the Department's adjudicatory processes, other than those ad­
ministered by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The 
Committee recommendation is $6,444,000, the same as the budget 
request. 

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED PROJECTS 

The Committee recommendation includes $2,000,000 for the fol­
lowing projects and activities. The Committee believes these 
projects are consistent with or complementary to the purposes and 
objectives of existing Department of Energy activities and author­
izations passed by Congress. The Committee directs the Depart­
ment to work closely with recipients of congressionally designated 
funding to ensure that funded projects are consistent with author­
ized energy purposes and goals. The Department should remind re­
cipients that statutory cost-sharing requirements may apply to 
these projects. 

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES PROJECTS 

PROJECT 

Miamisburg Mound Energy Park Redevelopment $1.000,000 
Worker Health Protection Program $1.000.000 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 

Appropriation, 2009 . $143,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 98,400,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 98,400,000 
Comparison: 

~~a~~l~~;:~n~t;?g~10..:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -44,600,000 

The Committee recommendation is $98,400,000, the same as the 
budget request. Combined with the $98,400,000 recommended for 
the Nuclear Waste Disposal, this will provide a total of 
$196,800,000 for nuclear waste disposal activities in fiscal year 
2010. 

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS 

Management of the Federal power marketing functions was 
transferred from the Department of Interior to the Department of 
Energy by the Department of Energy Organization Act (P.L. 95­
91). These functions include the power marketing activities author­
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ized under section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944 and all other 
functions of the Bonneville Power Administration, the South­
eastern Power Administration, the Southwestern Power Adminis­
tration, and the power marketing functions of the Bureau of Rec­
lamation that have been transferred to the Western Area Power 
Administration. 

All power marketing administrations except the Bonneville 
Power Administration are funded annually with appropriated 
funds. Revenues collected from power sales and transmission serv­
ices are deposited in the treasury to offset expenditures. For the 
Southeastern, Southwestern, and Western Area Power Administra­
tions, bill language has been included in this Act to reclassify as 
discretionary offsetting collections revenues which were previously 
mandatory offsetting collections for annual expenses. This change 
shall simplify the accounting requirements for the Power Adminis­
trations while maintaining accountability and appropriate congres­
sional oversight. 

Operations of the Bonneville Power Administration are self-fi­
nanced under the authority of the Federal Columbia River Trans­
mission System Act (P.L. 93-454). Under this Act, the Bonneville 
Power Administration is authorized to use its revenues to finance 
the costs of its operations, maintenance, and capital construction, 
and to sell bonds to the Treasury if necessary to finance any addi­
tional capital program requirements. 

BONNEVILLE POWER ADMINISTRATION 

The Bonneville Power Administration is the Department of Ener­
gy's marketing agency for electric power in the Pacific Northwest. 
Bonneville provides electricity to a 300,000 square mile service 
area in the Columbia River drainage basin. Bonneville markets the 
power from Federal hydropower projects in the Northwest, as well 
as power from non-Federal generating facilities in the region, and 
exchanges and markets surplus power with Canada and California. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN POWER
 
ADMINISTRATION
 

Appropriation, 2009 . $7,420,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 7,638,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 7,638,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +218,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Southeastern Power Administration markets the hydro­
electric power produced at 23 Army Corps of Engineers Projects in 
eleven states in the southeast. Southeastern does not own or oper­
ate any transmission facilities, so it contracts to 'wheel' its power 
using the existing transmission facilities of area utilities. 

The Committee recommendation for the Southeastern Power Ad­
ministration is $7,638,000, the same as the budget request. The 
total program level for Southeastern in fiscal year 2010 is 
$92,866,000, with $85,228,000 for purchase power and wheeling 
and $7,638,000 for program direction. The I?urchase power and 
wheeling costs will be offset by collections of $70,806,000, and an­
nual expenses will be offset by collections of $7,638,000 provided in 
this Act. Additionally, Southeastern has identified $14,422,000 in 
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alternative financing for purchase power and wheeling. Inclusion of 
a budgetary score of $7,638,000 for the reclassification of receipts 
from mandatory to discretionary offsetting collections for annual 
expenses yields a net appropriation of $7,638,000. 

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHWESTERN POWER 
ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 
$28,414,000 

44,944,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 44,944,000 

Comx~~:~;~ation, 2009 .. +16,530,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Southwestern Power Administration markets the hydro­
electric power produced at 24 Army Corps of Engineers projects in 
the six-state area of Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Okla­
homa and Texas. Southwestern operates and maintains 1,380 miles 
of transmission lines, with the supporting substations and commu­
nications sites. Southwestern gives preference in the sale of its 
power to publicly and cooperatively owned utilities. 

The Committee recommendation for the Southwestern Power Ad­
ministration is $44,944,000, the same as the budget request. The 
total program level for Southwestern in fiscal year 2010 is 
$94,944,000, including $12,775,000 for operation and maintenance 
expenses, $48,000,000 for purchase power and wheeling, 
$28,153,000 for program direction, and $6,016,000 for construction. 
Offsetting collections total $69,868,000, including $38,000,000 for 
power purchase and wheeling, $26,247,000 for program direction, 
and $5,621,000 for operations and maintenance. The inclusion of 
$12,000,000 of alternative financing identified by Southwestern 
and a budgetary score of $31,868,000 for the reclassification of re­
ceipts from mandatory to discretionary offsetting collections for an­
nual expenses yields a net appropriation of $44,944,000. 

CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, 
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . a $218,346,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 256,711,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 256,711,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +38,365,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

• Excludes $10,000,000 of funding from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Public Law 
111-5). 

The Western Area Power Administration is responsible for mar­
keting the electric power generated by the Bureau of Reclamation, 
the Army Corps of Engineers, and the International Boundary and 
Water Commission. Western also operates and maintains a system 
of transmission lines nearly 17,000 miles long. Western provides 
electricity to 15 Central and Western states over a service area of 
1.3 million square miles. 

The Committee recommendation for the Western Area Power Ad­
ministration is $256,711,000, the same as the budget request. The 
total program level for Western in fiscal year 2010 is $899,317,000, 
which includes $104,971,000 for construction and rehabilitation, 
$57,159,000 for system operation and maintenance, $548,847,000 
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for purchase power and wheeling, $180,756,000 for program direc­
tion, and $7,584,000 for the Utah Mitigation and Conservation 
Fund. 

Offsetting collections include $497,337,000 for power purchase 
and wheeling and annual expenses, and the use of $3,879,000 of 
offsetting collections from the Colorado River Dam Fund (as au­
thorized in P.L. 98-381). The inclusion of $288,920,000 of alter­
native financing identified by the Western Area Marketing Admin­
istration and a budgetary score of $147,530,000 for the reclassifica­
tion of receipts from mandatory to discretionary offsetting collec­
tions for annual expenses yields a net appropriation of 
$256,711,000. 

Section 402 of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 
2009 established $3,250,000,000 in bonding authority for the West­
ern Area Power Administration for the construction of new or up­
graded transmission lines. The committee urges WAPA to utilize 
transparent processes in implementing this new authority; actively 
seek partnerships for projects to leverage the federal investment; 
and promote efficient utilization of public rights-of-way to minimize 
environment impacts. The Committee also expects that administra­
tive costs associated with implementing this new authority will be 
separatl;J and distinct from those expenses associated with WAPA's 
core responsibilities of marketing and delivery of Federal hydro­
power. 

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND 

Appropriation, 2009 . $2,959,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 2,568,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 2,568,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . -391,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

Falcon Dam and Amistad Dam are two international water 
projects located on the Rio Grande River between Texas and Mex­
ico. Power generated by hydroelectric facilities at these two dams 
is sold to public utilities through the Western Area Power Adminis­
tration. The Foreign Relations Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 
1994 and 1995 created the Falcon and Amistad Operating and 
Maintenance Fund to defray the costs of operation, maintenance, 
and emergency activities. The Fund is administered by the Western 
Area Power Administration for use by the Commissioner of the 
U.S. Section of the International Boundary and Water Commission. 

The Committee recommendation is $2,568,000, the same as the 
budget request. The total program level is $2,568,000, with 
$2,348,000 of offsetting collections for annual expenses. The inclu­
sion of a $2,348,000 charge for the reclassification of receipts from 
mandatory to discretionary offsetting collections for annual ex­
penses yields a net appropriation of $2,568,000. 
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES
 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 
$273,400,000 

298,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 298,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +24,600,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

REVENUES 

Appropriation, 2009 . - $273,400,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 

. 

. 
- 298,000,000 
- 298,000,000 

Comparison: 
Appropriation, 2009 . - 24,600,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Committee recommendation for the Federal Energy Regu­
latory Commission (FERC) is $298,000,000, the same as the budget 
request. Revenues for FERC are established at a rate equal to the 
budget authority, resulting in a net appropriation of $0. 

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

The Committee's detailed funding recommendations for programs 
in Title III are contained in the following table. 



COHPARATlVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AIlOUNTS RECOHHENDED IN THE BIU FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. B111 vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

._--_._---_._----------------~----------------.-----.-----------------------~-------------------_._--------- _----_.­---------_..

ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY 

Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy RDD&D 
Hydrogen Technology . 168,960 -168.960 

Emergency appropriation (P. L. i1i-5) . 43.400 -43.400
 
Fuel cell technol ogi es . 68.213 68.213 +68.213
 
Biomass and Biorefinery Systems R&D . 217 ,000 235.000 235.000 +18.000
 

Emergency appropri ation (P. L. 111-5) . 786,500 ... --- -788.500
 
Sol ar energy .......•................................ 175,000 320.000 258.655 +83,655 -61,345
 
Wi nd energy . 55.000 75.000 70,000 +15,000 -5,000
 

Emergency appropriation (P. L. 111-5) . 118.000 .- . --- -118.000 --- t-' ....Geothermal technology . 44,000 50,000 50,000 +6,000 --- -:J 
Emergency appropriation (P. L. 111-5) _ 400.000 --- '" -400,000
 

Water Power .....•................................... 40,000 30.000 30,000 -10,000
 
Vehicle technQlogies . 273,238 333,302 373,302 +100,064 +40.000
 
Building technologi es ....•........................•. 140,000 237.698 210,498 +70.498 -27.200
 
Industrial technologies ...........................•. 90,000 100.000 100.000 +10.000
 
Federal energy management program.................•. 22.000 32.272 32,272 +10,272
 
RE·ENERGYSE (Regaining our energy science and
 
engi neeri ng edge) . 115,000 7.500 +7,500 -107,500 

Facilities and infrastructure:
 
National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL) . 22.000 19.000 19,000 -3,000
 
Construction:
 

10-EE-01 South table mountain ingress/egress
 
and traff1c capac1ty upgrades. National
 
Renewable Energy Laboratory. Golden, Co ..•..... 44.000 44.000 +44,000
 

08-EE-02 South-table mountain site
 
infrastructure development, National Renewable
 

http:program.................�
http:technologies...........................�
http:es....�........................�
http:Power.....�
http:energy.......�
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COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request 8111 

Energy Laboratory, Golden, Co ...•...••.•••••... 13,000 
08-EE·01 Energy systems integrtaion facility. 
National Renewal Energy Laboratory. Golden. Co. 41.000 

07-EE·01 Integrated biorefiniery research 
facility, National Renewable Energy Laboratory. 
Golden, Co (emergency appropriation P.L. 111-5) 13,500 

06-EE-01 Research support facility project. 
National Renewable Energy Laboratory. Golden, 
Golden, Co (emergency appropriation P.L. 111-5) 68.000 

Subtotal, Construction...................... 135,500 44.000 44.000
 

....._._ .. --- .... _.... ~._- --~-_._-----.-

SUbtotal. Fac1lities and infrastructure ...•... 157,500 63,000 63.000 

Advanced battery manufacturing 
Emergency appropriation P.L. 111-5 .............•.. 2,000,000 ..- .-­

Alternat1ve fueled vehicles pilot grant program 
Emergency appropriation P.L. 1t1-5.....•...•.....• 300,000 ._- --­

Transportation electrif1cation 
Energency appropriation PoL. 111-5 ................ 400,000 .-- --­

Energy efficient appliance rebate program 
Emergency appropriation P.L. 111·5 ........ 300,000 --- .. ­0.·...... 

Infornation and comnunication efficiency 
Emergency appropriation PoL. 111-5••.......••.•.•• 50.000 -- - . -­

Program direction ... 127.620 238.117 i88,0000.00 •••• 00. 00000 •• 0 ••••••••••••• 

Emergency appropriation P.L. 111-5 •...••... 0 50,000 --- -_. 
0 •• 0 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••Prograll support _.... 18.157 120,000 101,000 

ROD&Do .... 5.976.375 2.017,602 1,787,4400.0 •••• 0 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

8111 vs. 
Enacted 

-13,000 

-41,000 

-13,500 

-68,000 

-91.500 

--~----_..... ­
-94.500 

-2,000,000 

-300.000 

-400.000 

-300,000 

-50.000 
+60.380 
-50,000 
+82.843 

-4,188.935 

8ill vs. 
Request 

-~------------

..... 
,j:>. 

00 

-50,117 
--­

-19.000 
-230,162 

http:111-5��.......��.�
http:1t1-5.....�...�
http:111-5.............�
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COKPARATIVE STATEKENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A"OUNTS RECOK"ENOED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bi 11 va. 
Enacted Request 8111 Enacted Request 

Energy efficiency and conservatlon block grants· 
competitive (emergency appropriation P.L. 111-5) .... 400.000 .400.000 

Energy efficlency and conservat1on block grants ­
Subtitle E. Title V. EISA (emergency appropriation 
P.L. 111-5) .•....................................... 2.800.000 -2.800,000
 

Weather1zation and intragovernmental: 
Weatherization: 

Weatheri zation assi stance '., ....•. 220,000 220,000 +220.000 
Emergency approprlation (P. L. 111·5) ....•...... 4.900.000 -4,900.000 ...... 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110-329) ........• 250.000 -250.000 "'" 

Training and technical assistance 
~ 

Emergency appropriation (P. L. 111-5) . 100.000 --- --- -100,000 
Weetherization and technical assistance .•......... 200.000 -_. - o. -200.000 

~a~_. ________ _________________________________________ ________ ~ _____ 
Subtotal. Weatherization . 5.450.000 220.000 220,000 -5.230.000 

Other:
 
State energy program grants ..••................... 50.000 75.000 75.000 +25.000
 

Emergency appropriation (P. L. 111-5) . 3,100.000 -.. -- - ·3,100,000 
International renewable energy program ..••........ 5.000 - -- --- -5,000 
Tribal energy activities . 6,000 6.000 10.000 +4,000 +4.000 ..Renewable energy productlon lncentlve ...........•. 5.000 ... _ ·5,000 --­

------------- --.---------- ---.---------- ._------------ -------------­
Subtotal. Other .... , .....•...........•......•. 3.166,000 81.000 85.000 -3.081.000 +4,000
 

Subtotal. Weatherization and intragovernmental .. 6,616.000 301.000 305.000 -8.311.000 +4.000 

http:�...........�......�
http:lncentlve...........�


------------- ------------- -------------- -------------- --------------

COHPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNTS RECOHHENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bl1l Enacted Request 

--------------------------------------------------------- .. --------------------------------------------------------------.-----. 

Energy efficiency and renewable energy research and 
development (EERE R&D) (emergency appropriation 
P.L. 111-5) ........•................•............... 970,600 -970,600
 

Use of pri or year bal ances . -13,238 -.- -- . +13,238 
Congressionally directed projects . 228,803 --- 157,560 -71,243 +157,560 

TOTAL, ENERGY EFFICENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGy . 18,978,540 2,318,602 2.250,000 -18.728.540 -68,602 
Appropriations .. (1,928,540) (2.318.602) (2.250,000) (+321,460) (-68,602) 
Emergency appropri at1 ons . (17.050,000) --- -- - (-17 ,050,000) I-' 

============= ============= ===========~== ============== ============== c.n 
o 

ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY 

Research and development: 
High temperature superconductiv1ty R&D . 23,796 -23,796 
Vis1ual i zation and controls " . 24,373 -24,373 
Energy storage and power electon1cs .•..•.........•.. 8,552 -6,552 
Renewable and distributed systems integration . 30,000 -30.000 
Clean energy transmission and re11ability . 42.000 42,000 +42,000 
Smart grid research and development •..••.••....•.... 67,000 62,900 +82.900 -4,100 
Energy storage .............•......•.......•.•....... 15.000 15,000 +15,000 
Cyber security for energy de11very systems •......... 50,000 46,500 +46.500 -3.500 

Subtotal. Research and development .....•..•....•.. 84.721 174.000 186,400 +81.679 -7,600 

Operations and analys1s .. li .451 -11,451 
Perllitting, siting and analysis . 6,400 6,400 +6,400 
Infrastructure security and energy restoration . 6,188 6,188 +6,188 

http:�..�....�
http:storage.............�......�.......�.�
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http:electon1cs.�..�.........�
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CO"PARATlVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A"OUNTS RECO""ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 8ill vs. 8ill vs. 
Enacted Request 8ill Enacted Request 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5): 
Smart grld lnvestment program (EISA 1306) . 3.375,700 -3.375,700 
Smart grld reglonel and energy storage demos ....•... 700,000 -700,000 
Workforce trai ni ng ................•.•............... 100,000 ·100,000 
Interoperability standards and framework ..........•. 10,288 -10.288 
Interconnection plannlng and analysis . 80,000 -80,000 
Other recovery act _ . 211,512 -211.512 

Program direction .....•............................... 21,1'80 21.420 21,420 +240 
Ellergency appropri ati on (P. L. 111- 5) . 22,500 -22,500 ......Congressionally directed projects . 19,648 7,600 -12.048 +7,600 01 ...... 

TOTAL, ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY 
RELIABILITY _.. _........•.•............. 4.637.000 208,008 208,008 -4,428,992 

Appropriations . (137,000) (208,008) (208.008) (+71.008) 
Emergency appropri at; ons .............•.... (4.500,000) (-4.500.000) 

============= ====~======== ==.z.s~======= ==~=DD======== ============== 

NUCLEAR ENERGY 

Research and development: 
Integrated university program . 5.000 --- --- -5.000 
Nucl ear power 2010 ...........................•...... 177.500 20,000 71.000 -106.500 +51,000 
Generation IV nuclear energy systells ....•........... 180,000 191,000 272,373 +92.373 +81,373 
Nuclear hydrogen initiative .. 7,500 --- --- -7.500 
Advanced fuel cycle initiative .. 145,000 --- .-- ·145,000 
Fuel cycle research and development . 192.000 129,225 +129,225 -62,775 

.. ---_ ...... - .. _---~_. ------_ ...... - ---._-.-----_ .. ------------.~---

Subtotal. Research and development . 5i5,000 403,000 472,598 -42,402 +69,598 

http:2010...........................�
http:at;ons.............�
http:direction.....�


CO"PARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOH"ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Alounts In thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 B111 vs.. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request B1ll Enacted Request 

Infra'structure: 
Radiological facilities management:
 

Space and defense infrastructure . 35,000 47,000 42,000 +7.000 -5,000
 
Research reactor infrastructure . 6,146 -6,146
 
Oak Ridge nuclear infrastructure . 12,500 15,000 +2,500 +15,000
 
Los Alamos nuclear infrastructure . 12,500 -12,500
 
PU-238producti on restart project . 30,000 10,000 +10,000' -20,000
 

Subtotal, Radiological facilities management .. 66,146 77,000 67,000 +854 -10,000 
I-' 
01INL infrastructure: !:'l 

INL Operations and infrastructure ...............•. · 140,000 203,402 194,030 +54,030 ·9,372 
Idaho site~ide safeguards and security . 76,811 83,358 63,358 +4,547 

----~-~--~- ------------- -------------- -------.------ -------------­
Subtotal, INL Infrastructure ......•........ ,., 218,811 286.760 277,388 +58,577 ·9,372
 

Program di recti on .•................................... 73,000 77,872 77,872 +4,872 
Use of prior year balences .. -5,000 +5,000 

SUbtotal, Nucl ear Energy ...............•.....•... 867,957 844,632 894,858 +26,901 +50,226
 
=~=========== ============= ==========a==a ==a=========== ============== 

Funding from other defense activities . -78,811 -83,358 -83,358 -4,547 
Congressional <Ii rected projects .•...•................. 2,854 500 -2,354 +500 
Undi stri buted ..........••..•••.....•................. , 380 -380 

TOTAL. NUCLEAR ENERGy . 792,000 761,634 812.000 +20,000 +50,366 
============= ============= ============== ============== ==-====-====== 

http:Undistributed..........��..���.....�
http:projects.�...�
http:Energy...............�.....�
http:Infrastructure......�
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COHPARATIVE ST~TEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBlIG~TIONAL) ~UTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND ~HOUNTS RECOMHENDED IN THE 8ILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request 8ill 

CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY 

Deferral of unobligated balances, FY 2009 ....•...... 149,000 
Transfer to Fossil Energy R&D (CCPI) •••..•.....•.... -149.000 

TOTAL. CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGy ; . 
============= ============= ============== 

FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPHENT 

Clean coal power initiative .. 288,174 

Fuels and Power Systems: 
Innovations for eXisting plants ......•.............. 50,000 41,000 41.000 
Advanced integrated gasification combined cycle ..... 85,236 55,000 55,000 
Advanced turbl nes ..•............•................... 28,000 31.000 3i.OOO 
Carbon sequestration . 150,000 179.865 144,865 
Emergency appropriations (P.l. i11-5): 

Carbon capture and storage ......•................ , 1.000.000 
Geologic sequestration site characterization . 50,000 
Geologic sequestration training and research grant 

program .................••..........•........•.. 20.000 
Clean coal power iniative round 3 . 800.000 
Carbon capture competitive solicitation . 1,520,000 

Fuel s .....................•......•.•................ 25.000 15.000 40,450 
Fuel cells ..................•....................... 58,000 54,000 54.000 
Advanced resea rch ..•.•......•.....•..........••....• 28,000 28,000 28,000 

------------- ------------- ---------.-.-­

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

-149.000 
+149.000 

============== 

-288.174 

-9,000 
-10,236 
+3.000 
-5,135 

-1,000,000 
-50,000 

-20.000 
-800.000 

-1.520,000 
+15,450 

-4,000 

8i11 vs. 
Request 

============== 

I-' 
01 
(j.:l 

-35,000 

+25,450 

http:�.�......�.....�..........��
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http:���..�.....�
http:2009....�


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request B111 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

B111 vs. 
Request 

SUbtotal. Fuels and power systems . 3.794,236 403,865 394.315 -3,399.921 -9.550 

Subtotal. Coal ............••.................... 
Appropri at ions .........•.................... 
Emergency appropriations . 

4,082.410 
(692,410) 

(3.390,000) 

403.865 
(403,865) 

394,315 
(394,315) 

-3,688.095 
(-298.095) 

(-3.390,000) 

-9.550 
(·9.550) 

Natural Gas Technologies . 
Petroleuill - 011 Technologies . 
Program di recti on ................•.........•.......... 

Eaergency appropriation (P.L. 111-5) .....•.•........ 
Plant and Capital Equipment . 
Fossil energy environMental restoration ..•...•........ 
Speci al recrui tment programs . 
Cooperative research and development .•..••............ 
Congressionally di rected proj ects .....•..•............ 
Use of prior year balances . 

20.000 
5.000 

152,000 
10.000 
18.000 
9,700 

656 
5,000 

43.864 
-70.310 

25.000 

158.000 

20.000 
10.000 

700 

25.000 

158,000 

20,000 
10,000 

700 

9.550 

+5.000 
-5,000 
+6,000 

-10.000 
+2.000 

+300 
+44 

-5.000 
-34.314 
+70.310 

+9,550 

t-' 
01 
>1'>0 

TOTAL. FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT ... 
Appropri ati ons ....•......................... 
Emergency appropr1 ati ons . 

4,276.320 
(876.320) 

(3,400.000) 
===~===~===== 

617 ,565 
(617 ,565) 

============= 

617 .565 
(617 .565) 

============== 

-3.658.755 
(-258.755) 

(-3.400.000) 
============== ============== 

NAVAl PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES . 19.099 23.627 23.627 +4.528 

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE . 
Storage faci1 Hies development ..•................... 
Management for SPR operations .•.•..............•.... 

205.000 
209.462 

19,091 
209.462 

19.091 

-205.000 
+209,482 
+19.091 



conPARATlVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AnOUNTS RECO"nENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Aaounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
 

~-~------_._------.. -----------------------------------------------------~-------------------~------------------~---------------
TOTAL, STRATEGIC PETROLEU" RESERVE .............. 205,000 228.573 228.573 +23.573 

NORTHEAST HonE HEATING OIL RESERVE .................... 9,800 11,300 11,300 +1,500 
ENERGY INFORllATION ADnINISTRATION ..............•...... 110.595 133,058 121,858 +11,263 -11,200 

NON·DEFENSE ENVIRON"ENTAL CLEANUP 

Fast Flux Test Reactor Facility (WA) .................. 
Operati ng expenses .................................... 

10,755 
48,296 

7.652 
104.444 

7,652 
104,444 

-3.103 
+56,148 

02-U-l01, Depleted uranium hexafluoride conversion 
facil; ty ................•...•...... , ................ 33,000 -_. . -­ -33,000 .. - ...... 

01 

Total, Gaseous Diffusion Plants .•......•........ 
------------­

81.296 
------------­

104,444 
-------------­

104,444 
-------------­

+23.148 
-------------­ 01 

SlIa11 Sites: 
Argonne National Lab ................................ 

Transfer from Sci ence ............................. 
Transfer from NNSA ................................ 
EmergencY appropriation (P.L. 111-5) .............. 

9,479 
10,000 
10.000 
98,500 

-­ -... 
--­-_. 

._. 
-. --_. 
-. -

-9,479 
.10.000 
-10.000 
.98,500 

------------­ ------------­ -------------­ -------------­ -------------­
Subtotal, Argonne National Lab .............•.... 127,979 --­ ... -127,979 

Brookhaven Nati onal Lab .............••.....••...•... 8,433 12,614 12,614 +4.181 
Emergency appropriation (P.L. 111-5) ......•...•... 

Idaho National Lab . 
42,355 
13.478 5,000 5,000 

-42,355 
-8,478 

Consolidated Business Center: 
California Site support 
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center 

. 

. 
187 

4.883 
262 

4.600 
262 

4,600 
+75 

-283 
E.ergency appropriation (P.L. 111-5) .•....•..... 7,925 ·7.925 



COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AftOUNTS RECOHHENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request 8ill 

Energy Technology Engineering Center . 15,000 13,000 13.000 
Emergency appropriation (P.L. 111-5) .......•.... 54,115 

Los Alamos National Lab . 1,905 
Emergency appropr1ation (P.L. 111-5) . 14,775 

Hoab ...........•.................................. 40.699 30,671 30.671
 
Emergency appropriation (P.L. 111·5) . 108,350 

Tuba Ci ty ..............•.......................... 5,000 
Completed s1tes administration and support . 1,100 1.200 1,200 
Oak R1dge National Laboratory (emergency 

appropriation, P.L. 111-5) .. 78,800 

Subtotal, Consolidated Business Center ......•. 332,799 49.733 49,733 

Funding from Science, HNSA . -20,000 

Subtotal, SllIall 5i tes .....••.•.................• 505,044 67,347 67,347
 

West Valley Demonstration Project . 65,500 58,074 58,074 
emegency appropriation (P.L. 111-5) . 73,875 

AARA Non-defense program direction (emergency 
appropriation, P.L. 111-5) .. 2,415 

ARRA Non-defense unallocated (emergency appropriation. 
P.L. 111-5) . 1,830 

Use of Prior year balances . -653 
Congressi onal1 y di rected projects . 4,757 

TOTAL, NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONHENTAl CLEANUP . 744,819 237.517 237,517 
Appropri at ions . (261.819) (237.511) (237,517) 
Ellergency appropri at1 ons . (483,000) 

Bill vs.
 
Enacted
 

-2,000 
·54,175 

-1.905 
-14,775 
-10,028 

-108.350 
-5,000 

+100 

·78,800 

-283.066 

+20,000 

-437,697 

-7,426 
-73,875 

-2.415 

-1.830 
+653 

-4.757 

-507,302 
(·24,302) 

(-483,000) 

Bill vs. 
Request 

!-' 
01 
m 
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COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUOGET REQUESTS AND A"OUNTS RECO"HENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill ys. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

===;========= ========~==== =======~====== ============== ============== 

URANIUH ENRICHHENT DECONTAMINATION
 
ANO DECOMHISSIONING FUND
 

Decontamination and decommissioning ....•.•............ 525.503 559,377 -525.503 -559,377
 
Urani um/thori UBI rei mbursement . 10.000 -10,000 

Oak Ridge ...••..••.....•.......•................. '" 225.000 +225.000 +225.000 
Paducah .....•...•.................................. , 87.501 +87.501 +87.501 
Portsmouth . 246.B76 +246.876 +246.876 ..... 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5): Ot 

Urani uBI/thorium rei mbursement .................•... 68.950 -68.950 -l 

ARRA Oak Ridge .. 118.200 -118,200 
AARA Paducah ..............•....................... 78.800 -78.800 
ARRA Portsmouth .. 118.200 -118.200 
ARRA program direction .. ; ....••................... 1.950 -1,950 
ARRA unallocated . 3.900 -3,900 

Offsetting collections . -200.000 +200.000 

TOTAL. UED&D FUND/URANIUM INVENTORY CLEANUP ..... 925.503 359.377 559.377 -366.126 +200,000 
============= =====~======= ============== ============== ============== 

SCIENCE 

High energy physice: 
Proton accelerator-based physics .•.........•.......• 410.343 442.988 442.988 +32,645
 

Emergency appropriation. P.L. 111-5 .. 107.990 -107.990
 
Electron acce1erator·besed physics . 48,772 26,420 26,420 -22,352
 

Emergency appropriation. P.L. 111-5 . 1.400 -1.400
 

http:physics.�.........�
http:Paducah..............�
http:Paducah.....�...�
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COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNTS RECOHHENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 B111 vs. 8ill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

Non-accelerator phys1cs ....••...........•........•.. 86,482 99.321 99,321 +12,839
 
Ellergency appropr1ation, P.L. 111-5 .. 4,445 -_. --- -4,445
 

Theoret; eel physi cs ....•............................ 63,036 67,240 67.240 +4,204
 
ElIlergency appropr1ation. P.L. 111-5 . 5,975 -.. --- -5,975
 

Advanced technology R&D . 187,093 183,031 183,031 -4,062
 
Emergency appropriation. P.L. 1i1-5 ........•...... 112,580 • -112,580
 

------------- -------------- ----------_._. -------------­
Total. High energy physics .. 1,028,116 819,000 819,000 -209,116 

Nucl ear phys1 cs .. _ . 481.019 530,000 --- -481.019 -530,000 ..... 
Operations and lIIai ntenance . 524,455 +524,455 +524,455 01 

Elllergency appropri at ion. P. L. 111- 5..•.............. 89,800 -89.800 00 

Construct10n 
D7·SC-02 Electron beam ion source Brookhaven
 

National Laboratory. Ny .. 2,438 -2,438
 

06-SC-Oi Project engineering and design (PED) 
i2 GeV continuous electron beam accelerator 
facility upgrade. Thomas Jefferson Nat10nal 
Accelerator fac1lity (was project 07-Se-00i), 
Newport News, VA ...•.......••......•............ 28,623 22.000 12,000 .16,623 -10,000 

Emergency appropriat10n, P.L. 111-5 ...•....... 65,000 ·65.000
 

Total. Nuclear physics .. 666,880 552,000 536,455 -130,425 -15,545 

B1010gical and environmental research: 
Biological research .. 423,613 -423.613
 

Ellergency appropr1at10n, P.L. 111-5...••.•........ 100,793 -100.793
 
C11 mate change research ...........•...•••........•.. 177,927 -177,927
 

http:�...���........�
http:111-5...��.�
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUOGET (OBLIGATIONAl) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AltOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BI~ FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request 8111 

Bill n. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request
 

------_._------_._---_.~._------------... -----_.--_._-.----.------------------------------.-----------------~---------------
Emergency appropr1 at1 on, P. L. 111 -5 . 

Bi 01 ogi cal systems sc1 ence ...•...................... 
Cli mate and anvi ronmanta1 sc1ences . 

Total, Biological and environmental research ..•. 

Bas1c energy sc1ences: 
Research: 

Materials sc1ences and eng1neer1ng research . 
Emergency appropr1ation, P.L. 111-5 ....•......•. 

Chem1cal sciences, geosciences and energy 
Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 .....••..••. , 
bi osc1 ences ............................•..•...•. 

Sc1entific user facilities .. 

Subtotal, Research........................•...
 

Construction: 
08-SC-01 Advanced light source (ALS) user support 

build1ng, l8Nl,.CA . 
Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 .•........... 

08-SC-11 Photon ultrafast laser sc1ance and 
engineer1ng (PULSE) build1ng renovat1on, 
SLAC, CA : .. 

07·se-06 Project eng1neer1ng and des1gn (PED) 
National Synchrotron l1ght source II (NSlS-II) •. 

Emergency appropriat1on, P.L. 111·5 . 

64,860 -64,860 
318,476 316,476 +316,476 -2.000 
285.706 280,706 +280,706 -5,000 

767.193 604,182 597,182 -170,011 -7,000 

1,129,391 381,112 365,112 -764,279 ·16,000 
236,798 ·236,798 .... 

CJl 

154,062 -154,062 '" 
297.113 338,357 

811,791 
320,857 
834,791 

+23.744 
+834,791 

-17 .500 
+23,000 

1,817 .364 1,531,260 1,520,760 -296,604 .10,500 

11,500 -11.500 
14,546 -14,546 

3,728 -3,728 

93,273 139.000 139,000 +45,727 
150,000 -150,000 

http:Research........................�
http:ences............................�..�...�
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CO"PARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A"OUlnS RECO""ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(A.ounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

05-R-320 LlNAC coherent llght source (LCLS) . 

SUbtotal. Construction .........•.............. 

36.967 

310,014 

15.240 

154,240 

15.240 

154.240 

-21.727 

-155,774 

Total. Basic energy sciences . 

Advanced scientific computing research . 
Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 . 

Fusi on energy sci ences program ......................•. 
Elllergency appropriation. P.L. 111-5 . 

Science laboratories infrastructure: 
Laboratories facilities support: 

Infrastructure support: 
PaYlJl8nt in 1i eu of taxes . 
Excess facilities disposal .. 

Emergency approprlation, P.L. 111-5 . 
Oak Ridge landlord ..........................•.•. 
General plant projects (elllergency approprlations 

P.L. 111-5) ••....••.......•................... 

Subtotal, Infrastructure support . 

Construct10n: 
10-SC-70 Research support building and 

infrastructure modernization. SLAC . 
10-SC-71 Energy sciences bUlldlng, ANL . 

2,127.378 

368,820 
157,110 
402,550 
91,023 

1.385 
24,844 
14 ,301 
5.079 

89,572 

135.181 

1,685,500 

409,000 

421.000 

1,385 

5,214 

~~w~~ __ ~ 

6,599 

8.900 
10.000 

~ 

1.675,000 

409,000 

441,000 

1.385 

5.214 

6,599 

8,900 
10,000 

-452,378 

+40.180 
.157,110 
+38,450 
-91,023 

-24.844 
-14,301 

+135 

-89.572 
• 

-128,582 

+8.900 
+10,000 

-10,500 

+20,000 

•• 

I-' 
o:l o 



--- -- -

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT Of NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
ANO BUOGET REQUESTS AND MOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

10-SC-72 Renovate science laboratory, Phase II. 
BNl .•... '" ...............•..•........••....•. 

09-SC-72 Se1smic life'safety, modernization and 
replacement of general purpose bUildings 
Phase 2, PEO/Construction. lBNl ...•.•.•....... 
Emergency appropriation, P.l. 111·5 .....•.•... 

09-SC-73. Interdisciplinary science bU11ding 
Phase 1. PED. 8Nl ......................•...•.. 
Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 .........•.. 

09-SC-74, Technology and engineering development 
facilities PED, TJNAF . 

08-SC-71 Modernization of laboratory facilities 
PED, ORNl _.•..•••.•........ 
Emergency appropriat10n, P.l. 111-5 ....•...... 

07-SC-05 Physical science facilities. PNNl .•.... 
03-SC-001 Science laboratories infrastructure 

MEl-On1 Multipro9ram energy laboratory 
infrastructure projects, various 10cat10ns .... 

SUbtotal. Construct10n ........•.............
 

Total. Science laboratories infrastructure....•• 

Safeguards and security ......... _.....................
 

Science program direction: 
Headquarters ............•... , .•..•••......•.••...... 
Office of Science and Technical Infor~ation •.•...... 

Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request 

+7.000 

+21,532 
-15.000 

+31.147 
.18.673 

+23.987 
..... 
O'l ..... 

-25.103 
-60.568 
-52.775 

-11.759 

FY 2009
 
Enacted
 

12,495
 
15,000
 

8.240 
18.673 

3.700 

25.103 
60.568 
52.775 

11,759 

FY 2010
 
Request
 

7,000 

34,027 

39,387 
.-. 

27,687 

-_. 
·-. 
· -­

·.. 

Bill 

7,000 

34,027 

39,387 
_.. 

27,687 

--. 
. -­
-" 

--. 
-- ... ------.~ ... ---------- -------------- -------------- -------_._---­

208.313 127,001 127,001 -81.312 

343.494 133.600 133,600 -209.894 

80.603 83.000 83,000 +2.397 

75.525 86.606 75,261 -264 -11.345 
8.916 8.916 8,918 

http:�..���......�.��
http:Construct10n........�
http:111-5....�
http:8Nl......................�...�
http:111�5.....�.�
http:lBNl...�.�.�
http:�..�........��....�


CO"PARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAl) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A"OUNTS RECO""ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. B111 vs. 
Enacted Reque5t B111 Enacted Request 

Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 , 1,600 ..- ._. -1,600
 
Field offices . 102,254 118,200 106,755 +4,501 -11,445
 

_____ • ____________________ ________ ~ _____ ____ 4. _______ M • _____________ 

Total, Science program direction . 188.295 213,722 190.932 +2,637 -22.790 

Workforce development for teachers and scientists . 13,583 20,678 20,678 +7,095 
Emergency appropriation, P. L. 111-5 . 12.500 --- _. - -12,500 

Advanced Research Projects Agency - Energy (ARPA-E) . 15.000 --. -- - -15,000 

Congressionally directed projects ....•................ 93,687 .-- 37,740 -55,947 +37,740 
t-'

Small business innovation research (SBIR) 0) 
_.. [:,jEmergency appropriation. P. L. 111-5 . 19.004 --- -19.004 

--------_.--- ------------- -------------- ---.---------- -------------­
Subtotal, SCIENCE•................................ 6,375.236 4,941.682 4,943,587 -1,431.649 +1,905
 

------------- ---_ ...._---- ---_.--------- _.------------ ._-----------­
Use of prior year balances . -15,000 +15.000 
Unallocated recovery act fund1ng (Emergency 

appropriation, P.L. 111-5) . 12,400 ·12,400 
============= ;============ ============== ============== ============== 

TOTAl, SCIENCE .........................•.......... 6,372,636 4,941,682 4.943.587 -1,429,049 +1.905 
Appropriations . (4,772,636) (4,941,682) (4,943,587) (+170,951 ) (+1,905) 
Emergency appropriations . (1,600,000) (-1,600,000) 

============= ======.====== ====E=S======= ====x========= ============== 

ENERGY TRANSFORKATION ACCELERATION FUND 

Advanced research projects agency - Energy (Emergency 
appropriation, P.L. 111·5) ......•................... 398.000 -398.000 

http:SCIENCE.........................�
http:projects....�


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAl) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECO"MENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts In thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request 8111 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

Program d1 recti on ............•.....................•.. 
Emergency appropriation, P.l. 111-5 . 2,000 

10,000 
-2,000 

-10,000 

Total, ENERGY TRANSFORMATION ACCELERATION FUND .. 400,000 
=======:===== 

10,000 
============= =====:======== 

-400",000 
==========~=== 

-10,000 
;============= 

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 

Rapos1 tory program . 
Program di recti on ..................................•.. 
Congressionall y di rected proj ects •••.................. 

68,552 
74,983 
1,855 

28,400 
70,000 

28.400 
70,000 

-40,152 
-4,983 
-1,855 

...... 
(j) 
C.:> 

TOTAL, NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL . 145,390 
============= 

98,400 
============= 

98,400 
============== 

-46,990 
=====~======== ============== 

TITlE 17 - INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY GUARANTEE PROGRAM 

Adllinistrative operati ons ..........•.•................ 
Offsetting collection . 
Advance appropriation (P. l. 110·161) ........•.....•.. 
Proposed change in subsidy cost .. 
Section 1705 Temporary loan guarantee prograll: 

Direct loan SUbsidy costs (Emergency appropriations, 
P.L. 111-5) . 

Adm1nstrat1ve e~pen8es (Emergency appropriations, 
P.L. 111-5) .....•.......•. '" .••....•..........•.. 

19,880 
-19,880 
25,000 

440,000 

5,965,000 

35,000 

43,000 
-43,000 

1,500,000 

43.000 
-43,000 

+23,120 
·23,120 
-25.000 

-440,000 

-5,965,000 

-35,000 

-1,500,000 

TOTAL, TITlE 17 - INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY 
GUARANTEE PROGRAM ...............•............. 6.465,000 1,500,000 -6,465,000 -1,500,000 



CO"PARATIvE STATE~ENT O~ NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A~OUNTS RECO"~ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts ln thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enactad 

FY 2010 
Request 8ill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

============= =2::========= ====c========= ============== ============== 

ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES "ANUFACTURING LOAN PGH 

Direct loan subsidy costs 
P.L.l10-329) 

Adml ni strative expenses 

(Emergency approprlations 
. 
. 

7,510,000 
20,000 20,000 

-7.510,000 
+20,000 

Total, ADVANCED TECHNOlOGY VEHICLES 
HANUFACTURING LOAN PG" . 

==~~=~~~==== 

7,510,000 
============= 

20,000 
============== 

20,000 
============== 

-7.490,000 
=======zc===== 

..... 
en 
,j::>. 

DEPARTMENTAL ADftINISTRATION 

Adminlstr~tive operations: 
Salaries and expenses 

Offi ce of the Secretary .......•................... 
Chief Financial Officer . 
Hanagement ..................••...........••.••...• 
Human cap; ta I management ...•..............•....•.. 
Chief Information Officer . 
Congressional and intergovernmental affairs .•..... 
Economic illpact and diversity .. __ .. 
Genera1 Counsel •....................••..••........ 
Polley and International affairs ....•.•........... 
Public affairs . 
Office ~f Indian Energy POlley and Prograls . 

5,700 
43,257 
67.790 
31,436 
53,738 
4,700 
3,545 

31,233 
19,469 
3,780 
1,500 

5.864 
65,981 
88,456 
29,537 
38,146 
7,326 
3,896. 

32,478 
19.296 
5,405 

6.864 
63,981 
78,456 
29.537 
36.146 
5,826 
3,896 

32,478 
19,296 
4,500 
1.500 

+1,164 
+20.724 
+10.666 

-1,899 
-15,592 
+1,126 

+351 
+1,245 

-173 
+720 

+1.000 
-2,000 

-10,000 

-1.500 

-905 
+1,500 

SUbtotal, Salaries and expenses _ . 266.148 296,385 284.480 +18,332 -11,905 



--------------

COKPARATIVE STATEKENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOKKENDEO IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request Bill 

Program support: 
Kinority economic impact. . 855 2,775 2,775 
Policy analysis and system studies ...........•..•• 1,000 1.159 1,159 
Environmental poliCy studies .••..............•.... 531 528 528 
Climate change technology program (prog. supp) .... 2,000 9,270 9,270 
Cybersecurity and secure communications ......•.... 34,512 33,365 33,365 
Corporate management information program ...•.•.... 27,250 9,403 9,403 
Ener9Y information technology services ..•..•.....• 23,631 23,149 

---.-------.- --------------
SUbtotal. Program support •.................... 66,148 80,131 79,649
 

Total, Administrative operations .•......•.•....• 332,296 376,516 364,129 

Cost of work for others .....•.................••.... 48.537 48,537 48,537
 

Subtotal. DEPARTMENTAL ADKINISTRATION .•........• 380,633 425.053 412,666
 

Funding from other defense activities ...............•. ·108,190 -122,962 -122,982
 

Total, Departmental administration (gross) . 272,643 302.071 289,684 
=====~~====== ============= ============== 

Kiscellaneous revenues •.......•.....•................. -117 .317 -119,740 ·119,740
 

TOTAL, DEPARTMENTAL AOKINISTRATION (net) .••..... 155.326 182,331 169,944 
============= ============= ============== 

8ill VS. 

Enacted 

+1,920 
+159 

-3 
+7,270 
-1,147 

-17,847 
+23.149 

+13.501 

+31.833 

+31,833 

·14,792 

+17 ,041 
===========;== 

-2,423 

+14,618 
============== 

8111 vs. 
Request 

·482 
-------------- ..... 

m-482 
01 

-12.387 

-12,387 

-12,387 
=~=;========= 

-i2,387 
============== 

http:revenues�.......�.....�
http:activities...............�
http:others.....�.................��
http:operations.�......�.�
http:services..�..�
http:communications......�
http:studies.��..............�
http:studies...........�


COKPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS ANO AKOUNTS RECOKKENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL. 
Emergency appropriation, PoL. 111·5 

0 ••••••••••••• 

0 ••••• 0 0 •• 0 •• 

==;=====e==== 

51,927 
15,000 

====~======== 

51,445 

~===========~= 

51,927 

=~============ 

-15,000 
============== 

+482 

ATOKIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 

NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

WEAPONS ACTIVITIES: 
Life extension program: 

B61 l1 fa extension program 
W76 Life extension program 

. 

. 
2,123 

202,920 209.196 233,196 
-2.123 

+30,276 +24,000 

I-" 
0> 
0> 

Total, Ufe extension program .. 0 . 205,043 209.196 233,196 +26,153 +24,000 

Stookpile systems: 
B61 Stockpl1e systems . 
W62 Stockpl1e systems 0 ••••••••••••••••• 

W76 Stockpl1e systems............•... 0 ••• 0 •••••••• 

W76 Stookpl1e systems...•........... 0 •••••• 00 ••••• 

W80 Stockpile systems•............................ 
883 Stookp1le systems 0 . 

W87 Stockpi 1e systems. 0 •••••••••••••••• 0 •••••••••• 

W88 Stockpil e systems •..• 0 ••••••••••••• 0 ••• 0 0 ••••• 

Total, Stookpile systems . 

78,021 124.456 
1,596 --. 

66,365 65.497 
42,049 50.741 
31,073 19,064 
24,986 35,682 
36,073 51,817 
48,358 ,U;043 

---~-----._-- .--.---.---.­
328,521 390.300 

59,456 
--. 

65,497 
50,741 
19,064 
35,682 
51,817 
43,043 

-----_ ... ----­
325,300 

-18,565 
-1,596 

-668 
+8.692 

-12,009 
+10.696 
+15,744 

-5.315 
.------ .. --.-­

-3.221 

-65,000 

-65,000 

weapons dismantlement and d1spos1t1on: 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECO"MENDED IN THE SILL FOR 2010 

(Allounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request 8111 

Bll1 vs. 
Enacted 

Bll1 vs. 
Request 

Operat1ons and mai ntenance ............••.......••. 
Construction; 

99-0-141 P1t d1sassembly and converstion 
fac111ty. SRS .....................•.....•....• 

125,322 

64,883 

84,100 108.916 -16,406 

-64.883 

+24.816 

Total. Weapons d1smantlement and d1sposition ..•. 190,205 84,100 108,916 -81,289 +24,816 

Stockp11e services; 
Product i on support . 
Research and development support •.......•....•.... 
Research and development certification and safety. 
Hanage~ent. tachnology. and production ••....••.... 
Pl utoni um capabi1 1ty . 
Plutonium infrastructure sustainm@nt .....•........ 

293.062 
35,144 

187,574 
195.334 
155.269 

301,484 
37,071 

143.076 
200,223 

149,201 

301.484 
37.071 

143.076 
200.223 

123.201 

+8,422 
+1.927 

-44,498 
+4.889 

-155,269 
+123,201 -26,000 

I-' 
m 
-:t 

SUbtotal, Stockpile services . 866.383 831,055 805.055 -61.328 -26,000 

Total. D1 rected stockpil e work . 1.590,152 1,514,651 1.472,467 -117 ,685 -42,184 

Campaigns: 
Science campa1gn: 

Advanced certification. non-RRW ....•...•........ 
Pri8ary assessment technologies.....•........... 
Dynamic plutonium exper1ments •.....••.....•..... 
Dyna~ic IIIsterials properties ...•................ 
Academi c a11iances ..........•.......•....•.....• 
Advanced radiography . 
Secondary assessment technologies ...•........... 
Test readi ness . 

19.400 
80,181 
23.022 
83.231 

28.535 
76.913 
5,408 

19,400 
80.181 

86.617 
30,251 
22.328 
77.913 

19.400 
80.181 

96.617 

22,328 
77.913 

-23.022 
+13.386 

-6.207 
+1.000 
-5,408 

+10,000 
-30,251 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

M __ MA._~ • • ~ • 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request 

• 
8in 

Bill \IS. 

Enacted 
• 

Bill vs. 
Request 

_ 

Subtotal, Sci ence campai gns . 316.690 316,690 296.439 -20.251 -20.251 

En9ineering ca~paign: 

Enhanced surety ....................•........•... 
Weapons system engineering assessment technology 
Nuc1ear survi \lability . 
Enhanced survei 11ance .•....•..................... 

46,112 
16.592 
21.100 
66,196 

42,000 
18.000 
21,000 
69.000 

66.112 
18,000 
21,000 
69,000 

+20,000 
+1,408 

-100 
+2,804 

+24.112 

Subtotal, Engineering campaign ...•............ 

Inertial confinement fusion ignition and high 
yield campaign: 
Ignition·......•.................•............... 
NIF diagnostics, cryogenics and experimental 

support .•..••................•................ 
Pulsed power inertial confinement fusion ...•.... 
Joint program in high energy density laboratory 

plasmas .... , ..•............................... 
Facility operations and target production . 
NIF asse.bly and installation•.....•.•.•....•... 

150,000 

100,535 

66.201 
6.652 

3,053 
203.262 

55.192 

150.000 

106,734 

72,252 
5,000 

4,000 
248.929 

174,112 

106,734 

77 ,252 
5.000 

4,000 
268.929 

+24,112 

+6,199 

+11.051 
-3,652 

+947 
+65,647 
-55.192 

+24,112 

+5,000 

+20.000 

...... 
0':> 
00 

Subtotal ...•..................•............. 436,915 436.915 461.915 +25,000 +25.000 

Subtotal, Inertial confinement fusion .•..... 436,915 436,915 461,915 +25,000 +25.000 

Advanced simulation and computing 
Readiness campaign: 

. 556,125 556.125 561.125 +5,000 +5.000 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BIll FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

B111 vs. 
Request 

Stockpile readiness . 
High explosives and weapon operations ..•••....•. 
Nonnuclear readiness ...•...•..•.•...•.•......... 
Tri ti UIII readi ness . 
Advanced.design and production technologies . 

27,869 
8,659 

30,000 
71,831 
22,261 

5.746 
4,808 

12,701 
68.246 
8.699 

5 •.746 
4,608 

12,701 
66,246 

6.699 

-22,123 
-4,051 

-17 ,299 
·3,585 

-i3.562 

Subtotal. Readiness campaign . 160,620 1DO ,000 100,000 -60,620 

Total, Campai gns .......•......•.....•.......•. 

Readiness in technical base and facilities (RTBF): 
Operations of facilities: 

Oerations of facilities . 
Kansas City Plant . 
lawrence livermore National Laboratory . 
Los AlaRlos National Laboratory ...•.............. 
Nevada Test Site •.....••..............•......... 
Pantex ............•....••....................... 
Sandia national laboratory . 
Savannah River Site ..••......................... 
Y.i2 Productions Pl ant . 
Institutional Site Support ....•.......•......... 

1.620,350 

89,871 
82,605 

289 ,169 
92,203 

101,230 
123,992 
92,762 

235,397 
56,102 

1.559,730 

1,342.303 

1.593,591 

169,056 
66,670 

3i1.778 
79,583 

139,602 
104.133 
128.580 
229,774 
120,129 

-26,759 

+79.i85 
+4,065 

+22.607 
-12,620 
+38.372 
-19,859 
+35,818 

-5,623 
+64,027 

+33.881 

-1,342,303 
+169.056 
+86,670 

+31i ,776 
+79,583 

+139.602 
+104.133 
+128,560 
+229,774 
+i20 ,i29 

f-' 
0') 
to 

Subtotal. operations of facilities . 1.163.331 1,342,303 1.369.303 +205.972 +27,000 

Prograll readi ness ............•.................... 
Material recycla and recovery . 
Contai ners . 
Storage .......•................................... 

71.626 
70,334 
22,696 
3i,951 

73,021 
69,542 
23.392 
24,708 

73,021 
69,542 
23,392 
24,708 

+1.395 
-792 
+696 

-7.243 



COMPARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTIIORITY FOR 2009 
ANO BUDGET REQUESTS AND ,,"aUNTS RECOMMENOED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts In thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

Subtotal. RTBF ..•............................. 1.359.938 1.532,966 1.559.966 +200.028 +27,000 

Construction: 
10-0-501 Nuclear facilities risk reduction 

Y-12 National security complex. Oakridge, TN .. 
99-0-141 Pit disassembly and conversion 

facility. SRS ...................•............. 
09-0-007, LANSCE Reinvestment PEO Los Alemos 

Nat1 ona1 Lab, Los Alamos, NM . 

09-0·404. Test capabilities revitalization II, 
Sandia National Laboratories, Albuquerque, NH. 

19.300 

3,104 

12.500 

. 30,321 

12,500 

10.321 

+12.500 

+10.321 

-19,300 

-3,104 

-20,000 

....... 
-1 
o 

08·0·801 High pressure fire loop (HPFL) 
Pantex Plant, AIIIer1l1o, Tx . 1,940 31.910 31.910 +29.970 

08-0-802 High explosive pressing facility 
Pantex Plant, Amerillo, TX . 27,386 -27.386 

08-0·804 TA·55 Reinvestment project. Los Alamos 
Nati ona1 Laboratory (LANL) ...•..•..•...•..••.• 

08·0·808 Ion beam laboratory refurbishment, SNL 
Albuquerque, NM ............•.•..••.•...••..•.. 

7,663 

6,100 

-7.663 

-6,100 

07-0-140 Project engineering and design (PED) , 
vari ous 1ocati ons ....................•.....•.. 7,223 -7,223 

07-0-220 Radioactive liquid waste treatment 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECO""ENOED IN THE BIll FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request B111 

B111 vs. 
Enacted 

. Bill vs. 
Request 

-.---~-----------------------------------------_.-._----------------------------------------._.-------------.-.-._----------. 

faci11ty upgrade project. LANl .•.............. 19.070 -19,070 

06-0-140 Project eng1neering and design (PED). 
var10us 10cat10ns . 101.521 70.878 106.670 +5,149 +35.992 

06-0-402 NTS replace fire stat10ns f& 2 
Nevada Test Site, NV . 9.060 1,473 1.473 -7.587 

05·0·402 Berylium capability (BEC) project. Y-12 
National security complex. Oak R1dge, TN . 

04-0·125 Chemistry and metallurgy faci11ty 
replacement project, los Alamos Natlonal 
laboratory, los Alamos, Nil .. 

4,865 

97,194 55,000 55,000 

-4,865 

-42,194 

f-' 
-.1 
f-' 

04-0-128 TA-18 m1ssion relocat10n project, los 
Alamos laboratory, los Alamos, N" . 10.042 1,500 1,500 -8.542 

SUbtotal. Construct1on . 

Total. Readiness 1n technical base and 
facilitIes •.•.•...•....•.•....•............... 

------------­
314.466 

1,1374,406 

-----.------- ------.---­
203,382 

1.736,348 

219.374 

1,779,340 

-95.094 

+104,934 

+15,992 

+42.992 

Secure transportation asset: 
Operations and equipment •••••.•..••............. 
Program di rect i on . 

127,701 
86,738 

138,772 
96,143 

147.772 
96,143 

+20,071 
+9,405 

+9.000 

SUbtotal. Secure transportat10n asset . 214,439 234.915 243.915 +29,476 +9.000 



COHPARATlVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUOGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNTS RECO""ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

Bi 11 vs. 
Enacted 

Bill va. 
Request 

Nuclear weapons incident response . 215,27B 221,936 221,936 +6,658 

Facilities and infrastructure recapitalization PO.:. 
Construction 

OB-D-601 Hercury h1ghway, Nevada Test Site, NV .. 

79,550 

i1,349 

144,959 83,959 +4,409 

-11,349 

-81,000 

OB-D-602 Portable water system upgrades 
Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, TN .. 26.836 -26,836 

07-D-253 TA 1 heat1ng systems modernization 
(HS") Sandia Netional Laboratory •............. 15,282 9,963 9,963 -5,319 

~ 

-.:J 
!'-:> 

06-0-601 Electricel distribution system upgrade, 
Pantex Plant, Amarillo, TIC . 3,880 -3,880 

06-D-603 Steam plant life extension project 
(SLEP), Y-12 National Security Complex, 
Oak Ridge, TN .••......•.•.•...•.••............ 10.552 -10,552 

Subtotal, Construction •..................... 67,899 9,963 9,963 -57,936 

Total, Facilities and infrastructure 
recapitalization program .....••.........•.• , 147,449 154,922 93,922 -53,527 -61,000 

Site stewardship: 
Environmental projects and operations ......•...... 
Nuclear lIIaterials integration ......•..........•... 
Stewardshi p pl anni ng ....•..........•.............. 

41,288 
20,000 
29,086 

13,288 
20,000 
29,086 

+13,288 
+20,000 
+29,086 

-28,000 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

• ••• 4 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Sill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

_ 

Total. SHe stewardshi p . 90,374 62.374 +62,374 -28.000 

Environmental projects and operations: 
Long terlll stewardship .•........................... 38.596 -38.596 

Safeguards and security: 
Cybersecuri ty .........•...............•.•......•.. 
Defense nuclear security ..•.............•......... 

Construction: 
10-0-701 Security i.provelllents project 

Y-12 Plant. Oak Ridge. TN . 
08·0·701 Nuclear materials S&S upgrade project 

Los A1mos National Laboratory .....•....•.... 

121,288 
689,510 

44.620 

122.511 
700,044 

49,000 

122.511 
740.044 

49.000 

+1,225 
+50.534 

+49.000 

-44.620 

+40,000 

to-' 
-:I 
I:A:l 

05-0-170 Project engineering and design (PEO) , 
var10us locat1ons . 1.078 -1,078 

Subtotal. Construction •................... 45.698 49,000 49.000 +3,302 

SUbtotal, Defense nuclear security . 735.208 749.044 789,044 +53.836 +40.000 

Total. Safeguards and security ..•.........•..... 856.494 871.555 911.555 +55.061 +40,000 

Congressionally directed projects ..........•........ 
Use of prior year balances . 

TOTAL, WEAPONS ACTIVITIES . 
==::=======:: ============= 

22.836 

6.380.000 6.384.431 
=======E===== ======EE===== 

============== 

3.000 
-62.100 

6,320.000 
============== 

============== 

-19,836 
-62,100 

-60,000 
=====:2======= 

=====~======== 

+3.000 
-62,100 

-64.431 
=E========~=== 



--------------

COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAl) AUTllORIlY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND ~OUNTS RECDH"ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request Bill 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION 

Nonproliferation and verification, R&D •..•............ 345,332 297.300 297,300 
Construction 

07-SC-05 Physical Science Facility, Pacific 
Northwest National Laboratory, Richland, WA ..... 18,460 

Subtotal, Nonproliferation &verification R&D ..... 363,792 297.300 297,300 

Nonproliferation and international security ....•.•.... 150,000 207,202 187,202 
International nuclear materials protection and 

cooperation .......................•••............... 400,000 552.300 592,050 
Elimination of weapons-grade plutonium production 

program................•............................ 141,299 24,507 24,507 

Fissile materials disposition: 
U.S. plutonium d1Sposition ,. 40,774 90,896 
U.S. uranium disposition ,. 34,691 34,691 
Supporting activities . 1,075 675 

Construction:
 
HOX fuel fabrication facilities
 

99-0-143 "ixed oxide fuel fabrication faci11ty,
 
Savannah River, SC ..................•............ 504.238
 

99-0-141-02 Waste solidification bUilding,
 
Savannah Ri ver. SC .••..•......•..•••............. 70,000
 

-_ .. _~-_.---- ------------- --.-----.----­
Subtotal, Construction . 574,238 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

-48,032 

-18,460 

-66,492 

+37,202 

+192,050 

-116.792 

-40.774 
+34.691 

+675 

B111 vs.
 
Request
 

-20,000 
I-' 
-:J 

+39,750 >l:­

-90,896
 

-400
 

-504,238 

-70.000 

-574,238 

http:��..�......�..���
http:SC..................�
http:program................�
http:cooperation.......................���
http:security....�.�


------------- ------------- -------------- --------------

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BlLL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request B111 Enacted Request 

SUbtotal, U.S. surplus fissle materials disp •••... 40.774 700,900 35,366 -5,408 -665,534 

Russian surplus materials disposition ....•...•...... 1,000 1,000 1.000 
-- ..._------- ..... -.-.-...._---_ .... __ .- -----------.-- -------------­

Total, Fissile materials disposition .......•...•.. 41,774 701,900 36,366 -5.408 -665,534
 

Global threat reduction initiative . 395.000 353,500 333.500 -61,500 -20,000 
Congressionally directed projects ...•..•...•.......•.. 1.903 --- 250 -1,653 +250 

--_._-._--_.- ------------~ -------------- .-----_._._--. -------_._----
SUbtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation ...•.... 1,493,768 2,136,709 1,471.175 -22,593 -665,534 

t-' 
-l 

Use of prior year balances .. -11,418 --- --- +11,418 --- 01 

Subtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation . 1.482,350 2.136.709 1,471.175 -11,175 -665:534 

===::::::==== ============= ============== ============== =======:====== 
TOTAL, DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION •.......... 1,482.350 2.136.709 1,471,175 -11.175 -665,534
 

============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 

NAVAL REACTORS 

Naval reactors development ..............•............. 771,600 935,533 935,533 +163,933
 
Construction: 

10-0-093, Security upgrades. KAPL ......•••..••..•... 1,500 1,500 +1,500 
10-0·904, NRF infrastructure upgrades, Idaho . 700 700 +700 
09-0-190, PEO. Infrastructure upgrades, KAPL•....... 1.000 1,000 1,000 
09-0-902, NRF Office Building #2, ECC upgrade. Idaho 6,300 6,400 6.400 -1.900 
08-0-190 Project engineering and design. Expended 

Core Facility M-290 recovering discharge station, 

http:���..��..�
http:development..............�
http:�..�...�.......�
http:disposition.......�...�
http:disposition....�...�
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CO"PARATIVE STATEI\ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A"OUNTS RECO""ENOED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

+9,200 

-700 

+8,800 
----~---------

+172,733 

+2,346 
============== 

+175,079 
============== 

+2,196 
-10,312 
-10,320 

-18.436 
========~c===~ 

+85.468 
======c~====== 

Bill vs. 
Request 

-------------­

-------------­

--­
============== 

,.... 
-.:( 
~ 

=========;==== 

-13,000 
+13,000 

============== 

z============= 

---------_.--­

-729,965 

Naval Reactor Facll ity. 10......•................. 
07-0-190 "aterials research technology complex 

(IIRTC}, ... , ...........•........................... 

Subtotal, Construction , 

Total, Naval reactors development 

Program di rect ion .....•................... , 

TOTAL, NAVAL REACTORS 

OFFICE OF THE ADHINISTRATOR 

Office of the Administrator _ 

. 

, . 

. 

. 

.. 
Congressionally directed projects .....•.•.....•.......
 
Use of prior year balances . 

TOTAL, OFFICE OF THE ADI\INISTRATOR , . 

TOTAL. NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADI\INISTRATION . 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

300 

12,400 

22,000 

793,600 

34,454 
============= 

828,054 
============= 

415.878 
23,312 

--.---------­
439.190 

;============ 
9,129.594 

==;========== 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

9,500 9,500 

11,700 11,700 
--------_._-- ---_.--------­

30,800 

966,333 

36,800 
============= 

1,003,133 
============= 

431.074 

-10,320 
--------~----

420,754 
=~========~== 

9,945.027 
============= 

30,800 

966,333 

36,800 
============== 

1,003,133 
======8======= 

418.074 
13,000 

-10,320 

420,754 
============== 

9,215,062 
============== 

http:�.�.....�
http:direction.....�
http:10......�


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP 

Closure Sites: 
Closure sites administration 
Fernal d 
Mi ami sburg 

Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 

. 

. 

. 

. 

Total, closure sites . 

Hanford Site: 
Nuclear facility 0&0, river corridor closure project 
Nuclear material stabilization & disposition PFP . 
SNF stabilization and disposition . 

Subtotal, 2012 accelerated completions . 
Nuclear facility D&D - remainder of Hanford . 
Richland community and regulatory support . 
Soil & water remediation - groundwater/vadose zone .. 
Solid waste stabilization & disposition - 200 area .. 

Subtotal, 2035 accelerated completions . 
Emergency appropriations, P.L. 111-5: 

0&0 ri ver corri dor . 
0&0 remainder of Handford . 
Soil and groundwater RL-100 . 
Soil and groundwater RL-1 041 . 
TRU and sol i d waste . 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bi 11 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bi 11 vs. 
Request 

13,209 
2,100 

30,574 
19,700 

8,225 

33,243 

8,225 

33,243 

-4,984 
-2,100 
+2,669 

-19,700 

65,583 41,468 41,468 -24,115 

231,837 
122,483 
122,171 

------------­
476,491 
89,903 
19,620 

182,532 
198,430 

------------­
490,485 

327,955 
118,087 
55,325 

------------­
501,367 

70,250 
21,940 

176,766 
132,757 

------------­
401,713 

296,134 
118,087 
55,325 

-------------­
469,546 

50,250 
21,940 

176,766 
132,757 

-------------­
381,713 

+64,297 
-4,396 

-66,846 
---------.---­

-6,945 
-39,653 
+2,320 
-5,766 

-65,673 
-.----._----.­

-108,772 

-31,821 

-31,821 
-20,000 

-20,000 

442,265 
740,120 
145,780 
77,815 

228,520 

-442,265 
-740,120 
-145,780 

-77 ,815 
-228,520 



------------- ------------- -------------- -------------- --------------

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUOGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
ANO BUOGET REQUESTS ANO AMOUNTS RECOMMENOEO IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request
 

Total, Hanford Site . 

Idaho National Laboratory: 
SNF stabilization and disposition - 2012 . 
Solid waste stabilization and disposition . 
Radi oacti ve 1i qUi d tank waste stabil i zati on 

and di spositi on . 
06-0-401, Sodium bearing waste treatment project, 10 
Soil and water remediation - 2012 . 
Nucl ear facil ity 0&0 . 
Idaho community and regulatory support . 

0&0 (Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5) . 
TRU and solid waste (emergencY appropriation, 

P.L. 111-5) . 
Soil and groundwater (Emergency appropriation, 

P.L. 111-5) . 

Total, Idaho National Laboratory . 

NNSA: 
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory . 
NNSA Service CenterfSPRU . 
Nevada . 
Nevada soil and groundwater (Emergency appropriation 

P.L. 111-5) . 
Cal ifornia site support . 
Sandi a Nat i ona1 Laboratori es . 
Los Alamos National Laboratory . 
0&0 acceleration (Emergency appropriation, 

2,601,476 903,080 851,259 -1,750,217 -51,821 

14,334 14.768 39,768 +25,434 +25,000 
191,237 137.000 150,000 -41,237 +13,000 

46,025 95,800 87,732 +41.707 -8,068 
86,700 83,700 83,700 -3.000 
99,465 71,000 99,000 -465 +28,000 
34.133 --- 10,900 -23,233 +10,900 
3.867 3,900 3,900 +33 

217 .875 --- - -- -217,875
 

130,000 - -- --- -130,000
 

120,000 - -- --- -120,000
 

943,636 406,168 475,000 -468,636 +68,832 

910 910 +910
 
19,443 17,938 17.938 -1,505
 
75,674 65,674 65,674 -10,000
 

44,325 - -- --- -44,325
 
238 238 +238
 

3,000 2,864 2,864 -136
 
222,734 189,000 189,000 -33,734
 



------------- ------------- -------------- -------------- --------------

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request
 

P.L. 111-5) . 
Soil and groundwater (Emergency appropriation, 

P.L. 111-5) . 
SPRU recovery acct project (Emergency appropriation, 

P.L. 111-5) . 

Total, NNSA sites and Nevada off-sites . 

Oak Ridge Reservation: 
Buildi ng 3019 . 
Nuc1ear facil ity 0&0 ORNL. . 
Nuclear facility 0&0 Y-12 . 
Nuclear facility 0&0, E. Tenn. Technology Park . 
OR reservation community & regulatory support . 
Soil and water remediation - offsites . 
Solid waste stabilization and disposition - 2012 . 
Emergency appropriations, P.L. 111-5: 

0&0 Y-12 footprint reduction . 
070 ORNL footpri nt reducti on . 
TRU and sol i d waste . 

Total, Oak Ridge Reservation .. 

Office of River Protection: 
Waste treatment & immobilization plant 

01-D-16A Low activity waste facility . 
01- D-16B Anal yt i cal 1aboratory . 
01-D-16C Balance of facilities . 
01-0-160 High-level waste facility .. 

118,200 --- - -- -118,200
 

78,800 --- - -- -78,800
 

31,775 --- - -- -31,775
 

593,951 276,624 276,624 -317,327 

58,000 38,900 38,900 -19,100 
64,825 38,900 48,900 -15,925 +10,000 
48,392 34,000 73,000 +24,608 +39,000 

105 100 100 -5
 
6,100 6,253 6,253 +153
 
1,230 - - - --- -1 ,230
 

84,183 35,615 35,615 -48,568
 

327,000 --- --- -327,000 
151,110 - - - - -- -151,110 
80,000 --- - - - -80,000 

------------- -----------.- -------------- -------------- --.----------­
820,945 153,768 202,768 -618,177 +49,000 

160,000 100,000 100,000 -60,000
 
65,000 55,000 55.000 -10,000
 
75.000 50,000 50.000 -25,000
 

125,000 160,000 160,000 +35,000
 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bi 11 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

01-D-16E Pretreatment facility . 265,000 325,000 325,000 +60.000 

Subtotal. Waste treatment & immobilization plant 690,000 690,000 690,000 

Tank Farm activities: 
Rad liquid tank waste stabil. and disposition ..... 
Tank infrastructure (Emergency appropriation. 

P.L. 111-5) . 

319,943 

326,035 

408,000 408,000 +88,057 

-326,035 

Subtotal. Tank Farm activities . 645,978 408.000 408,000 -237.978 

Total, Office of River Protection . 1,335,978 1,098,000 1,098,000 -237.978 

Savannah River site: 
Nuclear material stabilization and disposition 

Nuclear material stabilization and disposition .... 
Construction: 

08-D-414 Project engineering and design 
pl utoni um preparati on faci 1ity. VL. . 

385.310 

6,315 

385,310 

6,315 

+385,310 

+6,315 

Subtotal, 2012 accelerated completions . 391.625 391,625 +391,625 

SR community and regulatory support 
Nuclear material stabilization and disposition 
Spent nuclear fuel stabilization and disposition 
Solid waste stabilization and disposition 
Soil and water remediation 
Nuclear facil ity D&D 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

14,800 
339,843 
24.108 
62.599 
71,967 
12,052 

18,300 

38.768 

18,300 

38,768 

+3.500 
-339,843 
+14,660 
-62.599 
-71,967 
-12,052 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request
 

Subtotal, 2035 accelerated completions . 525,369 57,068 57,068 -468,301 

Tank Farm activities: 
Rad liquid tank waste stabil. and disposition 
05-D-405, Salt waste processing facility 

Subtotal, Tank farm activities 
Emergency appropriations, P.L. 111-5 

D&D P and R area 
D&D M and D area 
D&D soil and groundwater sitewide 
TRU and sol id waste 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

546,250 527,138 
155,524 234,118 

----~-------- ------------­
701,774 761,256 

579,000 - -­
130,000 - -­
365,400 - -­
541,000 - -­

------------­ ------------­

527,138 
219,118 

-------------­
746,256 

- -­
- - ­
- -­
--­

-------------­

-19,112 
+63,594 

-------------­
+44,482 

-579,000 
-130,000 
-365,400 
-541,000 

-------------­

-15,000 
---.---------­

-15,000 

-------------­
Total, Savannah Ri ver site . 2,842,543 1,209,949 1,194,949 -1,647,594 -15,000 

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant: 
Operate WIPP 

Emergency appropri ati on, P. L. 111 -5 
Central Characterization Project 
Transportat ion 
Community and regulatory support 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

137,425 
172,375 
38,206 
28,170 
27,860 

144,902 

13,730 
33,851 
27,854 

154,902 

13,730 
33,851 
27,854 

+17,477 
-172,375 
-24,476 
+5,681 

-6 

+10,000 

Total, Waste Isolati on Pil ot Pl ant . 404,036 220,337 230,337 -173.699 +10,000 

Program direction 
Emergency appropri at ion, 

Program support 
P. L. 111 -5 

. 

. 

. 

309,807 
25,635 
33,930 

355,000 

34,000 

200,000 

34,000 

-109,807 
-25,635 

+70 

-155,000 



'"
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~. 

~ 
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....._----_..

,p.¢"...,.,0"'. ~ 

-4.9B4 
-2,100 
+2.669 

-19.700 

-24,115 

8,225 

41,468 

33,243 

294.966 +63,129 -32,989 
118,087 -4,396 
55,325 -66,846 

~W ____________ _____ • ________ ----- _________ 

468,378 -8,113 -32.989 
40,250 -49.653 -30,000 
21,940 +2,320 ---

148,766 -33,766 -28,000 
132,757 -65.673 

---~---------- ---.----------

41,468 

327,955 

. 

-146,772 -58.000401,713 

118.087 
55.325 

490,485 

442,265 
740,120 
145,780 
77,815 

228.520 

. 

. 

.. 

ns . 
anford . 

. 
ndwaterlvadose zone .. 

- 200 area .. 

. 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request Bill 

_--_ _---_ _-_.--------_._-----------_._--------

. . 

. 

..... 
-J 
-J 

_---~--------_ 

DEFENSE ·E~ONMENTALCLEANUP 

Closure SHes: ~ 
Closure sites administratio~)" 
Fernal d ::., 
~ia/ll1sburg :·'0, 

Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-~~~ 

Total, closure sites .........•.•..........'
 

Hanford Site: 
Nuclear facility D&O. river corridor closure proje 
Nuclear material stabilization & disposition PF~.. 
SNF stabilization and disposition 

SUbtotal. 2012 accelerated comple
 
Nuclear facility D&D - remainder 0
 
Richland community and regulator. support
 
Soil & water remediation - g
 
Solid waste stabilization disposition
 

Subtotal, 2035 
Emergencyappropr ions. P.L. 111-5: 

D&O ri ver co dor 
0&0 reM; er of Handford 
Soil groundwater RL-100 ..........•............ 
So and groundwater RL-1041 .......•.............. 

.U and solid waste 

CO~PARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND ~OUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

_--_ 

http:RL-100..........�
http:sites.........�.�


conPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNT5 RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

~ FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 

_ 
~ 

_.._--_._-~.-_._-_._-_ 
Enacted 

_._--_._. __ ._.-_._----_.­
Request Bill 

__ ._----_._----_ .. _-_ 
Enacted Request

_------------- .. _. __ .--_._-_. 

Total, Hanford Site .... ~........................ 2.601.476 903.080 812.Q91 -1.789.385 -90.989 

Idaho National Laboratory: 
SNF stabilization and disposition -~2 

Solid waste stabilization and dispositi 
. 14.334 

191.237 
14.768 

137,000 
39.768 

150.000 
+25,434 
-41,237 

+25,000 
+13,000 

Radioactive liquid tank waste stabilizatio 
and diSpOSition ~.. 46.025 95.800 87.732 +41,707 ·8.068 

06-0-401, Sodium bearing waste traatment project. 
Soil and water remediation· 2012 

~ 

" 
66.700 
99.465 

83.700 
71.000 

83.700 
99.000 

·3.000 
-465 

... 
+28,000 

Nuclear facility 0&0........... 
Idaho community and regulatory support.............. 

O&D (Emergency appropriation. P.L. 111-5)......... 

~4.133 
.867 

217. 5 
3,900 

10,900 
3,900 

-23,233 
+33 

-217,875 

+10,900 
.. ­ t-' 

-1 
00 

TR~.~~d1~~~~~.~~~~.~~~~~~~~~~.~~~~~~~~~~~~~:..... 130.000 ~. .._ ·130,000 
Soil and groundwater (Emergency appropriation. 

P.L. 111-5)..................................... 120.000 
~ 

,- ­ -120,000 

Total. Idaho National Laboratory -- ­ ..;~;:~;~- .-.--~~~:;~.~;;:~~~ -_.=~~~:~;~. +68,832 

NNSA:. """,
Lawrence Livermore Natlonal Laboratory.............. --- 910 ~.ll10 +910 
NNSA Service CenterlSPRU. 19,443 17.938 17.§~ ·1,505 
Nevada :....... 75,674 65,674 65.674. -10,000 
Nevada soil and groundwater (Emergency approp'riation ",. 

P.L. 111.5) ...............•....................... 44,325 
California site support . 238 238 
Sandia National Laboratories . 3.000 2.864 2.664 
Los Alamoa Nat i ona1 Laboratory .. 222,734 189.000 189.000 
D&D acceleration (Emergency appropriation. 

''''
 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. 8ill VS. 
~___ Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

_. --:~~ ~- 1S-' ~~~ ~ ~~~ ~~~~ ~ ~ ~~ ~~~: ~ ~ ~ ~::: ~ ~~ ~~: ~: ~ ~ ~~~ -- '- --~ ~:~:::' --" -.----~~~ ---------.--~ ~~ -_.----~~~: ~::~~::":~~~.~-
Soil and gro dWater (Emergency appropriation, 

P.L. 111-5).. 18,800
 
SPRU recovery acc project (Emergency appropriation,
 

P.L. 111·5) , 31,115 '-- ~. -31.775 

Total, NNSA sites and'~a off-sites , . 593,951 ·317 ,327 

oa~U~~~~~gR;~~~~~~~~~~ '" .11 ~ ......•.....•..• 38,900 .19,100 
Nucl.ear faci li ty D&O ORNL. ", .. 48.900 -15,925 +10.000 t-' 

-.:lNuclear faCility D&O Y·12 ~~ . 73.000 +24,608 +39,000 -0
Nuclear facility D&o, E. Tenn. Technology ~!k . 100 -5 
OR. reservati on coa.unit~ &regula~ory suppor~.~~... .~ 8.100 6,253 +153 
5011 and water remediatl0n • OffSltes .. ~~•. ~ 1,230 -1,230 
Solid waste stabilization and disposition - 2012 .. :", 84,183 35,615 35,615 -48.568 
Emergency appropriations, P:L. 111,5: . ,.~ 

0&0 Y·12 footprint reductl0n.. ..•...... .. 3~~~000 ·327,000 
0100RNL footprint reduction ~. 151,~ .151,110 

-80,000fRU and soli d waste :"7" _~~ :~~~ "" ~~~ _ . _.. __ _ 
Total, Oak Ridge Reserv~~~..................... 820,945 t53,788 202,768 .618,177 +49,000
 

Office of River protect~; ~ 
Waste treatment ~~~b1·iization plant '" 
01-D'1~LOaCtiVity waste facility... 160,000 100,000 "t,OO,OOO -60,000 
01-0-i6B alytical laboratory.................... 65,000 55,000 5~00 -10,000
 
01-0;; Balance of facilities.................... 75,000 50,000 35,OOCl -40,000 -15,000
 

)~1AI.16D High-level waste facility................ 125,000 160,000 124,168 "'~ ·832 -35,832
 

/ ~, 
..,/../ 

" 

'. 



AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOKKENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

Tank Farm activities: 

----_ -.. --_ --­
01 -D·16E Pretreatment fat>tlitv .....• , . . .. . . . . .. . . . . 

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 

(Amounts in thousands) , 

FY 2009 FY 201 0 B11 1 vs . Bi l.1"y.s-.-'··" 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted .~Request 

-----.._. --.--_. -" ----'" --.-- -..-.--.--." -----~/::~;,;,,.."!': -.-- ­
265,000 325.000 285,000 . y',t.20.000 -40,000 

-- .. -------_ _ _.. - --- .. _._-----. ~~~.-------- .._-------._-_. 
690.000 690.000 599,~~' ·90,832 ·90,832 

"",/' 

Rad liquid tank waste stabil. and diSPO~~"'" 319,943 408,000~~~408,OOO +88,057
 
Tank infrastructure (Emergency appropriation, ,/


P.L.11'-5) " , .. 326.035 /'-_. -326.035
 

SUbtotal, Tank Farm activ1t1es , ...•..... '~~'5~976';;;r~~8~~~~' "'--';~6~~~~' -""=;;7~;;8' .----.. ---.- .. ...../ 00 oTotal, Office of River Protection , ---;:;j~:s7~-·;:098~~~O- ----;~O~7:;68· --"-=;;8:6;~' ------=90~8;;-
y/ ,. 

Savannah Ri ver si te: J".7 .........,'. 
Nuclear material stabilization and disposition~/Y ........
 

Nuclear material stabilization and dispositto~... ..- 385,310'",- 385,310 +385,310
 
Construction: ,-// '~".
 

08·D·414 Project engineering and dlll',i'gn "'-... 
plutonium preparation faCil1y",''VL............ _.. 6.315 6,3'1'5" +6,315 

,c' . --.-------.- •••---- ••••••••• -.--.- •• ---- ~---.-----•• -.- •••• -.-.- ­
Subtotal, 2012 acceleratE\JH:ompletions.......... -.- 391,625 391.625 

/:/ 

SR community and regul~tory support . 14,800 18.300 18,300
 
Nuclear material stabilization and disposition .. 339.843 '" .. ,
 
.Spent nuclear fueT stabilization and disposition . 24,108 38.768 38.768
 
Solid waste st~bilization and dispOsition., . 62,599 '~ .. ­
Soil 'and ~ater remediation , , . 71,967 '- .. -­

'.Nu/rfacility 0&0 , . 12,052 

_.//. 

~91,625 

http:���----���������-.--.-��----~---.-----��-.-����


CO"PARATIVE STATEltENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AKOUNTS RECO""ENDED IN THE BIll FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 , Bill vs. Bill vs-._-­
Enacted Request Bill Enacted ~~st 

........_--._--------.-.,------ ... -----.-------------------------------------------_.------------.--------------~~---------.---

SUbtotal. 2035 accelerated completions . 525.369 57,068 

Tank Farm activities: ~
 

Rad liquid tank waste stab11. anEld~sposition..... 546,250 -19,112
 
05·D·405, Salt waste processing f~~tY. 155.524 +63,594 ·15.000
 

Subtotal, Tank farm activities ~......... 701,774 748,256 +44,482 ·15,000
 
Emergency appropriations, P.L. 111·5 ~
 

O&D P and R area ~",..
 ....D&D It and D area ~ ex>
D&D soil and groundwater s1tewide ~ .... 
TRU and solid waste............................... . . ,000 '" .,. ·541,000 

-.~ - .. - - -••••..•.....•.•..•.•.•...•• -.---­
Total. Savannah River site . 2.842,~, 1,209,949 1,194,949 ·1,647.594 -15,000 

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant: 
Operate WIPP ' . 137,425 ~~~'902 154,902 +17.477 +10.000 

Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111~ . 172.375 ~.. .•• ·172,375

Central Characterization Project .. , . 38,208 13,73 13,730 ·24,478
 
Transportation ';.;-r.": . 28,170 33.851 33,851 +5.681
 
Commun1ty and r~gUlatory~port . 27,860 27,854', 27,854 ·6
 

. ------------ ------------- ---_._~------- -_._----_._--- _._---._.----­
Total, Waste ISO~t.i.On Pi lot Plant . 404.036 220,337 2~ ·173,699 +10.000 

Program di rect1~ ' . 309.807 355,000 330,000~ +20,193 ·25,000 
Emergency ~ropriation, P.L. 111·5 . 25,835 -.- ••• ", -25.635 

pr7pport . 33,930 34,000 34,000 "". +70 
',."., 

" 
~ 

~'\> 

579,000 /' •. , ••. ·579.000 
13~.000 .,. ••. ·130.000 
365 0 ••• .., -365.400 

http:����..�.....�.�..�.�.�...��


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(A~ounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 8ill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

Safeguards and Security: 
Waste Isolat1on Pilot Project . 5,124 4,644 4.644 ·480 
Oak Ri dge Reservati on . 27.020 32,400 32.400 +5,380 
West Vall ey ........................•..•......•...... 1.400 1,859 1,859 +459 
Paducah ..............................•.............. 8.196 8,190 8.190 -6 
Richland/Hanford Site , . 79.765 82,771 82.771 +3.006 
Savannah Rl ver Slte ........•........•.•............. 134.336 132.064 132,064 -2,272 
Portslllouth ..... ; •.............•..................... 4,500 17 .509 17 .509 +13,009 

--_ .. ~._---.- ------------- -----_._------ ._----.--.---- -------------. I-' 

Total. Safeguards and Securi ty .•.•................ 260.341 279,437 279.437 +19,096 -'- 00 
N 

Technology development . 32.320 55,000 35.000 +2,680 -20,000 
Uranium enrichment OlD fund contribution . 463,000 463,000 463,000 
ARRA defense unallocated (Emergency appropriation. 

P.L. 111·5) .••••.............•..•..•............. '" 34,270 --- _.. -34,270
 
---------.--- ------------- -------------- -------------- -------------­

SUBTOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAN UP . 10.767.451 5.495.631 5,381.842 -5.385,609 -113,989 
============= ======:;===== ============== ============== ============== 

Congress; onall y di racted proj ects . 17 ,908 -17 .908 
Use of prior year balances . -1 .109 +1.109 

TOTAL. DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAN UP . 10.784.250 5,495.831 5,381,842 -5,402,408 ·113.989 
Appropr; at; ons ........•.•....................• (5.657.250) (5,495,831) (5,381.842) (-275,408) (.113.989) 
Emergency appropriations . (5.127.000) (-5,127.000) 

=========;=== ====~==~===== =======:====:= =====~======== =============: 

http:Appropr;at;ons........�.�
http:����.............�..�..�
http:Portslllouth.....;�.............�
http:Slte........�........�.�
http:Paducah..............................�
http:ey........................�..�......�


-------------- --------------

-------- ------------- -------------- --------------

CO~PARATIVE STATEKENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNTS RECO~MENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 .
 
Enacted Request Bill
 

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES 

Health, safety and security: 
Health, safety and security . 346.874 337,757 337.757 
Program d1 rect i on .....................•.......••.... 99.597 112,125 112,125 

--_.-._._---- -----------.- -------------­
Total. Health, safety and security•....•........ 446,471 449,882 449,882
 

Office of Legacy Hanagement: 
Legacy management ..........•...........•......•..... 174,397 177,618 177,618 
Program di rection . 11.584 12,184 12.184 

Total. Office of Legacy "anagement . 185.981 189,802 189,802 

Defense-related activities: 
Infrastructure: 

Idaho s1tewide safeguards and security•......•.... 78,811 
INL 1nfrastructure 0&11 ...........•..•••...•....... 83,358 83,358 

Total, Total, Defense-related activities .....•.... 78,811 83,358 83,358 

Nuclear energy: 
Hixed oX1de fuel fabricat10n facility: 

Operations and lIa1ntenance , •.......•..... 19,200 84,296 
Construction and other project costs: 

99-D-143 HOX fuel fabrication faci11ty .....•..•• 467,808 504,238 

Subtotal, M1xed oxide fuel fabrication fac111ty. 487,008 588,534 

B111 \IS. 

Enacted 

-9,117 
+12,528 

+3.411 

+3,221 
+600 

+3,821 

-78,811 
+83,358 

+4,547 

+65.096 

+36,430 

+101,526 

B111 \IS.
 

Request
 

--- to-' 

--- 00 

-------------- C.:l 

+84,296 

+504,238 

+588.534 

http:�.......�
http:activities.....�
http:security�......�
http:management..........�...........�......�
http:security�....�
http:d1rection.....................�.......��


COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUHTS RECOHHENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

Waste solidification building:
 
Operat10ns and maintenance .............•...•.•.••. 7,000 +7,000 +7,000
 
Construction and other project costs:
 

99-0-141-02 Waste solidification building . 70,000 +70,000 +70,000 

Subtotal, Waste solidification building ......•.. 77.000 +77,000 +77 ,000 

-- .. _-------- .-.---------- .------------- -------------. --------------
Totel, Nuclear energy ..........................•.. 487,008 .-- 665,534 +178,526 +665,534
 

t-'
Defense releted admin1stratlve support ..........•..•.. 108,190 122,982 120.982 +12,792 -2,000 00
 
Office of hear1ngs and appeals ........................ 6,603 6.444 6,444 -159 --- ....
 

---._-------- -.---------- .. --.---.------ -------------­-------~------

Subtotal, Other Defense Activities ........•..•.•.• 1,313,064 852,468 1,516,002 +202,938 +663.534
 
============= ====~======== ============== =====c======== ~============= 

Congressionally directed projects .............•....... 999 2,000 +1,001 +2,000
 

TOTAL. OTHER OEFENSE ACTIVITIES ........•.......... 1,314,063 652,468 1,518,002 +203,939 +665,534
 

DEFENSE NUClEAR WASTE DISPOSAL .. 143,000 98,400 98,400 .44,600 
============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 

TOTAL. ATOHIC ENERGY OEFENSE ACTIVITIES .........•. 21,370,907 16,391.726 . 16,213,306 -5,157,601 -178,420 
Approprl at1ons .. (16.243,907 ) (16.391.726) (16,213,306) (-30,601) (-178,(20) 
Elllergency appropriat1ons . (5,127,000) (-5.127,000) 

============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 

http:ACTIVITIES.........�
http:projects.............�
http:support..........�..�
http:building......�


-------------

COHPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS ANO ~OUNTS RECOHHENOEO IN THE BIll FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 
Enacted Request Bill 

Bill vs. B111 vs.
 
Enacted Request
 

--------------------._------------------------.--------._-------------_.-----------.-------------------------------------------~ 

POWER KARKETING ADHINISTRATIONS 

SOUTllEASTERN POWER ADIIINISTRATION 

Operation and maintenance: 
Purchase power and wheeling •......................
 
Program direction................•.....•..........
 

Subtotal. Operation and maintenance .......•..•..
 

Less alternative financing (PPW) ...............•...•
 
Offsetti ng collections . 
Cost of implementing reclassification of receipts . 

TOTAL. SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADHINISTAATION •...••...• 

SOUTllWESTERN POWER ADHINISTRATION 

Operation and maintenance: 
Operat i ng expenses .........•.•......••.........••• 
Purchase power and wheeling•••..••................ 
Program d1 recti on . 
Constructi on . 

Subtotal, Operation and maintenance . 

less alternative financing (for program direction) .. 

63,522 
7.420 

70.942 

-i4.002 
-49,520 

7.420 
==~========== 

12.865 
46,000 
24,330 

5.991 
. -----------­

89.166 

-2.200 

85,228 85,228 +2i.706
 
7,638 7,638 +2i8
 

._--------.-- ----------.--- ._---.-------- -------._._--­
92.866 92.866 +2i ,924 I-' 

00 

-14,422 -14.422 -420 
01 

-78,444 -76,444 -28.924 
7.636 7,638 +7,638 

7.638 7.638 +2i8 
~===%======== ======~:=:==== =======:~===== =========::~~= 

12.775 12.775 ·90
 
48,000 48.000 +2,000
 
28.i53 28.153 +3,823
 
6,016 6.016 +25 

------------- -------------- .------------- ------------~~ 

94.944 94,944 +5,758 

-- - _. - +2.200 

http:expenses.........�.�......��
http:direction................�.....�


CO"PARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (DBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A"OUNTS RECO""ENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request 8ill 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

B111 Ys. 
Request 

less alternative financing (ofr OlK) .....•.......•.. 
less alternative financing (PPW) : . 
Less alternative financing (Const.) .. 
Less alternati ve fi nanc1 ng _. 
Offsetting collections . 
Cost of implementing reclassification of receipts . 

-9.381 
-11,000 

-3,191 

-35,000 
-12,000 
-69,868 
31,868 

-12,000 
-69.868 
31,868 

+9,381 
+11,000 

+3,191 
-12,000 
-34,668 
+31.868 

TOTAL, SOUTHWESTERN POWER AO"INISTRATION . 28,414 44,944 
:a=========== ===========4= 

44,944 
=============~ 

+16,530 
============== ========~====c 

WESTERN AREA POWER AD"lNISTRATION 
I-' 
00 
0) 

Operation and maintenance: 
Construct i on and rehabili tati on . 
Operation and mai ntenance ...............•......... 

Emergency appropriation, P.L. 111-5 . 
Purchase power and wheeling .. 
Prograll di recti on . 
Utah mitigation and conservation .......•.......... 

74,544 
52,365 
10,000 

600,960 
166.423 

7.342 

104,971 
57,159 

548,847 
180,756 

7.584 

104,971 
57,159 

548,847 
180,756 

7,584 

+30,427 
+4,794 

-10,000 
-52,113 
+14,333 

+242 

Subtotal, Operation and maintenance ...........•. 911,634 899,317 899.317 -12,317 

less alternative financing (for 0&") ...•.......•.... 
less alternative financing (for Const.) . 
Less alternative financing (for Program direction) .. 
less alternative financing (for PPW) . 
Less al ternati ve fi nanci ng ........••................ 
Offsetting collections (P.L. 108-477. P.L. 109-103). 
Offsetting collections (P.L. 98-381) ....•........... 

-15,499 
-47,663 
-15,800 

-197,842 

-403,116 
-3,366 

-288,920 
·349,807 

-3,879 

-288.920 
-349,807 

-3,879 

+15.499 
+47,663 
+15.800 

+197.842 
-288,920 
+53.311 

-513 



COKPARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECO""ENOED IN THE 8ILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bill 

8ill vs. 
Enacted 

8ill vs. 
Request 

Offsetting collections (for program direction) . 
Offsetting collections (for 0&") .....•.........•... , 
Cost of implementing reclassification of rece1pts •.. 

.1iO,492 
-37.036 
147,530 

-110.492 
-37,038 
147,530 

-110,492 
-37,038 

+147,530 

TOTAL. WESTERN AREA POWER AD"INISTRATION . 
Appropri ati ons .. 
Emergency appropriations .....•............•... 

228,346 
(218,346) 
(10.000) 

256,711 
(256,711 ) 

=~~=;======== ===;========: 

256,711 
(256.711) 

============== 

+26,365 
(+38,365) 
(-10,000) 

============== ============== 

FALCON AND A"ISTAD OPERATING AND MINTENANCE FUND 

Operation and maintenance .....•......•.. , ........•.. 
Offsetting collections." . 
Cost of implementing reclassification of receipts . 

2,959 2,568 
-2,348 
2,348 

2,568 
-2,348 
2,348 

-391 
-2.346 
+2,348 

,..... 
00 
-J 

.f 

TOTAL. FALCON AND A"ISTAD 0'" FUND .....•.......... 
============= 

2.959 
============= 

2,568 
====:========= 

2,568 
============c= 

-391 
=======:====== 

TOTAL. POWER HARKETING ADHINISTRATIONS .........•.. 
Appropriations . 
E..erge~cy appropriati ons , .•...........•.•.. 

============= 

267,139 
(257,139) 

(10,000) 
===:========: 

311,861 
(311.861) 

====:========= 

311.861 
(311,861) 

============== 

+44.722 
(+54,722) 
(.10,000) 

==_==========e 

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY CO""ISSION 

Federal energy regulatory cOlllmission 
FERC revenues •............•..•.........• , 

. 

. 
273.400 

-273.400 
298,000 

-298.000 
=======:===== ===========:= 

296,000 
-296.000 

====:========= 

+24,600 
-24,600 

============== ============== 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
~ BUDGET REQUESTS AND ~OUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 

---_ .. -._ _._. __ .------.--_._------- .._.­
Enacted -..........•.....­

Request 8111 
_.. _..-­ ..-.---------_ _.. _--_ 

Enacted 
-----.- .. __ 

Request 
_---­ ~ 

00 
00 

GRAND TOTAL, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGy .•.••............ 
(Total a.ount appropr1ated) ...•............... 
(Emergency appropriations) ........•...•....... 
(Deferrals) . 
(Advance appropr1 ati on) .......•.•............. 

73.452.001 
(26,793.001) 
(46,485.000) 

(149.000) 
(25,000) 

28.406,706 
(28,406,706) 

26.878,850 
(26,878,850) 

-46.573.151 
(+85.849) 

(-46.485,000) 
(-149.000) 

(-25.000) 

-1.527,856 
(-1.527,856) 

============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(A~ounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 B111 vs. 8111 vs. 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request 

SUMMARY OF ACCOUNTS 

Energy efflc1ency and renewable energy ................ 18,978,540 2.318,602 2,250,000 ·16.728.540 -68,602
 
Electreity delivery and energy rellabI11ty ............ 4.637,000 208.008 208.008 -4.428.992 --.
 
Nuel ear energy.......••............................... 79'2,000 761,634 812.000 +20.000 +50,366
 
Fossil Energy Research and Development ................ 4.276,320 617 .565 617,565 -3.658.755
 
Naval Petroleum &Oil Shale Reserves ..•............•.. 19.099 23.627 23.627 +4.528
 
Strategic petroleum reserves ....................... ~ .. 205.000 228,573 228,573 +23.573
 
Northeast ho~e heating oil reserve ................ : ... 9.800 11.300 11.300 +1.500
 
Energy Information AdIll1nistration ..................... 110.595 133.058 121.858 +11,263 -11.200 ......
 

00Non-defense env1ronmental clean up .......•............ 744,819 237.517 237,517 -507.302 .- - '0
 
Uran1u~ enrichment D&D fund ........................... 925,503 359.377 559.377 -366.126 +200.000
 
Science ..••..•....••..................•.•............. 6.372,636 4.941.682 4,943.587 -1.429.049 +1,905
 
Energy transformation acceleration fund ............•.. 400,000 10,000 _.. -400.000 -10.000
 
Nucl ear waste disposal ...................•...•......... 145.390 98.400 98,400 -46.990 -- ­
Innovat1ve tehcnology loan guerantee program.......... 6,465.000 1.500,000 -- - -6.465.000 .1.500,000
 
Advanced technology veh1cles manufacturing loan pglll ... 7,510.000 20.000 20.000 -7.490.000 .. ­
Depart~ental administratlon .......................... _ 272,643 302.071 289,684 +17 ,041 -12.387
 

Revenues ..................•.....•................. -117 ,317 ·119,740 -119.740 -2.423
 
_.. ---------- ------------- -------------- --.---------.- ------------.­

Total. Departmental ad.inistration ..•.•......... 155.326 182,331 169.944 +14.618 -12.387
 

Office of the Inspector General .........•............. 66.927 51,445 51.927 -15.000 +482
 

Atomic energy defense actiVities: 
Nationel Nuclear Security Administration:
 

Weapons acthit i es .......................... : ..... 6.380.000 6.384.431 6,320.000 -60,000 -64.431
 
Defense nuclear nonproliferat10n ......•......•.... 1,482.350 2.136.709 1 ,471.175 -11.175 -665,534
 
Nava1 reectors ...................•................ 828,054 1,003,133 1.003,133 +175.079
 

http:reectors...................�
http:nonproliferat10n......�......�
http:ad.inistration..�.�
http:Revenues..................�.....�
http:Science..��..�....��..................�.�
http:up.......�
http:�............�
http:energy.......��


-------------- --------------

COIIPARATIve STATEIIENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTl/ORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AII0UNTS RECOKIIENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request 

Office of the Administrator .....................•• 439,190 420,754 420,754 -18,436
 
--~._----_._- ------------- ---_.-----.- .. 

Subtotal, National Nuclear Security Admin . 9,129,594 9,945,027 9,215,062 +85,468 -729,965 

Defense enVironmental cleanup . 10,784.250 5,495,831 5,381.842 -5,402,408 -113,989
 
Other defense acti vit1es . 1.314,063 852,468 1,5i8,002 +203,939 +665.534
 
Defense nuclear waste disposal •.........••.••....... 143.000 98,400 98,400 -44,800
 

------------- -._.----_ ... - -------------- -------------. -------------­
Total, Atomic energy defense activities ..........• 21,370.907 16,391,726 16,2i3.306 -5,157,601 -178.420
 

to-' 
Power marketing administrations: 

0 
<:.0 

Southeastern Power Administration ......•..•......... 7,420 7.638 7,838 +218 
Southwestern Power Administration ...•..•.......•.... 28,414 44,944 44.944 +16,530 
Western Area Power Administration . 228,346 256.711 256,711 +28.365 
falcon and Amistad operating and maintenance fund . 2,959 2.568 2,568 -391 

--._-------.- ------------- -------------- _._----------.. ------------­
Total, Power marketing administrations ••..•.....•• 267,139 311,861 311.861 +44,722 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission: 
Salaries and expenses ..................•.•........•. 273,400 298,000 298,000 +24,600 
Revenues .......•....•............•....••... _ . -273,400 -298,000 -298,000 -24,600 

=========;=== ============= =;===c:======= =====~======== ============== 

Totel SUlllmery of Accounts, Department of Energy... 73,452,001 28,406,706 26,878,850 -46,573,151 -1,527,858 
============= ======~====== ============== =~~=~====~==== ============== 

FUNCTION RECAP: 
NON-DEFENSE....................................... 52,081,094 12.014,980 10,665.544 -41,415,550 -1,349,438 
DEFENSE ......•. _. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . 21 ,370,907 16.391,726 16,213,306 -5,157.601 -178,420 
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CO~PARATIVE STATE"ENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AHOUNTS RECOHHENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(A~ounts 1n thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request B111 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

Env1 ronmenta1 ~anageRlent 

OEFENSE RelATED 
NON-DEFENSE __ '" 

. 

. 

. 

(12.454.572) 
(10,784.250) 
(1.670.322) 

(6.092,725) 
(5,495,831) 

(596.894) 

(6,178,736) 
(5,381,842) 

(796.894) 

(-6.275,836) 
(-5.402,408) 

(-873,428) 

(+86.011) 
(-113,989) 
(+200,000) 

t-' 
to 
t-' 

Nuclear waste di sposa1.......................•........ 
OEFENSE RELATED . 
NON -DEFENSE..•................•..•.......•........ 

(288.390) 
(143.000) 
(145.390) 

(198,800) 
(98.400) 
(98,400) 

(196,800) 
(98.400) 
(98.400) 

(-91.590) 
(-44.600) 
(·46.990) 
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GENERAL PROVISIONS 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Unfunded Requests for Proposals.-Section 301 provides that 
none of the funds in this Act may be used to initiate requests for 
proposals or other solicitations or expressions of interest for new 
programs that have not yet been presented to Congress in the an­
nual budget submission, and that have not yet been approved and 
funded by Congress. 

Section 3161 Assistance.-Section 302 prohibits the use of funds 
for workforce restructuring or enhanced severance payments under 
the worker and community transition program under section 4604 
of the Atomic Energy Defense Act. 

Unexpended Balances.-Section 303 permits the transfer and 
merger of unexpended balances of prior appropriations with appro­
priation accounts established in this bill. 

Bonneville Power Administration Service Territory.-Section 304 
provides that none of the funds in this or any other Act may be 
used by the Administrator of the Bonneville Power Administration 
to perform energy efficiency services outside the legally defined 
Bonneville service territory unless the Administrator certifies in 
advance that such services are not available from private sector 
businesses. 

User Facilities.-Section 305 establishes certain notice and com­
petition requirements with respect to the involvement of univer­
sities in Department of Energy user facilities. A similar provision 
was included in the Energy and Water Development Appropria­
tions Act, 2005. The detailed guidance on the application of this 
provision was provided in House Report 107-681 and continues to 
apply. 

Intelligence Activities.-Section 306 authorizes intelligence activi­
ties of the Department of Energy for purposes of section 504 of the 
National Security Act of 1947 during fiscal year 2010 until the en­
actment of the Intelligence Authorization Act for fiscal year 2010. 

Laboratory Directed Research and Development.-Section 307 
provides for authorization of Laboratory Directed Research and De­
velopment (LDRD), Site Directed Research and Development, and 
Plant Directed Research and Development (PDRD) activities. 

Limited Transfer Authority for Pensions.-Section 308 provides 
the Secretary of Energy limited transfer authority to address pen­
sion requirements. 

Congressional Notification.-Section 309 provides congressional 
notification requirements for the award or public announcement of 
grant allocations, discretionary grant or contract awards, or other 
transaction agreement. 

Wage Rate Requirements.-Section 310 provides wage rate guid­
ance for the Title XVII Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Pro­
gram. 

Bonneville Power Administration Fund.-Section 311 provides di­
rection regarding Treasury accounting procedures. 

1'­



Advanced Technology Vehicle Manufacturing Loan Program.-Section 312 expands the 
eligibility criteria for the Advanced Technology Vehicle Manufacturing Loan Program. 
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TITLE IV
 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
 

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION
 

Appropriation, 2009 . $75,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 , . 76,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 76,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +1,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Appalachian Regional Commission (ARC) is a regional eco­
nomic development agency established in 1965. It is comprised of 
the governors of the thirteen Appalachian States and has a federal 
co-chairman appointed by the President. For fiscal year 2010, the 
budget request includes $76,000,000, of which $63,800,000 is for 
area development; $6,200,000 is for local development districts and 
technical assistance; and $6,000,000 is for salaries and expenses. 

The ARC budget justification indicates that it targets fifty per­
cent of its funds to distressed counties or distressed areas in the 
Appalachian region. The Committee believes this should be the pri­
mary focus of the ARC. 

The Committee recommendation for the ARC is $76,000,000, 
$1,000,000 above 2009 enacted levels and the same as the budget 
request. 

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriation, 2009 . $25,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 26,086,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 26,086,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +1,086,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

The Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board (DNFSB) was cre­
ated by the fiscal year 1989 National Defense Authorization Act. 
The Board, composed of five members appointed by the President, 
provides advice and recommendations to the Secretary of Energy 
regarding public health and safety issues at the Department's de­
fense nuclear facilities. The Board is responsible for reviewing and 
evaluating the content and implementation of the standards relat­
ing to the design, construction, operation, and decommissioning of 
defense nuclear facilities of the Department of Energy. 

The Committee recommendation for fiscal year 2010 is 
$26,086,000, $1,086,000 above 2009 enacted levels and the same as 
the budget request. 

DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

. Appropriation, 2009 . $13,000,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 13,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 13,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 
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The Delta Regional Authority (DRA) is a federal-state partner­
ship serving a 252-county/parish area in an eight-state region. Led 
by a federal co-chairman and the governors of each participating 
state, the DRA is designed to remedy severe and chronic economic 
distress by stimulating economic development and fostering part ­
nerships that will have a positive impact on the region's economy. 
The DRA seeks to help economically distressed communities lever­
age other federal and state programs, which are focused on basic 
infrastructure development and transportation improvements, busi­
ness development, and job training services. Under federal law, at 
least 75 percent of funds must be invested in distressed counties 
and parishes and pockets of poverty, with 50 percent of the funds 
earmarked for transportation and basic infrastructure improve­
ments. 

For fiscal year 2010, the Committee recommends $13,000,000, 
the same as 2009 enacted levels and the same as the budget re­
quest. 

DENALI COMMISSION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $11,800,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 11,965,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 11,965,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +165,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

Introduced by Congress in 1998, the Denali Commission is a fed­
eral-state partnership designed to provide critical utilities, infra­
structure, and economic support throughout Alaska. For fiscal year 
2010, the Committee recommends $11,965,000 for the costs of the 
Commission's operations, $165,000 above 2009 enacted levels and 
the same as the budget request. 

NORTHERN BORDER REGIONAL COMMISSION 

Appropriation, 2009 .
 
Budget estimate, 2010 .
 
Recommended, 2010 $500,000
 
Comparison:
 

Appropriation, 2009 +500,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 +500,000 

The Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (HR 2419) au­
thorizes the establishment of a Northern Border Regional Commis­
sion to address the economic development needs of portions of the 
four-state region of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and New 
York. 

The Committee recommends $500,000 for a preliminary study to 
assess the needs and assets of the region as well as analyze the 
possible economic benefits associated with the establishment of a 
new regional commission. Given constrained budgets, the Com­
mittee is concerned with the prospects of initiating new regional 
commissions. This funding is intended to provide a technical anal­
ysis of the benefits that might accrue from additional investment 
in this region. 
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SOUTHEAST CRESCENT REGIONAL COMMISSION 

Appropriation, 2009 .
 
Budget estimate, 2010 .
 
Recommended, 2010 $500,000
 
Comparison:
 

Appropriation, 2009 +500,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 +500,000 

The Food, Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008 (H.R. 2419) au­
thorizes the establishment of a Southeast Crescent Regional Com­
mission to address the economic development needs of portions of 
the southeastern United States not already served by a regional de­
velopment agency. 

The Committee recommends $500,000 for a preliminary study to 
assess the needs and assets of the region as well as analyze the 
possible economic benefits associated with the establishment of a 
new regional commission. Given constrained budgets, the Com­
mittee is concerned with the prospects of initiating new regional 
commissions. This funding is intended to provide a technical anal­
ysis of the benefits that might accrue from additional investment 
in this region. 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

GROSS APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $1,034,656,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 1,061,000,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 1,061,000,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +26,344.000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

REVENUES 

Appropriation, 2009 . - $860,857,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . - 878,102,000 
Recommended, 2010 . - 878,102.000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . -17,245,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

NET APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $173,799,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 182,898,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 182,898,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . +9,099,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Committee recommendation for the Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) salaries and expenses for fiscal year 2010 is 
$1,061,000,000, the same as the budget request. The total amount 
of budget authority is offset by estimated revenues of $878,102,000, 
resulting in a net appropriation of $182,898,000. The recommenda­
tion includes $56,000,000, the same as the request, to support the 
NRC's review of the Department of Energy's licensing application 
to construct and operate a permanent geologic repository at Yucca 
Mountain for spent nuclear fuel and high-level waste. 

Next Generation Nuclear Plant Licensing.-The Next Generation 
Nuclear Plant is a priority for the Committee. The Committee en­
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courages the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to continue engaging 
the Department of Energy on the Next Generation Nuclear Plant, 
so that technical issues involved in licensing can be identified and 
resolved as early as possible in the design process, before signifi­
cant federal funds are expended on facility construction. 

Reports.-The Committee directs the Commission to continue to 
provide quarterly reports on the status of its licensing and other 
regulatory activities. The Committee has been very supportive of 
the Commission in recent years and recognizes the important role 
the NRC performs in the future of nuclear energy. 

The Committee notes that the NRC has recently begun to pro­
vide international training and support for radiological regulations, 
work which the NNSA's Global Threat Reduction Initiative (GTRI) 
has ongoing. In particular, the Committee is concerned that the 
NRC may be providing physical protection recommendations that 
are less stringent than those recommended by the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. The Committee directs the NRC and NNSA 
to prepare a joint report explaining each program, identifying po­
tential gaps, overlaps or conflicts, and describing how those issues 
will be resolved. This report shall also include an explanation of 
the physical protection standards recommended by each program, 
and an explanation of any difference between those standards and 
those required by the IAEA. 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

GROSS APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $10,860,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 10,102,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 10,102,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. -758,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

REVENUES 

Appropriation, 2009 :. -$9,774,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. -9,092,000 
Recommended, 2010 . -9,092,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 .. +682,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

NET APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . $1,086,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 1,010,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 1,010,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 . -76,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $10,102,000, the 
same as the budget request. Given the formula for fee recovery, the 
revenue estimate is $9,092,000, resulting in a "Ilet appropriation for 
the NRC Inspector General of $1,010,000. 
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NUCLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD
 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 
Recommended, 2010 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 
Budget estimate, 2010 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 
+80,000 

$3,811,000 
3,891,000 
3,891,000 

The Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board was established by 
the 1987 amendments to the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 to 
provide independent technical oversight of the Department of Ener­
gy's nuclear waste disposal program. The Committee sees the Nu­
clear Waste Technical Review Board as having a continuing inde­
pendent oversight role, as is specified in Section 503 of the Nuclear 
Waste Policy Act of 1982, as amended, as the Department begins 
to focus on the packaging and transportation of high-level radio­
active waste and spent nuclear fuel. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,891,000 for 
the Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board in fiscal year 2010, 
$80,000 more than 2009 enacted levels and the same as the budget 
request. 

OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL COORDINATOR FOR ALASKA NATURAL GAS 
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS 

Appropriation, 2009 . $4,400,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 4,466,000 
Recommended, 2010 . 4,466,000 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009 +66,000 
Budget estimate, 2010 .. 

The Office of the Federal Coordinator for Alaska Natural Gas 
Transportation Projects was established as an independent agency 
in the Executive Branch on December 13, 2006, pursuant to the 
Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline Act of 2004. The Federal Coordinator 
is responsible for coordinating all federal activities for an Alaska 
natural gas transportation project, including joint surveillance and 
monitoring with the State of Alaska of construction of a project. An 
Alaska natural gas transportation project could deliver significant 
natural gas supply to the U.S. lower 48 states. Action by the State 
of Alaska in reaching agreement with potential project owners as 
to fiscal terms is necessary before project development can move 
forward. 

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,466,000 to 
support the activities of this office in fiscal year 2010, $66,000 
above 2009 enacted levels and the same as the budget request. 
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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY 

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 

GROSS APPROPRIATION 

Appropriation, 2009 . 
Budget estimate, 2010 . 
Recommended, 2010 . 
Comparison: 

Appropriation, 2009
 
Budget estimate, 2010 , .
 

OFFSET FROM TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND 

Appropriation, 2009 ~------1 <>c~<J9 
Budget estimate, 2010 - $19,000,000
 
Recommended, 2010 ,
 
Comparison: . (-< t )'


Appropria~on, 2009 ~- -- ;,,~ (4,'.".}!<.;:;,) 

T::d~:::;::'e2~~Oc~~~~·~d~~~·~~··d·~~~··~~~··i~·~i~d~ th~ 
tration proposal to establish a Congressionally funded Office of In- + 
spector General to oversee the Tennessee Valley Authority. In re­
cent years, the TVA has funded the requests of the TVA-IG office 
out of power revenues and receipts. This process has worked well 
and the Committee sees no compelling reason to change that mech­
anism for financing the TVA-IG. 

Reports.-The Committee directs the Inspector General to for­
ward copies of all audit and inspection reports to the Committee 
immediately after they are issued, and immediately make the Com­
mittee aware of any review that recommends cancellation of, or 
modification to, any major acquisition project or grant, or which 
recommends significant budgetary savings. The Inspector General 
is also directed to withhold from public distribution for a period of 
15 days any final audit or investigation report that was requested 
by the House Committee on App~riations. _ _-- :Ln~t­

TITLE V 
198CL. 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

The Committee recommendation includes several general provi­
sions pertaining to specific programs and activities funded in the 
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act. 

Prohibition on lobbying.-The bill includes a provision that none 
of the funds appropriated in this Act may be used in any way, di­
rectly or indirectly, to influence congressional action on any legisla­
tion or appropriation matters pending before Congress, other than 
to communicate to Members of Congress as described in section 
1913 of Title 18, United States Code. 

Delta Regional Authority.-The bill includes language regarding 
the voting structure of the Delta Regional Authority. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT\.REQUIREMENTS 

The following items are included in accordance with various re­
quirements of the Rules of the House of Representatives. 



GENERAL PROVISIONS 

INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission Reporting Requirement.-Section 401 requires a report 
on streamlining the regulatory process for Combined Construction and Operating Licenses for 
qualified reactors. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 

Clause 3(d)(1) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of Rep­
resentatives states that: 

Each report of a committee on a public bill or public 
joint resolution shall contain the following: (1) A statement 
citing the specific powers granted to Congress in the Con­
stitution to enact the law proposed by the bill or joint reso­
lution. 

The Committee on Appropriations bases its authority to report 
this legislation from Clause 7 of Section 9 of Article I of the Con­
stitution of the United States of America which states: 

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in con­
sequence of Appropriations made by law. Appropriations 
contained in this Act are made pursuant to this specific 
power granted by the Constitution. 

STATEMENT OF GENERAL PERFORMANCE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(4) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, the following is a statement of general perform­
ance goals and objectives for which this measure authorizes fund­
ing: 

The Committee on Appropriations considers program perform­
ance, including a program's success in developing and attaining 
outcome-related goals and objectives, in developing funding rec­
ommendations. 

TRANSFER OF FUNDS 

Pursuant to clause 3(£)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, the following is submitted describing the trans­
fer of funds provided in the accompanying bill. 

TITLE I-CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Under 'Construction', $1,500,000 previously appropriated in Divi­
sion C, Title I of the Omnibus Appropriations Act, 2009 (Pub. L. 
111-8; 123 Stat. 601-609) is transferred to the Investigations ac­
count to be applied, as originally intended, to the cost of carrying 
out the Seven Oaks Water Conservation Study, California. 

TITLE II-BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

Under ''Water and Related Resources", $53,240,000 is available 
for transfer to the Upper Colorado River Basin Fund and 
$17,936,000 is available for transfer to the Lower Colorado River 
Basin Development Fund. Such funds as may be necessary may be 
advanced to the Colorado River Dam Fund. The amounts of trans­
fers may be increased or decreased within the overall appropriation 
under the heading. 

Under "California Bay Delta Restoration" such sums as may be 
necessary to carry out authorized purposes may be transferred to 
appropriate accounts of other participating Federal agencies. 
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TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Under "Science" $15,000,000 previously appropriated in the 
Science account for the Advanced Research Proje<;ts Agency-En­
ergy is transferred to the Advanced Research Projects Agency-En­
ergy. 

Under "Office of the Administrator" $10,000,000 previously ap­
propriated for cleanup efforts at Argonne National Lab is trans­
ferred to Non-Defense Environmental Cleanup. 

Under "Defense Environmental Cleanup" $463,000,000 shall be 
transferred to the "Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and De­
commissioning Fund". 

Under Section 304, "General Provision-Department of Energy", 
unexpended balances of prior appropriations provided for activities 
in this Act may be transferred to appropriation accounts for such 
activities established pursuant to this title. Balances so transferred 
may be merged with funds in the applicable established accounts 
and tafter may be accounted for as one fund for the same time pe­
riod as originally enacted. 

CHANGES IN THE APPLICATION OF EXISTING LAW 

Pursuant to clause 3(f)(1)(A) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, the following statements are submitted 
describing the effect of provisions in the accompanying bill which 
directly or indirectly change the application of existing law. 

TITLE I-CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Inves­
tigations, providing for detailed studies and plans and specifica­
tions of projects prior to construction. 

Language has been included under the Corps of Engineers, Con­
struction, providing for detailed studies and plans and specifica­
tions to be conducted for projects authorized or made eligible for se­
lection by law. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Construc­
tion, permitting the use of funds from the Inland Waterways Trust 
Fund and the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Mis­
sissippi River and Tributaries, permitting the use of funds from the 
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund. 

Language has been included under the Corps of Engineers, Oper­
ation and Maintenance, stating that funds can be used for: the op­
eration, maintenance, and care of existing river and harbor, flood 
and storm damage reduction, aquatic ecosystem restoration, and 
related projects authorized by law; providing security for infra­
structure owned or operated by the Corps, including administrative 
buildings and laboratories; maintaining authorized harbor channels 
provided by a State, municipality, or other public agency that serve 
essential navigation needs of general commerce; surveying and 
charting northern and northwestern lakes and connecting waters; 
clearing and straightening channels; and removing obstructions to 
navigation. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Oper­
ation and Maintenance, permitting the use of funds from the Har­
bor Maintenance Trust Fund; providing for the use of funds from 
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a special account for resource protection, research, interpretation, 
and maintenance activities at outdoor recreation areas; and allow­
ing use of funds to cover the cost of operation and maintenance of 
dredged material disposal facilities for which fees have been col­
lected. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex­
penses, regarding support of the Humphreys Engineer Support 
Center Activity, the Institute for Water Resources, the Engineer 
Research and Development Center, and headquarters support func­
tions at the Finance Center. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex­
penses, providing that funds are available for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex­
penses, prohibiting the use of other funds in Title I of this Act for 
the activities funded in Expenses. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex­
penses, permitting any Flood Control and Coastal Emergency ap­
propriation to be used to "fund the supervision and general adminis­
tration of emergency operations, repairs, and other activities in re­
sponse to any flood, hurricane or other natural disaster. 

Language has been included to provide for funding for the Office 
of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works). 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Adminis­
trative Provisions, providing for the purchase and hire of motor ve­
hicles. . 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General 
Provisions, Section 102, prohibiting the use of funds provided 
under this Act or previous Acts for implementation of A-76 studies. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General 
Provisions, Section 103, prohibiting the execution of any contract 
for a program, project or activity that commits funds in excess of 
the amount appropriated (to include funds reprogrammed under 
Section 101) that remains unobligated. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General 
Provisions, Section 104 prohibiting the award of a continuing con­
tract for any project funded out of the Inland Waterway Trust 
Fund. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General 
Provisions, Section 105 modifying the project for navigation, Two 
Harbors, Minnesota relating to the provision of non-Federal inter­
est credit for planning, design and construction work performed 
prior to execution of the project agreement. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General 
Provisions, Section 106, amending the amount authorized for 
Northern Wisconsin Environmental Assistance program. 

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General 
Provisions, Section 107, directing the Secretary to expedite the 
flood damage reduction project for the Town of Martin, Kentucky. 

" TITLE II-DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, 
Water and Related Resources providing that funds are available for 
fulfilling Federal responsibilities to Native Americans and for 



Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General Provisions, Section 108, 
amending the project authorization for the White River Minimum Flow, AR. 
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grants to and cooperative agreements with State and local govern­
ments and Indian tribes. 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, 
Water and Related Resources, allowing fund transfers within the 
overall appropriation to the Upper Colorado River Basin Fund and 
the Lower Colorado River Basin Development Fund; and providing 
that such sums as necessary may be advanced to the Colorado 
River Dam Fund, funds may be used for work carried out by the 
Youth Conservation Corps; and transfers may be increased or de­
creased within the overall appropriation. 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, 
Water and Related Resources providing for funds to be derived 
from the Reclamation Fund or the special fee account established 
by 16 U.S.C. 4601-6a(i); that funds contributed under 43 U.S.C. 
395 by non-Federal entities shall be available for expenditure; and 
that funds advanced under 43 U.S.C. 397a for operation and main­
tenance of reclamation facilities are to be credited to the Water and 
Related Resources account and available for expenditure. 

Language has been included under the Bureau of Reclamation, 
Water and Related Resources, allowing the Bureau of Reclamation 
to use funds for the Departmental Irrigation Drainage Program for 
site remediation on a nonreimbursable basis; and requiring funds 
to be deposited in the San Gabriel Basin Restoration Fund estab­
lished by section 110 of Title I of appendix D of Public Law 106­
554. 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cen­
tral Valley Project Restoration Fund directing the Bureau of Rec­
lamation to assess and collect the full amount of additional mitiga­
tion and; restoration payments authorized by section 3407(d) of 
Public Law 102-575. 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cen­
tral Valley Project Restoration Fund providing that none of the 
funds under the heading may be used for the acquisition or lease 
of water for in-stream purposes if the water is already committed 
to in-stream purposes by a court order adopted by consent or de­
cree. 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cali­
fornia Bay-Delta Restoration permitting the transfer of funds to ap­
propriate accounts of other participating Federal agencies to carry 
out authorized programs; allowing funds made available under this 
heading to be used for the Federal share of the costs of the 
CALFED Program management; making the use of any funds pro­
vided to the California Bay-Delta Authority for program-wide man­
agement and oversight activities subject to the approval of the Sec­
retary of the Interior; and requiring that CALFED implementation 
be carried out with clear performance measures demonstrating con­
current progress in achieving the goals and objectives of the pro­
gram. 

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Pol­
icy and Administration providing that funds are to be derived from 
the Reclamation Fund and prohibiting the use of any other appro­
priation in the Act for activities budgeted as policy and administra­
tion. 
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Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Ad­
ministrative Provisions providing for the purchase of motor vehicles 
for replacement. 

Language has been included under General Provisions, Depart­
ment of the Interior, Section 202 regarding the San Luis Unit and 
the Kesterson Reservoir in California. This language has been car­
ried in prior appropriations Acts. 

TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Language has been included under Energy Efficiency and Renew­
able Energy for the purchase, construction, and acquisition of plant 
and capital equipment. 

Language has been included under Electricity Distribution and 
Energy Reliability for the purchase, construction, and acquisition of 
plant and capital equipment. 

Language has been included under Nuclear Energy for the pur­
chase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital equipment; 
and for the purchase of motor vehicles. 

Language has been included under Fossil Energy Research and 
Development on the Clean Coal Power Initiative that provides for 
the use of funds appropriated under the Clean Coal Technology 
Program, Power Plant Improvement Initiative, the Clean Coal 
Power Initiative, and FutureGen for the Clean Coal Power Initia­
tive; prohibits the selection of a Clean Coal Power Initiative project 
where funding is not available for the total project; places limita­
tions on the time period for negotiations on selected Clean Coal 
Power Initiative project applications and the provision of financial 
assistance for costs in excess of costs estimated on the date of the 
original award; requires the expenditure of funds in accordance 
with Clean Coal Technology provisions of 42 U.S.C. 5903d; des­
ignates technology selected as Clean Coal Technology Programs 
and projects selected as Clean Coal Technology Projects; and allows 
funds available for the Clean Coal Power Initiative to be used to 
support technology relating to carbon capture and storage or bene­
ficial uses of C02 without regard to the funding allocations of sec­
tion 402(b)(1)(a) and 402(b)(2)(A) of Public Law 109-58. 

Language has been included under the Naval Petroleum and Oil 
Shale Reserves, permitting the use of unobligated balances, and 
the hire of passenger vehicles. 

Language has been included under Non-Defense Environmental 
Cleanup for the purchase, construction, and acquisition -of plant 
and capital equipment. 

Language has been included under Science providing for the pur­
chase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital equipment; 
and for the purchase of motor vehicles. 

Language has been included under Science for the transfer of 
$15,000,000 previously appropriated in the Science account for the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency-Energy to the Advanced Re­
search Projects Agency-Energy. 

Language has been included under Nuclear Waste Disposal pro­
viding funds to the State of Nevada for scientific oversight respon­
sibilities and licensing activities pursuant to the Nuclear Waste 
Disposal Act of 1982 (NWPA); to Nye County, NV for on-site over­
sight activities under section 117(d) of NWPA notwithstanding the 
fact Nye County does not have a written agreement with the State 
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of Nevada under section 177(c) of NWPA; to affected units of local 
government, as defined in the NWPA, for appropriate activities and 
licensing activities to be distributed as specified between affected 
units of local government in California and Nevada; and to the 
Timbisha-Shoshone Tribe for appropriate activities and licensing 
activities under section 118(b) of NWPA. 

Language has been included under Nuclear Waste Disposal 
eliminating the Department's monitoring, auditing and other over­
sight rights or responsibilities over amounts provided to affected 
units of local government; requiring funds for the State of Nevada 
to be paid by direct payment to the Office of the Attorney General 
and units of local government; requiring certification from the Of­
fice of the Attorney General of the State of Nevada and affected 
units of local government that funds expended from payments were 
expended for activities authorized by NWPA and this Act; making 
further funds contingent upon such certification; prohibiting the 
use of funds for influencing legislative action, litigation expenses, 
or support of coalition building activities inconsistent with this Act; 
providing that all proceeds and recoveries realized in carrying out 
activities under NWPA are available without further appropriation 
and remain available until expended; prohibiting the use of funds 
provided in this Act or previous Acts to pursue repayment or collec­
tion of funds provided in any fiscal year to affected units of local 
government for oversight activities previously approved or to with­
hold such funds. 

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan 
Guarantee Program crediting fees collected pursuant to section 
1702(h) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 in an amount equal to the 
appropriated amount as offsetting collections to this account and 
making fees collected under section 1702(h) in excess of the appro­
priated amount unavailable for expenditure until appropriated. 

Language has been included under Departmental Administration 
providing for the hire of passenger vehicles and for official recep­
tion and representation expenses. 

Language has been included under Departmental Administration 
providing, notwithstanding the provisions of the Anti-Deficiency 
Act, such additional amounts as necessary to cover increases in the 
estimated amount of cost of work for others, as long as such in­
creases are offset by revenue increases of the same or greater 
amounts. This language has been carried in prior appropriations 
Acts. 

Language has been included under Departmental Administra­
tion, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302, and consistent with the au­
thorization in Public Law 95-238, to permit the Department of En­
ergy to use revenues to offset appropriations. The appropriations 
language for this account reflects the total estimated program 
funding to be reduced as revenues are received. This language has 
been carried in prior appropriations Acts. 

Language has been included under Weapons Activities for the 
purchase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital equip­
ment; and for the purchase of motor vehicles. 

Language has been included under Defense Nuclear Non­
proliferation for the purchase, construction, and acquisition of plant 
and capital equipment; and for the purchase of motor vehicles. 
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Language has been included under the Office of the Adminis­
trator providing not to exceed $12,000 for official reception and rep­
resentation expenses. 

Language has been included under the Office of the Adminis­
trator transferring $10,000,000 previously appropriated for cleanup 
efforts at Argonne National Lab to Defense Environmental Clean­
up. 

Language has been included under Defense Environmental 
Cleanup for the purchase, construction, and acquisition of plant 
and capital equipment; and for the purchase of motor vehicles. 

Language has been included under Other Defense Activities for 
the purchase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital 
equipment; and for the purchase of motor vehicles. 

Language has been included under Other Defense Activities re­
quiring the Department of Energy (DOE) to adhere strictly to DOE 
Order 413.3A for the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility, Savan­
nah River Site, SC. 

Language has been included under Bonneville Power Administra­
tion Fund providing not to exceed $1,500 for official reception and 
representation expenses, and precluding any new direct loan obli­
gations. 

Language has been included under Southeastern Power Adminis­
tration providing for amounts collected from the sale of power and 
related services to be credited as discretionary offsetting collections 
to remain available until expended for the sole purpose of funding 
the annual expenses of the Southeastern Power Administration. 
The appropriations language for this account reflects the total esti­
mated program funding to be reduced as revenues are received. 

Language has been included under Southeastern Power Adminis­
tration providing for amounts collected to recover purchase power 
and wheeling expenses to be credited as offsetting collections and 
remain available until expended for the sole purpose of making 
purchase power and wheeling expenditures. 

Language has been included under Southeastern Power Adminis­
tration providing for amounts collected that are applicable to the 
repayment of the annual expenses of this account in this and sub­
sequent fiscal years to be credited to this account as discretionary 
offsetting collections for the sole purpose of funding such expenses; 
and defining annual expenses for purposes of this appropriation. 

Language has been included under Southwestern Power Admin­
istration providing not to exceed $1,500 for official reception and 
representation expenses. 

Language has been included under Southwestern Power Admin­
istration providing for amounts collected from the sale of power 
and related services to be credited as discretionary offsetting collec­
tions to remain available until expended for the sole purpose of 
funding the annual expenses of the Southwestern Power Adminis­
tration. The appropriations language for this account reflects the 
total estimated program funding to be reduced as revenues are re­
ceived. 

Language has been included under Southwestern Power Admin­
istration providing for amounts collected to recover purchase power 
and wheeling expenses to be credited to the account as offsetting 
collections and remain available until expended for the sole pur­
pose of making purchase power and wheeling expenditures. 
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Language has been included under Southwestern Power Admin­
istration providing for amounts collected that are applicable to the 
repayment of the annual expenses of this account in this and sub­
sequent fiscal years to be credited to this account as discretionary 
offsetting collections for the sole purpose of funding such expenses; 
and defining annual expenses for purposes of this appropriation. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration, 
providing not to exceed $1,500 for official reception and representa­
tion expenses. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration, 
providing for funds to be derived from the Department of Interior 
Reclamation Fund. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration 
providing for amounts collected from the sale of power and related 
services to be credited as discretionary offsetting collections to re­
main available until expended for the sole purpose of funding the 
annual expenses of the Western Area Power Administration. The 
appropriations language for this account. reflects the total esti­
mated program funding to be reduced as revenues are received. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration, 
provides for the deposit of funds into the Utah Reclamation Mitiga­
tion and Conservation Account. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration 
providing for amounts collected to recover purchase power and 
wheeling expenses to be credited to the account as offsetting collec­
tions and remain available until expended for the sole purpose of 
making purchase power and wheeling expenditures. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration, 
providing funds on a nonreimbursable basis for environmental re­
mediation at the Basic Substation site in Henderson, NY. 

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation, 
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration 
providing for amounts collected by the Western Area Power Admin­
istration from the sale of power and related services that are appli­
cable to the repayment of the annual expenses of this account in 
this and subsequent fiscal years shall be credited to this account 
as discretionary offsetting collections for the sole purpose of fund­
ing such expenses; and defining annual expenses for purposes of 
this appropriation. 

Language has been included under Falcon and Amistad Oper­
ating and Maintenance Fund providing for amounts collected by 
the Western Area Power Administration from the sale of power and 
related services to be credited as discretionary offsetting collections 
to remain available until expended for the sole purpose of funding 
the annual expenses of the hydroelectric facilities at Falcon and 
Amistad Dams and associated Western Area Power Administration 
activities. The appropriations language for this account reflects the 
total estimated program funding to be reduced as revenues are re­
ceived. 
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Language has been included under Falcon and Amistad Oper­
ating and Maintenance Fund providing for amounts collected by 
the Western Area Power Administration from the sale of power and 
related services from Falcon and Amistad Dams applicable to the 
repayment of the annual expenses of this account in this and sub­
sequent fiscal years to be credited as discretionary offsetting collec­
tions for the sole purpose of funding such expenses; and defining 
annual expenses for purposes of this appropriation. 

Language has been included under Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission to permit the hire of passenger motor vehicles, not to 
exceed $3,000 to provide official reception and representation ex­
penses, and to permit the use of revenues collected to reduce the 
appropriation as revenues are received. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 301, providing that none of the funds may 
be used to make payments for a noncompetitive management and 
operating contract unless certain conditions are met. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 302, prohibiting the use of funds to prepare 
or initiate requests for proposals for programs that have not yet 
been funded by Congress. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 303, regarding section 4604 of the Atomic 
Energy Defense Act, that prohibits the use of funds appropriated 
by the Act to augment funds made available for severance pay­
ments and other benefits and assistance grants under that section 
without prior submission of a reprogramming request to the appro­
priate congressional committees; and the provision of enhanced sev­
erance payments or other benefits under that section. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 304, providing that unexpended balances of 
prior appropriations may be transferred and merged with new ap­
propriation accounts established in this Act. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 305, prohibiting the Administrator of the 
Bonneville Power Administration to enter into any agreement to 
perform energy efficiency services outside the legally defined Bon­
neville service territory. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 306, requiring the Department of Energy 
to ensure broad public notice when it makes a user facility avail­
able to universities and other potential users or seeks input regard­
ing significant characteristics or equipment in a user facility or a 
proposed user facility, and requiring competition when the Depart­
ment partners with a university or other entity for the establish­
ment or operation of a user facility. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 307, providing that funds for intelligence 
activities are deemed to be specifically authorized for purposes of 
section 504 of the National Security Act of 1947 during fiscal year 
2010 until enactment of the Intelligence Authorization Act for fiscal 
year 2010. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 308, regarding the laboratory directed re­
search and development activities. 
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Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 309, providing limited transfer authority to 
the Secretary of Energy to address pension requirements 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 310, adding a subsection on wage rate re­
quirements to section 1702 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005. 

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen­
eral Provisions, Section 311, relating to use of appropriated funds 
to record certain transactions under a funding account, subaccount 

~u~r~~~~~;;;;;TI;~;:;~~~~:~ion
....
Language has been included under Appalachian Regional Com­

mission providing of the hire of passenger vehicles. 
Language has been included under Appalachian Regional Com­

mission requiring any congressionally directed spending be taken 
from within a State's allocation in the fiscal year provided. 

Language has been included under Nuclear Regulatory Commis­
sion, Salaries and Expenses that provides for official representation 
expenses; derives funds from the Nuclear Waste Fund; and permits 
the use of revenues from licensing fees, inspections services, and 
other services for salaries and expenses. The appropriations lan­
guage for this account reflects the total estimated program funding 
to be reduced as revenues are received. 

Language has been included under Office of Inspector General 
that provides for the use of revenues from licensing fees, inspec­
tions services, and other services for salaries and expenses. The ap­
propriations language for this account reflects the total estimated 
program funding to be reduced as revenues are received. 

Language has been included under Office of the Federal Coordi­
nator for Alaska Natural Gas Transportation Projects making 
funds received pursuant to section 802 of Public Law 110-140 in 
excess of the amounts specified unavailable for obligation until ap­
PAo?_ri~ed: . . , __~""'."""~=~__• 

TITLE V-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Language has been included under General Provisions, Section
 
501 prohibiting the use of funds in this Act to influence congres­
sional action on any legislation or appropriation matters pending
 
before Congress.
 

Language has been included under General Provisions, Section 
502 amending section 382B(c)(I) of the Consolidated Farm and 
Rural Development Act. /r _--_.._-"......,,~---~------_._----- .......~----. 
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Language has been included under Department of Energy, General Provisions, Section 312, 
amending the definition of advanced technology vehicle in and adding a definition of;ultra efficient 
vehicles to section 136 of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007 (42 U.S.c. 17013). 



Language has been included under Independent Agencies, General Provisions, Section 401, 
directing the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to provide a report identifying barriers to and the NRC's 
recommendations for streamlining issuance of a Combined Construction and Operating License for 
qualified new nuclear reactors. 
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COMPLIANCE WITH RULE XIII, CL. 3(e) (RAMSEYER RULE) 

In compliance with clause 3(e) of rule XIII of the Rules of the 
House of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, 
as reported, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omit­
ted is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, 
existing law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 

MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2001 

(as enacted into law by Public Law 106-554) 

* * * * * * * 
DIVISION B 

TITLE I 

* * * * * * * 
SEC. 154. NORTHERN WISCONSIN. 

(a) * * * 

* * * * * * * 
(h) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.-There is authorized 

to be appropriated to carry out this section [$40,000,000] 
$60,000,000. Such sums shall remain available until expended. 

* * * * * * * 

SECTION 1702 OF THE ENERGY POLICY ACT OF 2005 

SEC. 1702. TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 
(a) * * * 

* * * * * * * 
(k) WAGE RATE REQUlREMENTS.-All laborers and mechanics 

employed by contractors and subcontractors in the performance of 
construction work financed in whole or in part by a loan guaran­
teed under this title shall be paid wages at rates not less than those 
prevailing on projects of a character similar in the locality as deter­
mined by the Secretary of Labor in accordance with subchapter N 
of chapter 31 of title 40, United States Code. With respect to the 
labor standards in this subsection, the Secretary of Labor shall 
have the authority and functions set forth in Reorganization Plan 
Numbered 14 of 1950 (64 Stat. 1267; 5 U.S.C. App.) and section 
3145 of title 40, United States Code. 
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SECTION 382B OF THE CONSOLIDATED FARM AND 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 

SEC. 382B. DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY. 

(a) * * * 

* * * * * * * 
(c) VOTING.­

[(1) IN GENERAL.­
[(A) TEMPORARY METHOD.-During the period begin­

ning on the date of enactment of this subparagraph and 
ending on December 31, 2008, a decision by the Authority 
shall require the affirmative vote of the Federal cochair­
person and a majority of the State members (not including 
any member representing a State that is delinquent under 
subsection (g)(2)(C» to be effective. 

[(B) PERMANENT METHOD.-Effective beginning on 
January 1, 2009, a decision by the Authority shall require 
a majority vote of the Authority (not including any mem­
ber representing a State that is delinquent under sub­
section (g)(2)(C» to be effective.] 
(1) IN GENERAL.-A decision by the Authority shall require 

the affirmative vote of the Federal co-chairperson and a major­
ity of the State members (not including any member rep­
resenting a State that is delinquent under subsection (g)(2)(C)) 
to be effective. 

* * * * * * * 

SECTION 132 OF THE ENERGY AND WATER 
DEVELOPMENT APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2006 

SEC. 132. WHITE RIVER BASIN, ARKANSAS.-(a) MINIMUM 
FLOWS.­

(1) * * * 

* * * * * * * 
(3) IMPACTS ON NON-FEDERAL PROJEcT.-The Adminis­

trator of Southwestern Power Administration, in consultation 
with the project licensee and the relevant state public utility 
commissions, shall determine any impacts on electric energy 
and capacity generated at Federal Energy Regulatory Commis­
sion Project No. 2221 caused by the storage reallocation at Bull 
Shoals Lake, based on data and recommendations provided by 
the relevant state public utility commissions. The licensee of 
Project No. 2221 shall be fully compensated by the [Corps of 
Engineers] Southwestern Power Administration for those im­
pacts on the basis of the present value of the estimated future 
lifetime replacement costs of the electrical energy and capacity 
at the time of implementation of the White River Minimum 
Flows project. Such costs shall be included in the costs of im­~___ 
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plementing the White River Minimum Flows project and allo­
cated in accordance with subsection (a)(2) above. 

* * * * * * * 
(5) PAYMENT TO NON-FEDERAL LlCENSEE.-Southwestern 

Power Administration shall compensate the licensee of Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission Project No. 2221 pursuant to 
paragraph (3) using receipts collected from the sale of Federal 
power and energy related services. Pursuant to paragraph (6), 
Southwestern Power Administration will begin collecting re­
ceipts in the Special Receipts and Disbursement account upon 
the date of enactment of this paragraph. Payment to the licensee 
of Federal Energy Regulatory Commission Project No. 2221 
shall be paid as soon as adequate receipts are collected in the 
Special Receipts and Disbursement Account to fully compensate 
the licensee, and in accordance with paragraph (2), such pay­
ment shall be considered non-reimbursable. 

(6) The Southwestern Power Administration shall com­
pensate the licensee of Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
Project No. 2221 in annual payments of not less than 
$5,000,000, until the licensee of Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission Project No. 2221 is fully compensated pursuant to 
paragraph (3). At the end of each fiscal year subsequent to im­
plementation, any remaining balance to be paid to the licensee 
of Project No. 2221 shall accrue interest at the 30-year U.S. 
Treasury bond rate in effect at the time of implementation of 
the White River Minimum Flows project. 

(7) ESTABLISHMENT OF SPECIAL RECEIPT AND DISBURSE­
MENT ACCOUNTS.-There is established in the Treasury of the 
United States a special receipt account and corresponding dis­
bursement account to be made available to the Administrator of 
the Southwestern Power Administration to disburse pre-col­
lected receipts from the sale of federal power and energy and re­
lated services. The accounts are authorized for the following 
uses: 

(A) Collect and disburse receipts for purchase power 
and wheeling expenses incurred by Southwestern Power 
Administration to purchase replacement power and energy 
as a result of implementation of the White River Minimum 
Flows project. 

(B) Collect and disburse receipts related to compensa­
tion of the licensee of Federal Energy Regulatory Commis­
sion Project No. 2221. 

(C) Said special receipt and disbursement. account 
shall remain available for not more than 12 months after 
the date of full compensation of the licensee of Federal En­
ergy Regulatory Commission Project No. 2221. 
(8) TIME OF IMPLEMENTATION.-For purposes ofparagraphs 

(3) and (4), "time of implementation" shall mean the authoriza­
tion of the special receipt account and corresponding disburse­
ment account described in paragraph (7). 

* * * * * * *
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SECTION 136 OF THE ENERGY INDEPENDENCE AND
 
SECURITY ACT OF 2007
 

SEC. 136. ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES MANUFACTURING IN­
CENTIVE PROGRAM. 

(a) DEFINITIONS.-In this section: 
(1) ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLE.-The term "advanced 

technology vehicle" means an ultra efficient vehicle or a light 
duty vehicle that meets­

(A) * * * 

* * * * * * * 
(5) ULTRA EFFICIENT VEHICLE.-The term "ultra efficient 

vehicle" means a fully closed compartment vehicle designed to 
carry at least 2 adult passengers that achieves­

(A) at least 75 miles per gallon while operating on gas­
oline or diesel fuel; 

(B) at least 75 miles per gallon equivalent while oper­
ating as a hybrid electric-gasoline or electric-diesel vehicle; 
or 

(C) at least 75 miles per gallon equivalent while oper­
ating as a fully electric vehicle. 

(b) ADVANCED VEHICLES MANUFACTURING FACILITY.-The Sec­
retary shall provide facility funding awards under this section to 
automobile manufacturers, ultra efficient vehicle manufacturers, 
and component suppliers to pay not more than 30 percent of the 
cost of­

(1) reequipping, expanding, or establishing a manufac­
turing facility in the United States to produce­

(A) qualifying advanced technology vehicles; [or] 
(B) qualifying components; [and] or 
(C) ultra efficient vehicles; and 

(2) engineering integration performed in the United States 
of qualifying vehicles, ultra efficient vehicles, and qualifying 
components. 

* * * * * * * 
(g) PRIORITY.-The Secretary shall, in making awards or loans 

to those manufacturers that have existing facilities, give priority to 
those facilities that are oldest or have been in existence for at least 
20 years or are utilized primarily for the manufacture of ultra effi­
cient vehicles. Such facilities can currently be sitting idle. 

(h) SET ASIDE FOR SMALL AUTOMOBILE MANuFACTURERS AND 
COMPONENT SUPPLIERS.­

(1) DEFINITION OF COVERED FIRM.-In this subsection, the 
term "covered firm" means a firm that­

(A) * * * 
(B) manufactures [automobiles] ultra efficient vehi­

cles, automobiles, or components of automobiles. 

* * * * * * * 
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MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2001 

(as enacted into law by Public Law 106-554) 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

** 

* 

* 
PROPRlATlONS.-Th e is authorized to 

ion [$40,000,000] 
until expended. 

DIVISION B 

TITLE I 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

SEC. 1702. TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

(a) * * * 

(h) AUTHORIZATION OF 
be appropriated to ca 
$60,000,000. Such sums sha 

SECTION 1702 OF THE E 

(k) WAGE RATE REQUIREMENT. .-Alll orers and mechanics em­
ployed by contractors and subc tractors £ the performance of con­
struction work financed in w le or in pa by a loan guaranteed 
under this title shall be paid ages at rates ot less than those pre­
vailing on projects of a ch acter similar in he locality as deter­
mined by the Secretary of abor in accordanc with subchapter N 
of chapter 31 of title 40, nited States Code. ith respect to the 
labor standards in this subsection, the Secret of Labor shall 
have the authority and functions set forth in Re ganization Plan 
Numbered 14 of 1950 f64 Stat. 1267; 5 U.S.C. A .) and section 

* * * * * * *\ 
(c) VOTING ~ 

[(1) I GENERAL.­
(A) TEMPORARY METHOD.-During the period begin'ng 
the date of enactment of this subparagraph and endl' g 
December 31, 2008, a decision by the Authority sha~ 

equire the affirmative vote of the Federal cochairperson. 
majority of the State members (not including any 

member representing a State that is delinquent under sub- .\ 
section (g)(2)(C» to be effective. 

[(B) PERMANENT METHOD.-Effective beginning on Janu­
ary 1, 2009, a decision by the Authority shall require a 
majority vote of the Authority (not including any member . 

SEC. 382B. DELT 

(a) * * * 

3145 of title 40, Unite States Code. 

OF THE CONSOLIDATED F 
RAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 
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I
(1) IN GENERAL.-A ec' b the Author' all require 

the affirmative vote of the Federa erson and a major­
ity of the State members inclu any member rep­
resenting a State t ' elinquent under su ion (g)(2)(C)) 

\ to be effecQ1t]J'~-~. 
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APPROPRIATIONS NOT AUTHORIZED BY LAW 

Pursuant to clause 3(f) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House of 
Representatives, the following table lists the appropriations in the 
accompanying bill which are not authorized: 

(thousand dollars) 

AgencylProgram 

Corps FUSRAP 
EERE Program Di..cIIon 
Legacy Mana9ement 
Naval Petroleum and 011 Shale Reserves 
NO,..OefenH Environmental Cleanup: 

West Velley Demonstration 
Departmental Adminiatration 
Atomic Energy Defense AcliVities: 

Nationa' Nuclear Secur1ly Administration: 
Weapons AcIIvitl.. 
Defense Nucleer Nonproliferalion 
Neve' Reactors 
Oflice of AdmlnltlJalor 

Defense Environmental Cleanup 
Other Defense AcUvitl.. 
Cefense Nuclear waste Cispoaa' 
Power Mal1c;ctinij Adm~iltratlons; 

Southeaotem
 
Southwestem
 
WestemArss
 

APPropnalron In 
Last Year of AulhorizeUon Last Year at AppropriaUon 

Authorization Level Authorization In this Bill 

134,000 
2008 110,500 164,198 188,000 
2004 29,547 29,705 189,802 
2009 19,099 19,099 23,627 

1981 5,000 5,000 58,074 
1984 248,983 185,882 189,944 

2009 8,625,111 8,380,000 6,320,000 
2009 1,895,261 1,482,350 1,471,175 
2009 828.054 828,054 1,003,133 
2009 404,081 439,190 420,754 
2009 5,297,258 5,657,250 5,381,842 
2009 826,453 1,314,083 1,518,002 
2009 222,371 145,390 98,400 

1984 24,240 20,594 8,638 
1984 40,254 36,229 44,944 
1994 259,700 194,630 256,711 

1 Program WIS Initiated In 1972 end hae never received a separate authortzation 
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RESCISSIONS 

Pursuant to clause 3(£)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, the Committee notes that that the accom­
panying bill does not propose any rescissions. 

COMPARISON WITH THE BUDGET RESOLUTION 

Pursuant to clause 3(c)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives and section 308(a)(1)(A) of the Congressional 
Budget Act of 1974, the following table compares the levels of new 
budget authority provided in the bill with the appropriate alloca­
tion under section 302(b) of the Budget Act. 

(INSERT TABLE 

FIVE-YEAR OUTLAY PROJECTIONS 

Pursuant to section 308(a)(1)(B) of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, the following table contains five-year projections prepared 
by the Congressional Budget Office of outlays associated with the 
budget authority provided in the accompanying bill: 

[~RT-T-ABLE]-~------"------

ASSISTANCE To STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS 

Pursuant to section 308(a)(1)(C) of the Congressional Budget Act 
of 1974, the amount of financial assistance to State and local gov­
ernments is as follows: 

[Millions] 

Budget Authority . 
Fiscal Yearhl668" outlays resulting therefrom .. 

201 D ~--~_.... ...j! 

DIRECTED SPENDING BY CONGRESS AND BY THE EXECUTIVE BRANCH 

This bill contains $7.28 billion in grant funding awarded solely 
at the discretion of the Administration, and $4.8 billion in funding 
requested by the President for specific projects. In addition to plac­
ing a one year moratorium on earmarks in appropriations bills en­
acted in 2007 so that new rules could be put in place, the Com­
mittee has subsequently taken unprecedented action to increase 
transparency and reduce funding for earmarks. The Corps of Engi­
neers and the Bureau of Reclamation accounts in this bill are 
project-based accounts, and as such comprise a specific list of au­
thorized projects each year. These accounts fund the planning, con­
struction and operation and maintenance of the nation's water re­



[In millions of dollars] 

302 (b) Allocation This Bill 

Budget 
Authority 

Outlays Budget 
Authority 

Outlays 

Comparison of amounts in the bill with Committee allocations 
to its subcommittees of amounts in the First Concurrent 
Resolution for 2010: Subcommittee on Energy and Water Development 

General purpose discretionary 
Mandatory 

. 
. 

33,300 
o 

42,764 
o 

33,307 
o 

1/ 42,771 
o 

1/ Includes outlays from prior-year budget authority. 



Projection of outlays associated with the recommendation: 

2010 . 
2011 , .. 

2012 .. 
2013 . 
2014 and future years . 

11 19,390 
9,181 
2,991 

638 
831 

1/ Excludes outlays from prior-year budget authority. 



FULL COMMITTEE VOTES 

Pursuant to the provisions ofclause 3(b) of rule XIII of the House of Representatives, the 
results of each roll call vote on an amendment or on the motion to report, together with the names of 
those voting for and those voting against, are printed below: 

ROLL CALL NO.1 

Date: July 7, 2009 
Measure: Energy and Water Development Appropriations Bill, 2010 
Motion by: Simpson 
Description of Motion: An amendment to provide the Secretary of Energy with the flexibility to use 
remaining loan guarantee authority under the Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program to 
make loan guarantees for any technology authorized under the program. 
Results: Rejected, 22 yeas to 35 nays. 

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay 

Mr. Aderholt Mr. Berry 
Mr. Alexander Mr. Bishop 
Mr. Bonner Mr. Boyd 
Mr. Calvert Mr. Chandler 
Mr. Carter Mr. Davis 
Mr. Cole Ms. DeLauro 
Mr. Crenshaw Mr. Dicks 
Mr. Culberson Mr. Edwards 
Mrs. Emerson Mr. Farr 
Mr. Frelinghuysen Mr. Fattah 
Ms. Granger Mr. Hinchey 
Mr. Kingston Mr. Honda 
Mr. Kirk Mr. Israel 
Mr. Latham Ms. Kaptur 
Mr. LaTourette Mr. Kennedy 
Mr. Lewis Ms. Lee 
Mr. Rehberg Mrs. Lowey 
Mr. Simpson Ms. McCollum 
Mr. Tiahrt Mr. Mollohan 
Mr. Wamp Mr. Moran 
Mr. Wolf Mr. Murtha 
Mr. Young Mr. Obey 

Mr. Olver 
Mr. Pastor 
Mr. Price 
Mr. Rodriguez 
Mr. Rothman 
Ms. Roybal-Allard 
Mr. Ruppersberger 
Mr. Ryan 
Mr. Salazar 
Mr. Schiff 
Mr. Serrano 
Mr. Visclosky 
Ms. Wasserman Schultz 



ROLL CALL NO.2 

Date: July 7,2009 
Measure: Energy and Water Development Appropriations Bill, 2010 
Motion by: Calvert 
Description of Motion: An amendment to prohibit the Bureau of Reclamation and certain California 
agencies from restricting project operations to comply with two recent biological opinions, if those 
restrictions would lower water export levels below historical maximum levels. 
Results: Rejected, 25 yeas to 33 nays. 

Members Voting Yea 

Mr. Aderholt 
Mr. Alexander 
Mr. Bonner 
Mr. Calvert 
Mr. Carter 
Mr. Cole 
Mr. Crenshaw 
Mr. Culberson 
Mr. Edwards 
Mrs. Emerson 
Mr. Frelinghuysen 
Ms. Granger 
Mr. Kingston 
Mr. Kirk 
Mr. Latham 
Mr. LaTourette 
Mr. Lewis 
Mr. Rehberg 
Mr. Ruppersberger 
Mr. Salazar 
Mr. Simpson 
Mr. Tiahrt 
Mr. Wamp 
Mr. Wolf 
Mr. Young 

Members Voting Nay 

Mr. Berry 
Mr. Bishop 
Mr. Boyd 
Mr. Chandler 
Mr. Davis 
Ms. DeLauro 
Mr. Dicks 
Mr. Farr 
Mr. Fattah 
Mr. Hinchey 
Mr. Honda 
Mr. Israel 
Ms. Kaptur 
Mr. Kennedy 
Ms. Kilpatrick 
Ms. Lee 
Mrs. Lowey 
Ms. McCollum 
Mr. Mollohan 
Mr. Moran 
Mr. Murtha 
Mr. Obey 
Mr. Olver 
Mr. Pastor 
Mr. Price 
Mr. Rodriguez 
Mr. Rothman 
Ms. Roybal-Allard 
Mr. Ryan 
Mr. Schiff 
Mr. Serrano 
Mr. Visclosky 
Ms. Wasserman Schultz 



ROLL CALL NO.3 

Date: July 7, 2009 
Measure: Energy and Water Development Appropriations Bill, 2010 
Motion by: Carter 
Description of Motion: An amendment to require the Secretary of Energy to notify the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations if the American Clean Energy and Security Act of2009 or 
similar legislation causes an increase in electricity or fuel prices. 
Results: Rejected, 22 yeas to 36 nays. 

Members Voting Yea 

Mr. Aderholt 
Mr. Alexander 
Mr. Bonner 
Mr. Calvert 
Mr. Carter 
Mr. Cole 
Mr. Crenshaw 
Mr. Culberson 
Mrs. Emerson 
Mr. Frelinghuysen 
Ms. Granger 
Mr. Kingston 
Mr. Kirk 
Mr. Latham 
Mr. LaTourette 
Mr. Lewis 
Mr. Rehberg 
Mr. Simpson 
Mr. Tiahrt 
Mr. Wamp 
Mr. Wolf 
Mr. Young 

Members Voting Nay 

Mr. Berry 
Mr. Bishop 
Mr. Boyd 
Mr. Chandler 
Mr. Davis 
Ms. DeLauro 
Mr. Dicks 
Mr. Edwards 
Mr. Farr 
Mr. Fattah 
Mr. Hinchey 
Mr. Honda 
Mr. Israel 
Ms. Kaptur 
Mr. Kennedy 
Ms. Kilpatrick 
Ms. Lee 
Mrs. Lowey 
Ms. McCollum 
Mr. Mollohan 
Mr. Moran 
Mr. Murtha 
Mr. Obey 
Mr. Olver. 
Mr. Pastor 
Mr. Price 
Mr. Rodriguez 
Mr. Rothman 
Ms. Roybal-Allard 
Mr. Ruppersberger 
Mr. Ryan 
Mr. Salazar 
Mr. Schiff 
Mr. Serrano 
Mr. Visclosky 
Ms. Wasserman Schultz 
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source infrastructure; contribute to the safety of communities 
across the nation through flood and storm damage reduction 
projects; support the underpinnings of our economy through invest­
ments in our ports and harbors; and to restore the environment. 
The fiscal year 2009 Act reduced earmarks by 34 percent from 2006 
levels. This bill continues to reduce earmarks in 2010. For fiscal 
year 2010, earmarks are expected to be 10 percent below 2009. It 
should also be noted that under the policies adopted by the Com­
mittee, member earmarks will no longer be provided to for-profit 
entities as a functional equivalent of no bid contracts. In cases 
where the Committee is funding an earmark designated by a mem­
ber for a for-profit entity, the Committee includes legislative lan­
guage requiring the Executive Branch to nonetheless issue a re­
quest for proposal that gives other entities an opportunity to apply 
and requires the agency to evaluate all bids received and make a 
decision based on merit. This gives the original designee an oppor­
tunity to be brought to the attention of the agency, but with the 
possibility that an alternative entity may be selected. 

1$ in millions] 

FY06 FY08 FY09 FYIO 

$ 

$1,990 """ ............... 

# I 
1,101 I 

$ 

$1,340 

I I 
1,014 I 

$ 

$1,307 

I I 
.;41 

$ 

$~ 

DISCLOSURE OF EARMARKS AND CONGRESSIONALLY
 
DIRECTED SPENDING ITEMS
 

The following table is submitted in compliance with clause 9 of 
rule XXI, and lists the congressional earmarks (as defined in para­
graph (e) of clause 9) contained in the bill or in this report. Neither 
the bill nor the report contain any limited tax benefits or limited 
tariff benefits as defined in paragraphs CD or (g) of clause 9 of rule 
XXI. 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!s) 

Administration House 

Bureau of Reclamafion Water and Related Resources AK CHIN INDI NWATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT PROJECT $10,600,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamafion Wafer and Related Resources ANIMAS-LA PLATA PROJECT $50,445,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamafion Wafer and Relafed Resources ARBUCKLE PROJECT $234,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ARIZONA WATER SETTLEMENT ACT $1,400,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources BALMORHEA PROJECT $58,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources BOISE AREA PROJECTS $5,401,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CACHUMA PROJECT $1,674,000 The President Capps 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CALIFORNIA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $500,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CALLEGUAS MUNICIPAL WATER OISTRICT RECYCLING PROJECT $100,000 The President Capps; Gallegly 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CANAOIAN RIVER PROJECT $217,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CARLSBAO PROJECT $3,719,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: AMERICAN RIVER DIVISION $9,576,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: AUBURN-FOLSOM SOUTH UNIT $1,663,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: OELTA DIVISION $20,405,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: EAST SIDE DIVISION $4,426,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: FRIANT DIVISION $5,756,000 The President 

tv ..... 
W 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Itemsl 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: MISCELLANEOUS PROJECT PRO­
GRAMS 

$11,796,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: REPLACEMENTS, AOOITIONS, & EX­
TRAORDINARY MAINT. PROG. 

$25,000,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: SACRAMENTO RIVER DIVISION $16,379,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: SAN FELIPE DIVISION $1,651,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: SAN JOAQUIN DIVISION $356,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: SHASTA DIVISION $8,054,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: TRINITY RIVER DIVISION $10,495,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: WATER AND POWER OPERATIONS $9,280,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: WEST SAN JOAQUIN DIVISION, SAN 
LUIS UNIT 

$8,525,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS: YIELD FEASIBILITY INVESTIGATION $450,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLLBRAN PROJECT $3,885,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLORADO INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $300,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLORADO RIVER BASIN, CENTRAL ARIZONA PROJECT' $18,305,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLORADO RIVER FRONT WORK AND LEVEE SYSTEM $2,350,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLORADO-BIG THOMPSON PROJECT $13,800,000 The President 

~ 
I--' 
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Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLUMBIA AND SNAKE RIVER FCRPS ESA IMP. $17,800,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources COLUMBIA BASIN PROJECT $16,454,000 The President Hastings (ViA) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CROOKED RIVER PROJECT $839,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources DESCHUTES PROJECT $482,000 The President Walden 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources EASTERN NEW MEXICO INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAMS $50,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources EASTERN OREGON PROJECTS $845,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources FORT PECK RESERVATION/DRY PRAIRIE RURAL WATER SYSTEM $4,000,000 The President Rehberg 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources FRUfTGROWERS DAM PROJECT $259,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources FRYINGPAN·ARKANSAS PROJECT $8,650,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources FRYINGPAN-ARKANSAS PROJECT (LAKE PUEBLO STATE PARK) $54,000 The President Salazar 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources GRAND VALLEY UNIT, CRBSCP, TITLE" $1,477,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources HALfWAY WASH PROJECT STUDY $125,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources HUNGRY HORSE PROJECT $1,865,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources HUNTLEY PROJECT $87,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources HYRUM PROJECT $198,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources IDAHO INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $300,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources JICARILLA APACHE RESERVATION RURAL WATER SYSTEM $3,000,000 The President Lujan 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources KANSAS INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $25,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources KENDRICK PROJECT $3,258,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources KLAMATH DAM REMOVAL STUDY $2,000,000 The President 

t-:l 
~ 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Bureau of Reclamafion Wafer and Relafed Resources KLAMATH PROJECT $25,000,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LAHONTAN BASIN PROJECT $7,276,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LAKE MEAO/LAS VEGAS WASH PROGRAM $2,700,000 The President Berkley; Titus 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LAKE TAHOE REGIONAL OEVELOPMENT PROGRAM $102,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LEAOVILlE! ARKANSAS RIVER RECOVERY PROJECT $2,965,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LEWIS ANO CLARK RURAL WATER SYSTEM $6.000,000 The President Herseth Sandlin; King (IA); Walz 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LEWISTON ORCHAROS PROJECT $1.264.000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LONG BEACH AREA WATER RECLAMATION PROJECT $100,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LONG BEACH OESALINATION RESEARCH ANO OEVELOPMENT 
PROJECT 

$100.000 The President Richardson; Rohrabacher 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LOWER COLORAOO RIVER INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $250,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LOWER RIO GRANOE WATER RESOURCES CONSERVATION PRO­
GRAM 

$1,000.000 The President Hinojosa; Reyes 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources LOWER YELLOWSTONE PROJECT $547.000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamafion Wafer and Relafed Resources MANCOS PROJECT $178,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Wafer and Related Resources MCGEE CREEK PROJECT $664.000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamafion Wafer and Relafed Resources MID-DAKOTA RURAL WATER PROJECT $15,000 The President 

~ ...... 
0) 



Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MIDDLE RID GRANDE PRDJECT $23,699,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MILK RIVER PROJECT $1,800,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MILK RIVER/ST. MARY DIVERSION REHABILITATION $3,000,000 The President Rehberg 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MINIDOKA AREA PROJECTS $7.168,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MIRAGE FLATS PROJECT $135,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MNI WI CONI PROJECT $27,480,000 The President Herseth Sandlin 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MONTANA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $140,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MOON LAKE PROJECT $80,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MOUNTAIN PARK PROJECT $525,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NAVAJO NATION INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $200,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NEWTON PROJECT $98,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NORMAN PROJECT $477,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NORTH PLAnE PROJECT $1,617,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NORTHERN ARIZONA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $350,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NORTHERN UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $200,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NUECES RIVER PROJECT $741,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources OGDEN RIVER PROJECT $390,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources OKLAHOMA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $150,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources OREGON INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $300,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ORLAND PROJECT $703,000 The President 

tv ..... 
-::t 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester(s) 

Administration House 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PARADOX VALLEY UNIT, CRBSCP, TITLE II $2,346,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PECOS RIVER BASIN WATER SALVAGE PROJECT $209,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PERKINS COUNTY RURAL WATER SYSTEM $1,000,000 The President Herseth Sandlin 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PHOENIX METROPOLITAN WATER REUSE PROJECT $100,000 The President Pastor (Al) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PICK-SLOAN MISSOURI BASIN PROGRAM--tARRISON OIVER­
SION UNIT 

$26,347,000 The President Pomeroy 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PINE RIVER PROJECT $346,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources PROVO RIVER PROJECT $1,435,000 The President 

Bureau 01 Reclamation Water and Related Resources RAPID VALLEY/DEERFIELO PROJECT $79,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources RIO GRANDE PROJECT $4,999,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ROCKY BOYs/NORTH CENTRAL MONTANA RURAL WATER SYS­
TEM 

$5,000,000 The President Rehberg 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ROGUE RIVER BASIN PROJECT, TALENT OIVISION $1,145,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SALT RIVER PROJECT $650,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SALTON SEA RESEARCH PROJECT $400,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN ANGELO PROJECT $436,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN CARLOS APACHE TRIBE WATER SETTLEMENT ACT $325,000 The President 

l\:l ...... 
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Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN DIEGO AREA WATER RECLAMATION PROGRAM $100,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN GABRIEL BASIN PROJECT $100,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN JOSE AREA WATER RECLAMATION/REUSE PROGRAM-TITLE 
XVI 

$100,000 The President Honda; Lofgren, Zoe 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN JUAN RIVER BASIN INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $150,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN LUIS VALLEY PROJECT $5,480,000 The Pres ident 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN LUIS VALLEY PROJECT (CONEJOS, CO) $646,000 The President Salazar 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAVAGE RAPIDS DAM REMOVAL $1,160,000 The President OeFazio; Walden 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SCOFIELD PROJECT $187,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SHOSHONE PROJECT $U56,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOBABO WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT PROJECT $5,000,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOLANO PROJECT $4,109,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTH/CENTRAL ARIZONA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $1,000,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTH/CENTRAL ARIZONA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM (CENTRAL 
ARIZONA SALINITY STUDY) 

$80,000 The President Pastor (AZ) 

Bureau of Recfamation Water and Related Resources SOUTHERN ARIZONA WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENT ACT PROJECT $1,703,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $520,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTHERN NEVAOA/UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $25,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTHERN NEW MEXICOiWEST TEXAS INVESTIGATIONS PRO­
GRAM 

$150,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTHERN UTAH INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $225,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources STRAWBERRY VALLEY PROJECT $269,000 The President 

t>:) 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester(s) 

Administration House 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SUN RIVER PROJECT $378,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources TEXAS INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $45,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources TUALATIN PROJECT $339,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources TUCUMCARI PROJECT $41,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources UMATILLA PROJECT $4,310,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources UPPER COLORADO RIVER OPERATIONS PROGRAM $250,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources UPPER RIO GRANOE BASIN INVESTIGATIONS $75,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources VENTURA RIVER PROJECT $592,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources W.C. AUSTIN PROJECT $458,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WASHINGTON AREA PROJECTS $208,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WASHINGTON INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM $150,000 The President Hastings (WA) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WASHITA BASIN PROJECT $1,055,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WEBER BASIN PROJECT $1,492,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WEBER RIVER PROJECT $159,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WICHITA PROJECT-CHENEY DIVISION $405,000 The President 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WICHITA PROJECT-EQUUS BEDS DIVISION $600,000 The President Tiahrt 

t>:l 
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Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources YAKIMA PROJECT $8,512,000 The President Hastings (WA) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources YAKIMA RIVER BASIN WATER ENHANCEMENT PROJECT $8,500,000 The President Hastings (WA) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources YUMA AREA PROJECTS $24,500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction ALTON TO GALE ORGANIZED LEVEE DISTRICT, IL & MO (DEF 
CORR) 

$300,000 The President Costello 

Corps of Engineers Construction AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (COMMON FEATURES), CA $6,700,000 The President lungren, Dan; Matsui 

Corps of Engineers Construction AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MODIFICATIONS), 
CA 

$66,700,000 The President Lungren, Dan; Matsui 

Corps of Engineers Construction AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (fOLSOM DAM RAISE & BRIDGE), 
CA 

$600,000 The President Lungren, Dan; Matsui 

Corps of Engineers Construction ANTELOPE CREEK, LINCOLN, NE $5,697,000 The President Fortenbeny 

Corps of Engineers Construction ASSATEAGUE ISLAND, MO $1,000,000 The President Kratovil 

Corps of Engineers ~ Construction ATLANTIC COAST OF LONG ISLANO, LONG BEACH ISLAND, NY $700,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction ATLANTIC COAST OF NYC, ROCKAWAY INLET TO NORTON POINT, 
NY 

$4,000,000 The President Nadler (NY) 

Corps of Engineers Construction ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY BRIDGE REPLACEMENT AT 
DEEP CREEK, CHESAPEAKE, VA 

$100,000 The President Forbes 

Corps of Engineers Construction BLUE RIVER CHANNEL, KANSAS CITY, MO $5,600,000 The President Cleaver 

Corps of Engineers Construction BLUESTONE LAKE, WV (DAM SAFETY ASSURANCE) $86,700,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction BRAYS BAYOU, HOUSTON, lX $1l,018,000 The President Culberson 

Corps of Engineers Construction CANTON LAKE, OK (DAM SAFETY) $24,250,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction CAPE MAY INLET TO LOWER TOWNSHIP, NJ $200,000 The President LoBiondo 

t-:l 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Construction CAROLINA BEACH ANO VICINITY, NC $1,500,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers Construction CEDAR HAMMOCK, WARES CREEK, FL $5,565,000 The Pres ident Buchanan 

Corps of Engineers Construction CENTER HILL DAM, TN (SEEPAGE CONTROU $56,000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction CHAIN OF ROCKS CANAL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER, IL (OEF CORR) $6,500,000 The President Costello; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Construction CHESTERFIELO, MO $3,331,000 The President Akin 

Corps of Engineers Construction CHICAGO SANITARY ANO SHIP CANAL, DISPERSAL BARRIER, IL $7,275,000 The President Dahlkemper; Davis (ll); Ehlers; 
Kucinich; Oberstar; Petri; 
Roskam; Slaughter 

Corps of Engineers Construction CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TENNESSEE RIVER, TN $1,000,000 The President Davis (TN); Wamp 

Corps of Engineers Construction CHIEF JOSEPH DAM GAS ABATEMENT, WA $1,000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction CLEARWATER LAKE, MO (SEEPAGE CONTROl) $40,000,000 The President Emerson 

Corps of Engineers Construction COLUMBIA RIVER fiSH MITIGATION, WA, DR & ID $85,800,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction COLUMBIA RIVER TREATY fiSHING ACCESS SITES, OR & WA $500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction DELAWARE BAY COASTLINE, ROOSEVELT INLET TO LEWES 
BEACH, DE 

$350,000 The President Castle 

Corps of Engineers Construction DES PLAINES RIVER, IL $3,300,000 The President Roskam; Schakowsky 

Corps of Engineers Construction DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL fACILITIES PROGRAM; CALUMET 
HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & IN 

$1,501,000 The President Jackson (ll) 

l>:> 
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Corps of Enginee" Construction DREDGEO MATERIAL DISPOSAL fACIlITIES PROGRAM: CHARLES­
TON HARBOR DMDf, SC 

$1.798,000 The President Brown (SC) 

Corps of Engineers Construction DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL fACIlITIES PROGRAM: JACKSON-
VIllI HARBOR, fL 

$1,000,000 The President Brown, Corrine; Crenshaw 

Corps of Enginem Construction DREDGED MATERIAL DISPOSAL fACILITIES PROGRAM: SAVAN­
NAH HARBOR DMDf, GA 

$900,000 
-­

The President 

-­

Corps ot Engineers Construction DOVER DAM MUSKINGUM RIVER, OH $18,500,000 The President Space 

Corps of Engineers Construction DUWAMISH AND GREEN RIVER BASIN, WA $2,600,000 The President Dicks; McDermott; Reichert; Smith 
(WA) 

Corps of Engineers Construction EAST ST. LOUIS, IL $2,000,000 The President Costello; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Construction ELK CREEK LAKE, OR $500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction EMSWORTH LOCKS & DAM, OHIO RIVER, PA (STATIC INSTA-
BlliTY CORRECTION) 

$25,000,000 The President Altmire; Doyle 

Corps of Engineers Construction fiRE ISLAND INLET TO MONTAUK POINT, NY $5,800,000 The President King (NY) 

Corps of Engineers Construction GARRISON DAM AND POWER PLANT, NO (REPLACEMENT) $8,620,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET AND PECK BEACH, NJ $6,500,000 The President LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineers Construction HAMILTON AIRRELO WETLANDS RESTORATION, CA $14,250,000 The President Pelosi; Woolsey 

Corps of Engineers Construction HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, fl (SEEPAGE CONTROL) $130,000,000 The President Rooney 

Corps of Engineers Construction HOWARD HANSON DAM, WA $13,000,000 The President Dicks 

Corps of Enginem Construction INDIANA HARBOR, CONRNED DISPOSAL fACILITY, IN $13,500,000 The President Visclosky 

Corps of Engineers Construction J. BENNETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA $7,000,000 The President Alexander; fleming 

Corps of Engineers Construction JOHN H. KERR DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA & NC (REPLACEMENT) $16,915,000 The President 

~ 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQues!er!s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Construction KANSAS CITYS, MO & KS $100,000 The President Graves 

Corps of Engineers Construction KAWEAH RIVER, CA $640,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction KENTUCKY LOCK ANO DAM, TENNESSEE RIVER, KY $1,000,000 The President Whitfield 

Corps of Engineers Construction LAROSE TO GOLDEN MEADOW, LA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) $2,000,000 The President Melancon 

Corps of Enginem Construction LITTLE CALUMET RIVER, IN $20,000,000 The President Visclosky 

Corps of Engineers Construction LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4 MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA $6,210,000 The President Doyle; Murphy, Tim; Murtha 

Corps of Engineers Construction LOS ANGELES HARBOR MAIN CHANNEL DEEPENING, CA $885,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction LOWER CAPE MAY MEAOOWS, CAPE MAY POINT, NJ $400,000 The President LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineers Construction LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR & WA $1,650,000 The President Baird; Blumenauer 

Corps of Engineers Construction LOWER SNAKE RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE COMPENSATION, WA, 
OR & 10 

$1,500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction MARKLAND LOCKS AND DAM, KY (MAJOR REHAB) $1,000,000 The Pres ident Davis (KY) 

Corps of Engineers Construction MARTIN COUNTY, FL $350,000 The President Rooney 

Corps of Engineers Construction MCCOOK AND THORNTON RESERVOIRS, IL $25,000,000 The President Bean; Davis (IL); Gutierrez; Jackson 
(ILl; Quigley; Roskam; 
Schakowsky 

Corps of Engineers Construction MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN THE OHIO AND MISSOURI RIVERS 
(REG WORKS), MO & IL 

$580,000 The President 
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COI]lS of Engineers Construction MISSOURI RIVER FISH MITIGATION, lA, KS, MO, MT, NE, NO & 
SO 

$60,000,000 The President Rehberg 

Corps of Engineers Construction MT. ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROl, WA $1,500,000 The President Baird 

Corps of Engineers Construction MUO MOUNTAIN DAM, WA (FISH PASSAGE) $400,000 The President Dicks; Reicher!; Smith (WA) 

Corps of Engineers Construction MUOOY RIVER, MA $6,000,000 The President Frank (MAl 

COI]lS of Engineers Construction NAPA RIVER, CA $5,000,000 The President Thompson (CA) 

Corps of Engineers Construction NAPA RIVER, SALT MARSH RESTORATION, CA $100,000 The Pres ident Miller, George; Thompson (CAl 

Corps of Engineers Construction NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR, NY & NJ $92,016,000 The Pres ident Sires 

COI]lS of Engineers Construction NORFOLK HARBOR, CRANEY ISLAND, VA $100,000 The President Nye; Scott (VA) 

Corps of Engineers Construction OAKLAND HARBOR (50 FOOT PROJECn, CA $1,000,000 The President Lee (CA); Pelosi 

Corps of Engineers Construction OLMSTED LOCKS AND DAM, OHIO RIVER, IL & KY $109,790,000 The President Whitfield 

Corps of Engineers Construction PINELLAS COUNTY, FL $14,000,000 The President Young (Fl) 

Corps of Engineers Construction POPLAR ISLAND, MD $B,550,000 The President Cummings; Kratovil; Ruppersberger; 
Sarbanes 

Corps of Engineers Construction PORTUGUES AND BUCANA RIVERS, PR $42,000,000 The President Pierluisi 

Corps of Engineers Construction PRESQUE ISLE PENINSULA, PA lPERMANEND $1.000,000 The President Dahlkemper 

Corps of Engineers Construction RARITAN RIVER BASIN, GREEN BROOK SUB-BASIN, NJ $7,000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction RICHARD B. RUSSEL DAM & LAKE, GA & SC $1,615,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction RIO GRANDE FLOODWAY, SAN ACACIA TO BOSQUE DEL APACHE, 
NM 

$BOO,OOD The President Teague 

Corps of Engineers Construction RIO PUERTO NUEVO, PR $4,000,000 The President Pierluisi 

Corps of Engineers Construction ROANOKE RIVER UPPER BASIN, HEADWATERS AREA, VA $1,075,000 The President Goodlatte 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Construction SACRAMENTO DEEPWATER SHIP CHANNEL, CA $10,000,000 The President Tauscher; Thompson (CA) 

Corps of Engineers Construction SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, CA $15,000,000 The President Herger; Matsui; McNerney 

Corps of Engineers Construction SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA $52,193,000 The President Calvert; Miller. Gary; Rohrabacher; 
Sanchez, loretta 

Corps of Engineers Construction SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GA $2,000.000 The President Barrow; Bishop (GA); Deal; Gingrey 
(GA); Kingston; linder; Scott (GAl 

Corps of Engineers Construction SIMS BAYOU, HOUSTON, TX $25.700,000 The President Green. AI 

Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTH FlORIOA EVERGLAOES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, Fl $210.239,000 The President Diaz-Balart, lincoln; Diaz-Balart, 
Mario; Hastings (Fl); Klein (Fl); 
Rooney; Wasserman Schultz; 
Wexler 

Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTH SACRAMENTO COUNTY STREAMS, CA $4,750,000 The President Lungren. Dan; Matsui 

Corps of Engineers Construction ST. lOUIS FLOOD PROTECTION, MO $566,000 The President Carnahan 

Corps of Engineers Construction ST. PAUL HARBOR, AK $3.000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction SUCCESS DAM AND RESERVOIR, CA (DAM SAFETY) $10.000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction TEXAS CITY CHANNEL, TX $8.000,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers Construction TURKEY CREEK BASIN, KANSAS CITY. KS & MO $2.500,000 The President Cleaver; Moore (KS) 

~ 
~ 
Ol 



Corps of Engineers Construction UPPER MISSISSIPPI RIVER RESTORATION, IL, lA, MN, MO & WI $20,000,000 The President Akin; Boswell; Carnahan; Ellison; 
Halvorson; Hare; Jackson (IL); 
Loebsack; McCollum; Oberstar; 
Schock; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Construction WASHINGTON, DC & VICINlrT $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction WEST ONSLOW BEACH AND NEW RIVER INLET TOPSAIL BEACH, 
NC 

$400,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers Construction WILLAMmE RIVER TEMPERATURE CDNTROL, OR $11,000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Construction WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC $1,800,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers Construction WOLF CREEK DAM, LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY (SEEPAGE CON· 
TROLl 

$123,000,000 The President Rogers (KY); Whitfield 

Corps of Engineers Construction WOOD RIVER LEVEE, IL $1,170,000 The President Costello; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CAMP CREEK, ZUMWALT PRAIRIE PRESERVE, OR The President Walden 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CARPENTER CREEK, WA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CHARITON RIVER/RATHBUN LAKE WATERSHED, IA The President Boswell; Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 DRAYTON DAM, ND The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 EMIQUON FLOODPLAIN RESTORATION, IL The President Hare; Schock 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 EUGENE DELTA PONDS, OR The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 GOOSE CREEK, CO The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 JACKSON CREEK, GWINm COUNTT, GA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 KELLOGG CREEK, OR The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 lITILE RIVER WATERSHED, HALL COUNTY, GA The President 

t.::> 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 MALDEN RIVER ECOSYSTEM, MA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 MOSES LAKE, 1J( The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 OAKS BOTTOM, DR The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 ORLAND PARK, IL The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 RID GRANDE, LAREDO, 1J( The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SPRING LAKE, SAN MARCOS, 1J( The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SPRINGFIELD MILLRACE, DR The President OeFazio 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 STORM LAKE, IA The President King (IA) 

Corps of Engi neers Section 206 VENTURA MARSH, CLEAR LAKE, IA The President Latham 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 WILSON BAY RESTORATION, JACKSONVILLE, NC The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 WWTP, STEPHENVILLE, 1J( The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 ATACHAFALAYA RIVER, SHELL ISLANO PASS, ST. MARY PARISH, 
LA 

The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, MILE 6.0---ll.0, PLAQUEMINES PH, 
LA 

The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 BLACKHAWK BOTTOMS, OES MOINES COUNTY, IA The President Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 BUFFALO RIVER REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT, NY The President 

l'.:l 
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Corps of Engineers Section 204 CALCASIEU RIVER, MILE 5.0-14,0, CAMERON PARISH, LA The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 CAPE COD CANAL, SANDWICH, MA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 MANTEO, OLO HOUSE CHANNEL, NC The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 MAUMEE BAY HABITAT RESTORATION, OH The President Kaptur 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 NEWBURYPORT HARBOR, MA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 NJlWN BENEFICIAL USE, NJ The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 SOUTH PADRE ISLAND, TJ( {REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT) The President Ortiz 

Corps of Engineers Section 204 WYNN ROAD, OREGON, OH The President Kaptur 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 BEAVER CREEK & TRIBS, BRISTOL, TN The President Boucher 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 BLANCHARD RIVER, FINDLAY, OH The President Jordan (OH); Latta 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 BLANCHARD RIVER, OTTAWA, OH The President Latta 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 DUCK CREEK, OH (FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM) The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 EUREKA CREEK, MANHATTAN, KS The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 LITTLE RIVER DIVERSION, DUTCHTOWN, MO The President Emerson 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 LIVINGSTON, MT The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 MAD CREEK, MUSCATINE, fA The President Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 PLATTE RIVER, FREMONT, NE The President Fortenberry 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 PLATTE RIVER, SCHUYLER, NE The President Fortenberry 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 RIO DESCALABRADA, SANTA ISABEL,PR The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 RIO GUAMANI, GUAYANA, PR The President 
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t>:l 
'Cl 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!,) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 SUN VALLEY, EL PASO, TX The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 WEST VIRGINIA STATEWIDE fLOOD WARNING SYSTEM, WV The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 WYNNE, AR The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 111 BRUNSWI K HARBOR/JEKYLL ISLAND, GA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section III CAMP ELLIS, SACO, ME The President 

Corps of Engineers Section III EAST PASS CHANNEL, PANAMA Cm', fl The President 

Corps of Engineers Section III fAIRPORT HARBOR, OH The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 111 MANISTEE HARBOR & RIVER CHANNEL, MI The President 

Corps of Engineers Section III MOBILE PASS, AL The President 

Corps of Engineers Section III VERMILLION, OH The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 111 WHITCOMB FLATS, WA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 BUCKS HARBOR, MACHIASPORT, ME The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 MACKINAC ISLAND HARBOR BREAKWATER, MI The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 SAVOONGA HARBOR, ST LAWRENCE, AK The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 AQUATIC HABITAT RESTORATION AT PUEBLO OF SANTA ANA, NM The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 BENNINGTON LAKE DIVERSION DAM, WA The President 
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Corps of Engineers Section 1135 BLOOMINGTON STATE PARK, MO The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 BLUE VALLEY WETLANDS, JACKSON COUNTY, MO The President Cleaver 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 BRAIDED REACH, ID The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 DUCK CREEK, STODDARD COUNTY, MO The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 GREEN RIVER DAM MOD, KY The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 LOWER COLUMBIA SLOUGH, OR The President Blumenauer 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 LOWER KINGMAN ISLAND, DC The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 PRISON FARM SHORELINE HABITAT, NO The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 SHORTY'S ISLAND, ID The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 TAPPAN LAKE, OH The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 WALLA WALLA RIVER, OR The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 103 COASTAL AREAS, MARSHFIELD, MA The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 103 FORT SAN GERONIMO, PR The President 

Corps of Engineers Section 103 LINCOLN PARK BEACH, SEAffiE, WA The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ALA WAI CANAL, OAHU, HI $308,000 The President Abercrombie 

Corps of Engineers Investigations AUGUSTA, GA $278,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BAYOU SORREL LOCK, LA $1,239,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BOSTON HARBOR (45-FOOT CHANNELl, MA $500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, BROWNSVILLE CHANNEL, TJ( $600,000 The President Edwards (lX); Ortiz 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BUFFALO RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, NY $350,000 The President Higgins 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CALCASIEU LOCK, LA $1,000,000 The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CALIFORNIA COASTAL SEDIMENT MASTER PLAN, CA $900,000 The Pres ident Harman 

Corps of Engi neers Investigations COLLECTION ANO STUDY OF BASIC DATA--COASTAL FIELD 
DATA COLLECTION: COASTAL DATA INFORMATION PROGRAM 
& SOUTHERN CA BEACH PROCESSES STUDY, CA 

$525,000 The President Bilbray; Woolsey 

Corps of Engineers Investigations COYOTE AND BERRVESSA CREEKS, CA $102,000 The President Honda 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CURRITUCK SOUND, NC $150,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers Investigations DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE, NJ $400,000 The President Holt; Smith (N!) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations DES PLAINES RIVER, IL (PHASE II) $500,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers Investigations EASTERN SHORE, MID-CHESAPEAKE BAY ISLAND, MD $250,000 The President Cummings; Kratovil; Ruppersberger; 
Sarbanes 

Corps of Engineers Investigations EDISTO ISLANO, SC $167,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations FREEPORT HARBOR, TJ( $675,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GIWW, HIGH ISLAND TO BRAZOS RIVER REALIGNMENTS, TJ( $200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GREAT LAKES NAVIGATION SYSTEM STUDY, MI, IL, IN, MN, NY, 
OH, PA & WI 

$400,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GUADALUPE AND SAN ANTONIO RIVER BASINS, TJ( $423,000 The President Rodriguez 

Corps of Engineers Investigations HAGATNA RIVER FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, GUAM $200,000 The President Bordallo 

~ 
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Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

InvesUgations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

HAMILTON CITY, CA 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, HACKENSACK MEADOWLANDS, NJ 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, LOWER PASSAIC RIVER, NJ 

HUDSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, NY & NJ 

ILLINOIS RIVER BASIN RESTORATION, IL 

INDIAN RIVER LAGOON NORTH, FL 

INDIANA HARBOR, IN 

INTER BASIN CONTROL OF GREAT LAKES-MISSISSIPPI RIVER 
AQUATIC NUISANCE SPECIES, IL, IN, OH, WI 

JAMAICA BAY, MARINE PARK AND PLUMB BEACH, NY 

JOHN H. KERR DAM & RESERVOIR, VA & NC (SEC 216) 

KANSAS CITYS, MO & KS 

LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA 

LOUISIANA COASTAL PROTECTION AND RESTORATION, LA 

$400,000 

$250,000 

$200,000 

$200,000 

$400,000 

$150,000 

$1,000,000 

$300,000 

$200,000 

$300,000 

$700,000 

$20,000,000 

$3,000,000 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

Herger 

Rothman (NJ); Sires 

Pascrell; Rothman (NJ); Sires 

Crowley; Sires 

Halvorson 

Visclosky 

Sires; Weiner 

t-:l 
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Cleaver; Moore (KS) <:.:l 

Boustany; Cao 

/) 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Corps of Engineers 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Investigations 

Invesfigations 

Invesfigafions 

LOWER COLORADO RIVER BASIN, TX 

LOWER COLUMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, OR & WA 

LYNNHAVEN RIVER BASIN, VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 

MATANUSKA RIVER WATERSHED, AK 

MERRIMACK RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, NH & MA 

MILL CREEK WATERSHED, DAVIDSON COUNTY, TN 

MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, MN & SD 

$700,000 

$300,000 

$112,000 

$100,000 

$200,000 

$50,000 

$350,000 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 

Conaway; Edwards OX); Smith (TX) 

Nye 

Hodes 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MISSOURI RIVER DEGRADATION, MO & KS $700,000 The President Cleaver; Graves; Moore (KS) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations NEUSE RIVER BASIN, NC $200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations NUECES RIVER ANO TRIBUTARIES, TX $600,000 The President Gonzalez; Ortiz; Rodriguez; Smith 
(IX) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PILGRIM LAKE, TRURO & PROVINCETOWN, MA $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PIMA COUNTY (TRES RIOS DEL NORTE), Al $275,000 The President Giffords; Grijalva 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, fL $825,000 The President Wasserman Schultz 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PUGET SOUNO NEARSHORE MARINE HABITAT RESTORATION, WA $400,000 The President Baird; Dicks; Inslee; Larsen (WA); 
McDermott; Smith (WA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PUYALLUP RIVER, WA $600,000 The President Dicks; Smith (WA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations REO RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN, NO, MN, SO & MANITOBA, 
CANADA 

$150,000 The President Pomeroy 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RIO GRANDE BASIN, TX $304,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SABINE PASS TO GALVESTON BAY, TX $200,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAC-SAN JOAQUIN DELTA, DELTA ISLANDS AND LEVEES, CA $468,000 The President McNerney 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SHREWSBURY RIVER BASIN AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ $511,000 The President Pallone 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SOLANA-ENCINITAS SHORELINE, CA $440,000 The President Bilbray 

Corps of Engi neers Investigations SUITER COUNTY, CA $1,100,000 The President Herger 
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Corps of Engineers Investigations TOPEKA, KS $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations TYBEE ISlAND, GA $206,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations UPPER PENITENCIA CREEK, CA $386,000 The President Honda 

Corps of Engineers Investigations VA SHLY'AY AKIMEL SALT RIVER RESTORATION, Al $1,050,000 The President Mitchell; Pastor (All 

Corps of Engi neers Investigations WALlA WALlA WATERSHED, OR & WA $203,000 The President McMorris Rodgers; Walden 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WILD RICE RIVER, MN (RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN) $500,000 The President Peterson 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WILlAMmE RIVER FLOODPlAIN RESTORATION, OR $240,000 The President Wu 

Corps of Engineers Investigations YAKUTAT HARBOR, AK $450,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers Investigations YELLOWSTONE RIVER CORRIDOR, MT $200,000 The President Rehberg 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Investigations ALEXANORIA TO THE GULF, lA $1,000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT--1nvestigations COLDWATER RIVER BASIN BELOW ARKABUTlA lAKE, MS $84,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT--1 nvestigations DONALDSONVILLE TO THE GULF, lA $400,000 The President Melancon 

Corps of Engineers MRT--1nvestigations MEMPHIS METRO AREA, STORM WATER MANAGEMENT STUDY, 
TN 

$100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Construction ATCHAFAlAYA BASIN FLOODWAY SYSTEM, lA $2,664,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Construction ATCHAFAlAYA BASIN, lA $5,834,000 The President Melancon 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Construction CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, lA, MS, MO & TN $47,721,000 The President Berry; Taylor 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Construction MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, lA $2,250,000 The President Cao 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Construction MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR. IL, KY, lA, MS. MO & TN $28,874,000 The President Berry; Cao; Emerson 

Corps of Engineers MRT----{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

ATCHAFAlAYA BASIN FLOODWAY SYSTEM, lA $2,532,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester!s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, LA $12,374,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

BATON ROUGE HARBOR, OEVIL SWAMP, LA $43,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

BAYOU COCODRIE AND TRIBUTARIES, LA $54,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

BONNET CARRE, LA $2,415,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN $67,350,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

GREENVILLE HARBOR, MS $549,000 The President Thompson (MS) 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

HELENA HARBOR, PHILLIPS COUNTY, AR $211,000 The President Berry 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR $425,000 The President Boozman 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IL $191,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KY $100,000 The President Yarmuth 

Corps of Engineers MRT~perations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, LA $1,716,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MO $150,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MS $25,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TN $45,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER, NORTH BANK, AR $223,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

LOWER ARKANSAS ROVER, SOUTH BANK, AR $150,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

LOWER RED RIVER, SOUTH BANK LEVEES, LA $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

MEMPHIS HARBOR, MCKELLAR LAKE, TN $1,417,000 The President Cohen 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION--eAERNARVON, LA $358,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO &TN $8.011.000 The President Berry: Cao: Emerson 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

OLO RIVER, LA $9,739,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

ST. FRANCIS RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, AR & MO $6,243,000 The President Berry: Emerson 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

TENSAS BASIN, BOEUF AND TENSAS RIVERS, AR & LA $2,485,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers MRT-operations and Mainte­
nance 

TENSAS BASIN, REO RIVER BACKWATER, LA $3,660,000 The Pres ident 
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~ 
-;j 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

VICKSBURG HARBOR, MS $42,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

WAPPAPELLO LAKE. MO $5.416.000 The President Emerson 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

WHITE RIVER BACKWATER, AR $1.217.000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, ARKABUTLA LAKE, MS $6.091,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MS $154,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, ENID LAKE, MS $5.915,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, GREENWOOD. MS $B07,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, GRENADA LAKE, MS $6,331,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, MAIN STEM, MS $1,733,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, SARDIS LAKE. MS $7.329.000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers MRT---{)perations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, TRIBUTARIES. MS $778.000 The President 
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Corps of Engineors MRT-Dperations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, WILL MWHmlNGTON AUX CHAN, MS 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Dperations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN. YAZOO BACKWATER AREA, MS 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Dperations and Mainte­
nance 

YAZOO BASIN, YAZOO CITY, MS 

Corps of Engineers O&M ABIQUIU DAM. NM 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALABAMA----tOOSA COMPREHENSIVE WATER STUDY, AL 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALABAMA~IVER LAKES, AL 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALAMO LAKE, AZ 

Corps of Engineors O&M ALBENI FALLS DAM, ID 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALLATOONA LAKE. GA 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALLEGHENY RIVER. PA 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALMOND LAKE, NY 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALUM CREEK LAKE, OH 

Corps of Engineers O&M ALVIN R. RUSH DAM, PA 

Corps of Engineers O&M ANCHORAGE HARBOR. AK 

Corps of Engineers O&M APALACHICOLA, CHATIAHOOCHEE AND FLINT RIVERS. GA. AL & 
FL 

Corps of Engineers O&M APPLEGATE LAKE, OR 

Corps of Engineers O&M AQUILLA LAKE. TX 

Corps of Engineers O&M ARCADIA LAKE. OK 

$332,000 

, $544.000 

$731,000 

$3,305.000 

$253,000 

$16,785,000 

$1,542.000 

$1.545.000 

$7,077.000 

$9.039.000 

$524,000 

$1,545,000 

$659,000 

$18,659,000 

$2,437,000 

$1,302.000 

$1.564,000 

$521,000 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President Lujan 

The President 

The President Bonner; Davis (All 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President Ooyle 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President Young (AK) 

The President 

The President 

The President 

The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!,) 

Administration House 

Cqrps of Engineers O&M ARKANSAS-RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL-AREA VIII, 
TX 

$1,558,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ARKPORT DAM, NY $298,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ASHTABULA HARBOR, OH $840,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUf & BLACK, LA $11,640,000 The Pres ident Alexander; Melancon 

Corps of Engineers O&M ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY-ACC, VA $2,620,000 The Pres ident forbes 

Corps of Engineers O&M ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY-DSC, NC & VA $991,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, GA $865,000 The President Kingston 

Corps of Engineers O&M ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NC $4,300,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers O&M ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, SC $2,500,000 The President Brown (SC); Wilson (SC) 

Corps of Engineers O&M AYLESWORTH CREEK LAKE, PA $215,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M B. EVERETT JORDAN DAM AND LAKE, NC $1,898,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BALL MOUNTAIN, VT $858,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BALTIMORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS (50 FOOT), MD $15,513,000 The President Cummings; Ruppersberger; Sar­
banes 

Corps of Engineers O&M BALTIMORE HARBOR, MD (DRIFT REMOVAL) $360,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, LA $165,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M BARBERS POINT HARBOR, HI $201,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAROWELL LAKE, TJ( $2,229,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BARKLEY OAM AND LAKE, BARKLEV, KV & TN $10,393,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BARNEGAT INLET, NJ $475,000 The Presidenf Adler (NJl 

Corps of Engineers O&M BARRE FALLS DAM, MA $753,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BARREN RIVER LAKE, KY $2,514,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAVOU BODCAU RESERVOIR, LA $954,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers O&M BAVOU LAFOURCHE AND LAFOURCHE-jUMP WATERWAV, LA $1,211,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAVOU PIERRE, LA $24,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAVOU SEGNETTE WATERWAY, LA $49,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAYOU TECHE & VERMILION RIVER, LA $15,000 The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAVOU TECHE, LA $200,000 The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineers O&M BAVPORT SHIP CHANNEL, TJ( $4,968,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BEAR CREEK LAKE, CO $395,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BEAVER LAKE, AR $8,864,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M 8EECH FORK LAKE, WV $1,405,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BELTON LAKE, TJ( $3,280,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers O&M BELTZVILLE LAKE, PA $1,201,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BENBROOK LAKE, TJ( $2,575,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BERLIN LAKE, OH $2,198,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requeslertsl 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M BIG BENO OAM, LAKE SHARPE, SO $9,873,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BIG SANDY HARBOR, KY $1,710,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BIGSTONE LAKE AND WHETSTONE RIVER, MN & SO $276,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BILOXI HARBOR, MS $1,250,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BIRCH HILL DAM, MA $1,203,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BIRCH LAKE, OK $902,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLACK Bum LAKE, CA $2.234.000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLACK ROCK CHANNEL AND TONAWANDA HARBOR, NY $1,503.000 The President Higgins 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLACK ROCK LAKE, CT $1,436.000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLACK WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS, AL $24,180,000 The President Aderholt; Bachus 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLACKWATER DAM, NH $610.000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLAKLEY MT DAM. LAKE OUACHITA. AR $7.000,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLUE MARSH LAKE, PA $2,696,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BWE MOUNTAIN LAKE, AR $1,914,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLUE RIVER LAKE, OR $940,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLUESTONE LAKE, WV $1.661,000 The President Rahall 
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Corps of Engineers O&M BONNEVILLE LOCK & DAM, OR &WA $13,911,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BOSTON HARBOR, MA $7,000,000 The President Lynch 

Corps of Engineers O&M BOWMAN HALEY, ND $350,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, TX $7,000,000 The President Edwards (TX); Ortiz 

Corps of Engineers O&M BROKEN BOW LAKE, OK $3,202,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BROOKVILLE LAKE, IN $862,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GA $7,156,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUCHANAN DAM, HV EASTMAN LAKE, CA $2,041,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUCKHORN LAKE, KY $1,585,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUFFALO BAYOU & TRIBUTARIES, TX $2,958,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUFFALO HARBOR, NY $1,925,000 The President Higgins 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUFFUMVILLE LAKE, MA $836,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUFORD DAM AND LAKE SIDNEY LANIER, GA $8,924,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BULL SHOALS LAKE, AR $14,234,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BURNS WATERWAY HARBOR, IN $165,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BURNSVILLE LAKE, WV $2,246,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M BUTTERMILK CHANNEL, NY $1,760,000 The President Nadler (NY) 

Corps of Engineers O&M CADDO LAKE, LA $224,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CAESAR CREEK LAKE, OH $1,500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CAGLES MILL LAKE, IN $892,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M CALCASIEU RIVER AND PASS, LA $17,968,000 The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & IN $3.120,000 The President Jackson (ILl 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL $4,600,000 The President Posey 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CANTON LAKE, OK $2,217,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CANYON LAKE, TX $4,OD5,OOO The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CAPE COD CANAL, MA $13,263,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CAPE FEAR RIVER ABOVE WILMINGTON, NC $988,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers O&M CARLYLE LAKE, IL $5,171,000 The President Shimkus 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CARR CREEK LAKE, KY $1,737,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CARTERS DAM AND LAKE, GA $8,318,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M CARUTHERSVILLE HARBOR, MO $40,000 The President Emerson 

Corps of Engineers O&M CAVE RUN LAKE, KY $926,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CECIL M. HARDEN LAKE, IN $1.027,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CEDAR BAYOU, TX $l.790,OOO The President Edwards (lX); Paul 

Corps of Engineers O&M CENTER HILL LAKE, TN $6,143,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CENTRAL & SOUTHERN FLORIDA, FL $23,876,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M CHANNEL TO HARLINGEN, 1); $2.161,000 The President Edwards (1);) 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHANNEL TO PORT BOLIVAR, 1); $383,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHANNELS IN LAKE ST. CLAIR, MI $1.636,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHARLES RIVER NATURAL VALLEY STORAGE AREA, MA $275,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC $10,694,000 The President Brown (SC) 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHARLEVOIX HARBOR, MI $203,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHATFIELD LAKE, CO $1.442,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHEATHAM LOCK ANO DAM, TN $6,454,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHENA RIVER LAKES, AK $2,816,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHERRY CREEK LAKE, CO $1,999,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHETCO RIVER, OR $909,000 The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHICAGO HARBOR, IL $3,889,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHICAGO RIVER, IL $493,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TENNESSEE RIVER, TN $3,775,000 The President Wamp 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHIEF JOSEPH DAM, WA $790,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VA $913,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CLAIRBORNE COUNTY PORT, MS $2,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CLARENCE CANNON DAM AND MARK TWAIN LAKE, MO $6,813,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CLARENCE J BROWN DAM, OH $1,145,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CLEARWATER LAKE, MO $2,933,000 The President Emerson 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Request,,(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M CLEVELAND HARBOR. OH $7,357,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CLINTON LAKE, KS $2,073,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COCHIn LAKE, NM $6,876,000 The President Lujan 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLD BROOK LAKE, SO $436.000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLD SPRING INlET, NJ $250,000 The President LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLEBROOK RIVER LAKE, CT $615,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLUMBIA & LWR WILLAMmE R BLW VANCOUVER, WA AND 
PORTLAND, OR 

$24.495,000 The President Baird 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLUMBIA RIVER AT BAKER BAY, WA & OR $86,000 The President Baird 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & WA $12,945,000 The President Baird 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN CHINOOK AND SAND ISLAND. WA $7,000 The President Baird 

Corps of Engineers O&M COLUMBIA RIVER BETWEEN VANCOUVER, WA & THE DALLES, 
OR 

$689,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CONANT BROOK LAKE. MA $210,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CONCHAS LAKE, NM $1,796,000 The President Lujan 

Corps of Engineers O&M CONEMAUGH RIVER LAKE, PA $1,253,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CONNEAUT HARBOR, OH $1,191,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC $4,685,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M COOS BAY, OR $5,091,000 The President OeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M COPAN LAKE, OK $1,035,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer. O&M COQUILLE RIVER, OR $578,000 The President OeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M CORALVILLE LAKE, IA $3,381,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COROELL HULL DAM ANO RESERVOIR, TN $6,813,000 The President 

Corps of Enginem O&M CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, lX $4,523,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COTTAGE GROVE LAKE, OR $1.130,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COTTONWOOD SPRINGS LAKE, SO $271,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer. O&M COUGAR LAKE, OR $1,582,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COUNCIL GROVE LAKE, KS $1,739,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COWANESQUE LAKE, PA $1,889,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M COYOTE VALLEY DAM, LAKE MENDOCINO, CA $3,829,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CROOKED CREEK LAKE, PA $1,683,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CUMBERLAND, MO AND RIDGELEY, WV $177,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M CURWENSVILLE LAKE, PA $757,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DALE HOllOW LAKE, TN $6,386,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DARDANELLE LOCK & DAM, AR $9,754,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DEER CREEK LAKE, OH $1,481,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DEGRAY LAKE, AR $7,000,000 The President Ross 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!,) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M DELAWARE LAKE, OH $1,322,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OELAWARE RIVER AT CAMDEN, NJ $15,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA TO THE SEA, NJ, PA & DE $19,600,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA, PA TO TRENTON, NJ $820,000 The President Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M DENISON DAM, LAKE mOMA, TX & OK $10,676,000 The President Cole 

Corps of Engineers O&M DEQUEEN LAKE, AR $1.752,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M DETROIT LAKE, OR $949,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DETROIT RIVER, MI $5,415,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DEWEY LAKE, KY $1,775,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OIERKS LAKE, AR $1,360,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M OILLlNGHAM HARBOR, AK $885,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DillON LAKE, OH $1,366,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M DISPOSAL AREA MONITORING, ME $1.000,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OORENA LAKE, OR $1,160,000 The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M DRY CREEK (WARM SPRINGS) LAKE & CHANNEL, CA $5,139,000 The President Woolsey 

Corps of Engineers O&M DULUTH·SUPERIOR HARBOR, MN & WI $5,985,000 The President Obey 
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Corps of Engineers O&M DWORKSHAK OAM ANO RESERVOIR, 10 $2,875,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST BRANCH CLARION RIVER lJIKE, PA $1,524,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST BRIMFIELO LAKE, MA $950,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST FORK, TOMBIGBEE RIVER, MS $187,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST LYNN lJIKE, WV $2,167,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST RIVER, NY $300,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, NY $2,950,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAST SIDNEY LAKE, NY $588,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EASTCHESTER CREEK, NY $4,090,000 The President Crowley 

Corps of Engineers O&M EAU GALLE RIVER LAKE, WI $888,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EOil HOOK, WA $730,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EOWARO MACOOWELL LAKE, NH $560,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EL DORADO LAKE, KS $1,586,000 The President Tiahrt 

Corps of Engineers O&M ELK CITY LAKE, KS $718,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ELKINS, WV $15,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers O&M ELVIS STAHR (HICKMAN) HARBOR, KY $40,000 The President Whitfield 

Corps of Engineers O&M ERIE HARBOR, PA $555,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ESCAMBIA AND CONECUH RIVERS, FL $56,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ESTELLINE SPRINGS EXPERIMENTAL PROJECT, 1)( $43,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M EUFAULA LAKE, OK $6,620,000 The President 

~ 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Pmiect Amount 
R,quester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M EVERffi HARBOR AND SNOHOMISH RIVER, WA $1,766,000 The President Larsen (WA) 

Corps of Engineer> O&M FALL CREEK LAKE, OR $1,864,000 The President OeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M FALL RIVER LAKE, KS $1,283,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FALLS LAKE, NC $1,859,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FARM CREEK RESERVOIRS, IL $352,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FARMINGTON OAM, CA $481,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FERN RIDGE LAKE. OR $2,362,000 The President OeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M FERNANDINA HARBOR, FL $1,625,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FERRELLS BRIDGE DAM, LAKE 0' THE PINES, TX $3,485,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FIRE ISLAND INLET TO JONES INLET, NY $150,000 The Pres iden! King (NY) 

Corps of Engi neers O&M FlSHTRAP LAKE, KY $2,l7l,OOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FLUSHING BAY AND CREEK, NY $60,000 The President Crowley 

Corps of Engineers O&M FORT GIBSON LAKE, OK $11,768,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M FORT RANDALL DAM, LAKE FRANCIS CASE, SO $12,210,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers O&M FORT SUPPLY LAKE, OK $1,104,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FOSTER JOSEPH SAYERS OAM, PA $674,000 The President 
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Corps of Engi neers O&M FOX POINT HURRICANE BARRIER, PROVIOENCE, RI $500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FOX RIVER, WI $2,421,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FRANCIS EWALTER OAM, PA $969,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FRANKLIN FALLS OAM, NH $1,921,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FREEPORT HARBOR, TX $3,316,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers O&M FRESHWATER BAYOU, LA $2,235,000 The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineers O&M FRIOAY HARBOR, WA $111,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M FT. PECK OAM AND LAKE, MT $6,361,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GALISTEO DAM, NM $591,000 The President Lujan 

Corps of Engineers O&M GALVESTON HARBOR AND CHANNEL, TX $13,095,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers O&M GARRISON DAM, LAKE SAKAKAWEA, ND $14,746,000 The President Pomeroy 

Corps of Engineers O&M GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW, VA $2,323,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GAVINS POINT DAM, NE & SD $8,165,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GENERAL EDGAR JADWIN DAM AND RESERVOIR, PA $224,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GEORGETOWN HARBOR, SC $1,073,000 The President Brown (SC) 

Corps of Engineers O&M GILLHAM LAKE, AR $1,366,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M GIWW, CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, TX $2,264,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers O&M GIWW, CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TX $1,733,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, MI $820,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GRANGER DAM AND LAKE, TX $2,588,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!,) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M GRAPEVINE LAKE, 1)( $2,735,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GRAYS HARBOR ANO CHEHALIS RIVER, WA $11,140,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GRAYSON LAKE, KY $1,709,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREAT KILLS HARBOR, STATEN ISLANO, NY $60,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREAT SALT PLAINS LAKE, OK $347,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREAT SALT PONO, BLOCK ISLANO, RI $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREAT SOUTH BAY, NY $60,000 The President Bishop (NY) 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREEN ANO BARREN RIVERS, KY $1,BBO,OOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREEN BAY HARBOR, WI $3,459,000 The President Kagen 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREEN PETER-FOSTER LAKES, OR $3,650,000 The President OeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREEN RIVER LAKE, KY $2,202,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREERS FERRY LAKE, AR $7,759,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, AL $5,735,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, LA $24,777,000 The President Cao 

Corps of Engineers O&M GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, 1)( $26,046,000 The President Paul 

Corps of Engineers O&M GULFPORT HARBOR, MS $3,470,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M HAMPTON ROADS, NORFOLK & NEWPORT NEWS HARBOR, VA 
(DRIFT REMOVAL) 

$882,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HANCOCK BROOK LAKE, CT $442,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HARLAN COUNT'I LAKE, NE $2,312,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HARRY S. TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, MO $9,393,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HARTWELL LAKE, GA & SC $11,999,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HELENA HARBOR, AR $40,ODO The President Berry 

Corps of Engineers O&M HEYBURN LAKE, OK $748,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HIDDEN DAM, HENSLEY LAKE, CA $2,170,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HILLS CREEK LAKE, OR $843,000 The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M HILLSDALE LAKE, KS $860,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HODGES VILLAGE DAM, MA $567,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOLLAND HARBOR, MI $2,151,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOMER HARBOR, AK $400,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOMME LAKE, ND $252,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOP BROOK LAKE, CT $917,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOPKINTON-EVERETT LAKES, NH $1,148,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HORDS CREEK LAKE, IX $1,605,000 The President Conaway 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOUMA NAVIGATION CANAL, LA $2,569,000 The President Melancon 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEl, lX $15,D63,000 The President Culberson; Edwards (lX); Green, AI; 
Green. Gene; Jackson-Lee (lX); 
Olson 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M HOWARD HANSON DAM, WA $3,694,000 The President 

COlPS of Engineers O&M HUDSON RIVER CHANNEL, NY $60,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HUDSON RIVER, NY (MAINn $1,270,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HUDSON RIVER, NY (0 & C) $1,550,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HUGO LAKE, OK $1,738,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HULAH LAKE, OK $2,097,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M HUMBOLDT HARBOR AND BAY, CA $3,010,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ICE HAROBR LOCK & DAM, WA $5,828,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ILLINOIS WATERWAY, IL & iN (MVR PORTION) $31,736,000 The Pres ident Hare 

Corps of Engineers O&M iLLINOIS WATERWAY, IL & IN (MVS PORTION) $1,748,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INDIANA HARBOR, IN $2,330,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M iNSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, GA $48,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECnON OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, IL $65,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, OR $34,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, WA $74,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, WY $10,000 The President 

r,.:> 
01 
>!'>­



Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AK $168,00D The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR $673,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AZ $199,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CA $6,702,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CO $773,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CT $392,000 The President " 
Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, DC $14D,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, Fl $1,200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, GA $108,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, HI $705,000 The President Hirono 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IA $483,00D The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ID $324,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IL $1,298,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IN $709,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KS $220,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KY $665,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, LA $1,487,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MA $414,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MD $155,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ME $215,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MI $158,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, MN $633,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, MO $1,491,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, MS $183,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MT $115,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NC $244,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NO $452,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NE $714,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NH $126,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NJ $205,000 The President 

Corps of Engineer.; O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NM $639,000 The President Heinrich; Lujan; Teague 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, NV $63,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, NY $898,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, OH $555,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETEO WORKS, OK $255,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, OR $636,000 The President 
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Corps of Engi neers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, PA $880,000 The Presidenf 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, RI $48,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, SC $70,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, SO $75,000 The Presidenf 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TN $50,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TJ( $1,520,000 The President Reyes 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, UT $84,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, VA $369,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, VT $109,000 The Presidenf 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WA $725,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WI $91,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WV $336,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WY $25,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M INTERNATIONAL WATER STUDIES, ME $17,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers D&M INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY CALOOSAHATCHEE R TO ANCLOTE R, 
FL 

$780,000 The President Buchanan; Mack; Young (FL) 

Corps of Engineers O&M INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, DELAWARE R TO CHESAPEAKE BAY, 
DE & MD 

$28,390,000 The President Castle; Cummings; Ruppmberger; 
Sarbanes 

Corps of Engineers O&M INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI, FL $4,500,000 The President Crenshaw; Hasfings (FU; Klein lFU; 
Kosmas; Meek (FLI; Mica; Ros-
Lehtinen; Wasserman Schultz; 
Wexler 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Ammmt 
Requester!,) 

Administration House 

Corp, of Engineers O&M INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, REHOBOTH BAY TO OELAWARE BAY, 
DE 

$70,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ISABELLA LAKE, CA $1,802,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M J. BENNETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA $10,598,000 The President Alexander; Fleming 

Corps of Engineers O&M J. EDWARD ROUSH LAKE, IN $944,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M J. PERCY PRIEST DAM AND RESERVOIR, TN $4,818,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M J. STORM THURMOND LAKE, GA & SC $10,316,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JACKSON HOLE LEVEES, WY $877,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL $6.035,000 The President Brown, Corrine; Crenshaw 

Corps of Engineers O&M JAMAICA BAY, NY $220.000 The President Meeks (NY): Sires 

Corps of Engineers O&M JAMES RIVER CHANNEL, VA $4,479,000 The President 

Corps of EngiQeers O&M JEMEZ CANYON DAM, NM $756,000 The President Lujan 

Corps of Engineers O&M JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE, MD & WV $1,779,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JIM CHAPMAN LAKE, TX $1,718,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JIM WOODRUFF LOCK AND DAM, LAKE SEMINOLE, FL, AL & GA $9,732,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JOE POOL LAKE, TX $1,096,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JOHN DAY LOCK AND DAM, OR & WA $8,901,000 The President Baird 
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Corps of Engineers O&M JOHN H. KERR LAKE, VA & NC $11,585,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, CO $2,554,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JOHN REO MONO OAM ANO RESERVOIR, KS $3,685,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JOHN W. FLANNAGAN OAM ANO RESERVOIR, VA $2,104,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JOHNSTOWN, PA $34,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M JONES INLET, NY $150,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KANAWHA RIVER LOCKS & OAM, WV $14,089,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KANOPOLIS, KS $2,288,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KASKASKIA RIVER NAVIGATION, IL $2,148,000 The President Costello 

Corps of Engineers O&M KAW LAKE, OK $2,751,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KENTUCKY RIVER, KY $10,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KEWAUNEE HARBOR, WI $440,000 The President KagsR 

Corps of Engineers O&M KEWEENAW WATERWAY, MI $37,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KEYSTONE LAKE, OK $6,947,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KINZUA OAM ANO ALLEGHANY RESERVOIR, PA $1,338,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M KNIGHTVILLE MM, MA $1,421,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M LAC aUI PARLE LAKES, MINNESOTA RIVER, MN $627,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M LAKE ASHTABULA ANO BALOHILL OAM, NO $1,351,000 The President Pomeroy 

Corps of Engineers O&M LAKE KEMP, TX $327,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M LAKE MICHIGAN OIVERSION, IL $683,000 The President 
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Agency Account 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

Corps of Engineers O&M 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Project 

LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY 

LAKE PROVIDENCE HARBOR, LA 

LAKE SHELBYVILLE, IL 

LAKE TRAVERSE, SD & MN 

LAKE WASHINGTON SHIP CANAL, WA 

LAUREL RIVER LAKE, KY 

LAVON LAKE, ]X 

LEWISVILLE DAM, TX 

LIBBY DAM, MT 

UTTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES, MO 

LITTLE GODSE LOCK & DAM, WA 

LmLE SODUS BAY HARBOR, NY 

LITTLEVILLE LAKE, MA 

LONG BRANCH LAKE, MO 

LONG ISLAND INTRACDASTAL WATERWAY, NY 

LONG ISLAND SOUND,~ 
- ... ... ­

Amount 

$100,000 

$572,000 

$5,454,000 

$598,000 

$9,246,000 

$1,927,000 

$3,497,000 

$3,549,000 

$1,948,000 

$B45,000 

$2,551,000 

$5,000 

$889,000 

$949,000 

$100,000 

$4,000,000 

1---­
II.dministration 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The President
 

The Pres ident
 

The President
 

The President
 
~ ;_.- ­

Requester!,) 

House 

Alexander 

Shimkus 

Dicks 
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1_______________________________ 

Corps of Engineers O&M LOOKOUT POINT LAKE, OR $2,766,000 The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M LORAIN HARBOR, OH $880,000 The President Sutton 

Corps of Engineers O&M LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, CA $4,597,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M LOST CREEK LAKE, OR $3,636,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M LOWER GRANITE LOCK & DAM, WA $7,651,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M LOWER MONUMENT LOCK & DAM, WA $2,735,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M LOYALHANNA LAKE, PA $1,346,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M LUCKY PEAK LAKE, ID $2,597,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M LYNNHAVEN INLET, VA $277,000 The Pres ident Nye 

Corps of Engineers O&M MADISON PARISH PORT, LA $7,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M MAHONING CREEK LAKE, PA $1,286,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M MANASQUAN RIVER, rtJ $16D,000 The President Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers O&M MANSFIELO HOLLOW LAKE, CT $861,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MANTEO (SHALLOWBAG) BAY, NC $3,945,000 The President Jones; Price (NCl 

Corps of Engineers O&M MARION LAKE, KS $1,82D,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MARTINS FORK LAKE, KY $814,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MARTIS CREEK LAKE, NV & CA $1,192,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MASONBORO INLET AND CONNECTING CHANNELS, NC $2,30D,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers O&M MASSILLON LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH $37,DOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MATAGORDA SHIP CHANNEL, lX $4,627,000 The President Edwards (lX); Paul 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M MATTITUCK HARBOR, NY $60,000 The President Bishop (NY) 

Corps of Engineers O&M MCCLELLAN-KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR $40,516,000 The President Berry 

Corps of Engineers O&M MCCLELLAN-KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, OK $6,173,000 The President Boren 

Corps at Engineers O&M MCNARY LOCK & DAM, OR & WA $7,137,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MELVERN LAKE, KS $2,151,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MERCED COUNTY STREAMS, CA $451,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MERMENTAU RIVER, LA $1,913,000 The President Boustany 

Corps of Engineers O&M MICHAEL J KIRWAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, OH $1,089,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MIDDLE RIO GRANDE ENDANGERED SPECIES COLLABORATIVE 
PROGRAM, NM (MRGESCP) 

$3,150,000 The President Heinrich; Lujan; Teague 

Corps of Engineers D&M MIDDLESBORO CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN, KY $113,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MILFORD LAKE, KS $2,057,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MILL CREEK LAKE, WA $3,834,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MILLWOOD LAKE, AR $5,122,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M MINNESOTA RIVER, MN $256,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISPILLION RIVER, DE $30,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSINEWA LAKE, IN $974,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI FLOOO CONTROL, OH $1,727,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER ANO MIN­
NEAPOLIS (MVP PORTION), MN 

$44,130,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER ANO MIN­
NEAPOLIS (MVR PORTION), IL 

$58,714,000 The President Hare 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER ANO MIN­
NEAPOLIS (MVS PORTION), IL 

$22,227,000 The President Hare; Shimkus 
/'. 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN THE OHIO ANO MISSOURI RIVERS 
(REG WORKS), MO & IL 

$23,403,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER OUTLETS AT VENICE, LA $2,838,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BATON ROUGE TO THE GULF OF MEXICO, LA $54,994,000 The President Cao 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSOURI RIVER-KENSLERS BENO, NE TO SOIUX CITY, IA $129,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSOURI RIVER-SOUIX CITY TO RULO, lA, NE, KS & MO $8,669,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MOBILE HARBOR, AL $23,996,000 The President Bonner 

Corps of Engineers O&M MOJAVE RIVER OAM, CA $288,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA $16,758,000 The President Ooyle 

Corps of Engineers O&M MONROE LAKE, IN $1,101,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MOREHEAO CITY HARBOR, NC $9,500,000 The President Jones 

Corps of Engineers O&M MORICHES INLET, NY $100,000 The President Bishop INY) 

Corps of Engineers O&M MORRO BAY HARBOR, CA $3,300,000 The President Capps 

Corps of Engineers O&M MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, OH $995,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MOUNT MORRIS OAM, NY $2,696,000 The President Lee (NY) 

JL. 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester!s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M MOUTH OF YAZOO RIVER, MS $40,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MT. ST. HELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA $279,000 The President Baird 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA $3,056,000 The President Reichert; Smith f'NA) 

Corps of Engineers O&M MURDERKILL RIVER, DE $30,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES. OH $7,306,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M MYSTIC RIVER, CT $250,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M NARROWS DAM, LAKE GREESON, AR $4,505,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M NARROWS OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VT & NY $85,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NAVARRO MILLS LAKE, 1)( $4,168,000 The President 

Corps of Enginem O&M NEAH BAY, WA $67,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW BEDFORD AND FAIRHAVEN HARBOR, MA $500,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M NEW BEDFORD, FAIRHAVEN AND ACUSHNET HURRICANE BAR­
RIER, MA 

$619,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M NEW HOGAN LAKE, CA $2,515,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW JERSEY INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NJ $500,000 The President Adler (NJ); LoBiondo; Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW MADRID HARBOR, MILE 889, MO $40,000 The President Emerson 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW MADRID HARBOR, MO $90,000 The President Emerson 

t>:l 
cJ:l 
,j::>. 



Corps of Engineers O&M NEW MELONES LAKE, OOWNSTREAM CHANNEL, CA $1,898,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW PORT BAY HARBOR, CA $1,780,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW RIVER INLET, NC $700,000 The President Jones 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW YORK ANO NEW JERSEY CHANNELS, NY $4,100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW YORK HARBOR, NY $3,698,000 The President Sires 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW YORK HARBOR, NY & NJ (DRIFT REMOVAL) $7,000,000 The President Pallone 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW YORK HARBOR, NY & NJ (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE 
DEPOSITS) 

$1,045,000 The President Pallone 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK ANO PASSAIC RIVERS, NJ $150,000 The Pres ident Payne; Rothman (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEWTOWN CREEK, NY $150,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M NIMROD LAKE, AR $2,289,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M NOLIN LAKE, KY $2,477,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NOME HARBOR, AK $820,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORFOLK HARBOR, VA $11,343,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORFORK LAKE, AR $5,717,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORTH BRANCH KOKOSING RIVER LAKE, OH $274,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORTH FORK OF POUNO RIVER LAKE, VA $630,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORTH HARTLAND LAKE, VT $772,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORTH SAN GABRIEL DAM AND LAKE GEORGETOWN, TJ( $2,382,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORTH SPRINGFIELD LAKE, VT $854,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORTHFIELD BROOK LAKE, CT $610,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester!s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M O.C. FISHER DAM AND lAKE, 1X $1,164,000 The President Conaway 

Corps of Engineers O&M OAHE DAM, lAKE OAHE, SD & NO $11,816,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OAKlAND HARBOR, CA $10,000,000 The President Lee (CA) 

Corps of E gineers O&M OCEANSIDE HARBOR, CA $1,500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, KY, IL, IN & OH $40,748,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, PA, OH & WV $21,470,000 The President Doyle 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, WV, KY & OH $35,276,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, KY, IL, IN & OH $5,836,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, PA, OH & WV $516,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, WV, KY & OH $2',996,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OKATIBBEE lAKE, MS $1,703,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, FL $2,357,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OLO HICKORY LOCK AND DAM, TN $12,304,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ONTONAGON HARBOR, MI $1,122,000 The President Stupak 

Corps of Engineers O&M OOLOGAH lAKE, OK $4,106,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OPTIMA lAKE, OK $219,000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M ORWELL LAKE, MN $533,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OSCEOLA HARBOR, AR $1,940,000 The President Berry 

Corps of Engineers O&M OTTER BROOK LAKE, NH $553,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M OUACHITA ANO BLACK RIVERS, AR & LA $9,605,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M OZARK-lETA TAYLOR LOCK & OAM, AR $5,725,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PAINT CREEK LAKE, OH $1,216,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PAINTED ROCK DAM, AZ $1,320,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PAINTSVILLE LAKE, KY $1,231,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PALM BEACH HARBOR, FL $3,225,000 The President Klein (FLI 

Corps of Engineers O&M PANAMA CITY HARBOR, FL $2,055,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PAPILLION CREEK, NE $847,000 The resident 

Corps of Engineers O&M PASCAGOULA HARBOR, MS $7,505,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PASSAIC RIVER FLOOD WARNING SYSTEM, Nl $553,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PAT MAYSE LAKE, TJ( $1,208,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PATOKA LAKE, IN $887,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PEARL RIVER, MS & LA $193,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PEARSON-SKUBITZ BIG HILL LAKE, KS $1,472,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PENSACOLA HARBOR, FL $67,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PENSACOLA RESERVOIR, LAKE OF THE CHEROKEES, OK $114,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PERRY LAKE, KS $2,015,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuester(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M PHILPOTT LAKE, VA & NC $5,638,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PINE ANO MATHEWS CANYONS LAKES, NV $341,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PINE CREEK LAKE, OK $1,276,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PINE FLAT LAKE, CA $3,201,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PIPESTEM LAKE, NO $496,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PLYMOUTH HARBOR, PLYMOUTH, MA $200,000 The Pres ident Delahunt 

Corps of Engineers O&M pOlm JUDITH HARBOR OF REFUGE, RI $300,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M POMME DE TERRE LAKE, MO $2,231,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M POMONA LAKE, KS $2,047,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PONCE DE LEON INlET, Fl $600,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M PORT ORFORD, OR $3B,000 The Pres ident DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M PORTCHESTER HARBOR, NY $60,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PORTSMOUTH HARBOR AND PISCATAQUA RIVER, NH $500,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M POTOMAC AND ANACOSTIA RIVER, DC (DRIFT REMOVAL) $805,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M PRESQUE ISLE HARBOR, MI $335,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROCTOR DAM AND LAKE, TJ( $2,324,000 The Pres ident Conaway 
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Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. AK $930,000 The Presidenl 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. AL $100.000 The Presidenl 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, CA $2,442,000 The Pres ident 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, CT $1,050,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, DC $30,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. DE $105,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. FL $1,300,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, GA $151,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, HI $570,000 The President Hirono 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, IL $104,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. IN $185,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, LA $65,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. MA $1.200,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. MO $400,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ME $750,000 The Pres ident 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MI $410.000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MN $82,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MS $75,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS. NC $295,000 The President 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NH $275,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requester{s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, NJ $1,653,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NY $2,123,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, OH $295,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, OR $200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, PA $120,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, RI $500,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, SC $465,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, 1X $223,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, VA $850,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, WA $524,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROJECT CONOITION SURVEYS, WI $283,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PROMPTON lAKE, PA $434,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PUGET SOUNO ANO TRIBUTARY WATERS, WA $1,011,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M PUNXSUTAWNEY, PA $22,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M QUILlAYUTE RIVER, WA $266,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M R. O. BAILEY lAKE, WV $1.927,000 The President Rahall 
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Corps of Engineers O&M RARITAN RIVER TO ARTHUR KILL CUT-OFF, NJ $200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M RARITAN RIVER, NJ $120,000 The President Pallone 

Corps of Engineers O&M RATHBUN LAKE, IA $3,019,000 The President Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers O&M RAY ROBERTS LAKE, TX $1,324,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M RAYSTOWN LAKE, PA $3,847,000 The President Shuster 

Corps of Engineers O&M REO LAKE RESERVOIR, MN $150,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M REO ROCK DAM AND LAKE, REO ROCK, IA $3,978,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M REDWOOD CITY HARBOR, CA $6,745,000 The President Eshoo 

Corps of Engi neers O&M REMOVAL OF AQUAnC GROWTH, FL $4,445,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M REMOVAL OF AQUAnC GROWTH, LA $1,410,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M REMOVAL OF AQUAnC GROWTH, VA $50,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M REND LAKE, IL $5,386,000 The President Costello; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers O&M RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MN $3,398,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M RICHARD B. RUSSEL DAM & LAKE, GA & SC $9,209,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M RICHMOND HARBOR, CA $9,589,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROBERT S. KEER LOCK AND DAM AND RESERVOIR, OK $8,441,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROCHESTER HARBOR, NY $1,000,000 The President Slaughter 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROGUE RIVER AT GOLD BEACH, OR $978,000 The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROLLINSON CHANNEL, NC $50,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROSEDALE HARBOR, MS $596,000 The President Thompson (MS) 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requesterls) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROSEVILLE LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH $35,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ROUGH RIVER LAKE, KY $2,742,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M RUOEE INLET, VA $795,000 The President Nye 

Corps of Engineers O&M SABINE-NECHES WATERWAY, TJ( $13,399,000 The President Poe (TJ() 

Corps of Engineers O&M SACRAMENTO RIVER (30 FOOT PROJECn, CA $3,351,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M SACRAMENTO RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES (DEBRIS CONTROL), CA $1,712,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M SACRAMENTO RIVER SHALLOW DRAFT CHANNEL, CA $234,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAGINAW RIVER, MI $3,624,000 The President Kildee 

Corps of Engineers O&M SALAMONIE LAKE, IN $904,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M SALEM RIVER, til $100,000 The President LoBiondo 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M SALT CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES, NE $1,079,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAM RAYBURN DAM AND RESERVOIR, TJ( $6,247,000 The President Brady (lX) 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M SAN FRANCISCO BAY, DELTA MODEL STRUCTURE, CA $1,118,000 The President 

Corps of Enginee~ O&M SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR AND BAY, CA (DRIFT REMOVAL) $2,945,000 The President Pelosi 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, CA $3,237,000 The President Pelosi 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, PORT OF STOCKTON, CA $3,554,000 The President Cardoza; McNerney 
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Corps of Engineers O&M SAN JUAN HARBOR, PR $1,200,000 The President Pierluisi 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAN PABLO BAY AND MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CA $2,650,000 The President McNerney 

Corps of Engineers O&M SANDUSKY HARBOR, OH $1,465,000 The President Kaptur 

Corps of Engineers O&M SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA $3,094,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA $1,690,000 The President Capps 

Corps of Engineers O&M SANTA ROSA DAM ANO LAKE, NM $1,099,000 The President Teague 

Corps of Engineers O&M SARDIS LAKE, OK $1,254,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAVANNAH HARBOR, GA $14,187,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, GA $274,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAYLORVILLE LAKE, IA $4,685,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, AZ $31,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CA $1,915,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CO $612,000 The President Salazar 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, FL $30,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, ID $484,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, KS $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MD $108,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MO $327,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MT $145,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, NO $138,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
Requemrl,J 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, NM $477,000 The President Lujan; Teague 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, OK $900,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEOULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, OR $69,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, PA $59,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, SO $81,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, TJ( $149,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, UT $594,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WA $537,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WY $118,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SCHUYLKILL RIVER, PA $200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SEATTLE HARBOR, WA $172,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SEBEWAING RIVER, MI $1,200,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SHARK RIVER, NJ $400,000 The President Pallone 

Corps of Engineers O&M SHENANGO RIVER LAKE, PA $6,992,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SHINNECOCK INLET, NY $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engi neers O&M SHOAL HARBOR ANO COMPTON CREEK, NJ $80,000 The President Pallone 
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Corps of Engineers O&M SILVER LAKE HARBOR, NC $250,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SIUSLAW RIVER, OR $817,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SKIATOOK LAKE, OK $1,414,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SKIPANON CHANNEL, OR $6,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SMITHVILLE LAKE, MO $1,850,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SOMERVILLE LAKE, TX $3,366,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SOURIS RIVER, NO $286,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SOUTHERN NEW YORK FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS, NY $807,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ST. CLAIR RIVER, MI $533,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ST. JOSEPH HARBOR, MI $755,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ST. LUCIE INLET, FL $350,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M ST. MARYS RIVER, MI $23,010,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M STAMFORD HURRICANE BARRIER, CT $434,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M STILLAGUAMISH RIVER, WA $165,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M STILLHOUSE HOLLOW DAM, TX $2.096,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M STILLWATER LAKE. PA $452,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M STOCKTON LAKE, MO $4.370,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M . STONEWALL JACKSON LAKE, WV $1,148,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers D&M STURGEON BAY HARBOR AND LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP CANAL, WI $1,927,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers D&M SUCCESS LAKE, CA $1,989,000 The President 

DeFazio 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
R'Quester!,) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M SUISUN BAY CHANNEL, CA $4,019,000 The President McNerney; Tauscher 

Corps of Engineers O&M SUMMERSVILLE LAKE, WV $3,234,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE, NH $760,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, IL $685,DOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, IN $126,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, MI $2,612,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, MN 
-­

$359,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, ND $35,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, NY $579,000 The Pres iden! 

Corps 01 Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, OH $234,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, OR $10,400,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, PA $98,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, WA $50,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, WI $388,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M SUTTON LAKE, WV $2,413,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TABLE ROCK LAKE, MO & AR $7,550,000 The President 

t-.? 
--1 
0) 



Corps of Engineers O&M TAMPA HARBOR, FL $5,620,000 The President Bilirakis; Castor (FL); Putnam 

Corps of Engineers O&M TACOMA, PUYAllUP RIVER, WA $130,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TAYLORSVILLE LAKE, KY $1,104,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TENKILLER FERRY LAKE, OK $6,625,000 The President Boren 

Corps of Engineers O&M TENNESSEE RIVER, TN $16,833,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY WILDLIFE MITIGATION, AL & 
MS 

$2,500,000 The President Childers; Davis (AL) 

Corps of Engineers O&M TENNESSEE-TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY, AL & MS $22,978,000 The President Childers; Davis (ALl 

Corps of Engineers O&M TERMINUS DAM, LAKE KAWEAH, CA $2,037,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TEXAS CITY SHIP CHANNEL, TX $4,000,000 The President Edwards (lX); Paul 

Corps of Engineers O&M TEXAS WATER ALLOCATION ASSESSMENT, TX $100,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M THE DALLES LOCK & DAM, WA & OR $8,769,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M THDMASTON DAM, CT $1,136,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers D&M TILLAMOOK BAY AND BAR, OR $48,000 The President Schrader 

Corps of Engineers O&M TIOGA HAMMOND LAKES, PA $2,456,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TIONESTA LAKE, PA $1,812,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TOLEDO HARBOR, OH $5,034,000 The President Kaptur 

Corps of Engineers O&M TOM JENKINS DAM, OH $894,DOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TORONTO LAKE, KS $3,522,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TOWN BLUFF DAM, B. A, STEINHAGEN LAKE, TX $2,505,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TOWNSHEND LAKE, VT $814,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount 
ReQuesrer(s) 

Administration House 

Corps of Engineers O&M TRINIDAD LAKE, CO $960,000 The President Salazar 

Corps of Engineers O&M TULLY LAKE, MA $666,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TUTTLE CREEK LAKE, KS $2,062,000 The President 

Corps of Enginem O&M TWO HARBORS, MN $350,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M TWO RIVERS DAM, NM $404,000 The President Teague 

Corps of Engineers O&M TYGART LAKE, WV $1,478,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M UMPQUA RIVER, OR $1,174,000 The President DeFazio 

Corps of Engineers O&M UNION CITY LAKE, PA $440,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M UNION LAKE, MO $6,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M UNION VILLAGE DAM, VT $627,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M UPPER RIO GRANDE WATER OPERATIONS MODEL STUDY, CO, 
NM, TX 

$4,188,000 The President Heinrich; Lujan; Teague 

Corps of Engineers O&M VENTURA HARBOR, CA $6,426,000 The President Capps 

Corps of Engineers O&M W. KERR SCOTT DAM AND RESERVOIR, NC $3,421,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WACO LAKE, TX $3,711,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WALLACE LAKE, LA $244,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WALLISVILLE LAKE, TX $2,114.000 The President 
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Corps of Engineers O&M WALTER F. GEORGE LOCK ANO DAM, AL & GA $8,972,000 The President 

Corps ot Engineers O&M WASHINGTON HARBOR, DC $25,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, AL $76,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, FL $380,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, MS $66,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, VA $104,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATERWAY FROM EMPIRE TO THE GULF, LA $47,000 The Presi~nt 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATERWAY FROM INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY TO BAYOU OULAC, 
LA 

$48,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WATERWAY ON THE COAST OF VIRGINIA, VA $201,000 The President 

Corps ot Engineers O&M WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL $492,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WAURIKA LAKE, OK $1,431,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WEBBERS FALLS LOCK & DAM, OK $5,903,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WEST FORK OF MILL CREEK LAKE, OH $745,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WEST HILL OAM, MA $572,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M. WEST POINT OAM AND LAKE, GA AND AL $9,591,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WEST THOMPSON LAKE, CT $569,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WESTCHESTER CREEK, NY $100,000 The President Crowley 

Corps of Engineers O&M WESTVIUE LAKE, MA $784,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WHITE RIVER, AR $40,000 The President Berry 

Corps of Engineers O&M WHITLOW RANCH DAM, AZ $300,000 The President 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Presidentially Directed Spending Items] 

AgencY Account Proiect Amount 
Requester!,) 

Administration House 

Corp, of Engineers O&M WHITNEY LAKE, TX $8,348,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WHITNEY POINT LAKE, NY $685,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WICOMICO RIVER, MO $1,676,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILLAMmE RIVER AT WILLAMmE fALLS, OR $87,000 The President Schrader 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILLAMmE RIVER BANK PROTECTION, OR $41,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILLAPA RIVER ANO HARBOR, WA $40,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILLIAM H. HARSHA LAKE, OH $1,029,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILLOW CREEK LAKE, OR $629,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILMINGTON HARBOR, OE $320,000 The President Castle 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC $12,155,000 The President Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers O&M WILSON LAKE, KS $1,717,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WISTER LAKE, OK $856,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WOLf CREEK OAM, LAKE CUMBERLANO, KY $7,B35,OOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WOLF RIVER HARBOR, TN $373,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WOOOCOCK CREEK LAKE, PA $1,041,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M WOONSOCKET, RI $200,000 The President Kennedy 
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Corps of Engineers O&M WRIGHT PATMAN DAM AND LAKE, TX $3,517,000 The Pres ident 

Corps of Engineers O&M YAQUINA BAY AND HARBOR, OR $1,790,000 The President Schrader 

Corps of Engineers O&M YATESVILLE LAKE, KY $1,143,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M YAZOO RIVER, MS $35,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M YELLOW BEND PORT, AR $4,000 The President Ross 

Corps of Engineers O&M YORK INOIAN ROCK DAM, PA $47B,OOO The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M YOUGHIOGHENY RIVER LAKE, PA & MO $2,335,000 The President 

Corps of Engineers O&M YUBA RIVER, CA $146,000 The President 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] t>:l 
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Agency Account Project Amount Requester{s) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ALBUQUERQUE METRO AREA WATER & RECLAMATION REUSE $100,000 Heinrich 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ARKANSAS VALLEY CONDUIT $5,000,000 Markey (CO), Salazar 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources BAY AREA REGIONAL WATER RECYCLING PROJECT $100,000 Eshoo, Lofgren, Zoe, McNerney, 
Miller, George; Stark, 
Tauscher 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECTS, FRIANT DIVISION (SEMITROPIC PHASE II GROUND­
WATER BANKING) 

$800,000 Costa 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources CITY OF CORONA WATER RECYCLING AND REUSE PROJECT $100,000 Calvert 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources GROUNDWATER REPLENISHMENT SYSTEM MID-BASIN INJECTION PILOT FACILITIES $100,000 Miller, Gary, Sanchez, Loretta 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources HI DESERT WATER DISTRICT WASTEWATER COlLECTION AND REUSE PROJECT $100,000 Baca, Lewis (CA) 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount ReQuester(s) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources INLAND EMPIRE REGIONAL WATER RECYCLING PROJECT $100,000 Baca; Calvert; Dreier 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources MANCOS PROJECT (JACKSON GULCH REHABILITATION PROJECn $2,630,000 Salazar 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NATIVE AMERICAN AFFAIRS PROGRAM: SID YATES SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAM $210,000 Pastor (All 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NORTH BAY WATER REUSE PROJECT $100,000 Thompson (CA); Woolsey 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources NORTH lAS VEGAS WATER REUSE $100,000 Berkley 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ODESSA SUBAREA SPECIAL STUDY $3,000,000 Hastings (WA); McMorris Rodgers 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources ORANGE COUNTY REGIONAL WATER RECLAMATION PROJECT $100,000 Calvert; Miller, Gary; Rohr­
abacher; Sanchez, Loretta 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources RIVERSIDE-CORONA FEEDER $1,000,000 Baca; Calvert 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN BERNAROINO MWD, CA $1,000,000 Baca; Lewis (CA) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN DIEGO FOUR-RESERVOIR INTERTIE $250,000 Filner; Hunter 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SAN GABRIEL BASIN RESTORATION FUND $4,000,000 Dreier; Napolitano; Roybal-Allard 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SIERRA VISTA SUBWATERSHED FEASIBILITY STUDY $600,000 Giffords 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA INVESTIGATIONS PROGRAM (LAKE ARROWHEADI $1,000,000 Lewis (CA) 

Boreau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources TUALATIN VALLEY WATER SUPPLY FEASIBILITY STUDY $200,000 Wu 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources UPPER MOJAVE RIVER WELL RELD $100,000 Lewis (CA) 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WATSONVILLE AREA WATER RECYCLING PROJECT $100,000 Farr 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources WEBER BASIN PROJECT (ARTHUR V, WATKINS DAM FEASIBILITY STUOY) $1,000,000 Bishop (Un 
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Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources YAKIMA RIVER BASIN WATER SUPPLY STUDY $1,500,000 Hastings {WAl 

Bureau of Reclamation Water and Related Resources YUMA EAST WETLANDS $2,000,000 Grijalva; Pastor (All 

Corps of Engineen; Construction ALAMOGORDO, NM $2,000,000 Teague 

Corps of Engineers Construction ANACOSTIA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, MO & DC $467,000 Van Hollen 

Corps of Engineers Construction AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL: LAKES ~ AND WITNEY, TX WATER QUALITY 
PROGRAM ""­

$500,000 Edwa rds (TX) 

~ 

Corps of Engi neers Construction ATLANTA ENVIRONMENTAL INfRASTRUCTURE, GA $2,000,000 Bishop {GAl; Kingston; Lewis 
(GA); Scott (GAl 

Corps of Engi neers Construction BARNEGAT INLET TO LITTLE EGG HARBOR INLET, NJ $600,000 Adler (rtJ); Rothman (rtJ) 

Corps of Engi neers Construction BEAVER CREEK RESERVOIR, BEAVER AND SALEM TOWNSHIPS, PA $100,000 Thompson (PAl 

Corps of Engineers Construction BLUE RIVER BASIN, KANSAS CITY, MO $750,000 Cleaver 

Corps of Engineen; Construction BOIS BRULE DRAINAGE AND LEVEE OISTRICT, MO $3,773,000 Emerson 

Corps of Engineen; Construction BOSQUE RIVER WATERSHED, TX $100,000 Edwards (TX) 

Corps of Engineen; Construction BRECKENRIDGE, MN $2,000,000 Peterson; Pomeroy 

Corps of Engineers Construction BREVARD COUNTY, fl $600,000 Posey 

Corps of Engineers Construction BRIGANTINE INLET TO GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET, ABSECON ISLAND, rtJ $2,000,000 LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineen; Construction BRUNSWICK COUNTY BEACHES, NC $1,100,000 Mcintyre 

Corps of Engineers Construction CALUMET REGION, IN $4,000,000 Visclosky 

Corps of Engineers Construction CAPE GIRARDEAU (FLOOOWALL), MO $183,000 Emerson 

Corps of Engineers Construction CENTRAL CITY, FORT WORTH, UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX $7,200,000 Edwards (TX); Granger 

Corps of Engineers Construction CENTRAL WEST VIRGINIA, WV $1,500,000 Capito 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 
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Agency Account Project Amounl Requester(s) 

Corps of Engineers Consfruction CHESAPEAKE BAY ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION AND PROTECTION, MD, VA & PA $350,000 Sarbanes 

Corps of Enginee~ Construction CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD & VA $2,000,000 Connolly (VA); Edwards (MOl; 
Hoyer; Kratovil; Moran (VAl; 
Norton; Ruppersberger; Sar-
banes; Scott (VAl; Van Hollen 

Corps of Engineers Construction CHICAGO SHORElINE, IL $1,000,000 Jackson (ll); Quigley 

Corps 01 Enginee~ Construction CITY OF INGLEWOOD, CA $100,000 Waters 

Corps of Engineers Construction CITY OF SANTA CLARITA, CA $1,100,000 McKeon 

Corps of Eng,"ee~ Construction CLEAR CREEK, TX $2,500,000 Olson; Paul 

Corps of Engineers Construction CONTRA COSTA CANAL, OAKLEY AND KNIGHTSEN, CA $100,000 McNerney; Miller, George; 
Tauscher 

Corps of Enginee~ Construction COOK COUNTY, IL $400,000 Jackson (lL); Lipinski; Quigley 

Corps of Enginee~ Construction CORTE MADERA CREEK, CA $500,000 Woolsey 

Corps of Enginee~ Construction CUMBERLAND COUNTY WATER SUPPLY, TN $400,000 Davis (TN) 

Corps of Engineers Construction DALLAS fLOODWAY EXTENSION, TRINITY RIVER PROJECT, TX $2,000,000 Edwards (TX); Johnson, Eddie 
Bernice 

Corps of Engineers Construction DELAWAR ECOAST PROTECTION, DE $390,000 Castle 

Corps of Engineers Construction DES MOINES AND RACCOON RIVERS, IA $3,639,000 Boswell 

Corps of Engi nee~ Construction DES MOINES RECREATIONAL RIVER AND GREENBELT, IA $4,300,000 Boswell; Latham 

.H Corps of Engineers o. 0- DESERT HOT SPRINGS, CA $100,000 Lewis (CA) . 
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Corps of Engineers Construction EAST ROCKAWAY INLET TO ROCKAWAY INLET ANO JAMAICA BAY, NY $500,000 Weiner 

Corps of Engineers Construction EL PASO COUNlY, lX $100,000 Reyes 

Corps of Engineers Construction FARMINGTON RECHARGE DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM, CA $500,000 McNerney 

Corps of Engineers Construction FLORIDA KEYS WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS, FL $500,000 Ros-Lehtinen 

Corps of Engineers Construction GENESEE COUNlY, MI $500,000 Kildee 

Corps of Engineers Construction GRAHAM, lX (BRAZOS RIVER BASIN) $1,000,000 Neugebauer 

Corps of Engineers Construction GREAT EGG HARBOR INLET TO TOWNSEND INLET, NJ $500,000 LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineers Construction GREAT LAKES FISHERY ANO ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, MI $3,200,000 Oahlkemper; Ehlers; Kildee; 
Kucinich; Oberstar; Petri; 
Slaughter 

Corps of Engineers Construction GREENBRIER RIVER BASIN, WV $1,500,000 Rahall 

Corps of Engineers Construction HAMILTON OAM, FLINT RIVER, FLINT, MI $500,000 Kildee 

Corps of Engineers Construction HARBORISOUTH BAY WATER RECYCLING PROJECT, LOS ANGELES, CA $1,000,000 Harman; Richardson; Roybal-Al­
lard; Waters 

Corps of Engineers Construction HOLES CREEK, WEST CARROLLTON, OH $500,000 Turner 

Corps of Engineers Construction HOUSTON-GALVESTON NAVIGATION CHANNELS, TX $500,000 Culberson; Edwards (TX); Green, 
AI; Green, Gene; Jackson-Lee 
(lX); Olson; Paul 

Corps of Engineers Construction HUNTING BAYOU, HOUSTON, lX $100,000 Green, Gene 

Corps of Engineers Construction lAO STREAM FLOOD CONTROL, MAUl, HI $250,000 Hirono 

Corps of Engineers Construction INDIANA SHORELINE, IN $1,600,000 Visclosky 

Corps of Engineers Construction INDIANAPOLIS, WHITE RIVER (NORTH), IN $9,400,000 Carson (IN) 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requester(s} 

Corps of Engineers Construction JACKSONVILlE HARBOR, FL $1,000,000 Brown, Corrine; Crenshaw; 
Stearns 

Corps of Engineers Construction JAMES RIVER, DEEP WATER TURNING BASIN, VA $2,000,000 Scott (VAl 

Corps of Engineers Construction JOHNSON CREEK, UPPER TRINITY BASIN, ARLINGTON, TX $1,500,000 Barton (TXI 

Corps of Engineers Construction JONES INLET TO EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, LONG BEACH PROJECT, NY $500,000 King (NY) 

Corps of Engineers Construction JOSEPH G. MINISH PASSAIC RIVER WATERFRONT, NJ $2,000,000 Payne; Sires 

Corps of Engineers Construction LACKAWANNA RIVER, SCRANTON, PA $1,000,000 ~njorski 

Corps of Engineers Construction LAKE MICHIGAN WATERFRONT, IN $4,000,000 Visclosky 

Corps of Engineers Construction LAKES MARION AND MOULTRIE, SC $7,000,000 Clyburn 

Corps of Engineers Construction LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, WV, VA & KY (KEN­
TUCKYI 

(500,000 Rogers (KY) 

Corps of Engineers Construction LEVISA AND TUG FORKS AND UPPER CUMBERLAND RIVER, WV, VA & KY (VIRGINIA) $2,000,000 Boucher 

Corps of Engineers Construction LITTLE WODD RIVER, GOODING, ID $100,000 Simpson 

Corps of Engineers Construction LLAGAS CREEK, CA $500,000 Honda; Lofgren, Zoe; McNerney 

Corps of Engineers Construction LDWER MUD RIVER, MILTDN, WV $1,000,000 Rahall 

Corps of Engineers Construction MADISON AND ST. CLAIR COUNTIES, IL $1,650,000 Costello; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Construction MANATEE CDUNTY, FL $200,000 Buchanan 

Corps of Engineers Construction MANATEE HARBOR, FL $200,000 Buchanan; Castor (FL) 
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Corps of Engi neers Construction MERAMEC RIVER BASIN, VAUEY PARK LEVEE, MO $600,000 Akin 

Corps of Engineers Construction MIDDLE RIO GRANDE FLOOD PROTECTION, BERNALILLO TO BELEN, NM $800,000 Heinrich 

Corps of Engineers Construction MID-VALLEY AREA LEVEE RECONSTRUCTION, CA $600,000 Herger 

Corps of Engineers Construction MT. ZION DAM, FULTON COUNTY, IN $225,000 Oonnelly (IN) 

Corps of Engineers Construction MURRIETA CREEK, CA $2,000,000 Bono Mack; Calvert 

Corps of Engineers Construction NEW YORK CITY WATERSHED, NY $1,000,000 Engel; Hall (NY) 

Corps of Engineers Construction NOGALES WASH, AZ $2,000,000 Grijalva 

Corps of Engineers Construction NORTHEASTERN MINNESOTA, MN $2,000,000 Oberstar 

Corps of Engineers Construction NORTHERN WEST VIRGINIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, WV $100,000 Mollohan 

Corps of Engineers Construction NORTHERN WISCONSIN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSISTANCE, WI $5,000,000 Obey 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: CITY OF HILLSBORO, HIGHLAND 
COUNTY,OH 

$400,000 Turner 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: CITY OF MENTOR-ON-THE-LAKE, OH $500,000 LaTourette 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: CITY OF PARMA, OH (BRADENTON 
BLVD) 

$400,000 Kucinich 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: CITY OF PARMA, DH (PARKHAVEN 
DRIVEl 

$400,000 Kucinich 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: FRESNO, COSHOCTON, OH $400,000 Space 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: LAKE COUNTY, OH $500,000 laTourette 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: NILES, DH (LAWNVIEW SEWER OVER­
FLOW OETENTION BASIN) 

$2,000,000 Ryan (OH) 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: TOLEDO, OH $1,200,000 Kaptur 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount ReQuesterls) 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: VILLAGE OF BLANCHESTER, CLINTON 
COUNTY,OH 

$400,000 Turner 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: VILLAGE OF OALTON, OH $400,000 Boccieri 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: VILLAGE OF OAK HILL, ~NTY, 
00 ~ 

$400,000 Space 

LattaCorps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH: VILLAGE OF POLK, ASHLANO COUNTY, 
OH 

$400,000 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, OH:VILLAGE OF RISINGSUN, WOOO COUN­
TY,OH 

$400,000 Latta 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO RIVER GREENWAY PUBLIC ACCESS, IN $2,000,000 Hill 

Corps of Engineers Construction OHIO RIVERFRONT, CINCINNATI, OH $4,900,000 Oriehaus; Schmidt· 

Corps of Engineers Construction ONONOAGA LAKE. NY $1,000,000 Maffei 

Corps of Engineers Construction ORCHARO BEACH, BRONX, NY $1,000,000 Crowley; Serrano 

Corps of Engineers Construction PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL (REIMBURSEMENn $1,200,000 Klein (FL); Wexler 

Corps of Engineers Construction PASSAIC RIVER BASIN FLOOD MANAGEMENT, NJ $5,000,000 Frelinghuysen; Pascrell 

Corps of Engineers Construction PETALUMA RIVER, CA $1,500,000 Woolsey 

Corps of Engineers Construction PIER 36 REMOVAL, CA $6,220,000 Pelosi 

Corps of Engineers Construction PINHOOK CREEK, HUNTSVILLE, AL $1,000,000 Griffith 

Corps of Engineers Construction PONCE DE LEON INLET, FL $2,000,000 Kosmas 
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Corps of Engineers Construction PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL $1,500,000 Wexler 

Corps of Engineers Construction REO RIVER BASIN CHLORIDE CONTROL, lX & OK $1,800,000 Boren; Hall (lX) 

Corps of Engineers Construction RED RIVER BASIN CHLORIDE CONTROL, lX & OK (ELM FORK, AREA VI ELEMENn $800,000 Lucas 

Corps of Engineers Construction RED RIVER BELOW OENISON OAM, AR. LA & lX $2,300,000 Alexander; Fleming 

Corps of Engineers Construction RED RIVER EMERGENCY BANK PROTECTION, AR, LA, OK, & lX $2,200,000 Alexander; Boren; Fleming; Ross 

Corps of Engineers Construction RIO OE FLAG, FLAGSTAFF, AZ $4,000,000 Kirkpatrick (AZI 

Corps of Engineers Construction RURAL IDAHO, ID $5,000,000 Simpson 

Corps of Engineers Construction RURAL MONTANA, MT $5,000,000 Rehberg 

Corps of Engineers Construction RURAL NEVAOA, NV $3,000,000 Heller 

Corps of Engineers Construction RURAL UTAH, UT $1,000,000 Matheson 

Corps of Engineers Construction SAN ANTONIO CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, lX $1,500,000 Cuellar; Edwards (lX); Gonzalez; 
Rodriguez; Smith (lX) 

Corps of Engineers Construction SAN LORENZO RIVER, CA $500,000 Farr 

Corps of Engineers Construction SAN RAMON VALLEY RECYCLED WATER, CA $350,000 McNerney; Tauscher 

Corps of Engineers Construction SANO CREEK WATERSHED, SAUNDERS COUNTY, NE $500,000 Fortenberry 

Corps of Engineers Construction SANOY HOOK TO BARNEGAT INLET, NJ $2,000,000 Pallone; Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT, PA $8,000,000 Murtha 

Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTH CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENT, PA $4,000,000 Shuster 

Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, PA: SANDYFORD 
RUN WETLANO CREATION, PA 

$50D,DDD Schwartz 

Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA ENVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE, PA: TACONY 
CREEK, PHILADELPHIA, PA 

$8DD,DOO Fallah; Schwartz 
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Agency Account Project Amount ReQuester(s) 

.... Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTHERN ANO EASTERN KENTUCKY, KY $1,500,000 Rogers (KY) 

.....Corps of Engineers Construction SOUTHWEST VALLEY, FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, ALBUQUERQUE, NM $2,000,000 Heinrich 

Corps of Engineers Construction 51. CLAIR RIVER AND LAKE ST. CLAIR MANAGEMENT PLAN, I $100,000 Levin; Miller (Mil 

Corps of Engineers Construction S1. JOHNS COUNTY, FL 

S1. LOUIS, MO (COMBINEO SEWER OVERFLOW) 

STE. GENEVIEVE, MO 

STOCKTON METROPOlITAN FLOOD CONTROL REIMBURSEMENT, CA 

$700,000 Mica 

Corps of Engineers Construction $1,500,000 Carnahan; Clay 

Corps of Engineers Construction $500,000 Carnahan 

Corps of Engineers Construction $1,000,000 Cardoza; McNerney 

Corps of Engineers Construction TAMPA HARBOR, FL $500,000 Buchanan; Castor (FLl; Putnam; 
Young (Fll 

Corps of Engineers Construction THREE RIVERS WET WEATHER DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA $2,000,000 Doyle 

Corps of Engineers Construction TOWNSEND INLET TO CAPE MAY INLET, NJ $300,000 LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineers Construction TRES RIOS, AZ $15,000,000 Miithell; Pastor (AZI 

Corps of Engineers Construction TUCSON DRAINAGE AREA, AZ $5,000,000 Giffords; Grijalva; Pastor (AZ) 

Corps of Engineers Construction VIRGINIA BEACH, VA (HURRICANE PROTECTION) $1,500,000 Nye 

Corps of Engineers Construction WEST VIRGINIA AND PENNSYLVANIA FLOOD CONTROL, PA & WV $1,500,000 Mollohan; Murtha 

Corps of Engineers Construction WESTERN SARPY COUNTY AND CLEAR CREEK, NE $1,000,000 FOrlenbeny 

Corps of Engineers Construction WHITE RIVER MINIMUM FLOWS, AR & MO $7,500,000 Berry; Boozman 

• Corps of Engineers Construction WYOMING VALLEY, PA (LEVEE RAISING) $1,200,000 Carney; Kanjorski 

WV
 



Corps of Engineers General Provisions TRANSFER AUTHORITY: SEVEN OAKS WATER CONSERVATION STUDY Lewis (CA) 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 BEAR GRASS CREEK WETLANDS, KY Yarmuth 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 BEAVER CREEK, OR Blumenauer 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 BIG FISHWEIR CREEK, FL Crenshaw 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 BLUE HOLE LAKE, SANTA ROSA, NM Teague 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 BLUE RIVER, CO Salazar 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 BOTTOMLESS LAKES STATE PARK, NM Teague 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 . BURNHAM PRAIRIE, IL Jackson (Ill 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CANONSBURG LAKE, PA Murphy, Tim 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CENTERVILLE, TN Davis (TN) 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CHATIACHOOCHIE RIVER DAM REMOVAL, GA Bishop (GAl; Rogers (AL) 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CONCORD STREAMS RESTORTlON, CONCORD, NC Kissell 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 CYPRESS CREEK, MONTGOMERY, AL $100,000 Bright 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 DOG ISLAND SHOALS, MD Kratovil 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 HIGHWAY 47, VERNONIA, OR Wu 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 HOFFMAN DAM, IL Lipinski 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 HOGAN'S CREEK, FL Brown, Corrine 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 HOMER LAKE, ST JOSEPH RIVER, MI Schauer 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 IA RVR/CLEAR CREEK, JOHNSON COUNTY, IA Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 JANES-WALLACE MEMORIAL DAM, SANTA ROSA, NM Teague 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requester(s) 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 LAKE LOU YAEGER RESTORATION, IL Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 LOCKPORT PRAIRIE NATURE PRESERVE, WILL COUNTY, IL Biggert . 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 MILL RIVER, STAMFORD, CT Himes 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 NORTH BEACH, MD Hoyer 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 NORTH FORK GUNNISON, CO Salazar 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 NORTH PARK, ALLEGHENY COUNTY, PA Allmire 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 NORTHWEST BRANCH, ANACOSTIA RIVER, MD Edwards (MO); Van Hollen 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 OLENTANGY 5TH AVENUE OAM, OH Kilroy 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 OSGOOD POND, MILFORO, NH Hodes 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 PAINT BRANCH FISH PASSAGE, MO Edwards (MD) 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 PAINTER CREEK, MN Paulsen 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 PING TOM PARK, IL Davis (ILl 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SALT RIVER RESTORATON, CA Thompson ICA) 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SHERAOEN PARK & CHARTIERS CREEK, PA Doyle 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SOUNOVIEW PARK, CITY OF BRONX, NY Crowley; Serrano; Sires 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SPRING CREEK, NY Meeks INY); Sires 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 SWEET ARROW LAKE, PA Holden 
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Corps of Engineers Section 206 TAMARiSK ERADICATION, CO Salazar 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 TEN MILE RIVER, RI Kennedy 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 URIEVILLE LAKE,~ Kratovil 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 WALNUT BRANCH, SEGUIN, TX Cuellar 

Corps of Engineers Section 206 WESTERN CARY STREAMS RESTORATION, CARY, NC Miller INC) 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 BEPJ POPLAR BROOK, NJ Pallone 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 BLACK ROCKS CREEK, SALISBURY, MA Tierney 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 BLACKSNAKE CREEK, ST. JOSEPH, MO Graves 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 CASS RIVER, SPAULDING TOWNSHIP, MI Camp 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 CIENEGAS CREEK, DEL RIO, TX Rodriguez 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 CITY OF INDEPENDENCE, OH Kucinich 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 CONCORDIA, KS Moran (KS) 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 FARMERS BRANCH, TARRANT COUNTY, TX Granger 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 HAMILTON TOWNSHIP, NJ Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 HATCH, NM Teague 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 INDIAN CREEK, CEDAR RVR, CEDAR RAPIDS, IA Loebsack 

FrelinghuysenCorps of Engineers Section 205 JACKSON BROOK, MORRIS CITY, NJ 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 LAGRANGE GUT, FREDERIKSTED, VI Christensen 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 LAS GALLIANAS CREEK, MARIN COUNTY, CA Woolsey 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 LIMESTONE CREEK, FAYffiEVILLE, NY Maffei 

~ -MO 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount ReQuester!,) 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 LITTLE RIVER, HOPKINSVILLE, KY Whitfield 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 MINNESOTA RIVER, GRANITE FALLS, MN Peterson 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 NORTH RIVER, PEABODY, MA Tierney 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 PENNSVILLE, NJ LoBiondo 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 PHILADELPHIA SHIPYARD FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, PHILADELPHIA, PA Brady (PAl 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 RIO GRANDE AND UNNAMED TRIBUTARY, EAGLE PASS, TX Rodriguez 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 SWANNANOA RIVER WATERSHED, NC Shuler 

Corps of Engineers Section 205 VALLEY VIEW, OH Kucinich 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 APRA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, GUAM Bordallo 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 BASS HARBOR, TREMONT, ME Michaud 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 FAIRLESS HILLS, PA (TURNING BASIN DEEPENING) Murphy, Patrick 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 HAMPTON HARBOR, NH Shea-Porter 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 NAPOLEON AVENUE CONTAINER TERMINAL ACCESS, NEW ORLEANS, LA $100,000 Scalise 

Corps of Engineers Section 107 ST. JEROME CREEK, ST. MARY'S COUNTY, MD Hoyer 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 ASSUNPINK CREEK, NJ Holt; Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 INDIAN RIDGE MARSH, CHICAGO, IL Jackson (ILl 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 LAKE POYGAN, WI Petri 
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Corps of Engineers Section 1135 lAS CRUCES OAM ENVIROJlMENTAL RESTORATION, OONA ANA COUNTY, NM Teague 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 RATHBUN LAKE HABITAT RESTORATION PROJECT, fA Boswell; Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 SARASOTA BAY RESTORATION, SARASOTA COUNTY, FL Buchanan 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 SMOKES CREEK, ERIE COUNTY, NY Higgins 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 SPUNKY BOnOMS RESTORATION, BROWN COUNTY, IL Schock 

Corps of Engineers Section 1135 TUJUNGA WASH ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION, CA Berman; Roybal-Allard 

Corps of Engineers Section 103 BAY FARM ISlANO OIKE, CA Stark 

Corps of Engineers Section 103 CHESAPEAKE BAY SHORELINE, HAMPTON, VA Nye; Scott (VAl 

Corps of Engineers Section 103 PISMO BEACH, CA Capps 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ABILENE, ]X (BRAZOS RIVER BASIN-ELM CREEK) $220,000 Neugebauer 

...Corps of Engineers Investigations ANACOSTIA RIVER ANO TRIBUTARIES, MO & OC (COMPREHENSIVE PLAN) $321,000 Edwards (MOl; Hoyer; Van Hollen 

"Corps of Engineers Investigations ARROYO SECO WATERSHED, CA $500,000 Becerra; Oreier; Roybal-Allard; 
Schiff 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BALLONA CREEK RESTORATION, CA $500,000 Harman; Roybal-Allard 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BOLINAS lAGOON ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA $200,000 Woolsey 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BOSSIER PARISH, LA $500,000 Fleming 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BRONX RIVER BASIN, NY $325,000 Crowley; Lowey; Serrano; Sires 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BRUSH CREEK BASIN, KS & MO $300,000 Cleaver; Moore (KS) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BUFFALO BAYOU ANO TRIBUTARIES, MAIN STEM, ]X $100,000 Culberson 

Corps of Engineers Investigations BUFFALO BAYOU ANO TRIBUTARIES, WHITE OAK BAYOU, ]X $100,000 Culberson 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL $900,000 Posey 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount ReQuester!s) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CARPINTERIA SHORElINE STUOY, CA $500,000 Capps 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CEOAR RIVER TIME CHECK AREA, CEDAR RAPIOS, IA $887,000 Loebsack 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CENTRALIA, CHEHALIS RIVER, LEWIS COUNTY, WA $500,000 Baird; Oicks 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC $100,000 Brown (SCI 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CHEHALIS RIVER BASIN, WA $500,000 Baird; Dicks 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CHOWAN RIVER, VA & NC $100,000 Forbes 

Corps of Engineers Investigations COLLECTION ANO STUDY OF BASIC DATA-FlOOO PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES, 
BUCKS COUNTY, PA 

$250,000 Murphy, Patrick 

Corps of Engineers Investigations COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA-fLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES, 
MON-MAO OAM REMOVAL STUOY & LOCAL FLOOOPLAIN MASTER PLANNING, 
MONTICELLO, fA 

$250,000 Braley (IA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC OATA-fLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES, 
WICHITA AREA DRAINAGE MASTER PLAN, KS 

$550,000 Tiahrt 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CONNECTICUT RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CT, MA, NH & VT $450,000 Courtney; Hodes; Murphy (Cn 

Corps of Engi neers Investigations COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES~LANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES, CEDAR 
LAKE WATER OUALITY STUDY, WI 

$65,000 Obey 

Corps of Engineers Investigations COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES-I'LANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES, LAKE 
COUNTY WETLAND PRESERVATION, PROTECTION AND RESTORATION PLAN, IL 

$200,000 Bean 

Corps of Engineers Investigations COORDINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES-I'LANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES, OKLA­
HDMA COMPREHENSIVE WATER PLAN, OK 

$250,000 Boren; Fallin 
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Corps of Engineers Investigations COOROINATION WITH OTHER AGENCIES-I'LANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES: SOUTH 
MAUl WATERSHED, HI 

$300,000 Abercrombie; Hirono 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CROSS LAKE, LA $100,000 Fleming 

Corps of Engineers Investigations CYPRESS VALLEY WATERSHED, TJ( $100,000 Gohmerl 

.... Corps of Engineers Investigations OELAWARE RIVER WATERFRONT, PA $154,000 Schwartz 

... Corps of Engineers Investigations ELLIOTT BAY SEAWALL, WA $800,000 Oicks; Larsen (WA); McOermott 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ESPANOLA VALLEY, RIO GRANOE ANO TRIBUTARIES, NM $300,000 Lujan 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ESTUOILLO CANAL, CA $250,000 Stark 

Corps of Engineers Investigations FARGO, NIl----MOORHEAO, MN & UPSTREAM (REO RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN) $200,000 Pomeroy 

Corps of Engineers Investigations FARGO-MOORHEAO METRO STUOY, NO & MN (RRN BASIN AUTHORITY) $1,400,000 Pomeroy 

Corps of Engineers Investigations FLAGLER COUNTY, FL $233,000 Mica 

Corps of Engineers Investigations FORGE RIVER WATERSHED, NY $260,000 Bishop (NY) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations FOUR MILE RUN, VA $150,000 Moran (VA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GATHRIGHT DAM ANO LAKE MOOMAW, VA $300,000 Goodlatte 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GOLETA BEACH, CA $500,000 Capps 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GRANO LAKE COMPREHENSIVE STUOY, OK $190,000 Boren 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GRAYS HARBOR, WA $400,000 Oicks 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GREAT LAKES REMEDIAL ACTION PLANS & SEDIMENT REMEDIATION, MI, IL, IN, MN, 
NY, OH, PA & WI 

$4,000,000 Oahlkemper; Ehlers; Kaptur; 
Kucinich; Oberstar; Petri; 
Slaughter 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GREENUP LOCKS ANO OAM, KY & OH $1,000,000 Oavis (KY); Wilson (OH) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations GREENWOOO LAKE, NY & NJ $100,000 Garrett (NJ) 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

~gency Account Project Amount Requester(s) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations HARRIS RIVERFRONT, HUNTINGTON, WV $100,000 Rahall 

Corps of Engineers Investigations HEACOCK AND CACTUS CHANNELS, CA $500,000 Bono Mack 

Corps of Engineers Investigations HUOSON-RARITAN ESTUARY, GOWANUS CANAL, NY $300,000 Sires; Velazquez 

Corps of Engineers Investigations HUMBOLDT, IA $152,000 Latham 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LAKE MONTAUK HARBOR, NY $119,000 Bishop (NYI 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LITTLE COLORADO RIVER, WINSLOW, Al $500,000 Kirkpatrick (Al) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LONG BEACH BREAKWATER STUDY, CA $100,000 Richardson 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA (LACDA) WATER CONSERVATION AND SUP­
PLY, WHITTIER NARROWS DAM, CA 

$300,000 Napolitano; Roybal-Allard; Schiff 

Corps of Engineers investigations LOS ANGELES RIVER DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS, CA $100,000 Becerra; Berman; Harman; Roy­
bal-Allard; Schiff; Sherman 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LOS ANGELES RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA $1,500,000 Becerra; Berman; Harman; Roy­
bal-Allard; Sherman; Watson 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LOS ANGELES RIVER WATERCOURSE IMPROVEMENT, HEADWORKS, CA $550,000 Roybal-Allard; Schiff 

Corps of Engineers Investigations LOWER CACHE CREEK, YOLO COUNTY, WOODLANO AND VICINITY, CA $150,000 Herger; Thompson (CA) 

Corps 01 Engineers Investigations LOWER SADDLE RIVER, NJ $500,000 Rothman (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations METROPOLITAN LOUISVILLE, MILL CREEK BASIN, KY $225,000 Yarmuth 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MIAMI HARBOR CHANNEL, FL 

, 

$600,000 Diaz-Balarl, Lincoln; Diaz-Balarl, 
Mario; Ros-Lehtinen; 
Wasserman Schuttz 
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Corps of Engineers Investigations MIDDLE BRAZOS RIVER, TX $300,000 Carter; Edwards (TX) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MIDDLE POTOMAC COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, MD, VA, PA, WV & DC $753,000 Connolly (VA); Moran (VA); Nor­
ton; Van Hollen 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER~AMERON RUN/HOLMES RUN, VA $600,000 Moran (VA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MIDDLE POTOMAC RIVER, GREAT SENECA/MUDDY BRANCH, MO $301,000 Edwards (MD); Van Hollen 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MINNEHAHA CREEK WATERSHED, MN $500,000 Ellison 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MISSOURI RIVER LEVEE SYSTEM, UNITS L-455 & R460-471. MO & KS $350,000 Graves 

Corps of Engineers Investigations MONTAUK POINT, NY $200,000 Bishop (NY) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations NORTH SHORE OF LONG ISLAND, ASHAROKEN, NY $300,000 Israel 

Corps of Engineers Investigations NORTHERN KENTUCKY RIVERFRONT COMMONS, KY $279,000 Davis (KYj 

Corps of Engineers Investigations OHIO RIVER SHORELINE, PADUCAH, KY $44,000 Whitfield 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ONONDAGA LAKE, NY $250,000 Maffei 

Corps of Engineers Investigations OTHER-TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM: NEW MEXICO $300,000 Heinrich; Lujan; Teague 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PAJARO RIVER, CA $1,000,000 Farr; Honda 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PECKMAN RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, NJ $443,000 Pascrell 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PINE MOUNTAIN DAM, AR $500,000 Boolman 

Corps of Engineers Investigations PRAIRIE DUPONT LEVEE AND SANITARY DISTRICT AND FiSH LAKE DRAINAGE AND 
LEVEE DISTRICT, IL 

$1,000,000 Costello; Shimkus 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RAHWAY RIVER BASIN, NJ $300,000 Lance 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RARITAN BAY AND SANDY HOOK BAY, HIGHLANDS, NJ $300,000 Pallone 

Corps of Engineers Investigations REO CLAY CREEK, CHRISTINA RIVER WATERSHED, DE $300,000 Castle 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requester!,) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations REO RIVER NAVIGATION STUOY, SOUTHWEST ARKANSAS, AR & LA $25,000 Alexander; Boren; Fleming; Hall 
(TXl; Ross 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RIO GRANDE BASIN, NM, CO AND TX (SECTION 729) $120,000 Heinrich; Lujan; Reyes; Teague 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RIO SALADO OESTE, SALT RIVER, AZ $2,000,000 Pastor (All 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RIVER DES PERES, MO $129,000 Carnahan; Clay 

Corps of Engineers Investigations RIVERSIDE COUNTY SPECIAL AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN, CA $221,000 Calvert 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAN CLEMENTE SHORELINE, CA $100,000 Calvert 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAN OIEGO COUNTY SPECIAL AREA MANAGEMENT PLAN, CA $300,000 Filner 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAN FRANCISQUITO CREEK, CA $300,000 Eshoo; Honda 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, LOWER SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, CA $1,500,000 Cardoza; McNerney 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAN JOAQUIN RIVER BASIN, WEST STANISLAUS COUNTY, ORESTIMBA CREEK, CA $460,000 Cardoza 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAN JUAN CREEK, SOUTH ORANGE COUNTY, CA $582,000 Calvert 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SANTA ANA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA $1,000,000 lewis (CAl 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SANTA ANA RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES, BIG BEAR LAKE, CA $800,000 Lewis (CAl 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SANTA ANA RIVER, PRADO BASIN ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, ORANGE COUNTY, CA $44,000 Baca 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SANTA CLARA RIVER WATERSHED, CA $500,000 Capps; Gallegly 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SARASOTA, LIDO KEY BEACH, FL $500.000 Buchanan 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SAVANNAH RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE STUDY, GA & SC $1.000,000 Barrett (SCI 
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Corps of Engineers Investigations SEVEN OAKS DAM WATER CONSERVATION STUDY, CA $800,000 Baca; Calvert; Lewis (CA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SKAGIT RIVER, WA $300,000 Larsen (WA) 

Corps ot Engineers Investigations SKOKOMISH RIVER BASIN, WA $700,000 Dicks 

Corps ot Engineers Investigations SOUTH RIVER, RARITAN RIVER BASIN, NJ $500,000 Holt; Pallone 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SOUTH SAN FRANCISCO SHORELINE, CA $2,800,000 Eshoo; Honda; Lofgren, Zoe; 
Pelosi; Stark 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SOUTHEAST OKLAHOMA WATER RESOURCE STUDY, OK $300,000 Boren; Cole 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SOUTHWEST ARKANSAS, AR $190,000 Ross 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SOUTHWEST COASTAL LOUISIANA HURRICANE PROTECTION, LA $1,000,000 Boustany( eao 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ST. CROIX RIVER BASIN, MN & WI $154,000 Obey 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ST. CROIX RIVER RELOCATION OF ENDANGERED MUSSELS, MN & WI $350,000 Obey 

Corps of Engineers Investigations ST. LUCIE COUNTY, FL $1,000,000 Hastings (FLI; Rooney 

Corps of Engineers Investigations STONY BROOK, MILLSTONE RIVER BASIN, NJ $250,000 Lance 

Corps of Engineers Investigations SUN VALLEY WATERSHED, CA $600,000 Berman; Roybal-Allard; Sherman 

Corps of Engineers Investigations UPPER OHIO NAVIGATION SYSTEM STUDY, PA $1,250,000 Altmire; Doyle; Murphy, Tim 

Corps of Engineers Investigations UPPER SUSQUEHANNA RIVER BASIN COMPREHENSIVE FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, 
NY 

$100,000 Hinchey 

Corps of Engineers Investigations UPPER TRINITY RIVER BASIN, TX $500,000 Barton (IX); Burgess; Granger 

Corps of Engineers Investigations VICINITY AND WILLOUGHBY SPIT, NORFOLK, VA $243,000 Nye; Scott (VA) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WAILUPE STREAM, OAHU, HI $175,000 Abercrombie 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WASHITA RIVER BASIN, OK $250,000 Cole 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requester!s) 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WESTMINSTER, EAST GARDEN GROVE, CA $900,000 Rohrabacher; Sanchez, Loretta 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WHITE RIVER NAVIGATION TO NEWPORT, AR $500,000 Berry 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WILLAMETTE RIVER ENVIRONMENTAL DREDGING, OR $615,000 Blumenauer; Wu 

Corps of Engineers Investigations WRECK POND, MONMOUTH COUNTY, NJ $100,000 Smith (NJ) 

Corps of Engineers MRT-Investigations SPRING BAYOU, LA $350,000 Alexander 

Corps of Engineers ' MRT---l;onstruction BAYOU METO BASIN, AR $100,000 Berry 

Corps of Engineers MRT---l;onstruction ST. FRANCIS BASIN, AR & MO $2,200,000 Berry 

Corps of Engineers MRT---l;onstruction ST. JOHNS BAYOU & NEW MADRID FLOOOWAY, MO $200,000 Emerson 

Corps of Engineers O&M APPOMATTOX RIVER, VA $600,000 Forbes 

Corps of Engineers O&M ARCADIA HARBOR, MI $170,000 Hoekstra 

Corps of Engineers O&M ASHLAND HARBOR, WI $913,000 Obey 

Corps of Engineers O&M BEAUFORT HARBOR, NC $250,000 Jones 

Corps of Engineers O&M BLOCK ISLAND HARBOR OF REFUGE, RI $600,000 Langevin 

Corps of Engineers O&M BOGUE INLET AND CHANNEL, NC $325,000 Jones 

Corps of Engineers O&M CEDAR ISLAND KEATON BEACH CHANNEL, FL $300,000 Boyd 

Corps of Engineers O&M COCHECO RIVER, NH $1,200,000 Shea-Porter 

Corps of Engineers O&M CORNUCOPIA HARBOR, WI $173,000 Obey 
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Corps of EngiL!eers O&M CRESCENT CITY HARBOR, CA $3,900,000 Thompson (CAl 

Corps of Engineers O&M DEPOE BAY, OR $118,000 Schrader 

Corps of Engineers O&M EVERGLADES AND SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL $575,000 Wasserman Schultz 

Corps of Engineers O&M FISHING CREEK, CALVERT COUNTY, MD $160,000 Hoyer 

Corps of Engineers O&M GRAYS HARBOR AND CHEHALIS RIVER, WA (COASTAL MODELING SYSTEM) $300,000 Dicks 

Corps of Engineers O&M GREENWICH HARBOR, CT $178,000 Himes 

Corps of Engineers O&M HAMPTON HARBOR, HAMPTON, NH $130,000 Shea-Porter 

Corps of Engineers O&M J. PERCY PRIEST GREENWAY, TN $3,500,000 Gordon (TN) 

Corps of Engineers O&M LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY $1,000,000 Rogers (KYj 

Corps of Engineers O&M LAKE SUPERIDR SMALL HARBOR MAINTENANCE, WI $1,924,000 Obey 

Corps of Engineers O&M MENOMINEE HARBOR, MI & WI $233,000 Kagen 

Corps of Engineers O&M MIAMI RIVER, FL $777,000 Diaz-Balart, Mario; Ros-Lehtinen; 
Wasserman Schultz 

Corps of Engineers O&M MILL CREEK AND SOUTH SLOUGH, IL $1,000,000 Hare 

Corps of Engineers O&M MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (MVR PORTION), 
IL (SUNSET MARINA) 

$500,000 Hare 

Corps of Engineers O&M NAPLES TO BIG MARCO PASS, FL $1,500,000 Mack 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEW BUFFALO HARBOR, MI $139,000 Upton 

Corps of Engineers O&M NEWBURYPORT HARBOR, MA (DREDGING) $1,260,000 Tierney 

Corps of Engineers O&M NORWALK HARBOR, CT $2,000,000 Himes 

Corps of Engineers O&M OHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, WV, KY & OH (PARKERSBURGIVIENNA, WV) $2,786,000 Mollohan 

C.:l 
o 
C.:l 



t:t 

ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requester(s) 

Corps of Engineers O&M OLCOTT HARBOR, NY $197,000 Slaughter 

Corps of Engineers O&M PENTWATER HARBOR, MI $185,000 Hoekstra 

Corps of Engineers O&M PINOLE SHOAL MANAGEMENT STUOY, CA $200,000 Cardoza; McNerney; Miller, 
George; Tauscher 

Corps of Engineers O&M PORT ST, JOE HARBOR, Fl $500,000 Boyd 

Corps of Engineers O&M REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT OEMONSTRATION PROGRAM, MATHEWS COUN­
TY, VA 

$238,000 Wittman 

Corps of Engineers O&M SAN FRANCISCO BAY, LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY, CA $3,500,000 Pelosi 

Corps of Engineers O&M ST. HERMAN'S HARBOR, KOOIAK, AK $500,000 Young (AK) 

Corps of Engineers O&M TRINITY RIVER ANO TRIBUTARIES, 1)( $1,996,000 Poe (TX) 

Corps of Engineers O&M WINTER HARBOR, MATHEWS COUNTY, VA $1,190,000 Wittman 

Corps of Engineers General Provisions SECTION 105-TWO HARBORS, MN Oberstar 

Corps of Engineers General Provisions SECTION 106~ORTHERN WISCONSIN ENVIRONMENTAL ASSISTANCE, WI Obey 

,..",,-Corps of Engineers General Provisions SECTION 107---MARTlN, KY Rogers (KY) 

, Department of Energy EERE ADVANCED AUTOMOTIVE FUELS RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, & COMMERCIALIZATION 
CLUSTER 

$1,500,000 Ryan (OH) 

Department of Energy EERE ADVANCED BATTERY MANUFACTURING $200,000 Perriello 

Department of Energy EERE AGRI-BUSINESS ENERGY INOEPENDENCE DEMONSTRATION, NY $80,000 Arcuri-

Department of Energy EERE ALABAMA INSTITUTE FOR DEAF AND BLIND BIODIESEL PROJECT GREEN $300,000 Rogers (AL) 
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Department of Energy EERE ALGAE TO BIDOIESEL, CARLSBAD, NM $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE ALTERNATIVE ENERGY SCHOOL OF THE FUTURE $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE Al1ERNATIVE ENERGY TRAINING INSTITUTE $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE ALTERNATIVE FUEL BUS PROJECT, SCHAGHTICOKE, NY $300,000 

Oepartment of Energy EERE AUBURN UNIVERSITY, BIOMASS TO LIQUID FUELS AND ELECTRIC POWER RESEARCH $1,500,000 

Department of Energy EERE B£XAR COUNTY SOLAR COLLECTION FARM AND DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM $1,000,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIO ENERGY INITIATIVE FOR CONNECTICUT $1,500,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOOIESEL PRODUCTION FROM GREASE WASTE $250,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOENERGY/BIONANDTECHNOLOGY PROJECTS $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOFUEL MICRO-REFINERIES FOR LOCAL SUSTAINABILITY $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOFUELS CAMPUS FOR ACCELERATED DEVELOPMENT $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOFUELS RESEARCH LABORATORY $1,000,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOFUELS, BIOPOWER AND BIOMATERIALS INITIATIVE $1,250,000 

Department of Energy EERE BIOPROCESSES RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, MICHIGAN BIOTECHNOLOGY INSTI­
TUTE, LANSING, MI 

$500,000 

Department of Energy EERE BOULDER SMARTGRIDCITY~LUG-IN ELECTRIC HYBRID VEHICLES $500,000 

Department of Energy EERE BRIDGE HYDRO-TURBINE STUDY $150,000 

Department of Energy EERE BROOKSTON WINO TURBINES STUDY, BROOKSTON, IN $75,000 

Department of Energy EERE CALIFORNIA POlYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY CENTER FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY 
AND ALTERNATIVE ELECTRIC TRANSPORTATION TECHNOLOGIES EQUIPMENT AC­
QUISITION 

$250,000 

Teague 

Berkley ,,~_,~_ ____ -
l .....
) 11 1--U'6 

McKeon 

Murphy (NY) 

Bonner; Rogers (ALl 

Gonzalez; Smith (TX) 

DeLauro 

Bono Mack 

Alexander 

Cohen e-:> 
o 

Butterfield 01 

Guthrie 

Kingston; Scott (GAl 

Rogers (Mil 

Polis 

Blumenauer; Wu 

Buyer 

McCarthy (CA) 



ENERGY AND WATER DEVELDPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requesterls) 

Department of Energy EERE CENTER FOR ADVANCED BIO-BASED BINDERS (CABB) AND POLLUTION REDUCTION 
TECHNOLOGIES 

$700,000 Braley (IA) 

Department of Energy EERE CENTER FOR APPLIED ALTERNATIVE ENERGY, SUSTAINABLE & PRACTICES $5DD,000 Buchanan 

Department of Energy EERE CENTER FOR ENERGY STORAGE RESEARCH $1,000,000 Johnson, Sam 

Department of Energy EERE CENTER FOR ENVIROMENTAL AND ENERGY RESEARCH $250,000 Massa 

Department of Energy EERE CENTRAL CORRIDOR ENERGY DISTRICT INTEGRATION STUDY $500,000 McCollum 

Department of Energy EERE CENTRAL PIEDMONT COMMUNITY COLLEGE $525,000 Kissell; Walt 

Department of Energy EERE CHRISTMAS VALLEY RENEWABLE ENERGY DEVELOPMENT $410,000 Walden 

Department of Energy EERE CITY HAll LEADERSHIP IN ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN (LEEO) CERTIFI­
CATION 

$500,000 Oiaz-Balart, Mario 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF BOISE GEDTHERMAL EXPANSION TO BOISE STATE UNIVERSITY $1,000,000 Simpson 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF GRANO RAPIDS SOLAR ROOF DEMONSTRATION PROJECT $250,000 Ehlers 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF NORCO WASTE-TO-ENERGY FACILITY $750,000 Calvert 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF OAKDALE ENERGY EFFICIENCY UPGRADES $400,000 McCollum 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF REDLANDS FACILITIES UPGRADES TO IMPROVE ENERGY EFFICIENCY $900,000 Lewis (CA) 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF TALLAHASSEE INNOVATIVE ENERGY INITIATIVES $250,000 Crenshaw 

Department of Energy EERE CITY OF WINTER GARDEN WEATHERIZATION DEMONSTRATION PROJECT $200,000 Grayson 

Department of Energy EERE CLEMSON UNIVERSITY CELLULOSIC BIOFUEl PILOT PLANT $1,000,000 Barrelt (SC); Inglis 
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Department of Energy EERE CLOUD COUNTY COMMUNITY COLLEGE RENEWABLE ENERGY CENTER OF EXCEL­
LENCE 

$750,000 Moran (KS) 

Department of Energy EERE COASTAL OHIO WIND PROJECT: REMOVING BARRIERS TO GREAK LAKES OFFSHORE 
WIND ENERGY DEVELOPMENT 

$1,000,000 Kaptur; Latta 

Department of Energy EERE COMPREHENSIVE WIND ENERGY PROGRAM, PURDUE UNIVERSITY-CALUMET, IN $500,000 Visclosky 

Department of Energy EERE COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS FUELING FACILITY $700,000 Blunt 

Department of Energy EERE CONCENTRATOR PHOTOVOLTAIC TECHNOLOGY $900,000 Giffords 

Department of Energy EERE CONSOLIDATED ALTERNATIVE FUELS RESEARCH $250,000 Lucas 

Department of Energy EERE CONSORTIUM FOR PLANT BIOTECHNOLOGY RESEARCH $3,000,000 Aben:rombie; Bishop (GAl; Con­
yers; Etheridge; Lewis (GA); 
Miller (NC); Price (NC); Rogers 
IKY); Rogers (MIl; Rothman 
INJ); Stupak 

Department of Energy EERE CONTROLLED ENVIRONMENTAL AGRICULTURE AND ENERGY PROJECT $200,000 McHugh 

Department of Energy EERE CREIGHTON UNIVERSITY TRAINING & RESEARCH IN SOLAR POWER $1,200,000 Terry 

Department of Energy EERE DAEMEN COLLEGE ALTERNATIVE ENERGY/GEOTHERMAL TECHNOLOGIES DEM­
ONSTRATION PROGRAM, ERIE COUNTY, NY 

$950,000 Lee (NY) 

Department of Energy EERE DEDHAM MUNICIPAL SOLAR PROJECT $500,000 Lynch 

Department of Energy EERE DEMONSTRATION PLANT FOR BIODIESEL FROM LOW-IMPACT CROPS $500,000 Schock 

Department of Energy EERE DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION OF GEOTHERMAL ENERGY SYSTEMS AT WEST CHES­
TER UNIVERSITY 

$300,000 Sestak 

Department of Energy EERE DEVELOPMENT OF HIGH YIELD FEEDSTOCK ANO BIOMASS CONVERSION TECH­
NO LOGY FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY PRODUCTION AND ECONOMIC DEVElOPMENT 

$1,000,000 Hirono 

Department of Energy EERE DEVELOPMENT OF POLLUTION PREVENTION TECHNOLOGIES $900,000 Clarke; Meeks (NY); Towns; 
Weiner 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency AccounL Project Amount ReQuester(s) 

Department of Energy EERE EAST KENTUCKY BIDENERGY CAPACITY ASSESSMENT PROJECT $250,000 Rogers (KYI 

Department of Energy EERE EASTERN ILLINOIS UNIVERSITY BIOMASS PLANT $1,000,000 Johnson (ILl 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY AUDIT, EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENTS, AND RENEWABLE ENERGY INSTALLA­
TIONS, TOWNSHIP OF BRANCHBURG, NJ 

$1,000,000 Lance 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY CONSERVATION AND EFFICIENCY UPGRADE OF HVAC CONTROLS $500,000 Maloney 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY CONSERVATION UPGRADES, INGHAM REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, LAN­
SING, MI 

$250,000 Rogers (Mil 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY EFFICIENCY ENHANCEMENTS $250,000 Aderholt 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY EFFICIENCY REPAIRS AND AIR QUALITY IMPROVEMENTS AT LYONSDALE 
BIOMASS 

$500,000 McHugh 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY EFFICIENCY UPGRADES, NEW ROCHELLE, NY $1,000,000 Lowey 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY REDUCTION AND EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENT THROUGH LIGHTING CONTROL $120,000 Dent 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY SAVING RETROFITTING FOR THE CFCC MAIN CAMPUS $300,000 Stearns 

Department of Energy EERE ENERGY-EFFICIENT INNOVATIONS FOR HEALTHY BUILDINGS $500,000 Maffei 

Department of Energy EERE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT PROTOCOLS FOR TIDAL POWER $1,000,000 Michaud; Pingree (ME) 

Department of Energy EERE ETHANOL FROM AGRICULTURE $500,000 Berry 

Department of Energy EERE FAIRBANKS GEDTHERMAL ENERGY PROJECT $1,000,000 Young (AK) 

Department of Energy EERE FAIRVIEW DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING AND SITE IMPROVEMENTS $500,000 Rothman (NJ) 

Department of Energy EERE FARM DEPLOYABLE MICROBIAL BIOREACTOR FOR FUEL ETHANOL PRODUCTION $800,000 Aderholt; Bright 
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Department of Energy EERE FAST CHARGING ELECTRIC VEHICLE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT IN CHARLOTTES­
VILLE, VIRGINIA- $500,000 Perriello 

Department of Energy EERE "Ji.. STUDY AND DESIGN OF BRIGHTFIELD SOLAR FARM $200,000 Sestak 

PutnamDepartment of Energy EERE FLORIDA RENEWABLE ENERGY PROGRAM $1,000,000 

Department of Energy EERE FORT MASON CENTER PIER 2 PROJECT $2,000,000 Pelosi 

Department of Energy EERE GADSDEN STATE COMMUNITY COLLEGE GREEN OPERATIONS PLAN $75,000 Aderholt 

Department of Energy EERE GEORGETOWN SOUTH COMMERCIAL PARK, PHOTOVOLTAIC GENERATION FACILITY $100,000 Carter 

Department of Energy EERE GEORGIA SOUTHERN UNIVERSITY BIODIESEL RESEARCH $250,000 Kingston 

Department of Energy EERE GEOTHERMAL DEVELOPMENT IN HOT SPRINGS VALLEY $491,000 Rehberg 

Department of Energy EERE GEOTHERMAL POWER GENERATION PLANT AT OREGON INSmUTE OF TECHNOLOGY $1,000,000 Walden; Wu 

Department of Energy EERE GLOBAL GREEN NEW ORLEANs----HOLY CROSS PROJECT $550,000 Cao 

Department of Energy EERE GOGEBIC COMMUNITY COLLEGE (GCC)-CAMPUS ENERGY EFFICIENT AND WEATH­
ERIZATION UPGRADE 

$300,000 Stupak 

Department of Energy EERE GREAT LAKES INSmUTE FOR ENERGY INNOVATION $500,000 Fudge A 

WuDepartment of Energy EERE GREEN BUILDING RESEARCH LABORATORY $1,000,000 

Department of Energy EERE GREEN BUILDINGs/RETROFITTING $350,000 Forbes 

Department of Energy EERE GREEN FUELS DEPOT $1,500,000 Biggert 

Department of Energy EERE GREEN ROOF DEMONSTRATION PROJECT $600,000 Souder 

Department of Energy EERE GREEN ROOF FOR THE DUPAGE COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING $250,000 Roskam 

Department of Energy EERE GREENFIELD COMMUNITY COLLEGE HYBRID GEO-THERMAL PROJECT $525,000 DIver 

Department of Energy EERE HARDIN COUNTY GENERAL HOSPITAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY UPGRADES $500,000 Shimkus 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requester(s) 

Department of Energy EERE HENDERSON, SOLAR ENERGY PROJECT $500,000 Titus 

Department of Energy EERE HIGH PENETRATION WIND POWER IN TATITLEK $900,000 Young (AKl 

Department of Energy EERE HIGH TEMPERATURE HYDROGEN GENERATION SYSTEMS $300,000 Inglis 

Department of Energy EERE HOSPITAL LIGHTING RETROFIT $500,000 Rush 
-

Department of Energy EERE HOUSATONIC RIVER NET-ZERO-ENERGY BUILDING $1,000,000 Olver 

Department of Energy EERE HULL MUNCIPAL LIGHT PLANT OFFSHORE WINO PROJECT $750,000 Delahunt 

Department of Energy EERE ILLINOIS COMMUNITY COLLEGE SUSTAINABILITY NETWORK $250,000 Costello; Halvorson, Jackson (Ill, 
Johnson (ILl; Schakowsky; 
Schock 

Department of Energy EERE ILLINOIS ENERGY RESOURCES CENTER AT THE UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT CHI­
CAGO 

$400,000 Lipinski 

Department of Energy EERE IMPROVING FUEL CELL DURABILITY AND RELIABILITY INITIATIVE $2,500,000 Courtney; Larson (Cn 

Department of Energy EERE INSTALLATION OF A SOLAR CANOPY $534,000 Olver 

Department of Energy EERE INSTITUTE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP $1,000,000 Fallah 

Department of Energy EERE INSTITUTE fOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY $1,000,000 Bachus; Davis (ALl 

Department of Energy EERE INTEGRATED BIOMASS REFINING INSTITUTE $1,000,000 Etheridge; Price INC) 

Department of Energy EERE INTEGRATED POWER FOR MICROSYSTEMS $250,000 Lee (NY) 

Department of Energy EERE INTEGRATED RENEWABLE ENERGY & CAMPUS SUSTAINABILITY INITIATIVE $750,000 Latham 

Department of Energy EERE IOWA CENTRAL RENEWABLE FUEL TESTING LABORATORY $500,000 Latham 
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Department of Energy EERE ISSAQUAH HIGHLANDS ZERO ENERGY AFFORDABLE HOUSING $500,000 Rei,hert 

Department of Energy EERE JENKS ENERGY MANAGEMENT EQUIPMENT $250,000 Sullivan 

Department of Energy EERE JUNIATA HYBRID LOCOMOTIVE $1,000,000 Shuster 

Department of Energy EERE KANSAS STATE UNIVERSITY CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY $500,000 Moran (KS) 

Department of Energy EERE LA FERIA SOLAR LIGHTING INITIATIVE $500,000 Hinojosa 

Department of Energy EERE LANCASTER LANDFILL SOLAR FACILITY $500,000 Tsongas 

Department of Energy EERE LARGE-SCALE WIND TRAINING PROGRAM, HUDSON VALLEY COMMUNITY COLLEGE, 
TROY, NY 

$300,000 Murphy (NY) 

Department of Energy EERE LIGNOCELLULOSIC BIDFUELS FROM NEW BIOENERGY CROPS $1,000,000 Edwards (lJ() 

Department of Energy EERE LONG ISLAND 50 MW SOLAR INITIATIVE $1,750,000 Israel 

Department of Energy EERE LONG ISLAND BIOFUELS ALLIANCE $2,750,000 Israel 

Department of Energy EERE MARET CENTER $1,500,000 Blunt 

Department of Energy EERE MARINE RENEWABLE ENERGY CENTER $750,000 Delahunt; Frank (MAl; McGovern 

Department of Energy EERE MIAMI CHILDREN'S MUSEUM GOING GREEN INITIATIVE $1,000,000 Ros-Lehtinen 

Department of Energy EERE MILL SEAT LANDFILL BIDREACTOR RENEWABLE GREEN POWER PROJECT $1,000,000 Lee (NY) 

Department of Energy EERE MORRIS COUNTY RENEWABLE ENERGY INITIATIVE $2,000,000 Frelinghuysen 

Department of Energy EERE MOVING TOWARD AN ENERGY EFFICIENT CAMPUS AT WHEELOCK COLLEGE $400,000 Capuano 

Department of Energy EERE MT. WACHUSm COMMUNITY COLLEGE WIND PROJECT $1,000,000 Olver 

Department of Energy EERE MULTI-HYBRID POWER VEHICLES WITH COST EFFECTIVE AND DURABLE POLYMER 
ELECTROLYTE MEMBRANE FUEL CELL AND LITHIUM ION BATIERY FOR OHIO UNI­
VERSITY 

$600,000 Wilson (OH) 

Department of Energy EERE MUNICIPAL BUILDING ENERGY EFFICIENT WINDOW REPLACEMENT PROGRAM $180,000 Lance 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requesterl') 

Department of Energy EERE MUNICIPAL CDMPLEX SDLAR PDWER PROJECT $200,000 Sires 

Department of Energy EERE NANDSTRUCTURED MATERIALS FOR ENERGY $1,000,000 Miller (NC) 

Department of Energy EERE NATIONAL CENTER OF EXCELLENCE IN ENERGY STORAGE TECHNOLOGY $900,000 Kilroy 

Department of Energy EERE NATIDNAL INSTITUTE FOR AVIATION RESEARCH, ADVANCED MATERIALS RESEARCH $1,500,000 Tiahrt 

Department of Energy EERE NATIONAL OFFSHORE WIND ENERGY CENTER $1,000,000 Green, AI; Green, Gene; Jackson-
Lee (!XI 

Department of Energy EERE NATIONAL OPEN-OCEAN ENERGY LABORATORY $800,000 Klein (FL); Wasserman Schultz; 
Wexler 

Department of Energy EERE NCMS $900,000 Dingell 

Department of Energy EERE NEIGHBORHOOD WEATHERIZATION COLLABORATIVE $500,000 DeGelle 

Department of Energy EERE NEWARK MUSEUM ALTERNATIVE ENERGY ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM $500,000 Frelinghuysen; Payne 

Department of Energy EERE NEXT GENERATION COMPDSITE WIND BLADE MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGIES $250,000 Michaud; Pingree (ME) 

Department of Energy EERE NEXT GENERATION WIND TURBINE $1,DDD,OOO Neal 

Department of Energy EERE NORTHERN IlliNOIS UNIVERSITY TRANSPORTATION ENERGY PROGRAM $1,DDD,DDD Lipinski 

Department of Energy EERE NTRCI LEGACY ENGINE DEMONSTRATION PROJECT $500,DDD Duncan 

Department of Energy EERE NY STATE CENTER FOR ADVANCED FERRITE PRODUCTION $300,DDD McHugh 

Department of Energy EERE OAKLAND UNIVERSITY ALTERNATIVE ENERGY EDUCATION $500,DDD Peters 
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Department of Energy EERE OFFSHORE WIND PROJECT STUDY $500,000 Ackerman 

Department of Energy EERE ORANGE COUNTY SOLAR DEMONSTRATION & RESEARCH FACILITY $300,000 Grayson 

Department of Energy EERE OU CENTER FOR BIOMASS REFINING $500,000 Cole 

Department of Energy EERE PASSIVE NOX REMOVAL CATALYST RESEARCH, NOTRE DAME UNIVERSITY, IN $900,000 Visclosky 

Department of Energy EERE PERU ELECTRICAL DEPARTMENT WIND TURBINE GENERATION $1,000,000 Halvorson 

Department 01 Energy EERE PHIPPS CONSERVATORY CTI WASTE-TO-ENERGY PROJECT $500,000 Murphy, Tim 

Department of Energy EERE PHOENIX CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL CENTRAL ENERGY PLANT EXPANSION - $2,000,000 Pastor (AZl 

Department of Energy EERE PHOTOVOLTAIC POWER ELECTRONICS RESEARCH INITIATIVE (PERI) $700,000 Brown, Corrine; Kosmas 

Department of Energy EERE PITTSBURGH GREEN INNOVATORS $1,500,000 Doyle 

Department of Energy EERE PLUG-IN HYBRIO INITIATIVE $500,000 Schauer 

Department of Energy EERE PORT OF GALVESTON SOLAR ENERGY PROJECT $250,000 Paul 

Department of Energy EERE PROTOTYPING AND DEVELOPMENT OF COMMERCIAL NAND-CRYSTALLINE THIN FILM 
SILICON FOR PHOTO VOLTAIC MANUFACTURING 

$500,000 Tonko 

Department of Energy EERE PURDUE SOLAR ENERGY UTILIZATION LABORATORY, WEST LAFAYETTE, IN $425,000 Buyer 

Department of Energy EERE R&D OF CLEAN VEHICLE TECHNOLOGY $1,000,000 Ryan (OH); Sutton 

Department of Energy EERE RENEWABLE ENERGY CENTER $750,000 Butterfield; Watt 

Department of Energy EERE RENEWABLE ENERGY/DISASTER BACKUP SYSTEM FOR HAWAII RED CROSS HEAD­
QUARTERS BUILDING 

$240,000 Abercrombie; Hirono 

Department of Energy EERE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF L1QUIO CARRIERS FOR HYDROGEN ENERGY $500,000 Reichert 

Department of Energy EERE RICHLAND COMMUNITY COLLEGE BID ENERGY PROGRAM $500,000 Johnson (ILl 

Department of Energy EERE RUNNING SPRINGS RETREAT CENTER SOLAR UPGRADE $1,000,000 Lewis (CA) 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount Requesterlsl 

Department of Energy EERE SAINT JOSEPH'S UNIVERSITY INSTITUTE FOR ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP $1,000,000 Brady (PA) 

Department of Energy EERE SAN DIEGO CENTER FOR ALGAE BIOTECHNOLOGY (SO-CAB) $750,000 Bilbray; Davis (CA) 

Department of Energy EERE SAN FRANCISCO ELECTRIC VEHICLE INITIATIVE $1,000,000 Pelosi 

Department of Energy EERE SHOW ME ENERGY COOPERATIVE BIOMASS DEVELOPMENT $900,000 Skelton 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR ENERGY PARKING CANOPY DEMONSTRATION PROJECT $3,000,000 Lewis (CA) 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR ENERGY PROGRAM $800,000 Wasserman Schultz 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR ENERGY RESEARCH CENTER INSTRUMENTATION FACILITY, UNIVERSITY OF 
NORTH CAROLINA AT CHAPEL HILL 

$1,000,000 Price (NC) 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR FURNACE RESEARCH PROGRAM, VALPARAISO UNIVERSITY, IN $500,000 Visclosky 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR HOT WATER PROJECT IN GREENBURGH, NY $169,000 Lowey 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR LIGHTING FOR ARTESIA PARKS $250,000 Sanchez, Linda 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR PANEL EXPANSION INITIATIVE $500,000 Rodriguez 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR PANELS ON HUDSON COUNTY FACILITIES $500,000 Sires 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR POWER FOR MAYWOOD $300,000 Rothman (NJ) 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR POWERED LIGHTING FOR FOREST PRESERVE DISTRICT OF DUPAGE COUNTY, 
IL 

$300,000 Roskam 

Department of Energy EERE SOLAR POWEREED COMPRESSED NATURAL GAS REFUELING STATION $500,000 McCarthy (NY) 

Department of Energy EERE SOLID OXIDE FUEL CELL SYSTEMS PVL PILOT LINE $1,000,000 Boccieri; Sutton 
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Department of Energy EERE SOMERSET COUNn' RENEWABLE ENERGY INITIATIVE $2,000,000 Frelinghuysen 

Department of Energy EERE SOUTH JERSEY WIND TURBINES $500,000 loBiondo 

Department of Energy EERE SOUTHERN PINE BASED BIOREFINERY CENTER $500,000 lewis (GAl; Marshall; Scott (GAl 

Department of Energy EERE ST. LUKE'S MINERS MEMORIAL HOSPITAL ENERGY EFFICIENCY IMPROVEMENT 
PROJECT 

$525,000 Holden 

Department of Energy EERE ST. MARKS REFINERY REDEVELOPMENT $350,000 Boyd 

Department of Energy EERE ST. PETERSBURG SOLAR PILOT PROJECT $1,000,000 Young IFl) 

Department of Energy EERE ST. PETERSBURG SUSTAINABLE BIOSOLIDSIRENEWABLE ENERGY PLANT $2,500,000 Young (FU 

Department of Energy EERE STATE COLLEGES' IVSC) STATEWIDE ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY 
INITIATIVE 

$450,000 Welch 

Department of Energy EERE STREET LIGHTING FIXTURE ENERGY EFFICIENCY RETROFIT PROJECT $500,000 Becerra; Harman; Sanchez, 
linda; Wahion 

Department of Energy EERE SUSTAINABLE ALGAL ENERGY PRODUCTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION $500,000 Wittman 

Department of Energy EERE SUSTAINABLE ENERGY OPTIONS FOR RURAL NEBRASKA $500,000 Fortenberry 

Department of Energy EERE SUSTAINABLE ENERGY RESEARCH CENTER $1,500,000 Harper 

Department of Energy EERE SWEET SORGHUM ALTERNATIVE FUEL ANO FEED PILOT PROJECT $750,000 Grijalva 

Department of Energy EERE SWITCHGRASS BIOFUEL RESEARCH: CARBON SEQUESTRATION AND LIFE CYCLE 
ANALYSIS 

$250,000 Fortenberry 

Department of Energy EERE SYNTHESIS OF RENEWABLE BIOFUElS FROM BIOMASS $500,000 Rehberg 

Department of Energy EERE THE BIOREFINERY IN NEW YORK-BIO BUTANOL FROM BIOMASS $400,000 Maffei 

Department of Energy EERE THE BOSTON ARCHITECTURAL COLLEGE'S URBAN SUSTAINABllIn' INITIATIVE $1,600,000 Capuano 

Department of Energy EERE THE JOHNSTON AVENUE SOLAR PROJECT $500,000 Smith (NJl 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount ReQuester(s) 

Department of Energy EERE THE SOLAR ENERGY CONSORTIUM $2,250,000 Hinchey; Hall (NY) 

Department of Energy EERE THURGOOO MARSHALL COLLEGE FUND MINORITY ENERGY SCIENCE INITIATIVE: 
NNSA 

$3,000,000 Butterfield; Towns 

Department of Energy EERE TODAY'S LEADERS FDR ASUSTAINABLE TOMORROW: A SUSTAINABLE ENERGY PRO­
GRAM 

$1,500,000 Oberstar 

Department of Energy EERE TUCSON PUBLIC BUILDING SOLAR ARRAYS $450,000 Giffords 

Department of Energy EERE UNION TERMINAL $500,000 Driehaus 

Department of Energy EERE UNITED WAY OF SDUTHEASTERN MICHIGAN $4DO,000 Conyers; Oingell; Kilpatrick (Mil; 
Levin; Miller (MI) 

Department of Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF AKRON NATIONAL POLYMER INNOVATION CENTER $1,000,000 Ryan (OH); Sutton 

Department of Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF ARKANSAS AT LITtLE ROCK NANOSTRUCTURED SOLAR CELLS $500,000 Snyder 

Department ot Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF DETROIT MERCY ENERGY EFFICIENT CHEMISTRY BUILDING RENOVA­
TIONS 

$BOO,OOO Kilpatrick (Mil 

Department of Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF NORTH ALABAMA GREEN CAMPUS INITIATIVE $200,000 Aderholt 

Department of Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF SOUTH CAROLINA AIKEN BIOFUELS LABORATORY IN AIKEN, SC $456,000 Barrett (SC) 

"'-. Department of Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN OSHKOSH'S ANAEROBIC DRY DIGESTION FACILITY $500,000 Petri 

Department of Energy EERE UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN-MILWAUKEE ADVANCED NANOMATERIALS FOR HIGH-EF­
FICIENCY SOLAR CEliS 

$500,000 Moore IWIl 

Department of Energy EERE UW NORTHWEST NATIONAL MARINE RENEWABLE ENERGY CENTER $BBO,OOO Inslee; McOermott; Schrader; Wu 

Department of Energy EERE WARREN TECHNOLOGY AND BUSINESS CENTER FOR ENERGY SUSTAINABILITY $2,200,000 Ryan (OH) 

w 
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Department of Energy EERE WASHINGTDN STATE BIDFUELS INDUSTRY DEVELDPMENT $1,DOO,DOO McDermott; Reichert; Smith (WA) 

Department of Energy EERE WESTERN IOWA TECH COMMUNITY CDLlEGE RENEWABLE ENERGY ECONOMY COR· 
RIDOR 

$500,DOO King HAl 

Department of E"ergy EERE WESTERN KENTUCKY UNIVERSITY RESEARCH FOUNDATION BIODIESEL PROJECT $500,DOO Guthrie 

Departme"t of E"ergy EERE WIND SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING CENTER $1,OOO,ODO Neugebauer 

Department of Energy EERE WIND TURBINE INFRASTRUCTURE FOR GREEN ENERGY AND RESEARCH ON WIND 
POWER IN DELAWARE 

$300,00D Castle 

Department of E"ergy EERE YPSI CIVIC CENTER $1,ODO,OOD Dingell 

Department of Energy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

and Energy Reli- ADAPTIVE SUPERVISORY CONTROL AND DATA ACQUISITION (SCADA) TECHNOLOGY 
FOR INFRASTRUCTURE PROTECTION 

$750,000 Miller (FL); Stearns 

Department of Eoergy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

and Energy Reli- AUTOMATED REMOTE ElECTRIC AND WATER METERS IN SOUTH RIVER $500,000 Holt 

Departme"t of E"ergy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

a"d Energy Reli- CLEAN POWER ENERGY RESEARCH CONSORTIUM (CPERC) $1,OOO,ODD Caa 

Department of E~ergy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

a"d Energy Reli- DEVELOPMENT OF A SMART MICROGRID TESTBED $500,000 Barto" (TX) 

Department of E"ergy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

and Energy Reli- ENERGY TRANSMISSION AND INFRASTRUCTURE NORTHERN OHIO $1,100,000 Kaptur 

Oepartment of E"ergy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

a"d Energy Reli- INSTITUTE FOR ENERGY AND THE ENVIRONMENT AT VERMONT LAW SCHOOL $450,ODO Welch 

Department of EMrgy Electricity Delivery 
ability 

a"d Energy Reli- MICROGRIDS AND RENEWABLE ENERGY AND TECHNOLOGIES RESEARCH INITIATIVE $750,000 Teague 

Department of E"ergy Electricity Oelivery 
ability 

a"d Energy Reli- NATIONAL CENTER FOR RELIABLE ELECTRIC TRANSMISSION $500,000 Boazma" 

c.:> 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency 

Department of Energy 

Departmenl of Energy 

Departmenl of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Account 

Electricity Delivery and 
ability 

Eleclricity Delivery and 
ability 

Eleclricity Delivery and 
ability 

Electricity Delivery and 
ability 

Nuclear Energy 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Energy 

Energy 

Energy 

Energy 

Reli-

ReJi-

Reli-

Reli-

Project 

POWER MICRO-GRIDS FOR COLONIAS ALONG THE TEXAs/MEXICO BORDER 

SMART GRID INITIATIVE 

UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA COMPRESSED AIR ENERGY STORAGE 

WESTERN BALDWIN COUNTY, AL GRID INTERCONNECTION 

MCCLELLAN NUCLEAR RADIATION CENTER 

CENTER FOR ADVANCED SEPARATION TECHNOLOGIES 

Amount 

$550,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

Requester(s) 

Cuellar 

Schiff; Sherman 

Pastor (AZI 

Bonner 

Lungren, Dan 

Boucher ,.. 

Barton (TX) 

Rehberg 

Childers 

Dent 

LaTourette 

Watson 

Cole 

~Tourette 

C>:l 
...... 
00 

-

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Department of Energy 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Fossil Energy R&D 

Fossil Energy R&O 

Fossil Energy R&D 

CENTER FOR RENEWABLE ENERGY, SCIENCE, AND TECHNOLOGY (CRESn 

CENTER FOR ZERO EMISSIONS RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY 

GULF OF MEXICO HYORATES RESEARCH CONSORTIUM 

INNOVATIONS FOR LOW-COST GASIFICATION SYSTEMS 

INNOVATIONS IN CONTROL TECHNOLOGIES FOR SYNTHESIS GAS COMBUSTION 

METHANOL ECONOMY 

OKLAHOMA UNIVERSITY ENHANCED OIL RECOVERY DESIGN CENTER 

RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT OF FUEl CELLS FOR ELECTRICITY FROM FOSSIL­
AND BIO-BASEO FUELS 

$1,000,000 

$3,000,000 

$250,000 

$750,000 

$300,000 

$750,000 

$500,000 

$500,000 

')
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MD'C"~f"'\ (VA) 

l\. 

Ku.c.li\\c.h) 



Department of Energy Fossil Energy R&D UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY STRATEGIC LIQUID TRANSPORTATION FUELS DERIVED 
FROM COAL 

$2,000,000 Davis (KY), Rogers (KY) 

Department of Energy Science ADVANCED ARTIFICIAL SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING RESEARCH INFRASTRUCTURE $300,000 Hall (TX) 

Department of Energy Science ADVANCED MANUFACTURING AND ENGINEERING EQUIPMENT $1,000,000 Ellsworth 

Department of Energy Science APPLIED BIOMECHANICAL ENGINEERING GRADUATE PROGRAM $400,000 Souder 

Department of Energy Science BETHUNE-COOKMAN UNIVERSITY STEM RESEARCH LAB $250,000 Mica 

Department of Energy Science BUILDING SURFACE SCIENCE CAPACITY TO SERVE THE AUTOMOBILE INDUSTRY IN 
SOUTHEASTERN MICHIGAN 

$500,000 Conyers, Dingell 

Oepartment of Energy Science CENTER FOR ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC MODELING (CASCAM) $700,000 Burgess 

Oepartment of Energy Science CENTER FOR NANOMEDICINE AND CELLULAR DELIVERY $500,000 Cummings 

Department of Energy Science CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY AT BRONX COMMUNITY COLLEGE, BRONX, NY $500,000 Serrano 

Department of Energy Science CLEAN ENERGY STORAGE, CONVERSION, AND GENERAnON RESEARCH $500,000 Schakowsky 

Department of Energy Science CLEMSON UNIVERSITY CYBERINSTITUTE $500,000 Inglis 

Department of Energy Science COLLEGE OF SAINT ELIZABETH $1,000,000 Frelinghuysen 

Department of Energy Science COMPUTATIONAL MODELING OF DRUG·RESISTANT BACTERIA $915,000 Gordon (TN) 

Department of Energy Science ENERGY EFFICIENCY & WATER INSTITUTE RESEARCH FACILITY, PURDUE UNIVER­
SITY-GALUMET, IN 

$2,000.000 Visclosky 

Department ot Energy Science ENERGY SYSTEMS ENGINEERING INSTITUTE $500,000 Dent 

Department of Energy Science FOURIER TRANSFORM NUCLEAR MAGNETIC RESONANCE (FTNMR) SPECTROMETER $500.000 Lee (NY) 

Department of Energy Science FUSION ENERGY SPHEROMAK TURBULENT PLASMA EXPERIMENT (STPX) $500,000 ~eek (FL), Wasserman Schultz 

Department of Energy Science GREEN MANUFACTURING AND ENERGY CONSCIOUS DESIGN PROGRAM $1,000,000 Upton 

Department of Energy Science IDAHO ACCELERATOR CENTER PRODUCTION OF MEDICAL ISOTOPES $1,500,000 Simpson 
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ENERGY AND WATER DEVELOPMENT-Continued 
[Congressionally Directed Spending Items] 

Agency Account Project Amount ReQuester(s) 

Department of Energy Science IDAHO NATIONAL LABORATORY CENTER FOR ADVANCED ENERGY STUDIES $1,000,000 Simpson 

Department of Energy Science INSTITUTE FOR COLLABORATIVE SCIENCES RESEARCH $1,200,000 Oiaz-Balart, Lincoln; Wasserman 
Schultz 

Department of Energy Science INSTITUTE FOR INTERGRATED SCIENCES $2,000,000 Markey (MAl 

Department of Energy Science LANOFILL LEACHATE RECIRCULATION AND GAS TO ENERGY PROJECT $500,000 Shuler 

Department of Energy Science METEOROLOGY AND ATMOSPHERIC SCIENCE PROGRAM AT THE UNIVERSITY OF 
LOUISVILLE 

$350,000 Yarmuth 

Department of Energy Science NEVADA WATER RESOURCES DATA, MODELING AND VISUALIZATION (OMY) CENTER $750,000 Berkley; Heller; Titus 

Department of Energy Science NOTRE DAME INNOVATION PARK, SOUTH BEND, IN $575,000 Donnelly IINl 

Department of Energy Science PHYSICAL AND BIOLOGICAL SCIENCES LABORATORY LEARNING CENTER $400,000 Oiaz-Balart, Lincoln 

Department of Energy Science ROCKLAND CC SCIENCE LAB UPGRADE $300,000 Engel 

Department of Energy Science SCIENCE LAB EXPANSION $550,000 Massa 

Department of Energy Science SMART GRID SIMULATION LABORATORY $900,000 Markey (CO); Perlmutter 

Department of Energy Science STATE-OF-THE-ART LARGE-SCALE TESTING FOR WIND TO ENHANCE INFRASTRUC­
TURE RESILIENCY AND DEVELOP ENERGY-EFFICIENT BUILDINGS. 

$1,000,000 Diaz-Balart, Mario 

Department of Energy Science STEM INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT $1,500,000 Spratt 

Department of Energy Science STEM MINORITY GRADUATE PROGRAM $3,500,000 Fattah 

Department of Energy Science SUSQUEHANNA UNIVERSITY, EQUIPMENT FOR NEW SCIENCE CENTER $1,000,000 Carney 

Department of Energy Science SUSTAINABLE BIOFUELS DEVELOPMENT CENTER $500,000 Markey (COl 

C.:> 
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Department 01 Energy Science TRANSYLVANIA UNIVERSITY BRDWN SCIENCE CENTER EQUIPMENT $650,000 Chandler 

Department 01 Energy Science TU ALGAE TO GREEN FUELS ENERGY PROJECT $750,000 Sullivan 

Department 01 Energy Science TWIN TOWER OBSERVATORY $200,000 McKeon 

Department 01 Energy Science ULTRA FAST POWER PROCESSOR FOR SMART GRID $1,000,000 Gerlach 

Department 01 Energy Science UMASS INTEGRATIVE SCIENCE BUILDING $2,ODO,000 Olver 

Department of Energy Science UNIQUE METHODOLOGIES FOR NANO/MICRO MANUFACTURING AND JOB TRAINING 
FOR NANOTECHNOLOGY 

$500,000 Foster 

Department 01 Energy Science UNIVERSITY OF DELAWARE ENERGY INSTITUTE $50D,000 Castle 

Department of Energy Science UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS AT CHICAGO HIGH PERFORMANCE COMPUTING $1,000,000 Davis (ll) 

Department 01 Energy Science UNIVERSITY OF RHODE ISLAND REGIONAL EARTH SYSTEMS INSTITUTE $750,000 Kennedy; Langevin 

Department 01 Energy Science UNIVERSITY PARK AND RESEARCH CENTER IN CHULA VISTA, CA $I,OOO,ODO Filner 

Department 01 Energy Science WHITWDRTH UNIVERSITY STEM EQUIPMENT $300,000 McMDrris Rodgers 

Department of Energy NNSA-Weapons Activities CENTER FOR INNDVATION THROUGH VISUALIZATION AND SIMULATION, PURDUE UNI­
VERSITY-CALUMET, IN 

$3,000,000 Visclosky 

Department 01 Energy NNSA-Oelense Nuclear Nonprolifera­
tion 

GLOBAL SEISMOGRAPHIC NETWORK EQUIPMENT RENEWAL $250,000 Teague; Tsongas 

Department 01 Energy NNSA-Office 01 the Administrator ACE PROGRAM AT MARICOPA COUNTY COMMUNITY COLLEGES $1,000,000 Pastor (AI) 

Department 01 Energy NNSA-Dffice 01 the Administrator HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES PROGRAM $10,000,000 Clyburn 

Department 01 Energy NNSA-Office 01 the Administrator MOREHOUSE COUIGE MINDRITY ENERGY SCIENCE RESEARCH AND EDUCATION INI-
TlATIVE 

$2,000,000 Lewis (GAl; Marshall; Scott (GAl 

Department 01 Energy Other Delense Activities MIAMISBURG MOUND ENERGY PARK REDEVELOPMENT $1,000,000 Turner 

Department 01 Energy Other Delense Activities WORKER HEALTH PROTECTION PROGRAM $1,000,000 Whitfield 
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW 8UDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 /'
AND BUOGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 ./ 

(Amounts in thousands) ../ 

FY 2009 FY 2010 ~s. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill Request~~~~c~ed,ff 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

Corps of Engineers - Civil 

Investi gati ons ..............•.........•............... 142.000 -26.100 +42.000 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . -25.000 

------ .. --_ ... _.. ----_._~--- --~------~---­

Subtotal, Investi 9ati ons . 142,000 -51,100 +42,000 co 
l'o:) 
l'o:)Construction :.... 2/,'141.67 2,122,619 ·18,998 +404,679 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110-252) ~2,835,OOO -2,835,000 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) ~ ~:~~~:~~~. 

------------ .. ---=~:~~~:~~~- -----.-.---1'­
Subtotal, Construction _ /... 6.976,677 2,122,679 -4.853,998 +404.6 9 

Mississippi River and tr~butaries :;/.......... 383,823 251.315 -132,448 +3.375
 
Emergency appropri atlons (P.L. 1"-!j,y............. 375,000 -375,000 i
 

_._------~.--- ------~.---_.­

Subtotal. Mississippi River llJl~ibutaries..... -----;5~~~;;­ 248,000 -501.448 +3,375 
/ 

Operations and maintenance / . 2,201,900 2.504,000 +309,011 +6,911 
Emergency appropriation~(P.L. 111-5) . 2.075.000 ·2.075.000

/ ---._------ .. 
SUbtotal. Opera~ns and maintenance............ 4,276,900 2.504,000 2,510,971 +6,971
 

Regul atory proglJlII/ : . 183,000 190.000 190,000 +~OOO 

Emergency ~pproprlations (P.L. 111-5) . 25.000 
/' '25:-0". 

.,$'}' 
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - CIVIL 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

Corps of Engineers - Civil 

Investigations 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) 

. 

. 

Subtotal, Investigations . 

Constructi on 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110-252) 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) 

. 

. 
0 ••• 

Subtotal, Construction .... 0 •• 0 ••• 0 0 0 •••••• 0 0 •••• 

Mississippi River and tributaries 0.0 ••••••••••• 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) .... 0 •••••••• 

Subtotal, Mississippi River and tributaries ..... 

Operat ions and mai ntenance .. 0 0 0 •••• 0 •• 0 0 • 0 •••• 0 • 0 ••••• 

Emergency appropriations (Pol. 111-5) 0 •••• 0.0.0 ••• 

Subtotal, Operations and maintenance 00 •••• 

Regul atory program 0 • 0 ••••••• 0 0 •••••••• 0 •••••••• 0 •••••• 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) ..... 0 

, , 

FY 2009
 
Enacted
 

168,100 
25,000 

193,100 

2,141,677 
2,835,000 
2.000,000 

6.976,677 

383,823 
375,000 

758,823 

2,201,900 
2,075,000 

4,276,900 

183,000 
25,000 

FY 2010
 
Request
 

100,000 

100,000 

1,718,000 

1,718,000 

248,000 

248,000 

2,504,000 

2.504,000 

190,000 

Bill 

142,000 

142,000 

2,122,679 

2,122.679 

251,375 

251,375 

2,510,971 

2,510,971 

190,000 

Bill vs.
 
Enacted
 

-26,100 
-25,000 

-51,100 

-18,998 
-2.835,000 
-2,000.000 

-4,853,998 

-132,448 
-375,000 

-507,448 

+309.071 
-2.075.000 

-1,765,929 

+7,000 
-25.000 

Bill vs.
 
Request
 

+42,000 

+42,000 

+404,679 

+404.679 

+3,375 

+3,375 

+6.971 

+6,971 



COMPARATIVE STATEME~T OF ~EW BUDGET (OBLIGATIO~AL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED I~ THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request 

Subtotal, Regulatory program . 208,000 190,000 190,000 -18,000 

FUSRAP , . 140,000 134,000 134,000 -6,000 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 100,000 -100,000 

Subtotal, Regulatory program . 240,000 134,000 134,000 -106,000 

Flood control and coastal emergencies . 41,000 -41,000 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110-252) . 2,926,000 -2,926,000 

Subtotal, Flood control and coastal emergencies. 2,926,000 41,000 -2,926,000 -41,000 

Expenses . 179,365 184,000 184,000 +4,635 
Office of Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil 

Works) . 4,500 6,000 6,000 +1,500 
============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 

Total, title I, Department of Defense - Civil . 15,763,365 5,125,000 5,541,025 -10,222,340 +416,025 
Appropri ati ons . (5,402,365) (5,125,000) (5,541,025) (+138,660) (+416,025) 
Emergency appropriations . (10,361,000) ( -1 0 ,361 ,000) 

TITLE II - DEPARTME~T OF THE INTERIOR 

Central Utah Project Completion Account 

Central Utah project construction . 39,373 38,800 38,800 -573 
Fish, wildlife, and recreation mitigation and 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request 

conservat ion . 987 1,500 1,500 +513 

Subtotal . 40,360 40,300 40,300 -60 

Program oversight and administration . 1,640 1,704 1,704 +64 

Total, Central Utah project completion account .. 42,000 42,004 42,004 +4 

Bureau of Reclamation 

Water and related resources . 920,259 893,125 910,247 -10,012 +17,122 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 1,000,000 -1,000,000 

.------------ -------------- -------------- -------------­
Subtotal, Water and related resources . 1,920,259 893,125 910,247 -1,010,012 +17,122 

Central Valley project restoration fund . 56,079 35,358 35,358 -20,721 
California Bay-Delta restoration . 40,000 31,000 31,000 -9,000 
Policy and administration . 59,400 61,200 61,200 +1,800 

Total, Bureau of Reclamation .. 2,075,738 1,020,683 1,037,805 -1,037,933 +17,122 
============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 

Total, title II, Department of the Interior . 2,117,738 1,062,687 1,079,809 -1,037,929 +17,122 
Appropri ati ons . (1,117,738) (1,062,687) (1,079,809) (-37,929) (+17,122) 
Emergency appropri at ions . (1,000,000) (-1,000,000) 

============= ============= ============== ============== ============== 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGAT~ONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request
 

TITLE III - DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Energy Programs 

Energy efficiency and renewable energy . 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110-329) . 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 

SUbtotal, Energy efficiency and renewable energy 

1,928,540 
250,000 

16,800,000 

18,978,540 

2,318,602 

------------­
2,318,602 

2,250,000 

-------------­
2,250,000 

+321,460 
-250,000 

-16,800,000 
----_.-------­

-16,728,540 

-68,602 

----------_.-­
-68,602 

Electricity delivery and energy reliability 
Emergency appropritions (P.L. 111-5) 

Subtotal, Electricity delivery and energy 
reliability 

. 

. 

. 

137,000 
4,500,000 

4,637,000 

208,008 

------------­

208,008 

208,008 

-------------­

208,008 

+71,008 
-4,500,000 

----------_.-­

-4,428,992 

-------------­

Nuc1ear energy . 792,000 761,634 812,000 +20,000 +50,366 

Clean coal technology: 
Deferral of unobligated balances, 
Transfer to fossi 1 energy R&D 

FY 2009 . 
. 

149,000 
-149,000 

-149,000 
+149,000 

Total, Clean coal technology .. 

Fossil energy research and development 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) 
Transfer from clean coal technology 

. 

. 

. 

727,320 
3,400,000 

149,000 

617 ,565 617,565 -109,755 
-3,400,000 

-149,000 

Subtotal, fossil energy research and development 4,276,320 617 ,565 617,565 -3,658,755 



------------- ------------- -------------- -------------- --------------

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
 

Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves . 19,099 23,627 23,627 +4,528 
Strategi c petrol eum reserve . 205,000 228,573 228,573 +23,573 
Northeast home heati ng oil reserve . 9,800 11 ,300 11 ,300 +1,500 
Energy Informati on Admi ni strat ion . 110,595 133,058 121,858 +11,263 -11 ,200 

Non-defense environmental clean up . 261,819 237,517 237,517 -24,302 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 483,000 --- - -- -483,000 

------------- ------------- --------.----- -------------- -------------­
Subtotal, Non-defense environmental cleanup ..... 744,819 237,517 237,517 -507,302 

Uranium enrichment decontamination and decommissioning 
fund . 535,503 559,377 559,377 +23,874 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 390,000 - - - - -- -390,000 
Offsetti ng coll ecti on . -200,000 --- - -- +200,000 

Subtotal, UEDDF . 925,503 359,377 559,377 -366,126 +200,000 

Science . 4,772,636 4,941,682 4,943,587 +170,951 +1,905 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. '11-5) . 1,600,000 -1,600,000 

Subtotal, Science . 6,372,636 4,941,682 4,943,587 -1,429,049 +1,905 

Nucl ear Waste Di sposal . 145,390 98,400 98,400 -46,990 

Energy transformation acceleration fund . 10,000 -10,000 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 400,000 -400,000 

Subtotal, Energy transformation acceleration 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bi 11 vs.
 
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
 

fund . 400,000 10,000 --- -400,000 -10,000 

Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program . 19,880 43,000 43,000 +23,120 
Offsett i ng collect ion . -19,880 -43,000 -43,000 -23,120 
Proposed change in subsidy cost . 440,000 1,500,000 - - - -440,000 -1,500,000 
(P.L. 110-161): 

Advance appropriation from previous years . 25,000 - -- --- -25,000
 
Emergency appropriations (P.L, 111-5) . 6,000,000 - -- --- -6,000,000
 

------------- -----------_. -------------- -------------- -------------­
Subtotal, Innovative Technology Guarantee Pgm ... 6,465,000 1,500,000 --- -6,465,000 -1,500,000 

Advanced technology vehicles manufacturing loans 
program . 20,000 20,000 +20,000 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110-329) . 7,510,000 -7,510,000 

Subtotal, Advance technology vehicles
 
manufacturing loans program . 7,510,000 20,000 20,000 -7,490,000
 

Departmental admi ni strati on . 272,643 302,071 289,684 +17,041 -12,387 
Miscellaneous revenues . -117 ,317 -119,740 -119,740 -2,423 

Net appropri ati on . 155,326 182,331 169,944 +14,618 -12,387 

Offi ce of the Inspector General . 51 ,927 51,445 51,927 +482 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 15,000 -15,000 

Subtotal, Office of the Inspector General . 66,927 51,445 51,927 -15,000 +482 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bi 11 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

Atomic Energy Defense Activities 

National Nuclear Security Administration: 
Weapons acti viti es 
Defense nuclear nonproliferation 
Nava1 reactors 
Offi ce of the Admi ni strator 

' . 
. 
. 
. 

6,380,000 
1,482,350 

828,054 
439,190 

6,384,431 
2,136,709 
1,003,133 

420,754 

6,320,000 
1,471,175 
1,003,133 

420,754 

-60,000 
-11,175 

+175,079 
-18,436 

-64,431 
-665,534 

Subtotal, National 
Administration 

Nuclear Security 
. 9,129,594 9,945,027 9,215,062 +85.468 -729,965 

Defense environmental cleanup 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) 

. 

. 
5,657,250 
5,127,000 

5,495,831 5,381,842 -275,408 
-5,127,000 

-113,989 

Subtotal, Defense environmental cleanup . 10,784,250 5.495,831 5,381,842 -5,402,408 -113,989 

Other defense acti vit i es 
Defense nucl ear waste di sposal 

. 

. 
1,314,063 

143,000 
852,468 

98,400 
1,518,002 

98,400 
+203,939 

-44,600 
+665,534 

Total, Atomic Energy Defense Activities . 21,370.907 16,391,726 16,213,306 -5,157.601 -178,420 

Power Marketing Administrations 

Operation and maintenance, 
Administration 

Offsetti ng coll ecti on 

Southeastern Power 
. 
. 

56,940 
-49,520 

78,444 
-70,806 

78,444 
-70,806 

+21,504 
-21,286 

Subtotal, O&M, Southeastern Power Administration 7,420 7,638 7,638 +218 



------------- ------------- -------------- -------------- --------------

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bill vs.
 
Enacted Request Bi 11 Enacted Request
 

Operation and maintenance, Southwestern Power 
Admi ni st rat i on . 63,414 82,944 82,944 +19,530 

Offsetting collection : . -35,000 -38,000 -38,000 -3,000 

Subtotal, O&M, Southwestern Power Administration 28,414 44,944 44,944 +16,530 

Construction, rehabilitation, operation and 
maintenance, Western Area Power Administration . 624,830 610,397 610,397 -14,433 

Offsetting collection . -403,118 -349,807 -349,807 +53,311 
Offsetting collection Colorado River Dam Fund . -3,366 -3,879 -3,879 -513 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . 10,000 -10,000 

Subtotal, O&M, Western Area Power Administration 228,346 256,711 256,711 +28,365 

Falcon and Amistad operating and maintenance fund ..... 2,959 2,568 2,568 -391 

Total, Power Marketing Administrations . 267,139 311,861 311,861 +44,722 
============= ;============ ============== ============== ============== 

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

Sal ari es and expenses , . 273.400 298,000 298,000 +24,600 
Revenues applied . -273.400 -298,000 -298,000 -24,600 

Total, title III, Department of Energy . 73,452,001 28,406,706 26,878,850 -46,573,151 -1,527,856 
Appropri ati ons . (26,793.001) (28,406,706) (26,878,850) (+85,849) ( -1 ,527,856) 
Emergency appropriations . (46,485,000) (-46,485,000) 



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009
 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 
Enacted 

FY 2010 
Request Bi 11 

Bill vs. 
Enacted 

Bill vs. 
Request 

Tennessee Valley Authority: 
General 
Offset 

Office of Inspector 
. 
. 

19,000 
-19,000 

-19,000 
+19,000 

Office of the Federal Coordinator for Alaska natural 
gas t ransportat ion proj ects . 4,400 4,466 4,466 +66 

Total, title IV, Independent agencies , 307,896 319,316 320,316 +12,420 +1,000 

Grand tota1 
Appropri ati ons 
Emergency appropriations 
Deferral s 
Previous year advance appropriations 

. 

. 

. 
. 
. 

91,641,000 
(33,621,000) 
(57,846,000) 

(149,000) 
(25,000) 

34,913,709 
(34,913,709) 

33,820,000 
(33,820,000) 

-57,821,000 
(+199,000) 

(-57,846,000) 
(-149,000) 

(-25,000) 

-1,093,709 
(-1,093,709) 



/
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW 8UDGET (08LIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 20 
AND 8UDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 Bill vs. Bi 11 vs. 
Enacted ReQuest 8i 11 Enacted ReQuest 

----_._ ..._--;;::-.----'_ .. _-­
208,000 190.000 190.000 -18.000 

140.00g,.' 134.000 134.000 -6,000
FUS~:~~~~~~y ~pp~~p~;~t;~~~'(P:L:'111:5i::::~:::: 100,900 '" .100,000 

_____ ..;//__ ._ ._-----.--_.­
Subtotal. Regulatory program . 240.000 134,000 134.000 -106.000 

, /~
Flood control and coastal emergencles ~. 41.000 -41,000 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110.252) ;;?? 2.926,Ooc -2.926,000 c..:>, _....._---_.- I:\:) 
c..:>Subtotal, Flood control and coastal emerge~eies. 2.926,000 -~:' -.. --.:~::~~~. -"~2~9::::::- _·---·~~;~OOO-/Expenses './ . 179,365 

Office of Assistant Secretary of the Army jCivi1 
WOrkS) •...•••••••••••.•••.•••••••••/ .. 4.500 6,000~ 6,000 +1,500 

, ============= ============= =====~======= =============~ ~============= 
F 

Total. title I. Departmen~ylDefense . Civil... 15.763.365 5,125.000 +416,025 
Appropri ati ons. .. . . . . . .. : . . .. . . .. . . • • . . . .. . . . (5.402.365) (5.125.000) (+416.025) 

=======;;=====T:::: 
g

:: 

c

: :::::::~ ~~~.~~~~~~~~ =~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Completion Account 

Central Utah proJ€ct construction 
Fish, wi1d11fe~and recreation mitigation and 

. 39,373 38,800 38.600 -573 

",",
"'\, 

">~"'" 
""/ 



/
COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 /'" 

AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 /,<f'''''''''
(Amounts 1n thousands) 

"r""­

FY 2009 FY 2010 /"ill vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill - Enacted Request 

------- ----- -_..._----- -.. ----- -... _- --""-".---- .. __ .-' -- --. -- ---- ---- -- ---'--' --..._---- ---:~-~(~-;/- --- -_.. -- ---_. -- -------- ----­
conservation . 987 1 .500 +513 

- ... - - - ,.,,;(.:0". ... _ _ .. 

SUbtotal , ...................•... 40.360 40.300_47~i-~ 40.300 -60
 

Program overs1ght and admi ni strat1 on. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . -'.,1,640 1, 70N"'.?" 1•704 +64
 _______-.....:l',., ,/-'(/7 • ._._._ ..••• 
Total, Central Utah project completion account .. 42.0a&~~~.004 42.004 +4 

Bureau of Reclamation /',.t,." 
-#' '" C<:l 

Water and related resources........................ ... 92JP~9 89~~~ 910.247 -10.012 +17,122 t-:l 
Emergency appropr1 at1 ons (P.l. 111- 5) .. . .. . .. . .. .. 1~(f0.000 " ";-', -. - -1 .000.000 .... 

.~~._------- --.---------- ~---_._----_. --------------
SUbtotal, Water and related resources ., 1,920.259 893,125 ~10,247 -1,010,012 +17,122 

Cen~ral ~alley project restor~tion fund ~ 56.079 35,358 ~~&8 -20,721 
Callforma Bay-Delta restoratlon ""....... 40.000 31,000 31.00n.,. -9,000
 
Po11 cy and admi nistrat1 on ,/"/ . .. .. .. . 59,400 61 .200 61 .200 "''', +1 ,800
 

Total. Bureau of Reclamation ~.............• --~~~;~~;;~. ---~~~;~~;;;- "-'~~03;~8~~- .-~~-.. --- .. -. +17,122
 
=~======:==== ==~~========= ============== =~== ~~============ 

Total, title II. Oepar ent of the Interior ..... 2,117,738 1.062,687 t ,079.809 .1.037.92~ +17.122 
Appropr1ations. (1.117,738) (1.062,687) (1,079.809) '(-37,929)'",. (+17.122) 
Emergency all, pri ati ons . (1.000.000) (-1,000.000) ~ 

============= ~===;=;====;~~ ~~~~~~~~===== 

""",
~i~\?"4, 

"''h 
~, 

._;;.~, 

,~,.$""-
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<"'''"_ COMPARATIVE STATEIlENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 ,/
 
'-"" AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 /'
 

'"'''''''' {Amounts in thousands} ~,./
", //
 
~'''''' . FY 2009 FY 2010 .,/ Bi 11 vs. Bi 11 vs. 

"""'" Enacted Request Bi 1),/ Enacted Request 
-------------~._------_._---~~~-------_.---------------------------.------------------------~.~:_-------------------------.-----

""'/"
TITLE I II	 - DEPARTMENT OF ''beRGY /'
 

Energy Programs ""*, . /.."i""
 
" 

Energy efficiency and renewable energy "'~';" 1.928,540 2,318 02 2,250,000 +321,460 -68,602
"-.	 Z., --- -..Emergency appropriations (P.L. 110.329} '", 250,000 ·250,000
 

Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5} ~~~:~~~••...<._'~ ~~~. ~~~ __ .~~~:~~~:~~~. _. _
 
Subtotal, Energy efficiency and renewable energy 18.91~,~.54~:I~2,318.602 2.250,000 '16,728.540 ·68.602 

<:.:> 
Electricity delivery an~ energy reliability........... .1.3Jl'O. 208.008 208,008 +71,008 t<.:l 

Emergency appropritlons (P.L. 111-5).............. 4,§do.000 '-- -.. -4,500.000 01 

---~~.._---- -_::~-_ .... "'-"'-'---" .. -----------. -------_ .. _-.­
Subtotal, Electr1city de11very and energy ,r'" ~
 

reliability ....................•............... 'All 4.637,000 208. ~ 208,008 -4,428,992
 
. IF 

Nuclear energy	 l(.. 792.000 761,634'" 812,000 +20.000 +50.366 

Cl ean coal technology: Ji:ff' 

Deferral of unobligated balances, FY 2069......... 149,000 --. --- ·149.000i' """
 
Transfer to fossil energy R&D ....../............ -149,000 --- ""'~+149'000
 

~ ------------- .----------_...----- ... --- -- ...._--- ... - ----_.------.­
Total. Clean coal technology. /.......... ••• ..- .-- --­

energy research and dev~~nt................
Fossil 727,320 617,565 617,565 09.755 
Emergency appropriationsAl'.L. 111-5}............. 3,400.000 --- .-- -3,4~00.0 
Transfer from clean c!¢'f technology............... 149.000 --. -.. ·149.&00 

4.276,320 617,565 617,565 

http:reliability....................�


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 f1 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 // 

(Amounts in thousands) ~-~~ 
"""" ..."...... 

FY 2009 FY 2010 8111 vs. ~1<"tl vs. 

-----------------------'~:-------------------------~~~~:~~-------~~~~~~:_----------~~~~-------_:~~~:~.~:~~-~~~~~~:-
. -/ 

~.r 

Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves.... 19,099 23,627 23,627 /~4,528 
Strategic petroleum reserve.. 205,000 228,573 228,573.~ +23,573 
Northeast home heating oil reserve.............. 9,800 11,300 i~~ +1,500 
Energy Informat~on Administration.................. .. 110,595 133,058 ~7'c~8 +11,263 -11,200 

Non-defense envlronmental clean up.................... 261.819 237,517 ~ 237,517 -24,302
 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 83,000 -~~ --- -483,000
 

SUbtotal, Non-defense environmental cleanup ..... 237,517 -507,302 c:..:> 
t>:l 

Uranium enrichment decontamination and decommissioning 
0) 

fund . 559,377 559,377 +23,874 
'l:t""", _ ~_Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) .. -390,000 

Offsetting collection.............•............... -20'b~O +200,000 
~--------:~ .----------- .. -------------- ---_.---------

SUbtotal, UEDDF ..••.......................... 925,503 -366,126 +200,000
359.377 '" 559,377 

Science . 4,772,636 4,941,682 ~943,587 +170,951 +1,905 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5). 1,600,000 ';" - - - -1 ,600,000 

------------- ------~~ ----- ------.-------
SUbtotal, Science . """ 6,372,636 4,941,682 4,943~87 -1,429,049 +1.905 

Nuclear Waste Disposal . 145.390 98,400 
"\,. 

98,400'\.
''1, 

-46,990 

10,000 %,\\ .-­ -10,000 
400,000 

------------­
""";;,400,000 

----------.--- ------\~------ -------------­
transformation acceleration '\ 

~'"\ \"" 
" \ ", 

http:collection.............�


otal, Office of the Inspector General 

Atomic Energy Defense Activities 

Office of the. In~e'Ctor ~eneral 
EliergencY.P!lPropriatlons (P.L. 1i1-5) 

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND A~OUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

Bill vs. 
Enacted Request 
FY 2009 FY 2010 

Request 
.---------------------.--------------.--_.--­

fund . 400.000 10.000 -400,000 -10,000 

Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program ~. 43.000 +23,120
 
Offsett1ng collection . -43,000 -23.120
 
Proposed change in subsidy cost . -440,000 -1.500,000
 
(P.L. il0-161): 

Advance appropriation from previous years . -25,000
 
Emergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5) . -6.000.000
 

SUbtotal. Innovative Technology Guarantee Pgm ... l~O.OOO --. -6,465.000 -1,500,000 c.:> 
l'.:l 

Advanced technology vehicles manufacturing loans 

pr~~~~~~~·~~~~~~~i~t;;~~·ip:L:·;;O:329i:::~~: 7.510.000 ......:~o~o :':;~::~ . 
-:J 

SUbtotal, Advance technology vehicl~
 
manufacturing loans program.~ , . 7,510,000 20,000 20)0" -7.490.000
 

Departmental administration ~~ . 272,643 302.071 289,684 ~ +17.041 ·12.387 
Mj see11 aneous revenues .. .•ft". •••.•.•••••.•••.•.•••• -117 .317 -119,740 -119.740 ~2,423 

.. --_.------- _.-----._.---- ----_.------- -------------­
155.326 182.331 169.944 +14. 18 -12,387 

. 51,927 51.445 51.927 ~.\. +482 

. 15.000 
_.... -_ .... -- --_ ..._----._- ------~~~:~~~- -~~~.--~•.. ~:;: .. 

. 66.927 ".'" ".921 .".000 ~ 

"',.
i"" •• 



t' ......_ 

,/
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 /,/
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) 

FY 2009 FY 2010 B1'1/" vs. Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill ~Enacted Request 

----_ .. ----_._.---- .... -------------- .. ---------------_._-----_._---_._----~-------_.. _------.------_. 

National Nuclear Security Administra . n: ~
 
Weapons activities. 6,380.000 6.384.431 6.3~ -60.000 ·64.431
 
Defense nuclear nonproliferation.......... i.482.350 2.136,7091y471.175 -11.175 -665.534
 
Nava1 reactors ... :............................ 828.054 1 ,003.133 ./f.003.133 +175.079
 

Of::::O::l~h:a::::::s::::::~,~~~~~;~~""""" .,. 439.190 ~~~:~/~_---~~~:~:~- _.••• _=~~:~:~__ .. ..... 
Administration.......................... ~27 9.215,062 +85.468 -729.965 

c:..:> 
Defense environmental cleanup.. 5,657.250. 95,831 5,381.842 -275.408 -113,989 t>:> 

Eaergency appropriations (P.L. 111-5)............. 5,127.0.39"""- .. - -5.127.000 CP 

Subtotal. Defense enVironmental cleanup ... , ..... ";o~~Z;o' -"=;~~O;:~08' ---":113~~~~' 
p 

Other defense activities ~~.3i4.063 852.468 +203.939 +665.534 
Defense nuclear waste disposal :.: .: . .~f~ ••••• ~~::~~~__ • __ ._~~:~~~_ -44.600 _•••. ••.. _ 

Total. Atomic Energy Defense ~ ==~~~:~~~~~~= ==~~~:~~~~~~= ============== ==_:;~~:~~~~~= =====~~~~~~~~= 

Power Marketing Adminis tions ~. 
Operation and maintenanc outheastern Power ~ 

Administration :... 56.940 78.444 78.444 +21,504" .. ­
Offsett,ng c ction............................. -49.520 ·70.806 ·70,806 -21,286 . .. ­
Spending' excess of receipts (proposal)......... .•. 1.000 1,000 +1.000 ,.. -- • 

.-._--_ .. --- .. _._---_.~.---
O&N, Southeastern Power Administration 7.420 8.638 8.638 +1.218 ~.' ..~~:.';.. 

.~~'" 
...."',;, 

~:t... 
.\; 

.' 



CO~PARATIVE 

Operation and maintenance, Southwestern~er 

-391 

+45.722 

-14,433 
+53,311 

-513 
-10,000 

+28.365 

-46,572.151 
(+86.849) 

(-46.485.000) 

610.397 
-349,807 

-3,879 

26.879.850 
(26,879.850) 

2,568 

312.861 

28,407.706 
(28.407,706) 

298,000 298,000 +2C~ - •• 
-298.000 -298,000 .24.60~ •• -

============= =%============ ============== ~============ 

2.959 

267.139 

273.400 
-273,400 

73.452.001 
(26,793.001) 
(46,485,000) 

=========.::;;=;::= 

:_=========== ;=========;== 
Total. 

Subtotal, O&~, Western Area Power Administration 

Construction. rehabilitation, operation and ~. 
maintenance, Western Area Power Administration...... 624~ 

Offsetting collection..... -403,118 
Offsetting collection Colorado River Dam Fund..... -3.3 
Emergency appropriations (P.l. 111-5)..... 1~OO 

Salaries and expenses . 
Revenues applied j. , .. 

Falcon and Ami stad operating and mai ntenance fund ..~.. 

~. 
STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009,.f"·'''· 

AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOHMENOED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 ,;'" 
(Amounts in thousands) ,/ ;7 

FY 2009 FY 2010/'/~-1l Ys. B111 vs. 
Enacted Request Bill ~ Enacted Request 

-----------------------------------_._.----_ _ _--------~~ __ ._ .. _------------------­

".. /
Administration "~S 63.414 82,944 ~ 82,944 +19,530 

Offsetting collection....................... .35.000 '38,000/ -38.000 ·3,000 
... ~_ ... -.. -.. ----­

------~;:~~. -- ... -.;;:~;;- ---"-:~~:;3~- ---....--.-.-­Subtotal. O&~, Southwestern Power Administration ~ 28.414 

/ 

Co.? 
N 

'" 



TITLE IV -

----------------------_._-----------_ 

Deferrals ~...... 

P" •••" "p, ""PO ",.",.,••"•.......•"'••~~~;~~ 

Appalachian Regional Commission . 
Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board . 
Delta Regional Authority . 

/
COKPARATIVE STATEKENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009'~ /AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOKKENOED IN THE BILL FOR 2010 

(Amounts in thousands) // 
FY 2009 FY 2010 Bily £ Bill vs. 
Enacted Request Bill ~acted Request 

_----_.---- - __ ._-_ -------~ .. _---_ .. -._ .. ---------­
/'"

(149.000) --. --/ (·149.000) ••• 

•••••••••;;;.~..;-.; ~;~~;~~ . 

75.000 ~~.~o~ 76.000 +1,000 
25.000 ~~6 26.086 +1,086 
~OOO .".>'13.000 13.000 

Dena11 Comm; ss;on . 11,~ 
500
500

/' 11. 965 11 ,965 +165 c..J
Northern Border Regional Commission . --- ;p +500 +500 c..J 

oSoutheast Crescent Reg10nal Commission . "",,'!' +500 +500 
/

Nuclear RegUlatory Comllllssion: •.,.""
 
Sal ari es and expenses /'1 ,034.656
 +26.344 
Revenues ;r"'- -860.857 -17,245 

~ ----- .._----­
Subtotal 173.799 182,898 182,8'9, +9.099"'z'-...... 

Office of Inspector GeneraL......... 10,860 10,102 10 .10~ -~ -758
 
Revenues......................... -9,774
 

Subtotal ~~~., ~~:~:::~~~~~~ :::::::1;;'~: ::::::::1;;1;: :::::~::::::::::::;: 
Total. Nuclear R~tory Commission... 174,885 183.908 183.908==:~:~:~~ •• -

Revi ew Board . 3.811 3,891 3.891 +80 ~ 

"­
~~, 



r-----..~. -~'/"---\ 
\ ...........,--~-..
 

"'-"",..., . . COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2009 //
 
'-,_, AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2010
 

~'-.. (Amounts in thousands)

" ~ 

'~--..."-., FY 2009 FY 2010 B,Hl vs. Bi 11 vs. 
""-.,,_.... Enacted Request Bi 11.,-1" Enacted Request 

_.~ ~~ .~ ~~J-.------. _... _._ . , . ._ . . . __ . r _ 
._-"- ./

Tennessee Valley Authority: Office~!~lnspector ~ 
General. -:--,........... --- 19,000 /--- _•• -19,000 
OffseL ,........ --. -19,000 pF -.. +19,000 

Office of the Federal Coordinator for Alaska nat~ " . 
4,466 +66 

" /
 
gas transportation projects ~~~==~= ====Z-==~~= ============== ==============.. ~~~= ============== 

"' ­
Total. title IV. Independent agencies........... 307~96~ ~ 319,316 320.316 +12.420 +1.000
 

CA:l 
Grand total ==::~:::=~:::::====::~:::~:::= ==~::~:::~:::= ===~:~:::~:::= ..... 

CA:l 

Appropriations : .. : (3.3,6 .000) (33.821.000) (+200.000) (.1.093,709)(34'914'7~.
Emergency appropnatlons (57 46.000) -_. --- (-57.646.000) 
Deferrals.................................. (149.000) ••_. --- (-149.000) 
Previous year advance appropriations .... /. (25.000) ••• --- (-25.000)

/ ,. 
/ 

/ 
",.."" .. 

,~~ 

"""c-'''i<.. 

/
 
."" ..,.....
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(\~~", 
RY LEWIS AND RODNE~~ELlI'JGHUYSEN 

We commend Chairman Obey and Vice Chairman Pastor for their efforts to 
assemble this bill in an inclusive manner. The bill funds critical water projects, 
develops a cleaner and more reliable energy sector less dependent on imported 
sources, and supports our national defense through critical weapons and 
nonproliferation funding, all priorities which can and should be developed in a 
bipartisan manner. Vice Chairman Pastor has worked hard to incorporate the 
interests of Members from both parties, and the result is a stronger, more 
representative product. 

However, the democratic process must not stop after the subcommittee 
assembles its recommendation. We regret that all recorded votes in Committee 
were along purely partisan lines, without any real consideration of the merits of 
the amendments offered. We hope that floor debate of this bill will return to 
regular order. Otherwise, more than 375 Members of both parties who are not 
on the Appropriations Committee will not have a full opportunity to debate the 
bill and represent the interests of their constituents. 

We also believe that it is important that those 375 Members have the 
benefit of reviewing the totality of the Committee's views on the priorities and 
recommendations included in the bill before deciding whether to offer 
amendments on this bill. We indicated at the markup that the minority did intend 
to invoke its right under House Rules to file minority views. We are deeply 
concerned that subsequent to the Committee's markup of this legislation, 
Chairman Obey and the Democrat Leadership appear to have decided that this bill 
will r:lot come under the open regular order process. Instead, they have 
mandated that all Members submit their amendments to this bill before this bill is 
even eligible to be filed in the House in accordance with House Rules that protect 
the rights of all Members to file additional views. We hope that Chairman Obey 
and the Democrat leadership reconsider this arbitrary deadline for amendments 
so that the rights of all Members to both file views, and then have the benefit of 
reviewing those views before deciding to offer amendments, is protected. 

The Subcommittee's allocation is $33,300,000,000, a decrease of 
$1,093,709,000 from the Administration's budget request and $39,000,000 above 
the fiscal year 2009 level. We consider this to be a reasonable level of funding for 
this bill, reflecting the need for continued investment in critical energy, water, 
and national security priorities. To be clear, this does not reflect the pressing 
need for fiscal conservatism. We would note that this bill was preceded by the 



American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, which gave more than $44 billion to 
the agencies under our jurisdiction. In fact, nearly $39 billion alone went to the 
Department of Energy. These agencies face major management and oversight 
challenges as a result of the massive amounts of money given to them in recent 
months, and vigilant Congressional oversight will be necessary to ensure that the 
funds are spent in a responsible, transparent manner. 

We are concerned that funding in other Committee bills is dramatically 
increasing. Since the Democratic Party took control of Congress, discretionary 
spending has increased by 41 percent. !'Jon-defense, non-veterans spending has 
nearly doubled. This largesse is only made possible by increasing our national 
borrowing. According to a recent analysis by the Congressional Budget Office, the 
United States national debt is on track to reach 82 percent of Gross Domestic 
Product (GDP) by 2019, roughly twice its level in 2008. By 2026, our national debt 
will be higher than ever in our history. By 2038, it will be twice our GDP. In fact, 
since the Democrats became the majority, the amount of debt created exceeds 
the total amount of debt accumulated since the country's founding. The 
irresponsible spending policies pursued by the Democratic Party are 
unsustainable and are jeopardizing the prosperity of this country. 

We commend the Chairman for including in this bill an appropriate level of 
support for our nation's water infrastructure, including twenty new starts. Water 
issues are of growing importance for the health and economic prosperity of our 
constituents, and the federal government has an important role to play in 
supporting reliable access to water, protection from floods, and safe use of our 
waterways for commercial and recreational traffic. 

We strongly encourage the Administration to work with waterways users 
and the appropriate authorizing committees to fix the Inland Waterways Trust 
Fund revenue crisis. The facilities cost-shared by this Fund are of critical 
importance both to the local population and to the economic prosperity of our 
country. However, we agree with the Vice Chairman that new continuing 
contracts must be postponed until the revenues are available to fund them in a 
regular, responsible fashion. 

We are disappointed that the Chairman placed his personal schedule ahead 
of the farmers and other residents of California's San Joaquin Valley. In 
Committee consideration of the bill, a sensible solution was presented to protect 
these people from unreasonable environmental regulations which will cost the 
region 80,000 jobs and 500,000 acres of rich farmland. Rather than helping these 
people, the Chairman argued that accepting the solution would jeopardize his 



ability to finish Committee work by August recess. We feel that we were elected 
to represent our constituents, not keep an arbitrarily determined schedule. 

The bill includes a responsible, balanced approach to improving the energy 
supply of the United States. We are pleased by the increase in support for 
renewable energy and nuclear power, both of which are critical components of a 
reliable, clean electricity sector. Funding for nuclear power is $50,000,000 over 
the Administration's request, an increase which will support new American jobs 
and the supply of reliable, clean baseload power. Within this, funding for Nuclear 
Power 2010 is increased to $71,000,000, thereby meeting the Department's 
commitment to its partners. Finally, we are pleased that bill reaffirms the 
Committee's support for the Next Generation Nuclear Plant initiative. 

However, we would have preferred to improve the Department's ability to 
provide loan guarantees in support of our energy sector. In Committee debate, 
an amendment was offered to allow the technical experts at the Department to 
determine which energy technologies should receive loan guarantees. The 
Chairman refused to support it, citing an internal agreement with the Democrat 
leadership which has made available roughly $75 billion in loan guarantees for 
renewable energy and transmission projects, more than double that for all other 
sources of clean energy. At least $20 billion of these renewable guarantees are 
unlikely to be used, and we strongly support making them available to 
oversubscribed technologies, such as nuclear power plants and fuel enrichment 
projects. We do not believe that the country's energy future should be held 
hostage to political agreements. 

We are also disappointed that the bill does not increase funding to support 
the Yucca Mountain geological repository application currently before the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC). The Yucca Mountain site is likely the most studied 
geology in the United States, and there is no scientific objection to using it as a 
long-term repository for waste and spent nuclear fuel. The Obama 
Administration has removed its support for the repository for political reasons 
while presenting no reasonable option. We are pleased, however, that the bill 
provides an adequate amount of funding to ensure that the Department of 
Energy is able to responsibly answer questions raised during the NRC's 
consideration of the application. We are also pleased that the funding which the 
bill makes available to support the IIBlue Ribbon Commission" charged with 
considering options for long-term waste management may only be released if the 
Commission includes the Yucca Mountain Site among the options considered. 



Our biggest concern with the bill is in the Weapons Activities account. The 
Committee has correctly continued its policy to postpone new major construction 
projects and weapons initiatives until the nation has developed a nuclear 
weapons strategy and plan appropriate to the threats we face today and into the 
foreseeable future. However, we must provide adequate funding to retain our 
highly specialized scientists and technicians, and to maintain the facilities they 
must have to do their work. The only way to support our national security is by 
increasing this account, not holding it flat. I hope that we can address this in 
conference. 

In conclusion, while we continue to have specific concerns in this bill, we 
support its reasonable level of spending and its general priorities. We commend 
Chairman Obey and Vice Chairman Pastor for their efforts to put together a 
balanced, inclusive bill, and we express the strong hope that the Democratic Party 
will allow floor consideration to proceed in a similar manner. 


