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Mr. SIMPSON, from the Committee on Appropriations,
submitted the following

REPORT

together with
ADDITIONAL VIEWS

[To accompany HE. [ |

The Commitiee on Appropriations submits the following report in
explanation of the accompanying bill making appropriations for en-
ergy and water development for the fiscal year ending September
30, 2016, and for other purposes.
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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, Fiscal Year
2016. The following table summarizes appropriations for fiscal year
2015, the budget estimates, and amounts recommended in the bill
t for fiscal year 20186.
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o COHPARATIVE STATEMENT OF MEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015

P AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016

g (Amounts in thousands)

& FY 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs.

* Enacted /1 Request Bil Request

8 ---------------------------------------- e S AL A bbb b bbb bbbt h b ib” bttt

g Title I, Department of Dafense - Ciwil.......: 5.454 504 4,732,000 5,508,780 +142,250 +864,750

- Title 1I, Department of the Interior................. 1,140,000 1,105,968 1,104 ,54 -35,458 -1,426
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Title IV, Independent Agencie@S.............oenivrivas 288,030, 280,910 325,285 +56, 305 +44,375
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@ Subtotal ... .. . e i e e 34,180,277 38.,846.0 36,011 146 +1,230,869 -634 ,8638 1=

% Scorekeeping adjustments...........,.. e -§10,000 -608 168 -30,1€3 +1,832
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bill ws,

Enacted /1 Request B111 Enacted Request
Title I, Department of Defense - Civil.............. 5,454,500 4,732,000 5,596,750 +142,250 +864,750
Title II, Department of the Interior................. 1,140,000 1,105,968 1,104,542 -35,458 -1,426
Title IIl, Department of Energy....................... 27,916,787 30,527,136 29,012,089 +1,085,272 -1,815,067
Title IV¥, Independent Agencies........_.............. 268,980 280,910 297,785 +26,805 +16,875
Title ¥, General Provisions..................coiuunn - - .- .- .

Subtotal. ... . . e 34,780,277 36,646,014 36,011,146 +1,230,869 -634,868
Scorekeeping adjustments. . ........._...._..._. -578,000 -610,000 -608,168 -30,168 +1,832
Grand total for the bill,.................... 34,202,277 36,036,014 35,402,978 +1,200,701 -633,036

1/ Excludes emergency appropriations
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INTRODUCTION

The Energy and Water Development Appropriations bill for fiscal
year 2016 totals $35,402,978,000, $1,200,701,000 above the amount
appropriated in fiscal year 2015 and $633,036,000 below the Presi-
dent’s budget request. Total defense funding is $18,883,978,000,
$1,039,978,000 above the amount appropriated in fiscal year 2015
and $251,505,000 below the budget request. Total non-defense
funding is $16,519,000,000, $160,723,000 above the amount appro-
priated in fiscal year 2015 and $381,531,000 below the budget re-
quest.

Title I of the bill provides $5,596,750,000 for the Civil Works pro-
grams of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, $142,250,000 above
fiscal year 2015 and $864,750,000 above the budget request. Total
funding for activities eligible for reimbursement from the Harbor
Maintenance Trust Fund is estimated at $1,178,000,000, which is
$73,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $263,000,000 above the
budget request. The bill makes use of all estimated annual reve-
nues from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund.

Title II provides $1,104,542,000 for the Department of the Inte-
rior and the Bureau of Reclamation, $35,458,000 below fiscal year
2015 and $1,426,000 below the budget request. The Committee rec-
ommends $1,094,668,000 for the Bureau of Reclamation,
$35,458,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $4,000,000 below the budg-
et request. The Committee recommends $9,874,000 for the Central
Utah Project, the same as fiscal year 2015 and $2,574,000 above
the budget request.

(79 0V2, 06 000

Title 111 provides $38,084;5660,008 Tor the Department of Energy, r
\O4S (2T ,Mm above fiscal year 2015 and $1,542,562.000 FeTr tae—{ \ |SVS o T, 000

\D, 294, OOT CbD !

budget request. Funding for the National Nuclear Security Admin-
istration (NNSA), which includes nuclear weapons activities, de-
fense nuclear nonproliferation, naval reactors, and federal salaries
and expenses, is $12,329,000,000, $921,705,000 above fiscal year
2015 and $236,400,000 below the budget request.

Funding for energy programs within the Department of Energy,

ams, 15 s296,507,000, $
r—ﬁe&e—mm’ BERAFT; below the budget request. The Committee rec-
\\'Z%qucﬂ‘ 00D ommends $5,100,000,000 for the Office of Science, $1,657,774,000

72,305 600
“ c'q‘;qiwb

for Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy; $936,161,000 for Nu-
clear Energy; $605,000,000 for Fossil Energy; and $280,000,000 for
the Advanced Research Projects Agency—Energy.

Environmental management activities—non-defense environ-
mental cleanup, uranium enrichment decontamination and decom-
missioning, and defense environmental cleanup—are funded at
$5,909,743,000, $38,743,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $91,719,000
above the budget request.

Funding for the Power Marketing Administrations is provided at

}MW& research and the applied en = Q125,000
B8 above fiscal year 2015 and L

the requested levels.

{.297,185,00D

Title IV provides $325-285:00¢ for several Independent Agencies A
}-3566-895—990 above fiscal year 2015 and Wﬁﬁw—aﬁ%fﬁ'ﬁ “@l%'hlma

budget ;'equest. Net funding for the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
Y Sion. T $168.458.000, $W& fiscal year 2015 and

6 above the budget reques
get requ 23,101,000
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OVERVIEW OF THE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommendation continues the strong invest-
ments in American infrastructure contained in the fiscal year 2015
Act. The recommendation rejects the Administration’s ill-consid-
ered request to cut approximately $708,000,000 from critical Army
Corps of Engineers efforts to keep the nation’s rivers and ports
dredged and to protect farmland and cities from flooding. Such a
reduction would have a detrimental impact on the nation’s eco-
nomic competitiveness and defenses against flooding. The Com-
mittee strongly encourages the Administration to request a fiseal
year 2017 budget that recognizes and supports these critical mis-
sions of the Corps of Engineers.

The recommendation also includes significant support to ensure
the short- and long-term supply of affordable, clean energy and the
stability of the nation’s electrical infrastruecture. This portfolio
builds upon this country’s significant fossil, nuclear, and renewable
energy resources to strengthen American energy independence. The
recommendation makes key investments in technologies to help our
energy sector adjust to a challenging regulatory environment by
supporting key advances in efficiency and emissions reduction.

NATIONAL DEFENSE PROGRAMS

As in previous years, the Committee considers the national de-
fense programs run by the National Nuclear Security Administra-
tion (NNSA) to be the Department of Energy’s top priority. The rec-
ommendation strongly supports the Department’s proposals to
modernize the nuclear weapons stockpile, increase investment in
the NNSA’s infrastructure, prevent the proliferation of nuclear ma-
terials, and provide for the needs of the naval nuclear propulsion
program.

Within funding for the NNSA's Weapons Activities, the rec-
ommendation continues support of the multi-year modernization
plans for the nation’s nuclear weapons stockpile and its supporting
infrastructure. Early formulations of the modernization plan tend-
ed to focus on stretch goals for warhead life extension programs
and major construction projects that relied on overly optimistic
timelines and invalid cost assumptions. The Committee will con-
tinue to emphasize conservative and affordable options for life ex-
tension programs and major facility construction that are clearly
defined, resource-informed, and properly scoped to meet the
timelines required. The Committee is concerned that though the
costs of the overall program are escalating, the NNSA is producing
less, taking longer, and scaling back scope just to keep up pace
with the cost growth. To restore credibility, the NNSA must take
early action to resolve the inconsistencies between its goals for
modernization and its ability to achieve those goals. In the mean-
time, the Committee will continue to hold the NNSA accountable
for delivering those missions within scope, cost, and schedule re-
quirements.

The recommendation provides strong support for Defense Nu-
clear Nonproliferation. ﬁle Committee recognizes the NNSA’s re-
sponsiveness in refining its nonproliferation strategies to meet the
changing geopolitical environment and to improve the effectiveness
of its programs in targeting the greatest threats. The recommenda-
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tion provides no new funds for projects in Russia and the Com-
mittee awaits submission of a Secretarial waiver for nonprolifera-
tion work with the Russian Federation should such activities be de-
termined to be in the national security interest by the Secretary of
Energy. The Committee continues to view the NNSA’s programs as
important for reducing international dangers to U.S. national secu-
rity posed by the proliferation of nuclear technologies to other na-
tion states and the threat of nuclear terrorism, rather than focused
on domestic security activities that are the responsibility of other
agencies.

The Committee also strongly supports the activities to maintain
our country’s nuclear naval fleet, which is funded through the
Naval Reactors account. The recommendation continues to
prioritize the multi-year development needs of the Ohio-class bal-
listic missile submarine replacement reactor program. The Com-
mittee greatly appreciates the service of the members of our coun-
try’s Armed Forces and will continue to place the highest priority
on support for them and their work.

INVESTMENTS IN INFRASTRUCTURE

The water resource infrastructure funded by the recommendation
is a critical component of ensuring a robust national economy and
of supporting American competitiveness in international markets.
The Army Corps of Engineers is responsible for keeping our federal
waterways open for business. The Corps also has been instru-
mental in reducing the risk of flooding for public safety, businesses,
and much of this country’s food-producing lands. The Bureau of
Reclamation supplies reliable water to approximately ten percent of
this country’s population and to much of its fertile agricultural
lands. Both agencies make significant contributions to national
electricity production through hydropower facilities.

The U.S. marine transportation industry  supports
$2,000,000,000,000 in commerce and creates employment for more
than 13 million people. As the agency responsible for our nation’s
federal waterways, the Army Corps of Engineers maintains 926
ports and 25,000 miles of commercial channels serving 41 states.
The maintenance of these commercial waterways is directly tied to
the ability of this country to ship its manufactured and bulk prod-
ucts, as well as to compete with the ports of neighboring countries
for the business of ships arriving from around the world. These wa-
terways handled foreign commerce valued at more than
$1,774,000,000,000 in 2012 alene. As a primary supporter of Amer-
ica’s waterway infrastructure, the Corps is ensuring that the na-
tion has the tools to maintain a competitive edge in the global mar-
ket. This recommendation makes key changes to the budget re-
quest to ensure that the Corps has the necessary tools to continue
to support America’s shipping infrastructure.

The flood protection infrastructure that the Corps builds or
maintains reduces the risk of flooding to people, businesses, and
other public infrastructure investments. In fact, Corps projects pre-
vented damages of $13,400,000,000 in 2013 alone. Between 1928
and 2013, each inflation-adjusted dollar invested in these projects
prevented $7.92 in damages. The properties and investments pro-
tected by the Corps infrastructure would often be flooded without
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that infrastructure, destroying homes, businesses, and many valu-
able acres of cropland.

The Bureaun of Reclamation’s water infrastructure is a critical
component of the agricultural productivity of this country. These
facilities deliver water to one of every five western farmers result-
ing in approximately 10 million acres of irrigated land that pro-
duces 60 percent of the nation’s vegetables and 25 percent of its
fruits and nuts. Additionally, these facilities deliver water to more
than 31 million people for municipal, rural, and industrial uses.
Without these dams and water supply facilities, American agricul-
tural producers in the West would not be able to access reliable,
safe water for their families and their businesses and many munic-
ipal and industrial users would face critical water shortages.

The Corps and Reclamation are the nation’s largest and second
largest producers of hydropower, respectively. Combined these fed-
eral hydropower facilities generate more than 112 billion kilowatt-
hours, enough to power more than 10 million homes, annually.
Gross revenues from the sale of this power reach nearly
$6,000,000,000 annually.

NaTionaL ENERGY PoLiCcY

In 2032 the President unveiled an “all of the above” energy strat-
egy designed to take advantage and utilize all sources of American-
made energy. Since that time, each budget request has proposed in-
creaged funding for energy efficiency and renewable energy at the
expense of more reliable energy sources. A true “all of the above”
approach has to measure a vision for the future against the prac-
tical realities of the present. While investments in renewable en-
ergy are important and vital to a coherent national energy policy,
they represent a fraction of the energy production in this country.
Fossil and nuclear sources provide nearly 85 percent of all elec-
tricity generation in thig nation. An energy policy that divests from
these sources plans for an unrealistic future.

The Administration’s severe regulations on carbon pollution from
existing and new fossil-fueled eleetric power plants only further the
inconsistencies in the budget request’s “all of the above” approach.
These regulatory actions and the Administration’s subsequent low
prioritization of fossil energy sources reveals a broken “all of the
above” approach that the Committee has to rebalance each year.

The Committee continues its long-standing support for the in-
vestment of taxpayer funds across the spectrum of all energy tech-
nologies. A national energy policy can only be successful if 1t main-
tains stability and resiliency while planning for long-term strategic
goals of energy security, independence, and prosperity for the na-
tion. The Committee recommends a balanced approach that focuses
on improving the efficiency and effectiveness of fossil fuels while
also investing in the latest technological breakthroughs of renew-
able fuel sources.

COMMITTEE OVERSIGHT INITIATIVES

The highest priority mission of any federal agency is to be an ef-
fective stewar(f) of taxpayer dollars. Any waste, fraud, or abuse of
taxpayer dollars is unacceptable. The Committee uses hearings, re-
views by the Government Accountability Office, the Committee on
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Appropriations’ Surveys and Investigations staff, and its annual
appropriations Act, including the accompanying report, to promote
strong oversight of the agencies under its jurisdiction, with an em-
phasis on the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Rec-
lamation, and the Department of Energy.

The recommendation continues the Committee’s responsibility to
conduct in-depth oversight into all activities funded in this bill.
Each agency shall designate a specific point of contact to track each
report required in the E]i:il and ensure its timely production and de-

livery.

A summary of the major oversight efforts in the bill is provided

below:

Agency/Account

Requirement

Army Corps of Engineers ......
Army Carps of Engineers ..
Army Corps of Engineers ..
Army Gorps of Engineers ..
Army Corps of Engineers ..
Army Corps of Engineers ..
Army Corps of Engineers ..
Army Corps of Engineers ..
Army Corps of Enginesrs .
Amy Gorps of Engineers ..
Amy Corps of Engineers/Investigations .
Army Corps of Engineers/Cangtruction .............
Army Corps of Engineers/Mississippi Rrver and
Tributaries.
Army Corps of Engineers/Mississippi River and
Tributaries.
Army Corps of Engineers/Operation and Main-
tenance.
Army Corps of Engineers/Operation and Main-
tenance.
Army Corps of Engineers/Operation and Main-
tenance.
Army Corps of Engineers/Regulatory Program
Armty Corps of Engineers/FUSRAP .
Army Carps of Engineers/Expenses
Army Corps of Engineers/Expenses ... .
Army Corps of Engineers/General Provisions ...
Army Corps of Engineers/General Provisions ...
Army Corps of Engineers/General Provisions ...
Army Corps of Engineers/General Provisions ...
Army Corps of Engineers/General Provisions ...
Army Corps of Engineers/General Provisions ...

Bureau of Reclamation/Water and Related Re-
SOUYCEs.
Bureau of Rectamation/Water and Related Re-
SOUICES.
Bureaw of Reclamatian/General Provisions ......
Department of Energy ...
Department of Energy
Department of Energy
Department of Energy
Department of Energy
Department of Energy
Department of Energy ...
Department of Energy.fEnergy Efficiency
Depastment of Energy/Energy Efficiency
Department of Energy/Energy Efficiency
Department of Enerpy/Energy Efficiency .
Department of Enerpy/Energy Efficiency ..........
Department of Energy/Energy Efficiency ..........

Direction on Principles and Guidetines

Brief on Legacy Studies

Direction an 3x3x3 waiver process

Direction on new Federal Flood Risk Management Standard
Guidance on ratings systems for allocating additional funds
Guidance on 2016 Work Plan submission

Direction on prioritization of ongoing studies

Direction on North Atlantic Coast Comprehensive Study
Direction on New Starts

Brief on "Remaining ltems"

Report on Cano Martin Pena, Puerto Rico

Guidance on allocating additional funding

Guidance on allocating additional funding

Direction on Mississippi River Commission funding
Guidance on allocating additipnal fundjng
Direction Dredged Material Disposal

Report on Ririe Reservoir

Guidance on Congressional interpretation of Clean Water Act

Guidance on investigation and study at former Sylvania site

Report on Public-Private Pamerships

Report on Fleod Damage Reduction Prjects on Fedaral Lands

Reprogramming requirements

Restriction on use of continving contracts

Restriction on committing funds beyond appropriated amounts

Restriction on changing certain Clean Water Act definitions

Restriction on revising federal jurisdiction under the Clean Water Act

Restriction on using funds to require permits for the discharge of dredged
material.

Repart on Ririe Reservoir

Direction on CALFED feasibility studies

Reprogramming requirements

Report on future years energy pregram

Guidance on prior-year balances greater than five years oid
Report on cost audit coverage

Repart on alleviation of poverty

Guidance on Administration's Yucca Mountain palicy
Guidance on inclusion of centers in future budget justifications
Report on Office of Technotogy Transitions

Direction on funding incubater programs

Direction om devetoping list of bioenergy technologies
Report on list of bioenergy technologies

Direction ot Solar Technologies program funding

Direction on hydrokinetic power funding allocations

Report on U.S. supply of lithium
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Agency/Account

Requirement

Department of Energy/Energy Efficiency ...
Department of Energy/Energy Efficiency ...
Department of Energy/Energy Efficiency ...
Department of Energy/Energy Efficiency
Department of Enesgy/Electricity Delivery .
Department of Enecgw/Electricity Delivery .
Department of Energy/Nuclear ...
Department of Energy/Nuclear
Bepartment of Erergy/Nuclear
Department of Energy/Fossil ..
Department of Energy/Fossil .. "
Department of Energy/Mon-Defense Environ-
mental Cleanup,
Department of Energy/UED&D ..
Department of Energy/Science ... .
Department of Energy/Departmental Admlms—
tration.
Depariment of Energy/Departwmental Adminis-
tration.
Department of Energy/Departmental Adminis-
tration.
Department of Energy/Weapons
Department of Energy/Weapons .
Department of Energy/Weapons .
Department of Energy/Weapons .
Department of Energy/Weapons .
Department of EnergyWeapons
Department of Energy/Defense MNuclear
proiferation.
Department of Energy/Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation.
Department of Emergy/Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation.
Department of Energy/Naval Reactors .
Department of Energy/Naval Reactors ..
Department of Energy/Defense Envlmnmental
Cleanup.
Department of Energy/Defense Envimnmental
Cleanup.
Department of Energy/Other Defense Activities
Department of Energy/Other Defanse Activities
Department of Energy/General Provision ...
Department of Energy/General Provision
Department of Energy/Generat Provision

Dapartment of Energy/General Provision ...
Department of Energy/General Provision
Department of Energy/General Provision .........
Department of Energy/General Provision ..........

Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board ..........

Nuclear Regulatory Commission ...
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commtission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Nuclear Regwlatory Commission
Nuclear Reguiatory Commission ..
Independent Agencies/General Prowston
General Provision ..
General Provision ..
General Provision ..
General Provision ..

Direction on building energy codes

Direction on “smart home" electronics study
Report on Weatherization Assistance Program
Guidance on social cost of carbon

Report on energy security

Report on EMP vulnerability

Direction to support an SMR design award
Direction an ATR update

Report on spent fuel plans

Guidance on coal research and develppment
Direction on interagency research plan regarding hydraulic fracturing
Report on Mercury Export Ban Act

Report on uraniuvm transfers
Report on exascale computing
Report on Working Capital Fund

Direction on rengwable fuel standards
Direction on technical assistance to Ukraine

Guidance on definition of a "life extension program”
Direction on costs of the W88 life extension program
Report on red team assessment of alternatives
Guidance on infrastructure budget structure

Report on RLWTF project root causes

Guidance on tunding for UPF

Guidance on new nonproliferation projects in Russia

Direction an offsetting costs assogiated with material removal
Report on Part 810 Process Improvement Program

Direction on an update of progress ragarding ATR
Report on advanced fuel system using LEU fuel
Report on Hanford site

Report on IFDP

Direction on Office of Independent Enterprise Assessments annual report

Report on Graded Security Posture

Reprogramming requirements

Transfer authority specifications

Prohibit tunds for high hazard nuclear facilities construction unless cost
estimates have been developed.

Prohibit funds approving CD-2 and CD-3 without separate cost estimates

Prohibit certain multi year funding agreements in Office of Science

Restriction of certain activities in the Russian Federation

Restriction of Strategic Petrleum Reserve activities and notification re-
quirements.

Report on tank maintenance and wpgrade requirement at Hanford and Sa-
vanngh River.

Direction on allocation of any reduction in available resources

Requirement for joint management of salaries and expenses

Prohibition on terminating programs without Commissioner approval

Notification requivement for use of emergency functions

Direction on Yucta Mountain license application and funding needs

Semi-annual report on licensing and regulatory activities

Direction on reduging corporate support

Report on com prehensive workforce review and strategic plan

Diraction on rulemaking process

Requirement for NRG to camply with Congressiona) requests

Prohibition on the use of funds to influence congressional action

Gansolidation of transfer authorities

Prohibition of funds in contravention of Executive Order 12898

Prohibition on use of funds to close Yucca Mountain application process
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TITLE I—CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

Corrs OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
INTRODUCTION

The Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act funds
the Civil Works missions of the Army Corps of Engineers (Corps).
This program is responsible for activities in support of coastal and
inland navigation, flood and coastal storm damage reduction, envi-
ronmental protection and restoration, hydropower, recreation,
water supply, and disaster preparedness and response. The Corps
also performs regulatory oversight of navigable waters. Approxi-
mately 23,000 civilians and almost 300 military personnel located
in eight Division offices and 38 District offices work to carry out
the Civil Works program,

FISCAL YEAR 2016 BUDGET REQUEST OVERVIEW AND ANALYSIS

The fiscal year 2016 budget request for the Civil Works program
of the Corps of Engineers is $4,732,000,000, a decrease of
$722,500,000 from fiscal year 2015. After adjusting for the rescis-
sion of $28,000,000 of prior-year appropriations in the fiscal year
2015 Act, the i}udget request represents a reduction from fiscal

ear 2015 of $750,500,000 (—14%). Each of the four main project-
gased accounts would see a sharp decrease under the budget re-
quest. The Construction account would see the largest dollar reduc-
tion (—$467,489,000) and largest percentage reduction (—29%).
The Investigations, Mississippi River and Tributaries, and Oper-
ation and Maintenance accounts are reduced by 20, 26, and 7 per-
cent, respectively.

Once again the Administration’s claims to understand the impor-
tance of infrastructure ring hollow when it comes to water resource
infrastructure investments. Under the budget request, funding for
both navigation and flood and storm damage reduction—the Com-
mittee’s two highest priorities for the Corps’ Civil Works program—
is decreased significantly (—16 and —20 percent, respectively).
Within the navigation mission area, the budget request proposes to
reduce funding for activities eligible for retmbursement from the
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund by $190,000,000 from fiscal year
2015. Capital improvements funded in part from the Inland Water-
ways Trust Fund are reduced by $49,000,000 from fiscal year 2015.
Funding for flood and storm damage reduction activities at each
stage of the process—studies, construction, and operation and
maintenance—would be reduced below fiscal year 2015 if the budg-
et request were enacted.

Once again, however, the Committee rejects the low priority
placed on infrastructure in the budget request. Instead, the Com-
mittee allocates $810,046,000 above the budget request for addi-
tional investments in navigation and flood and storm damage re-
duction improvements.

DEEP-DRAFT NAVIGATION

The Committee remains mindful of the evolving infrastructure
needs of the nation’s ports. Meeting these needs—including deeper
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drafts to accommodate the move towards larger ships—will be es-
sential if the nation is to remain competitive in international mar-
kets and to continue advancing economic development and job cre-
ation domestically.

Investigations and construction of port projects, including the
deepening of existing projects, are cost-shared between the federal
government and non-federal sponsors, often local or regional port
authorities. The operation and maintenance of these projects are
federal responsibilities and are funded as reimbursements from the
Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund (HMTF), which is supported by
an ad valorem tax on the value of imported and domestic cargo.
Expenditures from the trust fund are subject to annual appropria-
tions. The balance in the HMTF by the beginning of fiscal year
2016 is estimated to be approximately $8,989,000,000.

The Water Resources Reform and Development Act (WRRDA) of
2014 included target annual appropriations levels for use of HMTF
receipts. The Committee remains committed to providing the max-
imum practicable amount of funding for HMTF-reimbursable ac-
tivities consistent with annual allocations and after evaluating
funding requirements for other priority activities within the Civil
Works program.

For fiscal year 2018, the Committee provides an estimated
$1,178,000,000 for HMTF-related activities, an increase of
$73,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $263,000,000 above the
budget request. This substantial increase should allow the Corps to
make progress on the backlog of dredging needs.

INLAND WATERWAYS SYSTEM

The nation’s inland waterways system——consisting of approxi-
mately 12,000 miles of commercially navigable channels and 236
lock chambers—also is essential to supporting the national econ-
omy. Freight transported on the inland waterways system includes
a significant portion of the nation’s grain exports, domestic petro-
leum and petroleum products, and coal used in electricity genera-
tion. Much of the physical infrastructure of the sysiem is aging,
however, and in needy of improvements. For example, commercial
navigation locks typically have a design life of 50 years, yet nearly
60 percent of these locks in the United States are more than 50
years old, with the average age at almost 60 years oid.

Capital improvements to the inland waterways system generally
are funded 50 perecent from the General Treasury and 50 pereent
from the Inland Waterways Trust Fund (IWTF), while operation
and maintenance costs are funded 100 percent from the General
Treasury. The IWTF is supported by a tax on barge fuel.

In recent years, the increasing rehabilitation and reconstruction
needs and the escalating costs of those projects have far out-
stripped available revenues in the IWTF. Two statutory changes
enacted last year, however, will lead to the availability of addi-
tional revenues to stand as the required cost-share for some addi-
tional work on the inland waterways system. These changes were
the reduction in the portion of the costs of the Olmsted Locks and
Dam project that is to be derived from the IWTF to 15 percent and
i:he increase in the fuel tax to $0.29 per gallon from $0.20 per gal-
on.
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It should be noted that funds from both the General Treasury
and the IWTF are counted under overall discretionary spending
limits, which remain relatively flat from fiscal year 2015. Neverthe-
less, for fiscal year 2016, the Committee provides appropriations
making use of all estimated annual revenues from the F. This
funding includes the budget request of $232,000,000 for construc-
tion of the Olmsted Locks and Dam project and the Locks 2, 3, and
4, Monongahela River project, as well as $108,000,000 above the
budget request for additional capital improvements to the inland
waterways system. The Committee also allocates $42,000,000 above
the budget request for additional operation and maintenance activi-
ties on the inland waterways.

PRINCIPLES AND REQUIREMENTS

Concerns persist that the effort to update the Water Resources
Principles and Guidelines did not proceed consistent with the lan-
guage or intent of section 2031 of the Water Resources Develop-
ment Act of 2007. No funds provided to the Corps of Engineers
shall be used to develop or implement rules or guidance to support
implementation of the final Principles and Requirements for Fed-
eral Investments in Water Resources released in March 2013 or the
final Interagency Guidelines released in December 2014. The Corps
ghall continue to use the document dated March 10, 1983, and enti-
tled “Economic and Environmental Principles and Guidelines for
Water and Related Land Resources Implementation Studies” dur-
ing the fiscal year period covered by the Energy and Water Devel-
opment Appropriations Act for 20186,

The Corps has been working diligently on assessing the impacts
of the revised Principles and Requirements and Interagency Guide-
lines on the Civil Works program, consistent with congressional di-
rection provided in the explanatory statement accompanying the
fiscal year 2015 Act. The Committee looks forward to being briefed
on this assessment in the near future. After an opportunity to re-
view the assessment, the Committee may have further directions
on this issue.

PLANNING MODERNIZATION

The Committee remains strongly supportive of efforts to reduce
the length of time and the funding required to complete studies
while maintaining quality analysis and an appropriate level of in-
formation for congressional authorization and fﬁnding decisions.
The Committee is aware that multiple studies, termed Legacy
Studies, were rightly not required to transition to the new S
planning process. The Corps shall be prepared to brief the Com-
mittee not later than 60 days after the enactment of this Act on
the status of the Legacy Studies, including a schedule for bringing
each study to completion.

North Atlantic Coast Comprehensive Study Focus Areas.—Several
of the nine identified focus areas, including the three areas pro-
{)osed for funding in fiscal year 2016, involve geographic scopes and
evels of complexity not seen in the typical gorps study. As such,
confining these studies to the standard 3x3x3 planning restrictions
for time and cost is not advisable. Rather than starting with the
attempt to meet these arbitrary {iming and funding goals and re-
questing waivers at the end of the study process, the Corps is di-
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rected to evaluate each focus area expeditiously to determine the
appropriate scope, schedule, and cost, without the initial time and
cost limits of the 3x3x3 process.

FEDERAL FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT STANDARD

On January 30, 2015, the President issued Executive Order
13690 establishing a new Federal Flood Risk Management Stand-
ard and amending Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain Manage-
ment). The Administration describes it as furtherance of the Presi-
dent’s Climate Action Plan and as building on the work done by
the interagency task force in the wake of Hurricane Sandy.

The Committee has heard numerous concerns about the new
standard from many potentially-affected stakeholders. These con-
cerns include the process by which the standard was developed, the
lack of clarity as to which specific programs and activities will be
affected, and the uncertainty related to how each agency will im-
plement the new standard. The Committee takes these concerns se-
riously and will continue to closely monitor the Administration’s ac-
tivéties related to this new Federal Flood Risk Management Stand-
ard.

The new standard and draft revised guidelines for implementing
Executive Order 11988 are currently out for public comment until
early May 2015. Executive Order 13690 directs each agency to
issue or amend existing regulations and procedures to comply with
the order and to submit to the National Security Council staff with-
in 30 days of the closing of the public comment period for the re-
vised gudelines an implementation plan that contains milestones
and a timeline for implementation of the executive order and the
standard. The Corps is directed to submit this implementation plan
to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress
not later than 3 days after it has been submitted to the National
Security Council staff.

FIVE-YEAR COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING

Historieally, the Committee has encouraged the Administration
to provide five-year investment plans for all the agencies within
the Energy and Water Development jurisdiction, particularly the
Corps. The five-year plan should be based on realistic assumptions
of project funding needs. It is the Committee’s expectation that
once projects have been initiated, the Administration will request
responsible annual funding levels for them through completion.

The executive branch has traditionally been unwilling to project
five-year horizons for projects it has not previously supported
through the budget process. Comprehensive planning is important
for understanding future requirements of projects that have been
supported through the appropriations process, as well. While this
unwillingness to have a dialogue regarding additional investment
might be reasonable under circumstances where there is no likeli-
hood of additional investment, the Congress consistently has sup-
ported additional investment in the nation’s water resource infra-
structure. The uncertainty caused by year-to-year federal planning
leaves too many non-federal sponsors unable to make informed de-
cisions regarding local funding,

It would be beneficial for the Congress, the Administration, and
project partners to have a comprehensive plan to outline require-
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ments for all projects that have received an appropriation to date
or are proposed to begin receiving funding this year. The Com-
mittee continues to welcome a dialogue to reach a mutually-agree-
able way to comprehensively plan for all initiated projects.

The Committee notes that in fiscal year 2014 the Corps was di-
rected to prepare a comprehensive estimate of the optimum
timeline and funding requirements to complete each of the ongoing
projects which received construction funding in any of fiscal years
2008, 2010, 2011, 2012, or 2013, but were not slated by the Admin-
istration for construction funding in the fiscal year 2014 budget re-
quest. This report was to have been submitted not later than 90
days after the enactment of the fiscal year 2014 Act. As of the writ-
ing of this report, the Committee still has not received this infor-
mation.

FORMAT OF FUNDING PRICRITIES

Traditionally, the President requested and the Congress appro-
priated funds for the Civil Works program on a project-level basis.
Taken together, however, these fll).mtirng decisions indicated pro-
grammatic priorities and policy preferences. As with non-project-
based programs, the Congress at times disagreed with the prior-
ities stated in the President’s budget request and made its prior-
ities known in appropriations bills. Final federal government prior-
ities were established in Acts passed by both chambers of the Con-
gress and signed by the President.

On January 5, 2011, the House of Representatives voted to pro-
hibit congressional earmarks,; as defined in House rule XXI. That
definition encompasses project-level funding not requested by the
President. Following that vote, the Committee reviewed the histor-
ical format of appropriations for the Corps to see if there was a
more transparent way to highlight programmatic priorities without
abandoning congressional oversight responsibilities. The fiscal year
2012 Act included a modification to tEe format used in previous
years, and that format is continued for fiscal year 2016. As in pre-
vious years, the Committee lists in report tables the studies,
projects, and activities within each account requested by the Presi-
dent along with the Committee-recommended funding level. To ad-
vance its programmatic priorities, the Committee hag included ad-
ditional funding for certain categories of projects. Project-specific
allocations within these categories will be determined by the Corps
based on further direction provided in this report.

ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR ONGOING WORK

As menticned above, the budget request is woefully inadequate
for meeting the critical water resource infrastructure needs of this
nation. Numerous continuing studies and construction projects will
be suspended or slowed, leaving many communities vulnerable to
floods and coastal storms longer than necessary and hindering eco-
nomic growth and international competitiveness. Underfunding op-
eration and maintenance of existing assets results in economic inef-
ficiencies and risks infrastructure failure, which can cause substan-
tial economie losses. For these reasons, the Committee provides a
total of $879,807,000 in additional funding for ongoing work within
the Investigations, Construction, Missigsippi River and Tributaries,
and Operation and Maintenance accounts. This funding is for addi-
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tional work that either was not included in the Administration’s re-
quest or was inadequately budgeted. The executive branch retains
complete discretion over project-specific allocations of this funding.

A project or study shall be eligible for additional funding within
the Investigations, Construction, and Mississippi River and Tribu-
taries accounts if: (1) it has received funding, other than through
a reprogramming, in at least one of the previous three fiscal years:
or {2} it was previously funded and could reach a significant mile-
stone or produce significant outputs in fiscal year 2016. This eligi-
bility includes reimbursements, as authorized by law and con-
sistent with statutory funding limitations. None of the additional
funding in any account may ie used for any item where funding
was specifically denied; to initiate new studies, projects, programs,
or activities; to alter any existing cost-share requirements; or for
projects in the Continuing Authorities Program.

Funding associated with each category may be allocated te any
eligible study or project, as appropriate, within that category; fund-
ing associated with each subcategory may be allocated only to eligi-
ble studies or projects, as appropriate, within that subcategory. The
list of subcategories is not meant to be exhaustive.

Transparency in the work plan development process.—The Ad-
ministration’s continued lack of transparency in how work plan al-
location decisions are made is troubling. The Committee’s position
on this issue has not changed from previous years—a list of general
factors and management controls considered when making alloca-
tion decisions is not sufficient as a response to congressional direc-
tion nor is it sufficient explanation to federal taxpayers generally
or local sponsors interested in improving their projects’ competi-
tiveness specifically.

The Committee expects considerable improvement in the quality
and detail of information provided in fiscal year 2016 regarding the
allocation of these additional funds. To assist the Administration in
improving the transparency of the process, the Committee reiter-
ates its direction to the Corps to develop ratings systems for use
in evaluating projects for allocation of the additional funding pro-
vided in this Act. These evaluation systems may be, but are not re-
quired to be, individualized for each account or for each category
of projects to be funded. The Corps retains complete control over
the methodology of these ratings systems, but shall consider giving
priority to the factors discussed under the heading “Additional
Funding for Ongoing Work” within each relevant account. Each
study or project eligible to receive additional funds shall be evalu-
ated under the applicable ratings system; a study or project may
not be excluded from evaluation under these ratings systems for
being “inconsistent with Administration policy.” The Corps is re-
minded that these funds are in addition to the Administration’s
budget request. Administration budget metrics shall not be a rea-
son to disqualify a study or project from being funded.

Work plan.-—Not later than 60 days after the enactment of this
Act, the Corps shall provide to the Committees on Appropriations
of both Houses of Congress a work plan including the following in-
formation: (1) a detailed description of the ratings system(s) devel-
oped and used to evaluate studies and projects; (2) delineation of
how these funds are to be allocated; (3) a summary of the work to
be accomplished with each allocation, including phase of work; and
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(4) a list of all studies and projects that were considered eligible
for funding but did not receive funding, including an explanation
of whether the study or project could have used funds in fiscal year

2016 and the specific reasons each study or Froject was considered

as being less competitive for an allocation of funds.

Full allocation of funds —It is expected that all of the additional
funding provided will be allocated to specific programs, projects, or
activities. The focus of the allocation process should favor the obli-
gation of funds for work in fiscal year 2016 rather than expendi-
tures. With the significant backlog of work in the Corps’ inventory,
there is absolutely no reason for funds provided above the budget
request to remain unatlocated.

NEW STARTS

The Committee considers very carefully the decision of whether
to provide funding for new starts each fiscal year. After three con-
secutive fiscal years with no new starts, the fiscal years 2014 and
2015 Acts allowed the Corps to initiate a limited number of new
studies and new construction projects. In each year, the Corps was
required to submit an out-year funding scenario to demonstrate the
affordability of the new construction starts selected and the impact
these selections would have on other ongoing construction projects.
Unfortunately, in both years the Administration submitted an
analysis that fell far short of what was required. Due to the signifi-
cant uncertainty remaining about the impact of recently initiated
projects, the Committee recommends no new starts in any account
in fiscal year 2016. The Corps is directed to prioritize ongoing stud-
ies and projects in an effort to complete them.

One exception to this restriction on new starts is the proposed
Disposition of Completed Projects line item within the Investiga-
tions account. This item funds study efforts intended to reduce fed-
eral responsibilities, rather than study efforts that will result in
new federal projects added to the existing backlog of construction
and operation and maintenance projects. Therefore, the Committee
believes an exception is appropriate and has included funding for
this line item.

North Atlantic Coast Comprehensive Study Focus Areas.—The
budget request proposed a single line item intended to fund feasi-
bility activities for three focus areas identified in the North Atlan-
tic Coast Comprehensive Study issued in January 2015. This line
item was identified as a new start in the budget request since the
initial work—the Comprehensive Study—was funded in the supple-
mental appropriations Act following Hurricane Sandy. While the
Corps’ restraint in this instance is appreciated, the Committee be-
lieves it is unnecessary. Funding is included for the three focus
areas as separate and individual feasibility studies. The Corps is
directed to maintain this characterization (individual, ongoing ac-
tivities) when making future funding decisions for study activities
for these three focus areas, as well as the other six focus areas
identified in the Comprehensive Study.

Definition of a New Start.—The change in funding format
prompted by the prohibition on congressional earmarks has re-
sulted in greater significance for the Administration’s definition of
a new start. Unfortunately, the Administration has been less than
transparent with the Committee on this issue as well. Without this
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information, the Committee’s ability to assert its prerogative as to
whether specific projects are new starts or ongoing projects is seri-
ously limited. Therefore, the Administration is directed to submit
to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress
not later than 30 days after the enactment of this Act its definition
of a new start, including any relevant guidelines or criteria used
to make project-specific determinations. The Administration is re-
minded that no new start shall be required when moving from the
feasibility phase to the preconstruction engineering and design
(PED) phase.

ELIMINATING DUFLICATION

The budget request includes numerous line items under “Re-
maining Items” in the Investigations and Operation and Mainte-
nance accounts. The budget justifications for several of these items
seem to describe similar activities, thereby raising the question of
whether these activities are truly distinct or whether overlapping
or duplicative missions are leading to inefficiencies within the
agency. The Corps is directed to be prepared to brief the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of hoth Houses of Congress not later than
30 days after the enactment of this Aet on whether the agency be-
lieves that each line item under “Remaining Items” is appropriate
as a separate line item or whether some line items could be com-
bined to eliminate overlapping or duplicative activities.

ASIAN CARP

The threat of Asian Carp to the Great Lakes remains a concern
for the Committee. The Army Corps of Engineers continues to play
a critical role in preventing, controlling, and managing the threat
of Asian carp. The Committee expects the Corps to expedite author-
ized actions related to Asian Carp, in particular the Great Lakes
and Mississippi River Interbasin Study (GLMRIS) Brandon Road
study. The Corps recently transferred management of the study to
the Rock Island District. While this transfer may have been war-
ranted, the Committee has not yet received a comprehensive expla-
nation as to how this transfer will ensure the study will be exe-
cuted efficiently and expeditiously.

CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTION AND REPROGRAMMING

To ensure that the expenditure of funds in fiscal year 2016 1s
consistent with congressional direction, to minimize the movement
of funds, and to improve overall budget execution, the bill carries
a legislative provision outlining the circumstances under which the
Corps of Engineers may reprogram funds.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee recommends $5,596,750,000 for the Corps of En-
gineers, $142,250,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $864,750,000
above the budget request.

A table summarizing the fiscal year 2015 enacted appropriation,
the fiscal year 2016 budget request, and the Committee-rec-
ommended levels is provided below:
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{Dollars in thousands)

Accaunt FY 2015 enacted  FY 2016 request Cmte. rec.
IRVBSHLEANONS. ovvscsmmunssransearmssssssssssessnressseee s essesiss s asssastssses e s $122,000 $97,000 $110,000
Construction ............. 1,639,489 1,172,000 1,631,000
Mississippi RIVer and LADULBMES ........coovmiiecormmnsseermmresessscssmsssessmsiesrenenses 302,000 225,000 275,000
Oparation and maintenance 2,908,511 2,710,000 3,058,000
Regulatory program 200,000 205,000 200,000
FUSRAP ... 101,500 164,060 104,000
" Flood contrel and coastal emergencies ... .. 28,000 34,000 34,000
Expenses 178,000 180,000 180,080
Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works 3,000 5000 4,750
TOTAL, Program Level 5,482,500 4,732,000 5,596,750
RESCISSION .ovvcoreneivsessanroracrssissssnsmssnssie s ssmsmsssenssssnsessesssesesssesssosiesasnesessic s — 28,000 - - -
NET APPROPRIATION, Corps of Engineers—Civil .....ooocouvvvennne 5,454,500 4,732,000 5,596,750
INVESTIGATIONS
Appropriation, 2015 ... e $122,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . - 97,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ...t 116,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... - 12,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ................... - +13,000,000

This appropriation funds studies to determine the need for, the
engineering and economic feasibility of, and the environmental and
social suitability of solutions to water and related land resource
problems; preconstruction engineering and design; data collection;
interagency coordination; and research.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $110,000,000,
$12,000,000 below fiseal year 2015 and $13,000,000 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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ALABAMA

MOBILE HARBOR DEEPENING AND WIDENING, AL
ALASKA

CRAIG HARBOR, AK

KOTZEBUE SMALL BOAT HARBOR, AK

PERRYVILLE HARBOR, AK

SAINT GEORGE HARBOR IMPROVEMENT, AK
ARIZONA

LITTLE COLORADO RIVER (WINSLOW), AZ
LOWER SANTA CRUZ RIVER, AZ

ARKANSAS

THREE RIVERS, AR

CALIFORNIA

CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS

{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

AMERICAN RIVER COMMON FEATURES, NATOMAS BASIN,CA

DRY CREEK (WARM SPRINGS) RESTORATION, CA

LOWER CACHE CRK, YOLO CNTY, WOODLAND & VIC, CA

PORT OF LONG BEACH NAV IMP, CA

SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, CA

SAN FRANCISQUITO CREEK, CA
YUBA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, CA

BUDGET REQUEST
_...FED

FEASIBILITY

535
700
700
700

100
700

700

700
570
700
500
EES)
J00

HOUSE RECOMMENDED

. FEASIBILTY

a0o

535
700
00
700

160
700

o0

700
570
700
500
EED
700

PED

0z
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS
{AMOUNTS (N THOUSANDS)

BUDGET REQUEST HOUSE RECOMMENDED
. R . FEASIBILITY PED FEASIBILITY
COLORADO
ADAMS AND DENVER COUNTIES, CO 700 — 700
COMMONWEALTH NORTHERN MARIANAS
ROTA HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, CNMI 700 -— 700
TINIAN HARBOR MODIFICATIONS, CNMI 700 — 00
CONNECTICUT

FAIRFIELD AND NEW HAVEN COUNTIES {(FLOODING}, CT 700 - 700

MNEW HAVEN HARBOR DEEPENING, CT 700 — 700
FLORIDA,

MANATEE HARBOR, FL ) 700 - J00
GEORGIA

PROCTOR CREEK, GA T00 - 700

SATILLA WATERSHED, GA 700 - )

IDAHO

BOISE RIWVER, BOISE, 10 275 — 275
ILLINOHS

DU PAGE RIVER, IL 700 - 700

ILLINQIS RIVER BASIN RESTORATION , IL 400 - 400

..Feo
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& CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS

< [AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

o

§ BUDGET REQUEST HOUSE RECOMMENDED

@ . e — .. FEASMMNY O PED FEASIBLITY _PED

» INTERBASIN CONTROL OF GREAT LAKES-MISSISSIPPI RIVER AGQUATIC NUISANCE SPECIES,

) I, IN, OH & Wi 500 - 500 —

g KASKASKIA RIVER BASIN, IL 500 - 500 -

§ 10WA

-

3 DES MOINES LEVEE SYSTEM, DES MOINES AND RACCOON RIVERS, 1A ‘ 700 — 700 -

% LOUISIANA

5 INNER HARBOR NAVIGATION CANAL LOCK, LA 1,400 — 1,400 -
LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA : 50 - 50 —_

% MISSISSIPPI RIVER SHIP CHANNEL, GULF TO BATDN ROUGE, LA 550 - 550 -

5 MARYLAND

g CHESAPEAKE BAY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, MD, PA & VA 250 s 250

m MASSACHUSETTS

T

é SOSTON HARBOR DEEP DRAFT INVESTIGATION, MA - 1,835 — 1,835

2 MICHIGAN

g

3 SAGINAW RIVER DEEPENING, SAGINAW, M1 100 - 100 -

>

> MINNESOTA

£ MINNESOTA RIVER WATERSHED STUDY, MN & 5D {MINNESOTA RIVER AUTHORITY}) 600 o 600 -

MISSOURI

ST LOUIS RIVERFRONT, MO & IL 700 - 700 —

Insart offsel lolip 23 here 937544004
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CCORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS

{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

MEW JERSEY
NEW IERSEY BACKBAY, NJ
PASSAIC RIVER MAINSTEM, NJ
RAHWAY RIVER BASIN {UPPER BASIN}, NJ
NEW YORK
NEW YORK - NEW JERSEY HARBOR & TRIBUTARIES, NY & NJ
UPPER SUSQUEHANNA COMPREHENSIVE FLOOD DAMAGE REDUCTION, NY
WESTCHESTER COUNTY STREAMS, BYRAM RIVER BASIN, NY & CT
NORTH DAKOTA
RED RIVER OF THE NORTH BASIN, ND, MN, SO & MANITOBA, CANADA
OKLAHOMA,
ARKANSAS RIVER CORRIDOR, 0K
PENNSYLVANIA
DELAWARE RIVER DREDGE MATERIAL UTILIZATION, PA
PUERTO RICO
SAM JUAN HARBOR CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, PR

TEXAS

COASTAL TEXAS PROTECTION AND RESTORATION STUDY, TX
HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEL, TX

BUDGET REQUEST

FEasielTy

982
500

703

786

700

700

700
700

_FED

HOLISE RECOMMENOED
L FEASIBILITY

o
982
500

400

703

786

815

700

700
00

L

€3
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET REQUEST HOUSE RECOMMENDED
e e FEASBITY PED  FEASBIUTY
SABINE PASS TD GALVESTON BAY, TX 500 - 500
SPARKS ARRDYO COLONIA, EL FASO COUNTY, TX 200 - 200
SULPHUR RIVER BASIN, TX 500 - 500
VIRGINIA
CITY OF NORFOLK, VA - — 300
NORFOLK HARBOR AND CHANNELS {55-FO0T), VA 800 — BOD
WASHINGTON
DUNGENESS RIVER ECOSYSTEM AESTORATION STUDY, WA 700 - 700
SEATTLE HARBOR, WA 500 e 500
SUBTOTAL, PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES 30,847 5,335 31,847
REMAINING (TEMS
ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR ONGOING WORK
FLOQD AND STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION - — 6,500
NAVIGATION - — 4,000
OTHER AUTHORIZED PROJECT PURPOSES — —_ 2,000
COORDINATION STUDIES WITH OTHER AGENCIES
ACCESS TD WATER DATA 750 - 750
COMMITTEE ON MARINE TRAMSPORTATION SYSTEMS 100 — 100
OTHER COORDINATION PROGRAMS
CALFED 100 —_ 100
CHESAPEAKE BAY PROGRAM 75 —_ 75
COORDINATION WITH OTHER WATER RESOURCE AGENCIES 398 - 398
GULF OF MEXICO 100 e 100
INTERAGENCY AND INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT 400 . 400
INTERAGENCY WATER RESOURCE DEVELOPMENT 121 — 721

¥a



mstockstil on DSK4VPTYN1PROD with HEARINGS

YOIV JOOCPSIVOOWHYE Z000WWS BS99NUY SEO00UUY 00000 Od PSLSE0 MM 510Z'0L v 2812 FIOZ LL dES SRAQUeA

Inserl cifsal tolia 28 ham 937640007

CORPS OF ENGINEERS - INVESTIGATIONS
{AMOLINTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET REQUEST HOWUSE RECOMMENDED
e . . B FEASIBILITY __ PED FEASIBILITY PED
" INVENTORY OF DAMS - i - 400 R 400" —
LAKE TAHOE 50 - 50
PACIFIC NW FOREST CASE 10 — 10 -
SPECIAL INVESTIGATIONS 1,350 - 1,350 -
FERC LICENSING 200 — 200 -
PLANNING ASSISTANCE TO STATES 5,500 — £,000 -
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA
AUTOMATED INFORMATION SYSTEMS SUPPORT TRI-CADD 251 — 251 -
COASTAL FIELD DATA COLLECTION 1,000 - 1,000 —
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA STUDIES 75 - 75 —
FLOQOD DAMAGE DATA 220 - 220 -
FLOOD PLAIN MANAGEMENT SERVICES 15,000 - 15,000 -
HYDROLOGIC STUDIES 1,743 - 1,743 -
INTERNATIONAL WAFER STUDIES 150 — 150
PRECIPITATION STUDIES 225 — 225 _—
REMOTE SENSING/GECGRAPHIC INFORMATION SYSTEM SUPPORT 75 - 5 —
SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNICAL INFORMATION CENTERS 47 - a7 —
STREAM GAGING 550 — 550 —
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 385 - 285 —
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT 18,143 - 18,143 -
OTHER - MISCELLANEOUS
DISPOSITION OF COMPLETED PROJECTS 800 — E0G —
NATIONAL FLOOD RISK MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 6,000 - 6,000 -
NATIONAL SHORELINE 400 — 400 .
NORTH ATLANTIC COAST COMPREHENSIVE STUDY FOCLIS AREAS 1,000 - - —
PLANNING SUPPORT PROGRAM 3,100 — 3,100 —
TRIBAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM 1,500 - 1,500 -
SUBTOTAL, REMAINING ITEMS 60,818 — 72,818
TOTAL, INVESTIGATIONS 91,665 5,335 104,665 5,335

14
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Cariio Martin Pefia, Puerto Rico.—The Corps is directed to report
to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress
not later than 90 days after the enactment of this Act on how this
project is, or is not, consistent with current law and policy regard-
ing hazardous and toxic materials.

Additional Funding for Ongoing Work.—The Corps shall allocate
the additional funding provided in this account in accordance with
only the direction provided here and in the Title I front matter of
this report. While this additional funding is shown in the feasibility
column, the Corps should use these funds in both feasibility and
PED, as applicable. When developing the rating system(s) for use
in allocating additional funds under this account, the Corps shall
consider giving priority to completing or aceelerating ongoing stud-
ies that: (1) will enhance the nation’s economic development, job
growth, and international competitiveness; (2) are for projects lo-
cated in areas that have suffered recent natural disasters; or (3)
are for projects to address legal requirements. The executive
branch retains complete discretion over methodology of the ratings
system(s) and project-specific allocation decisions within the addi-
tional funds provided.

Research and Development, Additional Topics.—Within the funds
provided, and in accordance with the amount requested for each
mission area, the Corps iz encouraged to consider conducting work
on the following topics:

1. The impact of reduced lock operations on endangered, threat-
ened, and game fish species in low-use waterways and effective miti-
gation methods, The Committee has heard concerns that a redue-
tion in or elimination of navigational lock operations is having a
negative impact on the ability of some endangered, threatened, and
game fish species to migrate through waterways, particularly dur-
ing critical spawning periods. The Committee iz aware that the
Corps has collaborated with other federal agencies, such as the
Fish and Wildlife Service, on two research initiatives that would
provide a good foundation for this additional research effort.

2. Urban flood damage reduction and stream restoration in arid
regions. Previous work in this area included the development of
tools and technologies for stakeholders, including Corps District
personnel, other federal agencies, state and local governments, and
flood control distriets. It also demonstrated the application of new
and innovative techniques, models, and methods to arid and semi-
arid regions.

Research and Development, Partnerships.—The budget request
includes funding for work on controlling invasive aquatic species
throughout our nations waterways, including the Columbia River
Basin. The Corps is encouraged to utilize local and regional re-
search partners, as appropriate, when conducting work to address
this serious issue,

Budgeting for Tribal Areas.—Tribal communities located in re-
mote areas that experience severe weather-related conditions jeop-
ardizing public safety and health face a significant disadvantage
under the Corps’ utilization of benefit-cost ratios in its budgeting
process. The Committee encourages the Corps to examine ways
that federal trust and treaty obligations and the need to protect
public safety and health in severe weather situations could be bet-
ter incorporated into determining budget priorities.

VerDate Sep 11 2014 21:32 Apr 16,2075 Jkt 093764 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 6659 Sfmt 6602 EHROQC\AZEA.XXX AT54
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CONSTRUCTION
Appropriatien, 2015 $1,639,489,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ............ccoovvvrii et e 1,172,000,000
Recommended, 2006 ........cccoriiimmimciiiiniiieie s e e eeenraneessmnens 1,631,000,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... — 8,489,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ........ +459,000,000

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

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $1,631,000,000,
$8,480,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $459,000,000 above the
budget request.

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

VerDate Sep 112014 21:32 Apr 16, 2015  Jkt 083754 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmi665% Sfmt6602 ENHROC\ATE4XXX AT54
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CORPS OF ENGIMEERS - CONSTRUCTION
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)
BUDGET HOUSE
REQUEST RECOMMENDED

ALASKA
PORT LIONS HARBOR, AK {DEEPENING AND BREAKWATER) 7,828 —
CALFORNIA
AMERICAN RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM MODIFICATIONS), €A 56,024 56,024
AMERICAM RIVER WATERSHED (FOLSOM DAM RAISE}, CA 18,641 18,641
COYOTE & BERRYESSA CREEKS, CA 12,739 -
HAMILTON CITY, CA 15,000 15,000
ISABELLA LAKE, CA {DAM SAFETY) 49,900 49,900
OAKLAND HARBOR (SO FOGT PROIECT), CA 1,200 1,200
SACRAMENTO RIVER BANK PROTECTION PROJECT, CA 6,000 5,000
SANTA ANA RIVER MAINSTEM, CA 21,500 21,500
YLIBA RIVER BASIN, CA 7,361 7,361
FLORIDA
HERBERT HOOVER DIKE, FL {SEEPAGE CONTROL} 64,141 64,141
SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL 123,742 123,742
GEORGIA
RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA & 5C Fr 70
SAVANNAH HARBOR DISPOSAL AREAS, GA & SC 8,663 3,663
SAVANNAH HARBOR EXPANSION, GA 21,050 21,050
WLUINOIS
CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, 1L & IN 1,100 1,100
CHICAGO SANITARY AND SHIP CANAL DISPERSAL BARRIER, It 28,000 28,000
EAST ST LOUIS, 1L 50 50
MCCOOK AND THORMNTON RESERVOIRS, IL 9,000 9,000
MELVIN PRICE LOCK AND DAM, IL & MD 2,000 2,000
OLMSTED LOCKS AND DAM, OHID RIVER, IL & KY 180,000 180,000
UPPER MISSISSIPP) RIVER RESTORATION, IL, 1A, MN, MO & Wi 19,787 19,787
WOOD RIVER LEVEE, IL {DEFICIENCY CORRECTION) 50 50
I0WA
MISSOURS RIVER FISH ANDG WILDLIFE RECOVERY, 1A, KS, MO, MT, NE, ND & 5D 41127 47,137
KANSAS
TOPEKA, KS 7,000 7.000
KENTUCKY
OMIO RIVER SHORELINE, PADUCAH, KY 5,500 —

VerDate Sep 11 2014 2132 Apr 16, 2015  Jkt 093754 PO ODD00 Frm 00028 Fri6659 Smt6602 EHRWOC\WAT54.XXX  AT754

insen oifsel ko 29 heng S37544 008



mslockstil on DSK4AVPTVNIPRAOD with HEARINGS

29

CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION
[AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE
o . REQUEST RECOMMENDED
LOLSIANA
BENEFICIAL USE OF DREDGED MATERIAL PROGRAM, LOUISIANA COASTAL AREA
ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, LA 10,000 10,000
MARYLAND
ASSATEAGUE, MD 500 600
CHESAPEAKE BAY OYSTER RECOVERY, MD & VA 1,970 1,970
POPLAR ISLAND, MD 26,500 26,500
MINNESOTA
MARSH LAKE, MN {MINNESOTA RIVER AUTHORITY) 2,700 —_
MISSOURI
KANSAS CITYS, MO & K5 1815 1,815
MISSISSIFPT AIVER BETWEEN THE OHID AND MISSOUR! RIVERS {REG WORKS), MO &
8 50 50
MONARCH - CHESTERFIELD, MO 1,275 1,275
NEW JERSEY
RARITAN RIVER 8ASIN, GREEM SROOK SUB-BASIN, NJ 7500 7.500
OHIO
BOLIVAR DAM, OH [DAM SAFETY) 3,500 3,500
QKLAHOMA
CANTON LAKE, OK 3.632 3,632
PINE CREEK LAKE, OK 1,957 1,957
OREGON
COLUMELA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & WA 11,000 11,000
LOWER COLLIMBIA RIVER ECOSYSTEM RESTCRATION, OR & WA 13,300 13,300
PENNSYLVAMIA
EAST BRANCH CLARION RIVER LAKE, PA 59,000 59,000
LOCKS AND DAMS 2, 3 AND 4, MONONGAHELA RIVER, PA 52,000 52,000
WYOMING VALLEY, PA {LEVEE RAISING] 1,000 1,000
PUERTQ RICO
RIC PUERTO NUEVE, PR 1,700 1,700
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET

HOUSE

REQUEST RECOMMENDED

S50UTH CARCLINA
CHARLESTON HARBOR, 5C
TENNESSEE
CENTER HItL LAKE, TN
TEXAS

BUFFALO BAYQU AND TRIBUTARIES, TX

GIWW, CHOCOLATE BAYOU, TX

GREENS BAYCU, HOUSTON, TX

LOWER COLORADQ RIVER BASIN [ONION CREEK), TX

WASHINGTON

COLUMBLA RIVER FISH MITIGATION, Wa, OR & ID
GRAYS HARBOR (38-FOOT DEEPENING), WA

'WEST VIRGINIA
BLESTOMNE LAKE, WY
SUBTOTAL, PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES
REMAINING TEMS

ADDITHONAL FUNDING FOR ONGOING WORK
FLOOD AND STORM DAMAGE REDUCTION
FLOOD CONTROL
SHORE PROTECTION
NAVIGATION
INLAND WATERWAYS TRUST FUND PROJECTS
OTHER AUTHORIZED PROJECT PURPQSES
EMVIRONMENTAL INFRASTRUCTURE
AQUATIC PLANT CONTROL PROGRAM
CONTINUING AUTHORITIES PROJECTS
AQUATIC ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION (SECTION 206}
BENEFICIAL USES DREDGED MATERIAL {SECTION 204)
EMERGENCY STREAMBANK AND SHORELINE PROTECTION {SECTION 14)
FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS (SECTION 205)
MITIGATION OF SHORE DAMAGES {SECTION 111)
NAVIGATION PROGRAM {SECTION 1D7)
PROJECT MODIFICATIONS FOR IMPROVEMENT OF THE ENVIROMMENT
(SECTION 1135)
SHORE PROTECTION (SECTION 103}
DAM SAFETY AND SEEPAGE/STABILITY CORRECTION PROGRAM

2,893

30,000

36,410
13,913
16,287
10,000

B5,300
7.000

9,400

1,124,975

2,000

500

24,200
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30,000

36,410
13,913
16,287
10,000

85,300
7,000

9,200

1,096,108

136,117
105,600
45,000
49,500
108,000
10,000
10,000
4,000

2,500
2,750
3,000
3,000

750
2,500

3,000

1,250°

24,200
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - CONSTRUCTION
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET
REQUEST

EMPLOYEES' COMPENSATION

INLAND WATERWAYS LISERS BOARD - BOARD EXPENSE

INLAND WATERWAYS LISERS BOARD - CORPS EXPENSE
SUBTOTAL, REMAINING ITEMS

TOTAL, CONSTRUCTION

19,000
50

275
47,025

1,172,000

Fri 6659 Sfmtes02 EAHROCW7S4XXX A754
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Sucecess Dam, California,—The Committee notes that in 2003 a
project was initiated to increase the reservoir capacity, primarily
for flood control but alse for irrigation water storage. The project
has been on hold for more than a decade due to seismic and seep-
age concerns, which have now been addressed. The drought in Cali-
farnia continues to demonstrate the importance of and need for ex-
panding water storage capacity to capture water during wet years
for uze in dry years. The non-federal sponsors remain very inter-
ested in continuing implementation of the project. The Committee
urges the Corps to move expeditiously to resolve remaining hydro-
logic concerns and to update, as necessary, documents related to
the project to increase reservoir capacity so that the project can fi-
nally be completed.

South Florida Ecosystem Restoration, Florida.—The Committee
is aware that the Corps currently is engaging a public process to
update the Integrated Delivery System (IDS). The Committee en-
courages the Corps to include the Big Cypress—L-28 Interceptor
Modifications Project into the updated IDS.

Additional Funding for Ongoing Work.—The Corps shall allocate
the additional funding provided in this account in accordance with
only the direction provided here and in the Title I front matter of
this report. Of the additional funds provided in this account, the
Corps shall allocate not less than ¥12,450,000 to projects with
riverfront development components. Of the additional funds pro-
vided in this account for flcod and storm damage reduction and
flood control, the Corps shall allocate not less than $18,000,000 to
additional nonstructural flood control projects. When developing
the rating system(s) for use in allocating additional funds under
this account, the Corps shall consider giving priority to the fol-
lowing:

(1) benefits of the funded work to the national economy;

(2) extent to which the work will enhance national, regional, or
local economic development;

(3) number of jobs created directly by the funded activity;

(4) ability to obligate the funds allocated within the fiscal year,
including consideration of the ability of the non-federal sponsor to
provide any required cost-share;

{5) ability to complete the project, separable element, project
phase, or useful increment of work with the funds allocated;

(8) for flood and storm damage reduction projects,

—the population, economic activity, or public infrastructure
at risk, as appropriate; and

—the severity of risk of flooding or the frequency with which
an area has experienced flooding;

(7) for navigation projects, the number of jobs or level of eco-
nomic activity to be supported by completion of the project, sepa-
rable element, project phase, or useful increment of work;

(8} for Inland Waterways Trust Fund projects, the economic im-
pact on the local, regional, and national economy if the project is
not funded, as well as useful increments of work that can be com-
pleted within the funding provided in this line item; and

(9) for environmental infrastructure, projects with the greater
economic impact, projects in rural communities, and projects in
counties or parishes with high poverty rates.
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The executive branch retains complete discretion over method-
ology of the ratings system(s) and project-specific allocation deci-
sions within the additional funds provided.

The Committee is aware that the Corps is developing a report
describing a 20-year program for making capital investments on
the inland and intracoastal waterways, pursuant to section 2002(d)
of the Water Resources Reform and Development Act (WRRDA) of
2014, This report is due to be submitted to Congress in June 2015.
The Committee requires an opportunity to review any new report
prior to the Corps incorporating any part of the report into funding
decisions. Therefore, when allocating the fiscal year 2016 addi-
tional funding provided in this account for Inland Waterways Trust
Fund Projects, the Corps shall not use the report being developed
pursuant to WRRDA. The Corps shall continue to use, as appro-
priate, the Inland Marine Transportation System (IMTS) Capital
Projects Business Model, Final Report published on April 13, 2010,
as the applicable 20-year plan.

Aquatic Plant Control Program.—Funding 1is provided for
watercraft inspection stations, as authorized by section 1039 of
WRRDA 2014.

Continuing Authorities Program (CAP).-—The Committee con-
tinues to support all sections of the Continuing Authorities Pro-

am. Funding is provided for eight CAP sections at a total of
%3,750,000, an increase of $20,250,000 above the budget request,
which proposed funding for only four sections. This program pro-
vides a useful tool for the Corps to undertake small localized
projects without the lengthy study and authorization process typ-
ical of most larger Corps projects. The management of the Con-
tinuing Authorities Program should continue consistent with direc-

tion provided in previous fiscal yearsg——

Continuing Authorities Program, Extracrdinary Circumstances.—
The Committee urges the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil
Works) to review past projects with extraordinary circumstances to
determine whether exceptions to policy are reasonable and advis-
able, including when implementing section 1030 of the Water Re-
sources Reform and Development Act of 2014,

MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES

APPTOPriation, 2015 —........oooooo oo rrssssssssssnsesssinins $302,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ......cccoeviviricieiiii e ees s 225,000,600
Recommended, 2016 .........ccoovivecrincoreisinsetesse et es e ereernens s s seren 275,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... ———————— — 27,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .....c....oecciviinniireere s e e +50,000,000

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 $275,000,000,
$27,000,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $50,000,000 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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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - MISSISSIPP RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
[AMOUNTS iN THOUSANDS)
BUDGET

CONSTRUCTION
CHANNEL IMPROVEMENT, AR, iL, KY, LA, M5, MO & TN 43,231
MISSISSIPPI RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA, M5, MO & TN 15,809
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, FLOODWAY SYSTEM, LA 758
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, EA 2,709
OPERATION & MAINTENANCE
CHANNEL IMPRQVEMENT, AR, IL, KY, LA, M5, MO & TN 65,124
HELENA HARBOR, PHILLIPS COUNTY, AR 15
INSPECTICN OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR 250
LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER, NORTH BANK, AR 294
LOWER ARKANSAS RIVER, SOUTH BANK, AR 198
MISSISSIPPY RIVER LEVEES, AR, IL, KY, LA, MS, MO & TN 9,175
ST FRANCLS BASIN, AR & MD 5,900
TENSAS BASIN, BOEUF AND TENSAS RIVERS, AR & |A 2,589
WHITE RIVER BACKWATER, AR 1,000
INSPECTICN OF COMPLETED WORKS, 1L 170
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KY 100
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, FLOODWAY SYSTEM, LA 1,882
ATCHAFALAYA BASIN, LA 12,085
BATON ROUGE HARBOR, DEVIL SWAMP, LA 53
BAYOU COCODRIE AND TRIBUTARIES, LA 48
BONNET CARRE, LA 2,909
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, LA 1,399
LOWER RED RIVER, SOUTH BANK LEVEES, LA 498
MISSISSIPPI DELTA REGION, LA 567
DLD RIVER, LA 9,246
TENSAS BASIN, RED RIVER BACKWATER, La 3,345
GREENVILLE HARBOR, M5 24
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MS 130
VICKSBURG HARBOR, MS a2
YAZOO BASIN, ARKABUTLA LAKE, M5 5,483
YAZOO BASIN, BIG SUNFLOWER RIVER, MS 185
YAZOD BASIN, ENID LAKE, M5 4,924
YAZOO BASIN, GREENWQQOD, MS 807
YAZOD BASIN, GRENADA LAKE, M5 5487
YAZOQO BASIN, MAIN STEM, MS 1,344
YAZOO BASIN, SARDIS LAKE, MS 6,640
YAZOO BASIN, TRIBUTARIES, M5 967
YAZOD BASIN, WiILL M WHITTINGTON ALIX CHAN, MS 384
YAZOO BASIN, YAZOO BACKWATER AREA, M5 | 544
YAZOD BASIN, YAZOO CITY, M5 731
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MO 220
WAPPAPELLO LAKE, MO 4,512

VerDate Sep 11 2014 21:32 Apr 16, 2015 Jkt 093754 PO 00000 Frm 00034 Fri 6659 Simte602 EAHROCWTS4 XXX A754

HOUSE

REQWEST RECOMMENDED

43,231
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE
. . o REQUEST RECOMMENDED
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TN 80 80
MEMPHIS HARBOR, MCKELLAR LAKE, TN 2,107 2,107
SUBTOTAL, PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES 214,072 214,072
REMAINING ITEMS

ADDITIONAL FUNDING FOR DNGOING WORK
OREDGING — 6,000
FLOOD CONTROL — 39,090
OTHER AUTHORIZED PROJECT PURPOSES - 5,000
COLLECTION AND STUDY OF BASIC DATA {INVESTIGATIONS) 9,700 9,700
MAPPING (MAINTENANCE) 1,128 1,138
MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION . % -
SUBTOTAL, REMAINING ITEMS 10,928 60,928
TOTAL, MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES 225,000 275,000
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Lower Mississippi River Main Stem.—The budget request pro-
poses to consolidate several aclivities across multiple states into
one line item. The Committee does not support this change and in-
stead continues to fund these activities as separate line items,

Additional Funding for Ongoing Work.—The Corps shall allocate
the additional funding provided in this account in accordance with
only the direction provided here and in the Title I front matter of
this report. While thiz additional funding is shown under remain-
ing items, the Corps should use these funds in investigations, con-
struction, and operation and maintenance, as applicable. When de-
veloping the rating system(s) for use in allocating additional funds
under this account, the Corps shall consider giving priority to com-
pleting or accelerating ongoing work that (1) will enhance the re-
gion and nation’s economic development, job growth, and inter-
hational competitiveness; or (2) is for projects located in areas that
have suﬂf'erets)e recent natural disasters. The executive branch re-
tains complete discretion over methodology of the ratings system(s)
and project-specific allocation decigions within the additional funds
provided.

Mississippi River Commission.—No funding is provided for this
new line item. The Corps is directed to continue iglnding the costs
of the commission from within the funds provided for activities
within the Mississippi River and Tributaries project.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

Appropriation, 2015 ......ceuennmeimnm e e $2,908,511,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ....cooevvcoreeeerennn. 2.710,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ..o e e 3,058,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... +149,489,000
Budget estimate, 2016 +348,000,000

This appropriation funds operation, maintenance, and related ac-
tivities at water resource projects the Corps operates and main-
tains. Work to be accomplished consists of dredging, repair, and op-
eration of structures and other facilities as authorized in various
River and Harbor, Flood Control, and Water Resources Develop-
ment Acts. Related activities include aquatic plant control, moni-
toring of completed projects, removal of sunken vessels, and the
collection of domestic, waterborne commerce statistics. Portions of
%h&ls;daccount are financed through the Harbor Maintenance Trust

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,058,000,000,
$149,489,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $348,000,000 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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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
{AMOWUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE
L REQUEST RECOMMENDED

ALABAMA
ALABAMA - CODS5A COMPREHENSIVE WATER STUDY, AL 158 158
ALABAMA RIVER LAKES, AL 21238 21,238
BLACK WARRIOR AND TOMBIGBEE RIVERS, AL 43,205 231,295
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, AL 5,869 5,869
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AL 65 65
MOBILE HARBOR, AL 23,230 23,230
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, AL 148 148
TEMNESSEE - TOMBIGEEE WATERWAY WILDUFE MITIGATION, AL & MS 1,700 1,700
TENNESSEE - TOMBIGBEE WATERWAY, AL & M5 26,725 24,735
WALTER F GEORGE LOCK AND DAM, AL & GA 10,644 10,644
WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, AL b1 5

ALASKA

ANCHORAGE HARBOR, AK 11,904 11,004
CHENA RIVER LAKES, AX 3,615 3,618
OHIGNEK HARBOR, AK 200 poot
DILLINGHAM HARBOR, AK 1,231 1,231
HOMER HARBGR, AK 462 262
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AK 180 180
KETCHIKAN, THOMAS BASIN, AK EETY 334
LOWELL CHEEX TUNNELL {SEWARD) AK 2,286 2,286
NINILCHIK HARBOR, AK 348 5
NOME HARBOR, AK 1,550 1,550
PRQJELT CONDITION SURVEYS, AK 700 700
ST. PAUL HARBOR, AK 4,900 4,000

ARIZONA,
ALAMO LAKE, AT 1472 1472
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AZ n £l
PAINTED ROCK DAM, AZ 1,024 1,024
SCHEDULING RESERVDIR OPERATIONS, AT 133 133
WHITLOW RANCH DAM, AZ 3587 357

ARKANSAS
BEAVER LAKE, AR 7,632 7,632
BLAKELY MT DAM, LAKE OUACHITA, AR 7,513 7,513
BLUE MOUNTAIN LAKE, AR 2,496 24%
BULL SHOALS LAKE, AR 9,646 9,646
DARDANELLE LOCK AND DAM, AR 8183 8,183
DEGRAY LAKE, AR 6,121 6121
DEQILIEEN LAKE, AR 1,754 1,754
DIERKS LAKE, AR 1,702 1,702
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
{AMOUNTS N THOUSANDS}

BUDGET HOUSE

REQUEST RECOMMENDED

GILLHAM LAKE, AR 1,519 1,519
GREERS FEARY LAKE, AR 9474 9,474
HELENA HARBOR, PHILLIPS COUNTY, AR 15 5
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, AR 538 538
MCCLELLAN-KERR AHKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATION SYSTEM, AR 30,554 30,554
MILLWOOD LAKE, AR 1946 2,946
NARROWS DAM, LAKE GREESON, AR 8,975 8,975
NIMRGD LAKE, AR 2,520 2,520
NORFORK LAKE, AR 5172 5,172
QSCEOLA HARBOR, AR 15 15
OUACHITA AND BLACK RIVERS, AR & LA 8,076 8,076
OZARK - JETA TAYLOR LOCK AND DAM, AR 6,611 6,611
PROJECT CONDHTION SURVEYS, AR 2 2
WHITE RIVER, AR 25 25
YELLOW BEND PORT, AR 3 3

CALIFORNIA,

BLACK BUTTE LAKE, CA 2777 2,177
BUCHANAN DAM, HY EASTMAN LAKE, CA 2,001 2,001
COYQOTE VALLEY DAM, LAKE MENDOCING, CA . 4,001 4,001
DRY CREEK {WARM SPRINGS) LAKE AND CHANNEL, CA 6,411 6,411
FARMINGTON BAM, CA 431 431
HIDDEN DAM, HENSLEY LAKE, CA . 2,180 2,180
HUMBOLOT HARBOR AND BAY, CA 3,106 3,106
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CA 4,198 4,198
ISABELLA LAKE, CA 1,550 1,550
LOS ANGELES COUNTY DRAINAGE AREA, CA 7327 7327
MaARINA DEL REY, CA 3846 3,845
MERCED COUNTY STREAMS, CA 87 3g?
MOIAVE RIVER DAM, CA 389 389
MORROC BAY HARBOR, CA 3,70 3,070
NEW HOGAN LAKE, CA 2,993 2,993
NEW MELONES LAKE, DOWNSTREAM CHANMEC, CA 1,998 1,998
NOYO RIVER AND HARBOR, CA 2,365 2,365
CAKLAND HARBOR, CA 15,000 15,000
OCEANSIDE HARBOR, CA 2,285 2,285
PINE FLAT LAKE, CA 3,409 3,400
PROIECT CONDITION SURVEYS, CA 1,794 1,794
REBWOOD CITY HARBOR, CA 4,500 4,500
RICHMOND HARBOR, CA 12,243 12,243
SACRAMENTO RIVER AND TRIBUTARIES (DEBRIS CONTROL), CA 2,042 2,042
SACRAMENTO RIVER (30 FQOT PRQJECT), CA 1,100 1,100
SACRAMENTO RIVER SHALLOW DRAFT CHANNEL, CA 160 160
SAN FRANCISCO BAY DELTA MODEL STRUCTURE, CA 1,001 1,001
SAN FRANCISCO BAY LONG TERM MANAGEMENT STRATEGY, CA 500 £00
SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR AND BAY, CA {DRIFF REMDVAL) 4,240 4240
SAN FRANCISCO HARBOR, CA 3,220 3,220
SAN JOAQUIN RIVER, PORT OF STOCKTON, €A 4,442 4,442
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
[AMDUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

o REQUEST RECOMMENDED

SAN PABLO BAY AND MARE ISLAND STRAIT, CA o 1,180 1,180
SANTA ANA RIVER BASIN, CA 4,521 4521
SANTA BARBARA HARBOR, CA 1,760 2,760
SCHEDLILING RESERVENS OPERATIONS, CA 1310 1,310
SUCCESS LAKE, CA 2.423 2413
SUISUN BAY CHANNEL, CA 3,250 3,250
TERMINRIS DAM, UAKE KAWEAH, CA 2,212 2,212
VENTURA HARBOR, CA 4,830 4,830
YUBA RIVER, CA 1,450 1,450

COLORADO
BEAR CREEK LAKE, €O 883 883
CHATFIELD LAKE, CO 1,919 1,019
CHERRY CREEK LAKE, CO 1677 1677
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CO 264 364
JOHN MARTIN RESERVOIR, O 2,365 2,865
SCHEDULNG RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, CO 529 529
TRINIDAD LAKE, 0O 1,442 1,449
CONNECTICUT
BLACK ROCK LAKE, CT 6503 603
COLEBROOK RIVER LAKE, CT 708 708
HANCOCK BROOK LAKE, CT 686 686
HOP BROCK LAKE, €T 1,113 1113
JNSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, CF 10 10
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, CT 260 260
MANSFIELD HOLLOW LAKE, CT 547 647
NORTHFIELD BRODK LAKE, CT 743 743
PROIECT CONDITION SURVEYS, CT B50 50
STAMFORD HURRICANE BARRIER, CT 566 565
THOMASTON DAM, CT 1,026 1,026
WEST THOMPSON LAKE, CT 1,753 1,753
DELAWARE
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, DE 40 40
INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, DELAWARE RIVER TQ CHESAPEAKE BAY, DE & MD 13,429 13,428
PROIECT CONDITION SURVEYS, DE 200 200
WILMINGTON HARBOR, DE 3845 3,845
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, DC 142 142
POTOMAC AND ANACOSTUA RIVERS, DC (DRIFT REMOVAL) 875 875
PROJECT COMDITION SURVEYS, DC 2% %
WASHINGTON HARBOR, DC 28 2
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

(AMOUNTS N THOUSANDS)
BUDGET HOUSE
REQUEST RECOMMENDED

T "7 RORIDA
CANAVERAL HARBOR, FL 4,430 2,430
CENTRAL & SOUTHERN FLORIDA, FL 14,683 14,683
ESCAMBIA AND COMECUH RIVERS, FL & AL 1123 1,123
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, FL 1,450 1,450
INTRACDASTAL WATERWAY, JACKSONVILLE TO MIAMI, FL 700 700
JACKSONVILLE HARBOR, FL 6,100 6,100
JIM WOODRUFF LOCK AND DAM, LAKE SEMINOLE, FL, AL & GA 7,269 7,269
MANATEE HARBOR, Ft 400 200
MIAMI HARBOR, FL 250 250
OKEECHOBEE WATERWAY, FL 2,750 2,750
PALM BEACH HARBOR, FL 3,200 3,200
PANAMA CITY HARBOR, Fl. 1,840 1,840
PORT EVERGLADES HARBOR, FL 300 200
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, FL 1,425 1,425
REMOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, FL 3,200 3,200
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, FL 33 13
SOUTH FLORIDA ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION, FL 7,181 7,181
TAMPA HARBOR, FL 9,500 9,500
WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, FL a0 40

GEORGIA
ALLATOONA LAKE, GA 7,406 7,406
APALACHICOLA, CHATTAHQDCHEE AN FLINT RIVERS, GA, AL & FL 1525 1525
ATLANTIC INFRACOASTAL WATERWAY, GA 17 176
BRUNSWICK HARBOR, GA 5,808 5,806
BUFORD DAM AND LAKE SIDNEY LANIER, GA 12,141 12,141
CARTERS DAM AND LAKE, GA 7,584 7.584
HARTWELL LAKE, GA & 5C 11,175 11,175
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, GA 12 12
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, GA 150 190
J STAOM THURMOND LAKE, GA 8 5C 9,887 9,887
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, GA 125 1z
RICHARD B RUSSELL DAM AND LAKE, GA & SC B.GS 8,065
SAVANNAH HAREOR, GA 1731 17,311
SAVANNAH RIVER BELOW AUGUSTA, GA 108 108
WEST POINT DAM AND LAKE, GA & AL 7,000 7,000

HAWAIL

BARBERS POINT HARBOR, Hi 317 317
HONOLULU HARBOR, HI 5,600 5,600
{NSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, Hi 725 75
KIKIADLA SMALL BOAT HARBOR, KAUAY, HI 5,000 5,000
PORT ALLEN HARBOR, KAUAI, HI 778 773
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, HI 798 798
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CORPE OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

BUDGET
REQUEST

HOUSE

{AMOUNTS [N THOUSANDS)
v IDAHG
ALBENI FALLS D2AM, ID
OWORSHAK DAM AND RESERVOIR, ID
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, [D
LUCKY PEAK LAKE, ID
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, ID
ELINOIS

CALUMET HARBOR AND RIVER, IL & IN

CARLYLE LAKE, IL

CHICAGD HARBOR, iL

CHICAGO RIVER, IE

FARM CREEK RESERVOIRS, IL

ILUNOIS WATERWAY (MVR POATION), IL & IN

ILLINGHS WATERWAY (MVS PORTIDN), ILE IN

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRDNMENTAL PROIECTS, 1L

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IL

KASKASKIA RIVER BASIN, It

LAKE MICHIGAN DIVERSION, iL

LAKE SHELBYVILLE, 1L

MISSISSIPRI RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (MVR PORTION]), IL
MESSISSIPPY RIVER BETWEEN MISSOUR! RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS (MVS PORTION), IL
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, HL

REND LAKE, IL

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNMDARY WATERS, L

WAUKEGAN HARBOR, IL

INDIANA

BROOKVILLE LAKE, IN

BURNS WATERWAY HARBOR, IN
CAGLES MILL LAKE, IN

CECH. M HARDEN LAKE, IN

INDIANA HARBOR, IN

INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, IN
J EDWARD ROUSH LAXE, IN
MISSISSINEWA LAKE, IN

MONROE LAKE, IN

PATOKA LAKE, IN

PROIECT CONDITION SURVEYS, IN
SALAMONIE LAKE, IN

SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, IN

IOWA

CORALVILLE LAKE, 1A
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 1A

1,337
2,983
377
2,806
623

4,506
5,837
3,738

560
295

48,709

1,826

50
2,393
3,648
784
6208
82,208
22,22
104
5,606
741
1,439

1128
1,852
1628
1,656

11,339
1,124
1,950
1,235
1,226
1,222

185
1154
11

4,204
762

RECOMMENDED

1,337
2,983
n
2,806
623

4,506
5837
3,735

48,709
1,826

2,393
3,648
788
6,208
82,208
22,226
104
5,606
7a1
1,439

1,128
1,852
1,628
1,656
11,339
1,124
1,950
1,135
1,226
1,222
185
1,154
141

4,204
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CORPS QF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
[AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

. REQUEST RECOMMENDED

MISSOURI RIVER - SIOUX CITY TO THE MOUTH, 1A, KS, MO & NE Ty 9,143
MAISSOURI RIVER FISH AND WILDLIFE RECOVERY, IA, KS, MO, MT, NE, ND & 5D 5436 5,436
RATHBUN LAKE, 1A 2,913 2513
RED ROCK DAM AND LAKE RED ROCK, (A 4,725 4,725
SAYLORVILLE LAKE, 1A 5,266 5,266

KANSAS
CLINTON LAKE, KS 2,441 2,441
COUNCIL GROVE LAXE, K5 1,502 1,502
EL DORADO LAKE, KS 2,701 2,701
ELK CITY LAKE, K5 951 951
FALL RIVER LAKE, KS 1,136 1,136
HILLSDALE LAKE, KS 976 75
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KS 943 944
JOHN REDMOND DAM AND RESERVOIR, K5 1,549 1,549
KANGOPOUS LAKE, K5 2,918 2,915
MARION LAKE, K5 3,207 3,207
MELVERN LAKE, K5 2,944 2,444
MILFORD LAKE, KS 2,376 2,376
PEARSON - SKUBITZ BIG HILL LAKE, K5 1,552 1,552
PERRY LAKE, KS 2,485 2,485
POMGHNA LAKE, KS 2,259 2,250
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OFERATIONS, KS 280 200
TORCNTC LAKE, KS 724 724
TUTTLE CREEK LAKE, KS 3,142 3,342
WIALSON LAKE, X5 1,911 1,811
KENTUCKY

BARKLEY DAM AND LAXE BARKLEY, KY & TN 11,554 11,554
BARREN RIVER LAKE, &Y 2,993 2,993
BIG SANDY HARBOR, KY 1,904 1,504
BUCKHORN LAKE, KY 1725 1,725
CARR CREEK LAKE, KY 1,968 1969
CAVE RUN LAKE, KY 1,038 1,038
DEWEY LAKE, KY 1,853 1,853
ELVIS STAHR [HICKMAN) HARBOR, KY 15 15
FALLS OF THE OHIO NATIONAL WILDLIEE, KY & IN 19 19
FISHTRAP LAKE, KY 2,075 2,075
GRAYSON LAKE, KY 1,526 1,526
GREEN AND BARREN RIVERS, KY 2,139 2,120
GREEN RIVER LAXE, K¥ 2,709 2,709
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, KY 975 978
KENTUCKY RIVER, KY ' 10 10
LAUREL RIVER LAKE, KY 2,042 2,042
MARTINS FORK LAKE, &Y 1,001 1,091
MIDDLESBORO CUMBERLAND RIVER BASIN, KY 264 264
NOLIN LAKE, KY 2743 2,743

varDate Sep 11 2014 21:32 Apr 16,2015 Jkt 093754 PO 00000 Frn 00042 FmtE659 Sfmt6602 E’AHAQCWA7ZS4.XXX  A754

insen, ofisd lobo 43 ham B37564. 015



msiockstll on DSK4VPTYN1PROD with HEARINGS

43

CORFS OF ENGINEERS - DPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

[AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

__ REQUEST RECOMMENDED

'ORIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, KY, IL, It & OH 31,219 31,219
OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, KY, IL, iN, OH, PA & WV 5,600 5,600
PAINTSVILLE LAKE, KY 1,430 1,430
PROUECT CONDHTION SURVEYS, KY 2 z
ROUGH RIVER LAKE, KY 1,826 2,826
TAYLORSVILLE LAKE, KY 1,494 1,444
WOLF CREEK DAM, LAKE CUMBERLAND, KY 9,189 3,189
YATESVILLE LAKE, K¥ 1,215 1,215

LOUISIANA
ATCHAFALAYA RIVER AND BAYOUS CHENE, BOEUF & BLACK, LA 7,051 7,051
BARATARIA BAY WATERWAY, LA 108 108
BAYOU BODCAL RESERVOIR, LA 1221 1m
BAYOU LAFOURCHE AN LAFOURCHE JUMP WATERWAY, LA 956 956
BAYOU PIERRE, LA 22 23
BAYOL) SEGNETTE WATERWAY, LA 15 15
BAYOU TECHE AND VERMILION RIVER, LA 5 5
BAYOU TECHE, LA 72 72
CADDS LAKE, LA 08 200
CALCASIEU RIVER AND PASS, LA 20,386 20,386
FRESHWATER BAYOL, LA 1,547 1,547
GULF INTRALOASTAL WATERWAY, LA 19,681 19,661
HOUMA NAVIGATION CANAL, LA 1276 1,276
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, LA 961 961
J BENMETT JOHNSTON WATERWAY, LA 8,782 8,782
LAKE PROVIDENCE HARBOR, LA 14 14
MADISON PARISH PORT, LA 4 a
MERMENTAL RIVER, LA 1,374 1,374
MISSISSIPPI RIVER GUTLETS AT VENICE, LA 1575 1575
MISSISSIPPH RIVER, BATOMN ROUGE TO THE GULF OF MEXICT), LA 85,866 85,866
PROJIECT CONDITION SLIRVEYS, LA 49 19
REMIOVAL OF AQUATIC GROWTH, LA 384 84
WALLACE LAKE, LA 225 226
WATERWAY FROM EMPIRE TG THE GULF, LA, 6 6
WATERWAY FROM INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY TQ BAYOU DULAC, LA 15 15
MAINE
DISFOSAL AREA MONITORING, ME 1,050 1,050
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, ME 5 5
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, ME 111 11
PAROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, ME 1,100 1,100
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, ME 5 25
MARYLAND

BALTIMORE HARBOR AND CHANNELS {50 FOOT), MD 18,925 18,925
BALTHMORE HARBOR, MD (DRIFT REMOVAL) 225 35
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
{AMOUNTS I THOLISANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

L REQUEST RECOMMENDED

CUMBERLAND, MD AMD RIDGELEY, WV 150 150
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MO 162 162
JENNINGS RANDOLPH LAKE, MD & WV 1,905 1,905
PRCUECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MO a50 150
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MD 61 61
WICOMICO RIVER, MD 1,500 1,500

MASSACHUSETTS
BARRE FALLS DAM, MA 718 718
BIRCH HILL DAM, MA 933 933
BUEFLIMVILLE LAKE, MA 608 509
CAPE COD CANAL MA 9,665 9,665
CHARLES RIVER NATLRAL VALLEY STORAGE AREA, MA 388 388
CONANT BROOK LAKE, MA 609 509
EAST BRIMFIELD LAKE, MA 772 2
HODGES VILLAGE DAM, MA 620 620
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, MA n 0
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MA 331 33
KNIGHTVILLE DAM, MA 841 B41
EITFLEVILLE LAKE, MA 790 790
NEW BEDFORD FAIRHAVEN AND ACUSHNET HURRICANE BARRIER, MA BOG 806
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MA 900 200
TULLY LAKE, MA 721 i
WEST HILL DAM, MA a31 831
WESTVILLE LAKE, MA 603 602
WEVMOUTH-FORE RIVER, MA 500 500
MICHIGAN

CHANNELS IN LAKE ST CLAIR, MI 180 180
DETROIT RIVER, M1 5,475 5,475
GRAND HAVEN HARBOR, MI 1,015 1,015
HOLLAND HARBGR, M 750 750
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, Mi 210 210
KEWEENAW WATERWAY, M) 28 b3
LUDINGTON HARBOR, M 590 590
MANISTEE HARBOR, Mt 650 650
MUSKEGON HARBOR, MI 1,400 1,400
ONTONAGON HARBOR, M1 850 850
PRESQUE ISLE HABAOR, MI 596 596
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, Ml 710 710
ROUGE RIVER, M 900 900
SAGINAW RIVER, MI 2,775 2,775
SEBEWAING RIVER, MI a0 20
ST CLAIR RIVER, M 665 665
ST JQSEPH HARBOR, M1 1,500 1,590
ST MARYS RIVER, M1 31,160 31,160
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, MF 2,788 2,788
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COAPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)
BUDGET

HOUSE

REQUEST RECOMMENDED

MINNESOTA
BIGSTONE LAKE - WHETSTONE RIVER, MN & 50 257
DULUTH - SUPERIOR HARBOR, MN B wi 6,641
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MN 332
LAC OU)| PARLE LAKES, MINNESOTA RIVER, MN 1,805
RUNNESOTA RIVER, MN 262
MISSISSIPP] RIVER BETWEEN MISSOURI RIVER AND MINNEAPOLIS {MVP PORTION), MN 58,644
ORWELL LAKE, MN 468
PROJECT COMDITION SURVEYS, MN 88
RED LAKE RESERVOIR, MN 124
RESERVOIRS AT HEADWATERS OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MN 4,240
SURVEKEANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, MN 490
TWO HARBORS, MN 1,000
PAISSISSIPPL
CLAYBORNE QOUNTY PORT, M5 1
EAST FORK, TOMBIGBEE RIVER, MS 285
GULFPORT HARBOR, MS 4,492
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, M5 92
MOUTH OF YAZOOQ RIVER, M5 34
DKATIBBEE LAKE, M5 1,569
PASCAGOULA HARBOR, M3 7,055
PEARL AIVER, M5 & LA 150
PROJECT CONIMTION SURVEYS, M5 150
ROUSEDALE HARBOR, M5 9
WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, M5 15
YAZDO RIVER, M5 21
MISS0URI
CARUTHERSYILLE HARBOR, MO 15
CLARENCE CANNDN DAM AND MARK TWAIN LAKE, MO 8,813
CLEARWATER LAKE, MO 3,353
HARRY S TRUMAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, MD 9,658
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, MO 1,401
LSTTLE BLUE RIVER LAKES, MO as0
LONG BRANCH LAKE, MO a2
MISSISSIPPI RIVER BETWEEN THE OHID AND MISSOURI RIVERS {REG WIORKS), MO & IL 24,487
NEW MADRID COUNTY HARBOR, MO 10
NEW MADRID HARBOR, MO (MILE 889} 15
POMME DE TERRE LAKE, MO 2,739
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, MO 2
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MO a0
SMITHVILLE LAKE, MO 1,620
SOUTHEAST MISSOURI PORT, MISSISSIPPE RIVER, MO 1
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
[AMOUNTS IM THOUSANDS]

BUDGET HOUSE
o ) REQUEST RECOMMENDED
STOCKTON LAKE, MO 4,960 4,960
TABLE ROCK LAKE, MO & AR 9,352 9,352
MONTANA
FT PECK DAM AND LAKE, MT 5,271 5,271
INSPECTIGN OF COMPLETED WORKS, MT 206 206
LIBBY DAM, MT : 2,088 2,088
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, MT 125 125
NEBRASKA
GAVING POINT DAM, LEWIS AND CLARK LAKE, NE & 5D 9,726 9,726
HARLAN COUNTY LAKE, NE 3,742 3,742
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NE 505 505
MISSCUIRI AIVER - KENSLERS BEND, NE TO SIOUX CITY, 1A %0 %0
PAPILLION CREEK, NE 989 289
SALT CREEKS AND TRIBUTARIES, NE 1,089 1,089
NEVADA
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NV 75 75
MARTIS CREEK LAKE, NV & CA 1,163 1,163
PINE AND MATHEWS CANYONS LAKES, NV 353 353
NEW HAMPSHIRE
BLACKWATER DAM, NH 674 674
EDWARD MACDOWELL LAKE, NH 863 23
FRANKLIN FALLS DAM, NH 1,007 1,007
HOPKTNTON - EVERETT LAKES, NH 1,348 1,348
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NH 75 76
OTTER BROOK LAKE, NH 740 740
PRCUECT CONDITIOM SURVEYS, NH 250 250
SURRY MOUNTAIN LAKE, NH 1,139 1,139
NEW HERSEY
BARNEGAT INLET, NJ a5 425
COLD SPRIMNG INLET, MJ 375 375
DELAWARE RIVER AT CAMDEN, NJ 15 15
DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHEA TO THE SEA, NJ, PA & DE 23,305 23,305
{NSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NJ 285 285
PMANASOUAN RIVER, NI 220 420
NEW JERSEY INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NJ 260 260
NEWARK BAY, HACKENSACK AND PASSAIC RIVERS, NJ 300 300
PASSAIC RIVER FLODD WARNING SYSTEMS, Nt 505 05
PAOJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NJ 1,803 1,892
RARITAN RIVER TO ARTHUR KILL CUT-OFF, NJ 150 150
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

{AMOLINTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE
REQUEST _RECOMMENDED
RARITAN RIVER, NJ 150 150
SHARK RIVER, NJ 480 460
NEW MEXICO
ABIGUIU DAM, NM 3,257 3,357
COCHITI LAKE, NM 3172 3,172
CONCHAS LAKE, NM 2,616 2,616
GALISTED DAM, NM 762 762
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, NM 20 0
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NM 650 650
JEMEZ CANYON DAM, NM 1,047 1,047
MIDDLE RID GRANDE ENDANGERED SPEQES COLLABORATIVE PROGRAM, NM 2,500 2,500
SANTA ROSA DAM AND LAKE, N 1,894 1,834
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIDNS, NM 330 330
TWG RIVERS DAM, NM 1,028 1,028
LPPER RiO GRANDE WATER OPERATIONS MODEL STUDY, NM 1,300 1,300
NEW YDRK
Al MOND LAKE, NY 439 439
ARKPORT DAM, NY 307 307
BLACK ROCK CHANNEL AND TONAWANDA HARBOR, NY 1,735 1,735
BUFFALO HARBOR, NY 3 30
BUTTERMILX CHANMEL, NY 100 100
EAST ROCKAWAY INLET, NY 220 20
EAST SIDMEY LAKE, NY 906 906
FIRE ISLAND INLET TQ JONES INLET, NY 50 50
FLUSHING BAY AND CREEK, NY S¢ 50
HUDSOM RIVER, NY (MAINT) 3,640 3,640
HUDSON RIVER, NY (O & C) 4,250 4,250
HHSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NY 1,220 1,220
JAMAICA BAY, NY 251 281
LONG ISLAND INTRACOASTAL WATEAWAY, NY 100 100
MOUNT MGRRIS DAM, NY 3,595 3,595
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY CHANNELS, NY 400 400
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY HARBOR, NY & N 5,480 5,480
NEW YORK HARBOR, NY 3,680 3,650
NEW YORK HARBOR, NY & NI {DRIFT REMOVAL) 9,300 9,300
NEW YORK HARBOR, NY [PREVENTION OF DBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS) 1045 1,045
OSWEGQ HARBOR, NY 1,285 1,235
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NY 2,193 2,193
ROCHESTER HARBOA, NY 2,320 2,320
RONDOUT HARBOR, NY 50 250
SOUTHERN NEW YORK FLOOD CONTROL PROIECTS, NY 587 587
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, NY 616 616
WHITNEY POINT LAKE, NY 1,120 1,120
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - QPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS]

BUDGET HOUSE
REQUEST RECOMMENDED
e NORTH CAROLINA I
ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, NC 2,600 2,600
B EVERETT JORDAN DAM AN LAKE, NC 2,049 2,049
CAPE FEAR RIVER ABOVE WILMINGTON, NC m 72
FALLS LAKE, NC 1,776 1,776
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, NC 70 70
MANTED {SHALLOWBAG} BAY, NC 2,000 2,000
MASCONBORD INLET AND CONNECTING CHANMELS, NC 50 S0
MOREHEAD CITY HARBCR, NC 8,79 8,796
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, NC 700 700
ROLLINSOM CHANNEL, NC 300 300
SILVER LAKE HARBOR, NC 300 300
W KERR SCOTT DAM AND RESERVOIR, NC 3,363 3,363
WILMINGTON HARBOR, NC 15,9 15,019
NORTH DAKGTA
BOWMAN HALEY, ND 186 185
GARRISON DAM, LAKE SAKAKAWEA, ND 13,290 13,280
HOMME LAKE, ND 284 284
WNSPECTION COF COMPLETED WORKS, ND 332 332
LAKE ASHTABULA AND BALDHILL DAM, KD 1,533 1533
PIPESTEM LAKE, ND 518 S18
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, NEY 127 127
SOURIS RIVER, ND 382 382
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, ND 2 32
oHID
ALUM CREEK LAKE, OH 1,715 1715
BERLIN LAKE, OH 2,360 2,360
CAESAR CREEK LAKE, OH 2,035 2,095
CLARENCE ) BROWN DAM, OH 1,251 1,251
CLEVELAND HARBOR, OH 9,540 9,540
CONNEAUT HARBOR, OH 2,665 2,665
DEER CREEK LAKE, OH 1,398 1,358
DELAWARE LAKE, OH 1,73 1,773
CILLON LAKE, OH 1,333 1313
FAIRPORT HARBOR, OH 190 190
HURON HARBOR, OH 3,200 3,200
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, OH 597 §97
MASSILLON LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH 66 £6
MICHAEL | KIRWAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, OH 1,201 1,201
MOSQUITO CREEK LAKE, OH 1,429 1,429
MUSKINGUM RIVER LAKES, OH 10,584 10,584
NORTH BRANCH KOKOSING REVER LAKE, OH 400 400
OHIO-MISSISSIPPI FLOOD CONTROL, OH 1,792 1,792
PAINT CREEK LAKE, COH 1,396 1,396
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
{AMGUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET MOUSE

) ) _ REQUEST RECOMMENDED

PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, GH ‘ ’ 305 305
ROSEVILLE LOCAL PROTECTION PROJECT, OH 36 36
SANDUSKY HARBOR, OH 1,700 1,700
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNCARY WATERS, OH 258 258
TOLEDC HARBOR, OH 7,165 7,165
TOM JENKINS DAM, OH 780 780
WEST FORK OF MiLL CREEK LAKE, O 959 959
WILLIAM H HARSHA LAKE, OH 1,505 1,595

OKLAHOMA
ARCADIA LAKE, OK a1z 472
BIRCH LAXE, OK 673 573
BROKEN BOW LAKE, OK 2,213 2,213
CANTON LAKE, OK 4,350 4,350
COPAM LAKE, DK L5666 1,666
EUFAULA LAKE, OK 5,748 5,748
FORT GIBSON LAKE, OK 5,503 5,583
FORT SUPPLY LAKE, 0K 1173 1,173
GREAT SALT PLAINS LAKE, OK 432 432
HEYBLIRN LAKE, OK 820 220
HUGO LAKE, OK 1,996 1,99
HULAH LAKE, OK 3,792 3,792
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, O 141 141
KAW LAKE, OK 1,967 1,967
KEYSTONE LAKE, OK 3,891 3,801
MCCLELLAN-KERR ARKANSAS RIVER NAVIGATICN SYSTEM, DK 5662 5,662
OOLOGAH LAKE, OK 2573 25713
OPTIMA LAKE, OK T 36
PENSACOLA RESERAVOIR, LAKE OF THE CHEROKEES, OK 148 148
PINE CREEK LAKE, OK 1,366 1,366
ROBERT 5. KERR LOCK AND DAM AND RESERVOIR, 0K 6,360 6,360
SARDIS LAKE, OK 991 o1
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, GK 1,200 1,200
SKIATOOK LAXE, 0K 1,676 1,676
TENKILLER FERRY LAKE, OK 4,597 4,557
WALRIKA LAKE, OK 1622 1622
WEBBERS FALLS LOCK AND DAM, OK 6,354 6,354
WISTER LAKE, OK 829 829
OREGON

APPLEGATE LAXE, OR 1,018 1,018
BLUE RIVER LAKE, OR 1128 1,128
BONNEVILLE LOCK AND DAM, OR 8. WA 7,570 7570
COLUMBIA RIVER AT THE MOUTH, OR & WA 19,325 19,825
COOS BAY, OR 6,239 6,239
COTTAGE GROVE LAKE, OR 1,349 1,349
COUGAR LAKE, OR 5,466 5,466

mstockstil on DSK4VPTVNIFROD with HEARINGS
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
[ABMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

REQUEST RECOMMENDED

DETROFTLAKE, OR TTnar T T
DORENA LAKE, OR ' 1,168 1,168
ELK CREEK LAKE, OR 386 386
FALL CREEK LAKE, OR 5224 5,224
FERM RIDGE LAKE, OR 1,727 1,727
GREEN PETER - FQSTER LAKES, OR 2,161 2,161
HILLS CREEK LAXE, OR 1381 1,381
INSPECTION OF OOMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROIECTS, OR i 20
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, OR 1,040 1,040
JOHN DAY LOCK AND DAM, OR & WA 4,865 4,865
LOOKOUT PDINT LAKE, OR 2,371 2,371
LOST CREEX LAKE, OR 4,004 4,004
MCNARY LOCK AND DAM, GR & WA 7,011 7.011
PRCHECT CONDITION SURVEYS, OR 400 400
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, DR - 86 86
SUAVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, OR 2,598 2,598
WILLAMETTE RIVER AT WILLAMETTE FALLS, OR 128 128
WALLAMETTE RIVER BANK PROTECRION, DR 200 00
WILLOW CREEK LAKE, DR 208 903
YAQUINA BAY AND HARBQOR, OR, 3,002 3,002

PENNSYLVANIA

ALLEGHENY RIVER, PA 5317 5317
ALVIN R BUSH DAM, PA 740 740
AYLESWORTH CREEK LAKE, PA 345 345
BELTZVILLE LAKE, PA 1,290 1,290
BLUE MARSH LAKE, PA 2,774 2774
CONEMAUGH RIVER LAKE, PA 1,347 1,347
COWANESQUE LAKE, PA 1,896 1,896
CROOKED CREEK LAKE, PA 1,731 1,731
CURWENSVILLE LAKE, PA 851 851
DELAWARE RIVER, PHILADELPHIA, PA TO TRENTON, NJ 5,450 5,460
EAST BRANCH CLARION RIVER LAKE, PA 1,205 1,205
ERIE HARBOR, PA 1,500 1,500
FOSTER JOSEPH SAYERS DAM, PA 1,178 1178
FRANCIS E WALTER DAM, PA 905 %5
GENERAL EDGAR JADWIN DAM AND RESERVOIR, PA 385 385
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, PA 1,179 1,179
JOHNSTOWN, PA 52 62
KINZUA DAM AND ALLEGHENY RESERVOIR, PA 1,191 1,191
LOYALHANMA LAKE, PA 1,682 1,682
MAHONING CREEK LAKE, PA 1,308 1308
MQONONGAHELA RIVER, PA 15,586 15,986
CHIO RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, PA, OH & WV 47,965 47,965
OHID RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, PA, OH & WV BOO 800
PROJECT CONDSTION SURVEYS, PA 170 170
PROMPTON LAKE, PA 585 585
PUNXSLITAWNEY, PA F 4 27
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
(AMODUNTS [N THOUSANDS}

BUDGET HOUSE

. REQUEST RECOMMENDED

‘RAVSTOWN LAKE, Pa i ' §,357 5,357
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR ORERATIONS, PA 45 15
SHENANGO RIVER LAKE, PA 2,031 2,031
STILLWATER LAKE, PA 570 570
SURVELLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, PA 106 106
TICGA - HAMMOND LAKES, PA 2,611 2,611
TIONESTA LAKE, PA 2,032 2,032
UNION CITY LAKE, PA a14 414
WDODRCOCK CREEK LAKE, PA 944 ad4
YORK INDIAN ROCK DAM, PA 1,463 1,463
YOUGHIOGHENY RIVER LAKE, PA & MD 3,274 327

PUERTO RICO
SAN JUAN HARBOR, PR 5,700 5,700
RHODE ISLAND
BLOCK ISLAND HARBOR OF REFUGE, Rl [0 350
EOX POINT BARRIER, NARRANGANSETT BAY, RI 2,636 2,636
GHEAT SALT POND, BLDCK ISLAND, Rt 150 350
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, RI 2% 2%
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, RI 43 48
PROUECT CONDIMON SURVEYS, RI 350 350
WOONSOCKET, RI a9 a9
SOUTH CAROLINA
ATLANTE. INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, 5C 100 100
CHARLESTOM HARBOR, 5C 17,059 17,059
COOPER RIVER, CHARLESTON HARBOR, SC 6,930 6,930
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, SC 65 65
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, $C 75 . 878
TOWN CREEX, 5C 530 530
SOUTH DAKLITA

BIG BEND DAM, LAKE SHARPE, 50 10,363 10,263
COLD BROGK LAKE, SO 355 355
COTTONWOOD SPRINGS LAKE, SD 13 313
FORT RANDALL DAM, LAKE FRANCIS CASE, SD 11,253 11,253
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, 5D 169 169
LAKE TRAVERSE, 50 & MN 594 594
AME CAM, LAKE OAHE, SD & ND 12,222 12,222
SCHEDUUING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, SD 143 143
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
[AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUBGET HOUSE

REGUEST RECOMMENDED

TENNESSEE T o

CENTER HILL LAKE, TN 5,893 5893
CHEATHAM LOCK AND DAM, TN 9,429 9,429
CHICKAMAUGA LOCK, TENMESSEE RIVER, TN 1,630 1,630
CORDELL HULL DAM AND RESERVOHR, TN 7,210 7,210
DALE HOLLOW LAKE, TN 5,824 G824
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, TN 182 182
1 PERCY PRIEST DAM AND RESERVOIR, TN 5,060 5,060
NORTHWEST TENNESSEE REGIONAL HARBOR, LAKE COUNTY, TH 10 10
OLD HICKORY LOCK AND DAM, TN 10,416 10,416
PROJECT CONETICON SURVEYS, TN 2 2
TENMESSEE RIVER, TN 23,759 23,759
WOLF RIVER HARBOR, TN 250 250

TEXAS

AQUILLA LAKE, T 1727 1,727
ARKANSAS - RED RIVER BASINS CHLORIDE CONTROL - AREA VINl, TX 1,660 1,660
BARDWELL LAKE, TX 2,62t 2621
BELTON LAKE, TX 4,654 4,654
BENBROOK LAKE, TX 2,612 2,612
BRAZOS ISLAND HARBOR, TX 2,700 2,700
BURFALC BAYOU AND TRIBUTARIES, TX 2,612 2,612
CANYON LAKE, TX 3,897 3,897
CHANNEL TO HARLINGEN, TX 1,478 1,478
CHANNEL TO PORT BOLIVAR, TX 168 168
CORPUS CHRISTI SHIP CHANNEL, TX 8,750 8,750
DENISON DAM, LAKE TEXOMA, TX 9,656 9,656
ESTELLINE SPRINGS EXPERIMENTAL PROJECT, TX 33 13
FERRELLS BRIOGE DAM, LAKE O° THE PINES, TX 3,408 3,408
FREEPORT HARBOR, TX 5,800 5.800
GALVESTON HARBOR AND CHANNEL, TX 10,900 10,900
GIWW, CHANNEL TO VICTORIA, TX 2,700 2,700
GRANGER DAM AN LAKE, TX 2,624 2,524
GRAREVINE LAKE, TX 3,191 319
GULF INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY, TX 23,785 23,785
HORDS CREEK LAKE, VX 1,555 1,555
HOUSTON SHIP CHANNEL, TX 32,633 32,633
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, T 1937 1,937
M CHAPMAN LAKE, TX 1,466 1,466
JOE POOL LAKE, TX 1,120 1,130
LAKE KEMP, TX 302 302
LAVOM LAKE, TX 4,267 4,267
LEWISVILLE DAM, TX 4,035 4,035
MATAGORDA SHIP CHANKEL, TX 6,100 6,100
NAVARRO MILLS LAKE, TX 3,839 3,835
NORTH SAN GABRIEL DAM AND LAKE GEORGETOWN, TX 2,26 2,226
€ C FISHER DAM AND LAKE, TX 860 860
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
{AMOUNTS N THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOLSE

REQUEST RECOMMENDED

'PAT MAYSE LAKE, TX 1,065 1,065
PROCTOR LAKE, TX 2,644 2,644
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, TX 300 300
RAY ROBERTS LAKE, TX 2,217 2,217
SABINE - NECHES WATERWAY, TX 14,100 14,100
$AM RAYBURN DAM AND RESERVOIR, TX 7,613 7.613
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, TX m 7
SOMERVILLE LAKE, TX 3,095 3,075
STILLHOUSE HOLLOW DAM, TX 2,413 2413
TEXAS CITY SHIP CHANNEL, TX 1,000 1,000
TOWN BLUFF DAM, B A STEINHAGEN LAKE, TX 3,894 3,804
WACO LAKE, TX 6,614 6,614
WALLISVILLE LAKE, TX 1,999 1,999
WHITNEY LAKE, TX 7,007 7,007
WRIGHT PATMAN DAM AND LAKE, TX 4,270 2,770

UTAH
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, UT 40 ap
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, UT 655 655
VEAMONT
BALL MOUNTAIN, VT 930 930
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, VT 46 4%
NARROWS OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN, VT & NY a6 40
NORTH HARTLAND LAKE, VT 1.067 1,067
NORTH SPRINGFIELD LAKE, VT 1,038 1,038
TOWNSHEND LAKE, VT 1,026 1,026
UNION VILLAGE DAM, VT B1l 31l
VIRGINIA

ATLANTIC INTRACOASTAL WATERWAY - ACC, VA 2,525 2,525
ATLANTIC INFRACOASTAL WATERWAY - DSC, VA 1,130 1,130
CHINCOTEAGUE INLET, VA §00 600
GATHRIGHT DAM AND LAKE MOOMAW, VA 2,070 2,070
HAMPTON ROADS, NORFOLK & NEWPORT NEWS HARBOR, VA [DRIFT REMOVAL) 1,500 1,500
HAMPTON ROADS, VA (PREVENTION OF OBSTRUCTIVE DEPOSITS) 114 114
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, VA 297 297
JAMES RIVER CHAMNEL, VA 4,006 4,006
JGHN H KERR LAKE, VA & NC 10,976 10976
JOHN W FLANNAGAN DAM AND RESERVOIR, VA 2,347 2,347
LYNNHAVEN INLET, VA 500 00
NORFOLK HARBOR, VA 12,543 12,543
NORTH FORK OF POUND RIVER LAXE, VA 685 685
PHILPOTT LAKE, VA 5,023 5023
PRDJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, VA 1,298 1,298
RUDEE INLET, VA 400 400
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CORPS OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE

{AMOUNTS 1N THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

X ~ REQUEST RECOMMENDED

WATER/ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION, VA ’ v 135 ‘135
WATERWAY ON THE COAST OF VIRGINIA, VA 50 50

WASHINGTON
CHIEF JOSEPH DAM, WA 672 672
COLUMBIA AND LOWER WILLAMETTE RIVERS BELOW VANCOUVER, WA & PORTLAND, OR 38,132 38,132
COLUMBIA RIVEA BETWEEN VANCOUVER, WA AND THE DALLES, OR 1,001 1,001
COLUMBIA RIVER FISH MITIGATION, WA, OR & 1D (CREM) 3,498 3,498
EVERETT HARBOR AND SNOHOMISH RIVER, WA 1,258 1,358
GRAYS HARBOR [38-FOOT DEEPENING], WA 12,018 12,018
HOWARD HANSQN DAM, WA 3,347 3,347
ICE HARBOR LOCK AND DAM, WA 9,172 9,172
INSPECTSON OF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, WA 70 0
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WA 1,087 1,087
LAKE WASHINGTON SHIP CANAL, WA 8,872 8,872
LITTLE GOOSE LOCK AND DAM, WA 7,267 7,267
LOWER GRANITE LOCK AND DAM, WA 3,222 3,222
LOWER MONUMENTAL LOCK AND DAM, WA 5,695 6,695
MILL CREEK LAKE, WA 2,255 2,255
MOUNT SAINT RELENS SEDIMENT CONTROL, WA 268 268
MUD MOUNTAIN DAM, WA 9,543 9,548
NEAH BAY, WA 275 275
PROIECT CONDITION SURVEYS, WA 580 580
PUGET SOUND AND TRIBUTARY WATERS, Wa 1,200 1,200
QUILLAYUTE RIVER, WA 100 100
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WA 423 47
SEATTLE HARBOR, WA 565 565
STILLAGUAMISH RIVER, WA 250 290
SURVEILLANCE OF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, WA 64 64
TALOMA, PUYALLUP RIVER, WA 155 155
THE DALLES LOCK AND DAM, WA & OR 10,931 10,931
WEST VIRGINIA

BEECH FORK LAKE, Wy 1,330 1,230
BLUESTONE LAKE, WV 2,043 2,043
BURNSVILLE LAKE, WV 2,458 2,458
EAST LYNN LAKE, WV 2,497 2,497
ELKINS, WV 55 55
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, Wy 424 424
KAMAWHA RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, WV 8358 2,259
OHID RIVER LOCKS AND DAMS, WV, KY & OH 38,310 38,310
OHIO RIVER OPEN CHANNEL WORK, WV, KY & OH 2,977 2,977
R D BAILEY LAKE, WV 2,266 2,266
STONEWALL JACKSON LAKE, WV 1,160 1,160
SUMMERSVILLE LAKE, WV 2,432 2,432
SUTTON LAKE, Wy 2412 2,412
TYGART LAKE, WV 2,39 2,397
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CORP5 OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
[AMDUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE
] . REQUEST_ RECOMMENDED

WISCONSIN
EAL GALLE RIVER LAKE, WI 808 308
FOX RIVER, W1 2,489 2,489
GREEN BAY HARBOR, Wi 2,885 2,885
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, Wi 52 52
KEWAUNEE HARBDR, W |15 i5
MANITOWOLC HARBOR, W1 BaS 845
MILWALUKEE HARBOR, Wt 1,600 1,600
PROJECT CONDITION SURVEYS, Wi 304 304
STURGECN BAY HARBOR ARD LAKE MICHIGAN SHIP CANAL, Wi 19 19
SURVEIELANCE DF NORTHERN BOUNDARY WATERS, Wi 67 567

WYOMING
INSPECTION QF COMPLETED ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS, WY 12 12
INSPECTION OF COMPLETED WORKS, WY 74 74
JACKSON HOLE LEVEES, wY 2,104 2,104
SCHEDULING RESERVOIR OPERATIONS, WY 224 234
SUBTOYAL, PROJECTS LISTED UNDER STATES 2,523,734 2,523,734

REMAINING [TEMS

ADDITIONAL FUNDIRG FOR ONGOING WORK

NAVIGATION MAINTENANCE
DEEP-DRAFF HARBOR AND CHANNEL - 234,000
INLAND WATERWAYS - 42,000
SMALL REMQTE, OR SUBSISTENCE NAVIGATION - 42,500
OTHER AUTHORIZED PROJECT PURPOSES — 35,100
AQUATIC NUISANCE CONTROL RESEARCH 675 675
ASSET MANAGEMENT/FACILITIES AND EQLMP MAINT [FEM) 3,250 3,250
BUDGET MANAGEMENT SUPPORT FOR D&M BUSINESS PROGRAMS
STEWARDSHIP SUPPORT PROGRAM 1,000 1000
PERFORMANCE-BASED BUDGETING SUPPORT PROGRAM 3,939 2939
RECREATION MANAGEMENT SUPPORT PROGRAM 1,650 1,650
OPTIMIZATION TOOLS FOR NAVIGATION 32 a2
CIVIL WORKS WATER MANAGEMENT SYSTEM (CWWMS) 15,000 5,000
COASTAL INLET RESEARCH PROGRAM 2,700 2,700
COASTAL OCEAN DATA SYSTEM (CODS) 3,000 5,400
CULTURAL RESOURCES (NAGPRA/CURATION) £,000 6,000
DREDGE MUFARLAND READY RESERVE 11,690 11,690
DREDGE WHEELER READY RESERVE 15,000 15,000
DREDGING DATA AND LOCK PERFORMANCE MONITORING SYSTEM 1,119 1119
DREDGING OPERATIONS AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH (DOER) 6,450 6,450
DREDGING OPERATIONS TECHNICAL SUPPORT PROGRAM (DOTS) 2,820 2,820
EARTHOUAKE HAZARDS REDUCTION PROGRAM 270 270
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CORP5 OF ENGINEERS - OPERATION AND PAAINTENANCE
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

BUDGET HOUSE

) REQUEST RECOMMENDED

FACIITY PROTECTION ) e 2,000 T 4000
FISH & WILDUFE OPERATING FISH HATCHERY REIMBURSEMENT 4,700 4,700
GREAT LAKES TRIBUTARY MODEL 600 600
HARBOR MAINTENANCE FEE DATA COLLECTION 795 795
INLAND WATERWAY MAVIGATION CHARTS 4500 4,500
WSPECTION OF COMPLETED FEDERAL FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS 28,000 28,000
INTERAGENCY FERFORMANCE EVALUATION TASK FORCE/HURRICANE PROTECTION DECISION- 2,800 2,200
MONITORING OF COMPLETED NAVIGATION PROJECTS 3,300 3,300
NATIONAL COASTAL MAPPING PROGRAM 6,300 6,300
MATIONAL DAM SAFETY PROGRAM {PORTFOLID RISK ASSESSMENT) 10,000 10,000
NATIONAL EMERGENCY PREPAREDINESS PROGRAM (NEFF) 4,500 4,500
NATIONAL (LEVEE} FLODD INVENTORY 16,000 16,000
NATIONAL (MULTIPLE PROJECT) NATURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES 6,000 6000
NATIONAL PORTFOLIO ASSESSMENT FOR REALLOCATIONS 1,071 1071
PROGRAM DEVELORRMENT TECHNICAL SUPPORT 1,481 1481
RECREATIONONESTOP [R5} NATIONAL RECREATION RESERVATION SERVICE 65 65
REGIONAL SEDIMENT MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 1,800 1,800
RELIABILITY MODELS PROGRAM FOR MAJOR REHAB. 300 300
RESPONSE TO CLIMATE CHANGE AT CORPS PROJECTS 5,000 6,000
REVIEW OF NON-FEDERAL ALTERATIONS OF CIVIL WORKS PROIECTS (SECTICIN 408} 4,000 4,000
WATERBORNE COMMERCE STATISTICS 4,669 4,669
WATER OPERATIGNS TECHNICAL SUPPORT [WOTS) 500 2,500
SUBTOTAL, REMAINING ITEMS 186,266 534,266

TOTAL, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE 2,710,000 3,058,000
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Emerging Harbor Projects.—The recommendation includes fund-
ing for individual projects defined as emerging harbor projects (in
section 210(fX2) of the Water Resources Development Act (WRDA)
of 1986) that exceeds the funding levels envisioned in section
210(cX3) and 210(d)(1)ii) of WRDA 1986.

Great Lakes Navigation System.—The recommendation includes
funding for individual projects within this System that exceeds the
funding level envisioned 1n section 210(dX1)BXii) of WRDA 1986.

Additional Funding for Ongoing Work.—The Corps shall allocate
the additional funding provided in this account in accordance with
only the direction provided here and in the Title I front matter of
this report. When developing the rating system(s) for use in allo-
cating additional funds under this account, the Corps shall consider
giving priority to the following:

(1) ability to complete ongoing work maintaining authorized
depths and widths of harbors and shipping channels, including
where contaminated sediments are present;

(2) ability to address critical maintenance backlog;

(3) presence of the 1.8, Coast Guard;

(4) extent to which the work will enhance national, regional, or
local economic development, including domestic manufacturing ca-
pacity;

(5) extent to which the work will promote job growth or inter-
national competitiveness;

(6) number of jobs created directly by the funded activity;

(7} ability to obligate the funds allocated within the fiscal year;

(8) ability to complete the project, separable element, project
phase, or useful increment of work within the funds allocate£

(9) the risk of imminent failure or closure of the facility; and

(10) for harbor maintenance activities,

—total tonnage handled;

—total exports;

—total imports;

—dollar value of cargo handled;

—energy infrastructure and national security needs served;
—designation as strategic seaports;

—Ilack of alternative means of freight movement; and
—savings over alternative means of freight movement;

The executive branch retains complete discretion over method-
ology of the ratings system(s) and project-specific allocation deci-
gions within the additional funds provided.

Small, Remote, or Subsistence Navigation.—Concerns persist
that the Administration’s criteria for navigation maintenance do
not allow small, remote, or subsistence harbors and waterways to
properly compete for scarce navigation maintenance funds. The
Committee notes that the budget request for this category of
projects has increased over the past few years and urges the Corps
to continue this effort to provide a reasonable and equitable alloca-
tion under this account.

Water Operations Technical Support (WOTS).—Funding in addi-
tion to the budget request is included to continue research into at-
mospheric rivers first funded in fiscal year 2015.

Dredged Material Disposal. —The Corps is directed to review its
policies regarding dredged material disposal to determine whether
these policies continue to be the most appropriate given changing

VerDate Sep 11 2014 21:32 Apr 16, 2015 Jkt 093754 PO 00000 Frm DD057 Frt 6659 Simt 6602 E\HRWOGCWTS4.XXX ATH4



matockstil on DSK4VPTVN1PAOD with HEARINGS

58

economic and environmental realities. The review shall include, at
a minimum, policy limitations in the study phase, including limita-
tions on analyzing confined disposal facilities not yet in operation,
even if use of those facilities would save the Federal government
money over the long term; the sequencing of dredged material dis-
posal sites and individual project efforts; cost share policies, includ-
ing the roles and responsihilities relative to non-Federal sponsors;
changing environmental considerations, including any challenges to
the Federal standard for in-water disposal; and long-term capacity
concerns, including any increases due to anticipated harbor im-
provements. In conducting this review, the Corps shall solicit and
incorporate the views of interested stakeholders and other parties
independent of the Administration. The Secretary shall submit to
the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress not
later than nine months after the enactment of this Act a report de-
scribing the results of this review, including detailed recommenda-
tions for any changes to Federal dredged material disposal policies
necessary to responsibly address the maintenance of Federal navi-
gation channels.

Ririe Reservoir, Idaho.—The Committee appreciates the coopera-
tion to date of the Corps of Engineers and the Bureau of Reclama-
tion to allow limited increases in the amount of water carried over
through the winter flood season without increasing flood risk.
Water users are interested in additional winter water storage, how-
ever, but the potential paths forward are not clear. The Corps and
Reclamation are directed to work together to submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress not later
than 21 days after the enactment of this Act a single report de-
scribing options the water users could pursue for additional water
carryover. The report should detail for each option the roles and re-
sponsibilities of each federal agency as well as the water users, in-
cluding funding requirements, process challenges to be addressed,
an approximate schedule through implementation, any policy or
statutory changes necessary, and other relevant information the
water users would need to make an informed decision on whether
and how they might wish to proceed.

Hopper dredges.—The Water Resources Development Act of 1996
directed the Secretary to initiate a program to increase the use of
private industry hopper dredges for the construction and mainte-
nance of federal navigation channels and to develop and implement
procedures to ensure that private industry hopper dredge capacity
is available to meet both routine and time-sensitive dredging
needs. The Committee notes that this “industry first” policy has
worked well, with private industry increasing capacity by commis-
gioning new hopper dredges and with the Corps instituting “raise
the flag” procedures for time-sensitive situations. The Committee
encourages the Corps to maintain the federal commitment to the
“industry first” policy, including by scheduling the federal hopper
dredges in ready reserve status for only the number of routine test-
ing days necessary to ensure the ability of the vessel to perform ur-
gent and emergency work.

{L
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Navigation safety and efficiency.—Modifications to deep
draft high commercial use channels, including bends and
entrances, are sometimes necessary to ensure safety of
navigation and efficient operations. The Corps is strongly
encouraged to use existing authorities, such as 33 U.S.C.
562, or to make recommendations for appropriate new
or modified authorizations to address such safety and
efficiency issues in a timely manner.
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REGULATORY PROGRAM

Appropriation, 2015 .......... $200,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 205,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ..... 200,000,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, Z015 -——
Budget estimate, 2016 .................. — 5,000,000

This appropriation provides funds to administer laws pertaining
to the regulation of activities affecting U.S. waters, including wet-
lands, in accordance with the Rivers and Harbors Appropriation
Act of 1899, the Clean Water Act, and the Marine Protection, Re-
search, and Sanctuaries Act of 1972. Appropriated funds are used
to review and process permit applications, ensure compliance on
permitted sites, protect important aquatic resources, and support
watershed planning efforts in sensitive environmental areas in co-
operation with states and local communities.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $200,000,000,
the same as fiscal year 2015 and $5,000,000 below the budget re-
quest. The funding increase proposed in the budget request is de-
scribed as necessary to support Clean Water Act rulemaking activi-
ties and rule implementation related to proposed revisions to the
definition of waters of the United States. Since the Committee in-
cludes legislative language prohibiting the Corps from carrying out
these activities, the asscciated funding increase is unnecessary.
The funding provided is therefore sufficient to maintain, at a min-
imum, staffing needs and scientific and technological support for
traditional program activities such as processing permit applica-
tions and conducting the work necessary to reissue the Nationwide
permits in 2017.

In fiscal year 2014 and again in fiscal year 2015, the Committee
raised a concern with the Corps’ changed interpretation of Clean
Water Act requirements related to the identification of a specified
end-user. Congress rejected the new interpretation. Unfortunately,
the Committee continues to hear concerns on this issue. The Com-
mittee again directs the Corps to ensure that all field offices adhere
in all instances to the interpretations directed by the Congress. The
previous direction is repeated here for emphasis and clarity.

The Committee is aware of at least two recent instances in which
local economic development organizations have applied for permits
to prepare sites to attract new economic activity but the Corps has
denied or otherwise frustrated those efforts. Although the local or-
ganizations have established precedent by providing several exam-
ples of where similar applications were approved, the Corps now
claims its regulations require the identification of a specified end-
user of a proposed development 50 it can review final design plans
and other exact specifications of the proposed development in order
to issue a permit. The Committee strongly rejects this new inter-

retation of Clean Water Act requirements. The Corps is not a
E)cal land-use planning agency, and the Clean Water Act provides
neither the directive nor the authority for the Corps to assume
such responsibilities. The Committee encourages the Corps to work
with these permit applicants, and any others with similar applica-
tions, to reach a better balance between allowing desperately need-
ed economic development while still safeguarding important envi-
ronmental resources.
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FORMERLY UTILIZED SITES REMEDIAL ACTION PROGRAM

Appropriation, 2015 ..o $101,500,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ......cccoeeeoieeee. 104,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ......vvcicerve v iinrerirrasr e sereassse e sssssnsssens 104,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 . +2,500,000

Budget estimate, 2016 . -—-

This appropriation ﬁmds the cleanup of certain low—level radio-
active materials and mixed wastes located at sites contaminated as
a result of the nation’s early efforts to develop atomic weapons.

The Congress transferred the Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial
Action Program (FUSRAP) from the Department of Energy to the
Corps of Engineers in fiscal year 1298. In appropriating FUSRAP
funds to the Corps of Engineers, the Committee intended to trans-
fer only the responsibility for administration and execution of
cleanup activities at FUSRAP sites where the Department had not
completed cleanup. The Committee did not transfer to the Corps
ownership of and accountability for real property interests, which
remain with the Department. The Committee expects the Depart-
ment to continue to provide its institutional knowledge and exper-
tise to ensure the success of this program and to serve the nation
and the affected communities.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $104,000,000,
$2,500,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the request. The
Committee continues to support the prioritization of sites, espe-
cially those that are nearing completion. Within the funds provided
in accordance with the budget request, the Corps is directed to
complete the Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study of the
former Sylvania nuclear fuel site at Hicksville, New York, and, as
appropriate, to proceed expeditiously to a Record of Decision and
initiation of any necessary remediation in accordance with the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act (CERCLA).

FLOOD CONTROL AND COASTAL EMERGENCIES

Appropriation, 2015 .......... . $28,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . 34,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ....... 34,600,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 . +6,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 . -——-

This appropriation funds planning, traumng, and other measures
that ensure the readiness of the Corps to respond to floods, hurri-
canes, and other natural disasters, and to support emergency oper-
ations in response to such natural disasters, including advance
measures, flood fighting, emergency operations, the provision of po-
table water on an emergency basis, and the repair of certain flood
and storm damage reduction projects.

The Committee recommends $34,000,000 for this account,
$6,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget re-
quest.
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EXPENSES
Appropriation, 2015 ...iiierssninrersss e stssss e eeenens et sbae s i $178,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 180,600,000
Recommended, 2016 .............coovieee et eesenn s 180,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... e 42,000,000

Budget estimate, 2006 ... -—=

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 $180,000,000,
$2,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget re-
quest.

The Committee reiterates direction provided in fiscal year 2015
regarding implementation of the Water Resources Reform and De-
velopment Act (WRRDA) of 2014.

Public-Private Partnership Program.—The Committee is aware of
the strong support of many Members of the House of Representa-
tives for the public-private partnership (P3) program authorized in
section 5014 of WRRDA 2014. As part of its Civil Works Trans-
formation initiative, the Corps has been discussing for several
years the idea of public-private partnerships as a project delivery
tool to help sustain the performance of existing infrastructure and
construct new infrastructure more quickly. Water resource projects
are different from more traditional P3 projects in key ways, how-
ever, and these issues need to be addressed hefore a P3 program
could be viable. The Corps is directed to submit to the Committees
on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress not later than 60
days after the enactment of this Act a report detailing any work
to date on developing public-private partnerships generally and on
implementing section 5014 specifically (including a schedule for
issuing implementation guidance). The report also shall include a
list of any demonstration projects being evaluated and a detailed
description of the goals, advances, and remaining challenges for
each such demonstration project.

Flood Damage Reduction Projects on Federal Lands.—The Com-
mittee is aware that some locally owned and operated flood damage
reduction projects are located, at least in part, on federal land. One
such project is the R-616 levee, a portion of which is physically lo-
cated on Offutt Air Force Base. Local entities can find it chal-
lenging to try to determine what assistance might be available in
situations involving multiple federal agencies with multiple pro-
grams and authorities, especially when property is owned by mul-
tiple entities. To help minimize this challenge, the Corps is directed
to submit to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress not later than 90 days after the enactment of this Act a
report describing existing programs, authorities, and funding op-
tions available to assist local sponsors with existing flood damage
reduction projects located at least in part on federal land. The re-
port shall include overall programmatic findings, as well as find-
mngs specific to the R—616 project. The Corps shall work with the
other relevant federal agencies to describe available options specific
te the R-616 project.
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OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY FOR CIVIL WORKS
Appropriation, 2015 ... $3,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 5,000,000
Rocommended, 2016 .......... 4,750,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 . +1,750,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . - ~'250,000

The Assistant Secreta:y of the Army for ClVll Works oversees the
Civil Works budget and policy, whereas the Corps’ executive direc-
tion and management of the Civil Works program are funded from
the Expenses account.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,750,000,
$1,750,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $250,000 below the budget
re uest

?n the explanatory statement accompanying the fiscal year 2015
Act, the Committee detailed serious concerns about the breakdown
in traditional roles and responsibilities between the White House,
the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army for Civil Works
(ASA(CW)), and the Corps headquarters. Unfortunately, to date,
the Committee has not noticed significant improvements nor heard
from the ASA(CW) regarding steps taken to address the issues
raised. The Committee eagerly awaits that information.

The recommendation includes legislative language restricting the
availability of 75 percent of the funding prowdeg in this account
until such time as at least 95 percent of the additional funding pro-
vided in each account has been allocated to specific programs,
projects, or activities. As of the writing of this report—almost three
months after the initial work plan submission—a significant por-
tion of the additional funding provided in fiseal year 2015 remains
unallocated, including 39 percent of the Investigations funding and
22 percent of the Construction funding, The Administration has not
shown any sense of urgency to allocate this remaining funding even
after repeated inquiries from this Committee. The legislative provi-
gion is intended to impress upon the Administration the impor-
tance the Committee places on the prudent and expeditious alloca-
tion of additional funding provided in fiscal year 2016.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

The bill continues a provision that prohibits the obligation or ex-
penditure of funds through a reprogramming of funds in this title
except in certain circumstances.

The bill continues a provision prohibiting 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.

The bill continues a provision authorizing the transfer of funds
to the Fish and Wildlife Service to mitigate for fisheries lost due
to Corps of Engineers praojects.

The bill makes permanent a provision prohibiting funds from
being used to develop or implement changes to certain definitions
for the purposes of the Clean Water Act.

The bill includes a provision prohibiting funds from being used
to implement revised guidance on determining jurisdiction under
the Clean Water Act.
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The bill continues a provision prohibiting the use of funds to re-
quire permits for the discharge of dredged or fill material for cer-
tain agriculture activities. Identical language was included in the
fiscal year 2015 Act. As articulated in report language in fiscal
years 2014 and 2015, the Committee has been concerned that the
Corps has changed its interpretation of the Clean Water Act to sig-
nificantly reduce the application of the statutory exemptions in-
cluded in the Act. Since the Corps made no improvements to imple-
mentation in response to the report language, the Committee in-
cluded statutory language in the fiscal year 2015 Act to prohibit
the Corps from requiring permits for the specified activities with-
out exception. Unfortunately the Administration misinterpreted
that language, as well, and issued implementation guidance assert-
ing that the fiscal year 2015 Act language simply reinforced cur-
rent practice. The Corps is directed to implement the provision in
this bill as it i1s intended—as a complete prohibition on requiring
permits for the specified activities; the so-called “recapture provi-
sion” shall not apply to these activities.

The bill contains a provision allowing the possession of firearms
at water resources development projects under certain cir-
cumstances.

The bill includes a provision regarding certain dredged material
disposal activities.

TITLE HA—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT
CENTRAL UTAH PROJECT COMPLETION ACCOUNT

Appropriation, 2015 ....... $9,874,000
Budget estimate, 2016 7,300,000
Recommended, 2016 ...... 9,874,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 .. . -——-
Budget estimate, 2016 ..o e +2,574,000

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 cther 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.

The Committee recommendation includes a total of $9,874,000
for the Central Utah Project Completion Account, which includes
$7,574,000 for Central Utah Project construction, $1,000,000 for
transfer to the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conservation Ac-
count for use by the Utah Reclamation Mitigation and Conserva-
tion Commission, and $1,300,000 for necessary expenses of the Sec-
retary of the Interior. This appropriation is the same as fiscal year
2015 and $2,574,000 above the budget request.
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BUREAU OF RECLAMATION
INTRODUCTION

The mission of the Bureau of Reclamation (Reclamation) is to
manage, develop, and protect water and related resources in an en-
vironmentally and economically sound manner in the interest of
the American public. Since its establishment by the Reclamation
Act of 1902, the Bureau of Reclamation has developed water supply
facilities that have contributed to sustained economic growth and
an enhanced quality of life in the western states. Lands and com-
munities served by Reclamation projects have been developed to
meet agricultural, tribal, urban, and industrial needs. Reclamation
continues to develop authorized facilities to store and convey new
water supplies and 1s the largest supplier and manager of water in
the 17 western states. Reclamation maintains 337 reservoirs with
the capacity to store 245 million acre-feet of water.

As lgeclamation’s large impoundments and appurtenant facilities
reach their design life, the projected cost of operating, maintaining,
and rehabilitating Reclamation infrastructure continues to grow,
yet Reclamation has not budgeted funding sufficient to implement
a comprehensive program to reduce its maintenance backlog. At
the same time, Reclamation is increasingly relied upon to provide
water supply to federally-recognized Indian tribes through water
settlements, rural communities through its Title I Rural Water
Program, and municipalities through its Title XVI Water Reclama-
tion and Reuse Program. Balancing these competing priorities will
be challenging and requires active participation and leadership on
the part of Reclamation and its technical staff.

WESTERN DROUGHT

Extensive and exceptional drought continues to plague the West-
ern United States. The U.S. Drought Monitor for March 31, 2015,
shows that Montana is the only Reclamation state that is virtually
drought free. All or significant portions of eleven Reclamation
states are suffering from severe to exceptional drought. California
has entered a fourth consecutive year of drought.

Drought conditions are difficult to address at the time the
drought is occurring, but there are some things that can be done
to stretch available water supplies. The Bureau of Reclamation and
the Department of the Interior are encouraged to use all of the
flexibility and tools available to mitigate the impacts of this
drought.

The only way to mitigate the effects of future droughts, however,
is through a strategy of providing a combination of additional stor-
age, improved conveyance, and increased efficiencies in the uses of
water both for agriculture and potable purposes. As the West has
consistently been the fastest growing part of the country, it is in-
cumbent on Reclamation, as the lea(i)ing water purveyor in the
West, to lead the way in increasing the water that is available from
one year to the next and to research and develop more efficient
uses of the water that is available.

California.—The Committee notes that, with last year’s passage
of California’s Propositiou 1, the California Water Commission is
expected to begin in early 2017 allocating $2,700,000,000 in fund-
ing for the public benefits of water storage projects. Reclamation,
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in consultation with other relevant federal agencies, is encouraged
to review planned activities, including schedules, to ensure that
federal actions do not needlessly inhibit the ability of lecal entities
to compete for these state funds.

FISCAI YEAR 2016 BUDGET REQUEST AND COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

The fiscal year 2016 budget request for the Bureau of Reclama-
tion totals $1,098,668,000. The Committee recommendation totals
$1,094,668,000, $35,458,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $4,000,000
below the budget request.

A table summarizing the fiscal year 2015 enacted appropriation,
the fiscal year 2016 budget request, and the Committee rec-
ommendation is provided below:

(Doliars in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2036

Actount enacted request Cmte rec.
Water and Related Resources $978,131 $805,157 $948,640
Central Valley Project Restoration Fund 56,995 49,528 49,528
Califarnia Bay-Dalta RESIOFBHIN ........ccmmrmvermmseeemesmnssssosssssesssssnssesssssssssssssses 37,000 37,000 37,000
Policy and Administration 58,500 59,500 59,500
Indian Water Rights SeEHEMENTS ..........cvoeossesmrmriamcsssssrses e -—- 112,483 -—-
San Joaguin River Restoration FURD ..o eccenrseees s s -——— 35,000 -——-
Total, Bureau of Reclamation 1,130,626 1,098,668 1,094,668
Rescission —500 ——— ———
Net Appropriation, Bureau of Reclamation ...............coooooeeosieeroeusie 1,130,126 1,098 668 1,094,668
WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS)
Appropriation, 2015 ..o e e $978,131,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... PO, 805,157,000
Recommended, 2016 ......cconininiminimiini i i ssssasss 948,640,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... —20.491.000
Budget estimate, 2016 ................ +143,483,000

The Water and Related Resources account supports the develop-
ment, construction, management, and restoration of water and re-
lated natural resources in the 17 western states. The account in-
cludes funds for operating and maintaining existing facilities to ob-
tain 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.

For fiscal year 2016, the Committee recommends $948 640,000,
$29,491,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $143,483,000 above the
budget request. The Committee recommendation includes in this
account certain Indian Water Rights Settlements proposed for
funding under a separate account in the President’s budget re-
quest. No funding is included for the San Joaquin River Restora-
tion Fund, which the President’s request also proposed as a new
separate account. Adjusted for this change in sceount structure, the
recommendation is $4,000,000 below the budget request.
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The budget request for this account and the approved Committee
allowance are shown on the following table:
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EMERGENCY PLANNING 3 DISASTER RESPONSE PROGRAM
ENDANGERED SPECIES RECOVERY IMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM
ENVIRONMENTAL PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION
EXAMINATION OF EXISTING STRUCTURES
GENERAL FLANNING ACTIVITIES
INDIAN WATER RIGHTS SETTLEMENTS:
AAMODT LITIGATION SETFLEMENT
CROW TRIBE RIGHTS
NAVAID-GALLUP
TADS PUEBLO
LAND RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
LOWER COLORADO RIVER OPERATIONS PROGRAM
MISCELLANEQHIS FLOQD CONTROL OPERATIONS
NATIVE AMERICAN AFFAIRS PROGRAM
NEGDTIATION & ADMINISTRATION OF WATER MARKETING
OPERATION & PROGAAMA MANAGEMENT
POWER PROGRAM SERVICES
PUBLIC ACCESS AND SAFETY PROGRAM
RECLAMATION LAW ADMINISTRATION
AECREATION & FISH & WILDLIFE PROGRAM ADMIMISTRATION
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT:
DESALINATION AND WATER PURIFICATION PROGRAM
SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY PROGAAM
SITE SECURITY ACTIVITIES
UMITED STATES/MEXICO BORDER ISSUES - TECHNICAL SUPPORT
WATERSMART PROGRAM:
WATERSMART GRANTS
WATER CONSERVATION FIELD SERVICES PROGRAM
COOPERATIVE WATERSHED MANAGEMENT
BASIN STUDIES
DROUGHT RESPONSE & COMPREHENSIVE DROUGHT PLANS
RESILIENT INFRASTRUCTURE INVESTMENTS
TITLE XVt WATER RECLAMATION 8 REUSE PROGRAM

SUBTOTAL, REGIONAL PROGRAMS

TOTAL, WATER AND RELATED RESQURCES

WATER AND RELATED RESOURCES
{AMDLINTS IN THOUSANDS)
BUDGET REQUEST
RESOURCES FACILTIES
MANAGEMENT GMER
R e
24,351 -
1rn -
- 8,809
2,000 —
9,184 -
28,345 -
- 817
10,925 -
1,728 -
962 1,547
2,391 307
586 206
923 -
22m -
2305 1,150
16,565 —
- 26,220
50 -
23,365 -
4,239 -
50 -
5200 -
2,500 -
2,500
20,000 -
176,474 150,795
367418 437,743

TOTAL
1,250
24351
1720
5400
2,000

13,365
4,239
%0
5,200
1,500
1,500
20,000

327,269

805,157

HOUSE RECOMMENDED

RESOURCES FACILTIES
MANAGEMENT OMER

T - 1350
24,351 -
1720 —_
— m
2,bo0 —
6,000 —_
12,772 -
89.663 -
2,043 -
9,188 -
28,345 —
- 817
10,935 —_
178 -
962 1,547
2,391 307
596 e
2323 -
2,202 —_
2,305 1,150
16,565 -
- 26,220
90 -
20,000 —_
4,239 —
250 -
5,200 —_
2,500 -
— 2,500
23,365 -
319,957 156,795
510,857 437,743

TOTAL
1,250
24,351
1720
8,809
2.000

5,000
12,772
89,663

4,048

5,138
28,345

817
10,935

1,728

2,509

2,698

202

2,323

2,202

3,455
16,565
6,220

20

20,000
4139
250
5,200
2,500
23,365
470,752

944,640

¢l
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San Joaquin River Restoration Fund.—The budget request again
proposes an account separate from the Water and Related Re-
sources account for discretionary funding of San Joaquin River Res-
toration activities. As in past years, the Committee includes this
line item within the Water and Related Resources account, al-
though no funding is provided.

Indian Water Rights Seitlements.—The budget request again pro-
poses a new appropriations account for five Indian water rights set-
tlements. As in prior fiscal years, however, the Committee includes
funding for these settlements in the Water and Related Resources
account.

Central Valley Project, San Luis Unit, California—The Com-
mittee is aware that Reclamation and the Western Area Power Ad-
ministration are evaluating the possible construction of a trans-
migsion line to directly serve the San Luis Unit from the Central
Valley Project system as an alternative to receiving service under
the California Independent System Operator’s (CAISO) Tariff. If
this alternative is selected, the agencies are directed to work to-
gether and with the affected Central Valley Project water contrac-
tors to ensure the most efficient and cost-effective process for im-
plementation.

Ririe Reservoir, Idaho.—The Committee appreciates the coopera-
tion to date of the Bureau of Reclamation and the Corps of Engi-
neers to allow limited increases in the amount of water carried
over through the winter flood season without increasing flood risk,
Water users are interested in additional winter water storage, how-
ever, but the potential paths forward are not clear. Reclamation
and the Corps are directed to work together to submit to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations of hoth Houses of Congress not later
than 21 days after the enactment of this Act a single report de-
scribing options the water users could pursue for additional water
carryover. The report should detail for each option the roles and re-
sponsibilities of each federal agency as well as the water users, in-
cluding funding requirements, process challenges to be addressed,
an approximate sci\edule through implementation, any policy or
statutory changes necessary, and other relevant information the
water users would need to make an informed decision on whether
and how they might wish to proceed.

Mni Wiconi Project, South Dakota.—Reclamation is encouraged
to continue working with the Tribes and relevant Federal agencies,
such as the Department of Agriculture, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Indian Health Serv-
ice, and the Department of Housing and Urban Development to co-
ordinate use of all existing authorities and funding sources to fin-
ish needed community system upgrades and connections as quickly
as possible.

Yakima River Basin Water Enhancement Project Integrated Plan,
Washington.—The Committee iz aware of the Integrated Plan that
has been developed by the Yakima River Basin Water Enhance-
ment Project Working Group, including the Bureau of Reclamation,
to address water storage and water supply needs for agriculture,
fish, and municipalities within the Yakima River Basin in Central
Washington. The Committee is supportive of the Plan and encour-
ages the Bureau to move forward on implementing authorized com-
ponents of the Plan.
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WaterSMART Program, Interagency Partnerships.—The Com-
mittee notes the work being undertaken by the Bureau of Reclama-
tion and United States Department of Agriculture’s Natural Re-
sources Conservation Service (NRCS) to coordinate the water use
efficiency assistance authorized under the Secure Water Act and
the on-farm water conservation assistance provided through the
NRCS Environmental Quality Incentives Program. This partner-
ship began in 2011 with attention focused in California, but has
since expanded beyond this area. The Committee encourages Rec-
lamation to continue working with the NRCS to identify and imple-
ment ways within existing authorities to extend the benefits of this
collaborative effort throughout the West.

WaterSMART Program, Title XVI Water Reclamation/Reuse
Projects.—The Committee has heard from numerous stakeholders
who believe the program’s effectiveness could be enhanced through
expanding the pool of projects eligible to compete for funding for
planning, design, or construction activities. The Committee encour-
ages Reclamation to develop and propose to the authorizing com-
mittees of both Houses of Congress recommendations for improve-
ments, which may include programmatic changes and project-spe-
cific authorizations.

CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT RESTORATION FUND

Appropriation, 2015 .......oeeioinmionissien e saenesn e $56,995,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .. 49,528,000
Recommended, 2016 ... e e 49,528,000
Comparisen:

Appropriation, 2015 ... - 7.467,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... ——

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 also is financed through additional
mitigation and restoration payments collected on an annual basis
from project beneficiaries.

For fiscal year 2016, the Committee recommends $49,528,000,
$7,467 000 below fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget re-
quest. Within this amcunt, the Committee provides funding for
programs and activities according to the Administration’s request.
The Committee notes that the decrease for this account in the
budget request and recommendation is based on a three-year roll-
ing average of collections, in accordance with the authorizing stat-
ute.

The Committee has heard from Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives and affected stakeholders concerned with the effective-
ness of the funds expended, as well as progress made towards the
activities and goals delineated in the Act. The Committee notes
these concerns have been expressed repeatedly even though Rec-
lamation makes an annual report available to the public. The Com-
mittee welcomes a discussion on ways to make Reclamation’s ex-
planation of its work under this program more accessible and
meaningful for all interested stakeholders.

mstockstill on DSKAVPTVNI PROD with HEARINGS
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Water Supply Authorities.—Reclamation is directed to
submit to the Committees on Appropriations of both

Houses of Congress not later than 180 days after the
enactment of this Act a report detailing the
authorizations (including specific statutory citations)
currently available to provide additional water supply to
drought prone areas; an assessment of opportunities to
accelerate actions to provide water supply; and research
and development investments that could expand or
maximize existing supplies through water quality
improvements such as addressing Colorado River Salinity
or impaired water.
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Anadromous Fish Screen Program.—The Committee notes the
progress being made to screen the high priority unscreened diver-
sions on the Sacramento River under the Bureau of Reclamation’s
Anadromous Fish Screen Program. The Committee encourages Rec-
lamation to continue its focus on screening of the remaining high
priority diversions from within funds made available under the
Central Valley Project Restoration Fund in future budget requests.

CALIFORNIA BAY-DELTA RESTORATION
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS}

Appropriation, 2015 ... icieeiiriiiccir e e eassae s $37,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 37,000,000
Recommended, 20018 ... ... e 37,000,000

Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 . -
Budget estimate, 2016 R _——

The California Bay-Delta Restoramon account ﬁmds the federal
share of water supply and reliability improvements, ecosystem im-
provements, and other activities being developed for the Sac-
ramento-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 Envi-
ronmental and Water Security Act enacted in 1996.

For fiscal year 2016, the Committee recommends $37,000,000,
the sa.me as ﬁscal year 201o avd the budget requast

ply projects are abl%
ommittee directs the B
hese feasibility studies,

ttatements, as soon as prae ablsAt a minimum, pubhcly avail-
adies and envirdwgental reviews should be

POLICY AND ADMINISTRATION

APPrOPrIation, Z015 ..........ooeooeeooeeeeeee oo eeeeereeses s rerssemessssnasamreeneseee $58,500,000
Budpget estimate, 2016 ... 59,500,000
Recoramended, 2016 .........ccoorvmviinienininirnin e 59,600,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 . +1,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 . berretr e g e b s nen -——=

The Policy and Ademstratlon account prmndes for the executive
direction and management of all Reclamation activities, as per-
formed by the Commissioner’s office in Washington, D.C.; the Tech-
nical Service Center in Denver, Colorado; and, in five regmna.l of-
fices. 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 appro-
priations. For fiscal year 2016, the Committee recommends
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The Commitiee notes that with the passage last year
of California’s Proposition 1, the California Water Com-
migsion s expected o begin in early 2017 alloeating
$2,700,000,000 for the pnblic benefits of water storage
projects. To ensnree that the CALIED water supply
projects are able to compete for the available State fund-
i, the Lill inelndes a general provision directing the Bu-
reaun of Reelaation to complete cach of these feasibility
studies by a speeific date and to submit the completed
studies to the appropriate committees of both Iouses of
Congress. The language also requires periodic progress
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$59,500,000, $1,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the
budget request.

The recommendation includes legislative language restricting the
availability of 75 percent of this %\Imdjng until such time as Rec-
lamation complies with congressional and statutory direction re-
lated to the Technical Memorandum on buried metallic water pipe
and the associated pipeline reliability study.

With the notable exception of the issue of buried metallic water
pipe, Reclamation’s responsiveness to congressional direction and
Committee information requests has improved significantly since
last year. The Committee appreciates Reclamation’s efforts.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISION

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

‘GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

The bill continues a provision regarding the circumstances in
which the Bureau of Reclamation may reprogram funds.

The bill continues a provision regarding the San Luis Unit and
Kesterson Reservoir in California.

TITLE III-DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

INTRODUCTION

Funds recommended in Title III provide for all Department of
Energy programs, including Energy Efficiency and Renewable En-
ergy, Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliallity, Nuclear Energy,
Fossil Energy Research and Development, Naval Petroleum and
Qil Shale Reserves, the Strategic Petroleum Reserve, the Northeast
Home Heating Oil Reserve, the Energy Information Administra-
tion, Non-Defense Environmental Cleanup, the Uranium Enrich-
ment Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund, Science, Nu-
clear Waste Disposal, the Advanced Research Projects Agency—En-
ergy, Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program, Advanced
Technology Vehicle Manugcturi.ng Loans Program, Departmental
Administration, Office of the Inspector General, the National Nu-
clear Security Administration (Weapons Activities, Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation, Naval Reactors, and Federal Salaries and Ex-
penses), Defense Environmental Cleanup, Defense Uranium En-
richment Decontamination and Decommissioning, Other Defense
Activities, the Power Marketing Administrations, and the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Department of Energy has requested a total budget of
$30,527,136,000, as estimated by the Congressional Budget Office,
in fiscal year 2016 to fund programs in its four primary mission
areas: science, energy, environment, and national security. The De-
partment of Energy budget request is $2,610,339,000 above fiscal
year 2015.

The Committee’s recommendation restructures the balance of the
hill to ensure inherently federal responsibilities, such as national
security, basic science activities, and environmental cleanup, are
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supported, while investing in long-term research to improve exist-
ing forms of energy production and to develop new and innovative
forms of energy for the nation’s long-term energy independence and

prosperity.
CONGRESSIONAL DIRECTION

Article I, section 9 of the United States Constitution states “No
money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of Ap-
propriations made by law”.

The Committee continues the Department’s reprogramming au-
thority in statute to ensure that the Department carries out its
programs consistent with congressional direction. This reprogram-
ming authority is established at the program, project, or activity
level, whichever is the most specific included in the table detailing
the Committee’s recommendation for the Department of Energy’s
various accounts. The Committee also prohibits new starts through
the use of reprogramming and includes other direction to improve
public oversight of the Department’s actions. In addition, the rec-
ommendation continues a general provision specifying which trans-
fer authorities may be used for accounts funded by this Act.

FINANCIAL REPORTING AND MANAGEMENT

The Department is still not in full compliance with its statutory
requirement to submit to Congress, at the time that the President’s
budget request is submitted, a future-years energy program that
covers the fiscal year of the budget submission and the four suc-
ceeding years, as directed in the fiscal year 2012 Act. Development
and submission of a five-year budget 1s an important step in en-
haneing the Department’s ability to conduct long-term planning
and to understand issues that might impact the affordability of cer-
tain proposals. The Department is directed to submit not later than
80 days after the enactment of this Act to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress a report on a plan to be-
come fully compliant with this requirement.

The Committee continuez to be concerned about the Depart-
ment’s management of its prior-year carryover funds and the build-
up of excessive prior-year balances that are greater than five years
old. Retaining these old balances places a cumbersome administra-
tive burden on DOE programs and makes the Department’s finan-
cial management processes inefficient and unnecessarily complex.
Last year, the Committee directed the Department to consider all
balances greater than five years old effectively expired and to sub-
mit all remaining unexpended balances greater than five years old
as an offset to its annual budget request. The Department proposed
a limited amount of funding in certain accounts to offset the fiscal
year 2016 budget request, but did not submit any requests to re-
tain specific prior-year funds. The Committee will monitor the
monthly financial reports provided by the Department to ensure
that these funds are eliminated during budget execution. The Com-
mittee will consider any additional amounts that have not been
spent by the end of fiscal year 2015 to be available for offset, un-
less a specific request is received to retain those balances. The
Committee will continue to consider all Department of Energy pro-
grams under a five year period of availability in future years.
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The Committee is also concerned that the Department is failing
in its responsibility to ensure that DOE contracts with incurred
costs valued at billions of dollars per year are audited in a timely
manner. The DOE Inspector General recently investigated cost
audit coverage of non-maintenance and operating contracts and
found that the current cost audit coverage was insufficient because
the Department primarily utilizes the Defense Contract Audit
Agency and that agency has been unable to perform many of its au-
dits on a timely basis. The Department is directed to submit not
later than 120 days after the enactment of this Act to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress a plan to im-
prove cost audit coverage, with clear milestones and performance
measures. :

Alleviation of Poverty. —The Secretary of Energy is directed to
provide not later than 120 days after the enactment of this Act a
report detailing all domestic and international projects and pro-
grams within its jurisdiction that contribute to the alleviation of
poverty. '

MANAGEMENT OF SPENT NUCLEAR FUEL AND DEFENSE WASTE

Despite the DC Circuit Court of Appeals ruling that the Adminis-
tration’s refusal to finish the Yucea Mountain license application
was illegal, the Administration continues to disregard current law
regarding Yucca Mountain. These actions to stop the development
of the Yuceca Mountain High-Level Waste Repository have delayed
the federal government from fulfilling the legal requirement to take
responsibility for civilian spent nuclear fuel, increasing the finan-
cial penalties taxpayers must bear. The remaining liability is cur-
rently estimated to be $22,600,000,000. Under current law, any
damages or settlements in this litigation will be paid out of the
Judgment Fund. In addition, high-level defense waste at sites
across the country now have no disposition pathway, presenting
the likelihood that the federal government will have to pay pen-
alties to the states as deadlines for removal are missed.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) has completed the
Safety Evaluation Report for the project finding no substantive rea-
sons that the Yucca Mountain Site cannot be completed. In Volume
2 which covers safety before permanent closure, the NRC concludes
that with reasonable assurance, subject to proposed conditions, the
Department’s application meets the NRC regulatory requirements.
The NRC has also begun preparing a supplement to the Depart-
ment’s environmental impact statement (EIS) on the proposed geo-
logie repository for spent nuclear fuel and high-level radioactive
waste at Yucca Mountain in Nevada. Previously, the NRC staff
found the EIS prepared by the Department did not adequately ad-
dress all of the repository-related effects on groundwater, or from
surface discharges of groundwater. In 2013, the Commission asked
the Department to prepare a supplement. Rather than comply with
the Court Order, the Department updated its analysis of potential
groundwater impacts after closure of a repository at the site, and
in February 2015 the Commission directed the NRC staff to pre-
pare the supplement. The NRC staff will use the Department’s
analysis in preparing the supplement, which is expected to be com-
pleted in the Spring of 2016.
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Nevertheless, the Administration’s fiscal year 2016 budget re-
quest once again attempts to fund unauthorized alternatives for
used nuclear fuel disposition instead of moving forward with Yueca
Mountain. It includes a proposal to implement the Department’s
Strategy for the Management and Disposal of Used Nuclear Fuel
and High-Level Radicactive Waste, which was informed by the Ad-
ministration’s Blue Ribbon Commission that by its very charter did
not examine the suitability of Yucca Mountain as a permanent re-
pository. This strategy is estimated to eost $5,700,000,000 over the
next ten years and proposes to reform the current funding arrange-
ment for the Department’s nuclear waste fund management pro-
gram. The recommendation rejects these non-Yueca proposals and
makes clear that any activities funded from the Nuclear Waste
Fund must be in support of Yucca Mountain.

To address the Administration’s failure to execute current law,
the recommendationhprovides $150,000,000 within Nuclear Waste
Disposal to support the Yucca Mountain High-Level Waste Geologi / - ,
Reiiory and $50.606,000 St n The Ndons: Repeimrs Aoae—{ 251 00000D
mission to support the continued adjudication of the Yucea Moun-
tain license application. The Committee notes that geological re-
positories in addition t¢ Yucca Mountain will be needed. If the Con-
gress provides the authority for such repositories, as well as for a
consensus-based siting process, the Committee will consider sup-
port for such activities at that time. In the meantime, the bill con-
tains a prohibition on using funds to close the Yucea Mountain li-
cense application or to take actions that would irrevocably remove
Yucca Mountain as an option for a repository.

PROLIFERATION OF CENTERS

The Committee remains concerned with the Department’s con-
tinual proposals to establish new research centers reliant on out-
year funding commitments subject to future appropriations. In fis-
cal year 2016, the Department proposed funding two new Clean
Energy Manufacturing Innovation Institutes, in addition to pro-
viding continued funding for the existing four Institutes funded in
prior years. In last year’s Act, two Energy Innovation Hubs were
renewed in for another five-year term while funds were provided to
support continued operations at the other two existing Hubs. Fur-
thermore, the Department is requesting continued funding for the
BiocEnergy Research Centers and additional funds for the Energy
Frontier Research Centers. The funding of institutes constitutes a
growing portion of the Department’s budget and represents a sig-
nificant out-year investment.

While the fiscal year 2016 request provided more detail than be-
fore for the establishment of new research centers, the Committee
expects the Department to provide a more detailed analysis in fu-
ture requests. The Committee continues to support the ongoing re-
view of all existing research centers and urges the Department to
take a critical look at its portfolic to determine where improve-
ments can be made in its existing inventory of research centers.

The Committee reiferates its previous direction for the Depart-
ment to explicitly include in future budget justifications for all cen-
ters, hubs, institutes, facilities, and any other persistent, location-
based grantees; their current and proposed funding levels; expected
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out-year commitments; and details on their programmatic and
technical goals.

COMMONLY RECYCLED PAPER

The Department shaill not expend funds for projects that know-
ingly use as a feedstock commonly recycled paper that is seg-
regated from municipal solid waste or collected as part of a collec-
tion system that commingles commonly recycled paper with other
solid waste at any point from the time of collection through mate-
rials recovery.

OFFICE OF TECHNOLOGY TRANSITIONS

The Committee acknowledges the Department’s efforts to expand
the commercial impact of its research activities in creating the Of-
fice of Technology Transitions. As one of the largest providers of
basic and applied research in the nation, the Department is at the
forefront of innovation. The scientific and technical capabilities of
the Department’s research centers and the National Laboratories
have been an essential component in many technological break-
throughs. The Committee supports the continued efforts of the De-
partment in assisting the transfer of federally funded research
from the lahoratory to the commercial sector. However, the Com-
mittee expects that these technology transfer efforts will receive
equal treatment across each of the Department’s research activi-
ties. In carrying out the activities of the Office of Technology Tran-
gitions, the Department is directed to use funding taken from indi-
vidual applied research offices on projects within the purview of
that same applied research office. The Committee directs the De-
partment to submit to the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress not later than 180 days after enactment of this
Act a report on the activities of the Office of Technology Transi-
tions and provide a table tracking the usage of the Energy Tech-
nology Commercialization Fund to specific technology transfer and
partnership activities.

EDUCATIONAL ACTIVITIES

The Department is prohibited from funding fellowship and schol-
arship programs in fiscal year 2016 unless the programs were ex-
plicitly included in the budget justification or funded within this
recommendation. Any new or ongoing programs that the Depart-
ment chooses to fund in fiscal year 2016 must be detailed in the
fiscal year 2016 budget justifications. This direction shall be fol-
lowed in future fiscal years unless contradicted by the Committee.

REPROGRAMMING AND TRANSFER GUIDELINES

The Committee requires the Department te inform the Com-
mittee promptly and fully when a change in program execution and
funding is required during the fiscal year. The Department’s re-
programming requirements are detailed in statute. To assist the
Department in this effort, the following guidance is provided for
programs and activities.

Definition.—A reprogramming includes the reallocation of funds
from one activity to another within an appropriation. The ree-
ommendation includes a general provision providing internal re-
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programming authority to the Department, as long as no program,
roject, or activity 15 increased or decreased by more than
55,000,000 or 10 percent, whichever is less, compared to the levels
in the table detailing the Committee’s recommendations for the De-
partment’s wvarious accounts. For construction projects, a re-
programming constitutes the reallocation of funds from one con-
struction project to another project or a change of $2,000,000 or 10
percent, whichever is less, 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 activity until the next fiscal year would result in a
detrimental impact to an agency program or priority. A reprogram-
ming may also be considered if the Department can show that sig-
nificant cost savings can accrue by increasing funding for an activ-
ity. Mere convenience or preference should not be a factor for con-
sideration. A reprogramming may not be employed to initiate new
programs, or to change program, project, or activity allocations spe-
cifically denied, limited, or increased by the Congress in the Act or
report.

Reporting and Approval Procedures.—In recognition of the secu-
rity missions of the Department, the legislative guidelines allow
the Secretary and the Administrator of the National Nuclear Secu-
rity Administration jointly to waive the reprogramming restriction
by certifying to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses
of Congress that it is in the nation’s security interest to do so. The
Department shall not deviate from the levels for activities specified
in the report which are below the level of the detail table, except
through the regular notification procedures of the Committee. No
funds may be added to programs for which funding has been de-
nied. Any reallocation of new or prior-year budget authority or
pricr-year de-obligations, or any request to implement a reorga-
nization which includes moving previcous appropriations between
appropriations accounts must be submitted to the Committees on
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress in writing and may not
be implemented prior to approval by the Committees.

Transfers.—As in fiseal year 2015, funding actions inte or out of
accounts funded by this Act may only be made by transfer authori-
ties provided by this or other Appropriations Acts.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS

The Committee’s recommendations for Department of Energy
programs in fiscal year 2016 are described in the following sections.
A detailed funding table is included at the end of this title.

ENERGY PROGRAMS
ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY

Appropriation, 2015 ... reeeeee $1,923,935,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... e 2,722,987,000
Recommended, 2006 ..ot sr e snrreis e sree e s esmesans 1,657,774,000
Comparison:

ppropriation, 2015 ...t rae e —266,161,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ...coo..coooocvonn. —1,065.213,000

Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy (EERE) programs in-
clude research, development, demonstration, and deployment ac-
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tivities advancing energy efficiency and renewable energy tech-
nologies, as well as federal energy assistance programs. The EERE
program is divided into three portfolios: sustainable transportation,
renewable energy, and energy efficiency. The sustainable transpor-
tation portfolio, which consists of the vehicles, bicenergy, and hy-
drogen and fuel ceil programs, advances the development of plug-
in electric and other alternative vehicles, high-efficiency advanced
combustion engines, and the replacement of oil with clean domestic
transportation fuels. The renewable energy portfolio, which consists
of the solar, wind, water, and geothermal programs, aims to de-
velop innovative technologies to make renewable electricity genera-
tion cost competitive with traditional sources of energy. The energy
efficiency portfolio, which consists of the advanced manufacturing,
buildings, and federal energy assistance programs, seeks cost-effec-
tive solutions to reduce energy comsumption in plants, buildings,
and homes,

The Committee recommends $1,657,774,000 for Energy Efficiency
and Renewable Energy, $266,161,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$1,065,213,000 below the budget request.

For the purposes of allocating funding, the Committee encour-
ages the Department to examine the feasibility of ultra conductive
copper as an application-driven, crosscutting technology area, in-
cluding funding to support prototype development and the scale-up
of manufacturing with established experts within EERE.

The Department is directed to end the practice of taking a small
fraction of annual funding within EERE technology offices to fund
incubator programs.

SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORTATION

The Vehicle, Bioenergy, and Hydrogen and Fuel Cell Tech-
nologies programs fund activities that can reduce American expo-
sure to future high oil prices. Research into cutting-edge tech-
nologies that will increase the fuel economy of gasoline and diesel
fuel vehicles—the vast majority of today’s fleet—will allow Ameri-
cans to spend less on fuel while traveling the same distance. Re-
search into next-generation automotive and fuel cell technologies
that power vehicles with domestic energy sources such as natural
gas, electricity, biofuels, and hydrogen can likewise dramatically
lower the impact of future high gas prices on Americans.

The Committee recommends $514,783,000 for Sustainable Trans-
portation, $87,217,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $278,217,000
below the budget request.

Vehicle Technologies.—The Committee recommends $255,400,000
for Vehicle Technologies, $24,600,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$188,600,000 below the budget request. The Committee acknowl-
edges the success of the SuperTruck I program in improving freight
and heavy-duty vehicle efficiency. Within available funds, the rec-
ommendation includes $8,000,000 for the SuperTruck II program to
further improve the efficiency of heavy-duty class 8 long- and re-
gional-haul vehicles through multi-year awards subject to future
availability of funds. The Department is directed to provide max-
imum funding flexibility needed to achieve the program’s objec-
tives. Additionally, the Department should consider industry-wide
impacts when making these awards.
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The recommendation provides $95,000,000 for Batteries and
Electric Drive Technology, of which $40,800,000 is for advanced
battery development, including up to $6,000,000 to continue na-
tional laboratory performance testing and life cycle diagnostic as-
sessment activities that validate and verify advanced battery per-
formance.

The recommendation provides $25,900,000 for Qutreach and De-
velopment, of which $24,000,000 is for the Clean Cities program.
No funding is provided for Advanced Vehicle Competitions or the
Alternative Fuel Vehicle Community Partner projects. The Com-
mittee urges the Department to support training and outreach, in-
cluding to small repair shops, related to diesel to natural gas retro-
fits.

For other subprograms within Vehicle Technologies, the ree-
ommendation provides $34,500,000 for Vehicle and Systems Sim-
ulation and Testing; $47,000,000 for Advanced Combustion En-
gines; $32,500,000 for Materials Technology; and $22,500,000 for
Fuels Technology.

The Committee encourages Vehicle Technologies to further ad-
dress the need to overcome the barriers to widespread adoption of
lightweight designs that include mixed materials such as magne-
sium alloys, aluminum alloys, high-strength steels, and fiber-rein-
forced polymer composites. Applied research is needed to develop
coatings, adhesives, high-strength fiber glass, and other advanced
materials to effectively join mixed materials, prevent corrosion, re-
duce costs, and address consumer requirements such as noise miti-
gation and appearance.

The Committee also encourages the Department to work with the
natural gas vehicle industry to identify needs and develop solutions
for additional engines and emissions control technologies in order
to obtain the emission advantages when using natural gas in high
efficiency engines.

Biocenergy Technologies.—The Committee recommends
$165,300,000 for Bicenergy Technologies, $59,700,000 below fiscal
year 2015 and $80,700,000 below the budget request.

Within available funds, the recommendation includes
$46,500,000 for Feedstocks, of which $30,000,000 is for research
and development of biofuels from algae feedstocks; $75,500,000 for
Conversion Technologies; $25,800,000 for Demonstration and De-
ployment, of which no funding is for the joint initiative with the
Navy and the Department of Agriculture to develop commercial
diesel and jet biofuels production capacity for defense purposes;
and $11,000,000 for Strategic Analysis and Cross-Cutting Sustain-
ability.

The Committee directs the Department to develop a comprehen-
sive list of existing demonstration and pilot-scale multi-user facili-
ties for bio-based products, chemicals, and intermediates, including
synthesis gas, hydrogen, and methane, assess the gaps and needs
of such inventory, and report to the Committees on Appropriations
of both Houses of Congress not later than 90 days after the enact-
ment of this Act.

Hydrogen and Fuel Cell Technologies.—The Committee rec-
ommends $94,083,000 for Hydrogen and Fuel Cell Technologies,
$2,917,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $8,917,000 below the budget
request.
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Within available funds, the recommendation includes $7,000,000
for Technology Validation, of which $5,000,000 is to continue to
conduct testing and analysis of fuel cells as industrial-scale energy
storage devices, with validation and testing using full-seale testing
and demonstration capabilities.

The Committee recognizes the achievements of the Fuel Cell
Technologies program, and expresses its continued support for fuel
cell and hydrogen energy systems for stationary, vehicle, motive
and portable power applications. Through the Market Trans-
formation program, the Department should engage in cost-shared
deployments to encourage expanding state-related activities includ-
ing, but not limited to: tri-generation facilities, ground support
equipment for aviation and maritime ports, hybrid-vehicle range
extenders, energy storage projects to support base load renewable
energy projects, and microgrid deployments to improve resiliency.
Additionally, the Department should work with states to overcome
challenges associated with deployment of hydrogen infrastructure.

RENEWABLE ENERGY

The Solar Energy, Wind Energy, Water Power, and Geothermal
Technologies programs fund applied research, development, and
demonstration to reduce the cost of renewable energy to economi-
cally competitive levels. Research into innovative technologies, such
as photovoltaic and concentrating solar technologies, offshore wind,
hydropower, and ground heat, can expand energy production from
our domestic resources and reduce our dependence on foreign oil.

The Committee recommends $326,750,000 for Renewable Energy,
$129,250,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $318,450,000 below the
budget request. :

Solar Energy.—The Committee recommends $151,600,000 for
Solar Energy, $81,400,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $185,100,000
below the budget request. Within available funds, the recommenda-
tion provides $32,000,000 for Concentrating Solar Power;
$33,000,000 for Photovoltaic Research and Development;
$39,500,000 for Systems Integration; and $23,000,000 for Innova-
tions in Manufacturing Competitiveness, of which no funding is in-
cluded for the SUNPATH III program.

Within the funds available for Innovations in Manufacturing
Competitiveness, the Committee directs the Solar Technologies pro-
gram to provide funding opportunities, as proposed in the budget
request, that support U.S. equipment supply chain technology ef-
forts, which will reduce the cost of manufacturing silicon photo-
voltaic cells by reducing the amount of raw material silicon needed
te produce a solar cell while also increasing manufacturing effi-
cit-ﬁwies by removing manufacturing process steps to produce solar
cells.

Wind Energy.—The Committee recommends $90,450,000 for
Wind Energy, $16,550,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $55,050,000
below the budget request. Within available funds, the recommenda-
tion provides $37,000,000 for the Offshore Wind Advanced Tech-
nology Demonstration Project; $2,000,000 to continue research and
development in support of the offshore demonstration project;
$10,000,000 for the Mitigate Market Barriers program, of which
$4,500,000 is for the research initiative focused on Eagle Impact
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Mitigation Technologies; and $1,000,000 for the Wind for Schools
program. .

e Committee continues to support wind activities with large
generation potential that rely on technology innovations that would
not be developed by the private sector alone. To this end, the Com-
mittee supports an emphasis on offshore wind technologies that ad-
dress the unique opportunities and issues across the nation’s wa-
terways, such as high winds, icing, and deep water, rather than
those technologies currently being considered hy the private sector.

Water Power.—The Committee recommends $38,700,000 for
Water Power, $22,300,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $28,300,000
below the budget request. Within available funds, the recommenda-
tion provides §21,280,000 for marine and hydrokinetic technologies
and $16,720,000 for conventional hydropower, of which $3,960,000
is for the purposes of Section 242 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005,

The Committee recognizes the Department’s funding of marine
hydrokinetic power research and understands the Department’s
basis for past allocation of funding between the various sources of
marine hydrokinetic power. The Committee also understands that
locations for harnessing various forms of marine hydrokinetic
power are located closer to major population centers, which could
utilize the power created by marine hydrokinetic power tech-
nologies. The Committee directs the Department to allocate the
current fiscal year funding to marine hydrokinetic power based on
the Department’s comprehensive resource assessments and indus-
try and stakeholder input, allowing for the further development of
marine hydrokinetic power technologies.

Geothermal  Technologies.—The  Committee  recommends
$46,000,000 for Geothermal Technologies, $9,000,000 below fiscal
year 2015 and $50,000,000 below the budget request. Within avail-
able funds, the recommendation provides $27,000,000 for Enhanced
Geothermal Systems, of which $21,000,000 is for ongoing activities
for the Frontier Observatory for Research in Geothermal Energy
project.

ENERGY EFFICIENCY

The Advanced Manufacturing, Building Technologies, Federal
Energy Management, and Weatherization and Intergovernmental
programs advance cost-effective solutions to reduce energy con-
sumption through increased efficiency. Research into cutting-edge
technologies that enhance manufacturing processes, develop ad-
vanced materials, and reduce energy use in buildings, homes, and
factories can serve the national interest by greatly reducing our en-
ergy needs, while also giving American manufacturers an advan-
tage to compete in the global marketplace.

The Committee recommends $617,562,000 for Energy Efficiency,
$24,438,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $412,025,000 below the
budget request.

Advanced  Manufacturing.—The  Committee  recommends
$205,000,000 for Advanced Manufacturing, $5,000,000 above fiscal
year 2015 and $199,000,000 below the budget request. Within
available funds, the recommendation provides not less than
$4,205,000 for improvements in the steel industry; not less than
$20,000,000 for combined heat and power activities relevant to in-
dustrial applications and energy savings in manufacturing proe-
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esses; and not less than $500,000 to continue efforts furthering im-
provements in mechanical insulation. The Committee encourages
the Department to continue to support technical assistance for com-
bined heat and power demonstrations and deployments that sup-
port systems-level optimization, microgrids, and grid integration,
as well as research and development into next-generation combined
heat and power technologies.

For subprograms within Advanced Manufacturing, the rec-
ommendation provides $79,000,000 for Next Generation Manufac-
turing Research and Development Projects, of which $12,900,000 is
for the Advanced Manufacturing Incubator; $28,500,000 for Indus-
trial Technical Assistance; and $106,500,000 for Advanced Manu-
facturing Research and Development Facilities, of which
$25,000,000 is for the fifth year of funding for the Critical Mate-
rials Energy Innovation Hub, $10,000,000 is for the Manufacturing
Demonstration Facility and the Carbon Fiber Test Facility,
$1,500,000 is for the joint additive manufacturing pilot institute
with the Department of Defense, and $70,000,000 is for five Clean
Energy Manufacturing Innovation (CEMI) Institutes. The Depart-
ment may use up to $6,000,000 of funding provided under Research
and Development Projects to support operations of the Manufac-
turing Demonstration Facility and the Carbon Fiber Test Facility,
should additional funding be needed.

The recommendation supports the establishment of one new
CEMI Institute in fiscal year 2016, in addition to the four estab-
lished using fiscal years 2013, 2014, and 2015 funding. Should the
Department propose funding for additional CEMI Institutes in the
future, the Committee directs that all future budget justifications
include a specific research topic associated with a CEMI Institute,
which will provide the Committee with the necessary transparency
to evaluate and prioritize funding to ensure that only highly-effec-
tive centers closely aligned with Advanced Manufacturing program
missions are funded.

The Committee recognizes the significant outcomes from
partnering with industry to create American jobs and strengthen
the U.S. manufacturing base and encourages an applied research
funding opportunity anncuncement as a part of the Process inten-
sification applied research portfolio which includes innevative ap-
proaches to low-thermal budget process heating and thermally acti-
vated chemical reactions to reduce industrial energy intensity.
Suitable approaches might include novel applications of electro-
magnetic energy, such as microwave or radio frequency, and novel
materials that require less energy to heat or chemically react.

The Committee also recognizes the importance of the textile sec-
tor and believes that federal support for advanced textile research
is essential to maintaining the competitiveness of the domestic tex-
tile and apparel industry. The Committee believes that advanced
textile research can develop more sustainable manufacturing proc-
esses and technologies that will benefit producers, foster the re-
shoring of textile jobs to the United States, and reduce the glohal
environmental impact of textile manufacturing. The Committee
therefore encourages the Department to consider the need for com-
petitively-funded advanced textile manufacturing process research.

The Committee is aware that the U.S, represents the largest
market for lithium metal, a near critical material with national se-
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curity and advanced manufacturing applications. The Committee
notes that the U.S. domestic supply and technology position of lith-
ium metal is on a downward trend relative to China and Russia.
Assuring domestic production of lithium metal is critical to many
investments made across the Department. The Committee directs
the Department to analyze the impact federal investment may
have in strengthening the availability and usage of lithium, includ-
ing low-sodium lithivm metal, and issue not later than 180 days
after the enactment of this Act a report on the Department’s capa-
bilities to increase U.S. domestic supply.

Building Technologies.—The Committee recommends
$150,362,000 for Building Technologies, $21,638,000 below fiscal
year 2015 and $113,638,000 below the budget request.

Within available funds, the recommendation includes
$14,000,000 for the Building America program, the same as the re-
quest, and $6,000,000 for research and development activities for
small scale combined heat and power systems that can be used for
residential and small commercial settings.

For the subprograms within Building Technologies, the rec-
ommendation provides $28,000,000 for Commercial Buildings Inte-

ation; $55,862,000 for Emerging Technologies, of which

21,000,000 is for solid state lighting and, in addition to funds rec-
ommended for lighting research and development, $5,000,000 is for
the second Bright Tomorrow Lighting Prize, or “L Prize,” which of-
fers both a monetary prize and federal procurement and other ben-
efits to the first organization that manufactures highly-efficient
PAR38 halogen replacement lamps meeting various technical re-
quirements; $41,000,000 for Equipment and Buildings Standards;
and $23,000,000 for Residential Buildings Integration.

Commercial buildings account for 19 percent of the energy con-
sumed in the United States. In order to improve energy e%giency
within this important market, a national program to improve the
energy efficiency of small- and medium-sized commercial buildings
is needed. Within available funds, up to $10,000,000 is to support
a competitive funding opportunity for proposals that would achieve
deeper energy efficiency improvements in small- and medium-sized
commercial buildings.

The Committee recognizes that adaptive, automated, and learn-
ing building technologies offer new opportunities for energy savings
in residential and commercial buildings. The Committee encour-
ages the Department to support collaborative research with indus-
try and demonstration of the energy savings potential of adaptive
connected equipment and responsive building technologies.

Consistent with current policy, of the funds made available for
Building Technologies, the Department is directed not to advocate,
gromote, or discourage the adoption or inclusion of a particular

uilding energy code or code provision, other than the technical
and economic analysis work required by statutory mandate, or to
provide funding to private third parties or non-governmental orga-
nizations that eniage in this type of advocacy.

Furthermore, the Committee encourages the Department to en-
sure consideration of states and localities’ priorities when devel-
oping a program for the Building Energy Codes Program.

The Committee directs the Department to work with its partner
agencies, industry, and relevant university programs to initiate not
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later than eight months after the enactment of this Act a study of
the potential benefits of “smart home” electronics. The study should
include, but not be limited to: consumer control of energy sources
in the home from remote locations outside the home, compatible
appliance availability, control of compatible appliances from remote
locations cutside the home, energy demand and load data capture
and reporting, automation of energy monitoring and reduced con-
sumption, and cost-effective technologies that could further save
consumers money and reduce the energy consumption in homes,
and an evaluation of research and development approaches for in-
creasing energy efficiency of home energy consumption.

Additionally, the Committee encourages the Department to con-
tinue to consider energy savings from increased energy efficiency of
consumer electronics.

Federal Energy Management Program.—The Committee rec-
ommends $18 800,000 for the Federal Energy Management Pro-
gram, $8,200,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $24,288,000 below the
budget request.

Weatherization and Intergovernmental Programs.—The Com-
mittee recommends $243,400,000 for Weatherization and Intergov-
ernmental Programs, $400,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$75,099,000 below the budget request.

The recommendation provides $180,000,000 for Weatherization
Assistance Grants, all of which is for formula grants; $3,000,000 for
Training and Technical Assistance; and $50,000,000 for the State
Energy Program. The recommendation includes no funding for com-
petitive awards within the Weatherization Assistance Program to
def*%relop and test financing models to support energy efficiency ret-
rofits.

The Secretary shall report not later than 90 days after the enact-
ment of this Act on the use of solar and other renewable energy
measures and systems in the Weatherization Assistance Program
and include an analysis of any requirements of law or regulation
or any policies of the Department which result in making the in-
stallation of solar energy systems less likely than other measures
of comparable cost and benefit that are installed by the program.

Social Cost of Carbon.—The Department should not promulgate
any regulations in fiscal year 2016 using the May 2013 estimates
for the social cost of carbon until a new working group is convened.
The working group should include the relevant agencies and af-
fected stakeholders, re-examine the social cost of carbon using the
best available science, and revise the estimates using an accurate
discount rate and domestic estimate in accordance with Executive
Order 12866 and OMB Circular A-4. To increase transparency, the
wogking group should solicit public comment prior to finalizing any
updates.

CORPORATE SUPPORT

The Program Direction, Strategic Programs, and Facilities and
Infrastructure budgets provide the necessary resourees for program
and project management across all of EERE’s technology programs,
for the adoption of technologies to market, and for the operation
and upkeep of the National Renewable Energy Laboratory.
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The Committee recommends $218,000,000 for Corporate Support
programs, $19,000,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $37,200,000
below the budget request.

Program Direction.—The Committee recommends $150,000,000
for Program Direction, $10,000,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$15,330,000 below the budget request.

Strategic Programs.—The Committee recommends $12,000,000
for Strategic Programs, of which $2,000,000 is for the U.S.-Israel
energy cooperative agreement and $2,000,000 is for the joint indus-
trial scale integrated energy systems research and development ef-
fort with the Office of Nuclear Energy.

Facilities and Infrastructure—The Commitiee recommends
$56,000,000 for Facilities and Infrastructure, of which $26,000,000
is for Operations and Maintenance and $30,000,000 is for Facility
Management.

Use of Prior-Year Balances.—The recommendation includes the
use of $19,321,000 in prior-year balances, to be taken from Solar
Energy Program Direction.

ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY

S
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The Committee recognizes that our nation’s highly integrated
electrical grid is a target of eyber-attacks, and it is imperative that
we fully understand the complexity of the interdependencies be-
tween information technology, operational technology, and physical
security. In this environment, the Department’s programs to
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strengthen the security and resilience of the nation’s electricity
grid against cyber, physical, and human risks must be closely co-
ordinated, and the agency must work with energy sector owners
and operators to address these risks and develop comprehensive
mitigation strategies. The Committee directs the Department to
provide a report, not later than 90 days after the enactment of this
Act, with the following: (1) the Department’s plans to better under-
stand and respond to the full-range of energy sector threats
through enhanced engagement with private sector owners and op-
erators of such infrastructure; (2) recommendations to provide con-
sideration to owners of energy delivery systems for services and
hardware incurred in the act of information sharing, analyzing, or
exercising with any DOE agency or instrument regarding energy
sector systems protection as referenced in this paragraph; and (3)
an assessment of the need for a revised organizational structure to
better align the agency’s energy sector systems protection activities
across cyber, physical, and human risks, including those protecting
government facilities and networks.

Within Smart Grid Research and Development, the Committee
encourages the Department to accelerate the deployment of com-
munity-scale power microgrids that improve local energy reliability
and resilience through technologies such as on-site generation and
storage. This includes investments in system enhancements nec-
essary to facilitate the integration of new technologies. The poten-
tial grid enhancements could include developing microgrid systems
that can be customized to connect distributed generation and en-
hance reliability and power quality depending on customer needs.

The Committee supports the Department’s efforts to improve
electricity reliability and grid integration initiatives. Accordingly,
the Committee encourages the Department to establish one or more
grid integration demonstration modules. These projects should in-
clude a utility that has experienced some reliability problems in
the past and serves a large population; industrial and academic
partners with appropriate engineering capabhilities in grid and en-
ergy storage technologies in an area that could incorporate opportu-
nities to include solar and wind elements; and national laboratories
involved in the grid integration consortium.

The Committee continues to support the Department’s research
activities to ensure transmigsion reliability, Recent weather-related
events, however, have reinforced the need for integration of local,
regional, and national weather into transmission reliability and re-
siliency modeling and simulation activities to support the utility in-
dustry and emergency response. The Committee encourages the
Department to partner with universities, national laboratories, and
industry when 1ssuing competitively-awarded research and develop-
ment activities to ensure regional weather and related environ-
mental variables are accounted for in advanced grid modeling re-
gearch.

The Committee recognizes the Department’s efforts in advancing
the state of power management in the grid using advanced semi-
conductor technology. This technology has the potential for increas-
ing transmission efficiency and gngci' reliability, and reducing the
need for construction of additional power lines. The Committee en-
courages the Department to continue this support by investing in
additional research and development of cost competitive, lateral,
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normally-off gallium nitride on silicon based power electronic de-
vices with increased voltage and current handling capability appro-
priate for electric grid applications. This will result in lower power
costs to the consumer and higher reliability of the transmission
and distribution infrastructure,

Within available funds for Energy Storage, the Committee en-
courages the Department to support utility-sponsored and operated
energy storage test facilities that are capable of performance-driven
data in a utility environment.

Furthermore, the Committee understands that through using
support of the electric grid, we can achieve capabilities unmatched
by any other approach for the storage, transmission, and distribu-
tion offered by the natural gas grid. In recognition of this need, the
Commiitee encourages the Energy Storage program to solicit a
demonstration of utility-scale energy storage, utilizing existing
pipeline infrastructure to store renewable natural gas.

The Committee recognizes that further investment is needed to

maintain and expand power and energy education programs, and
secure industry partnerships to facilitate the development of a
highly skilled next-generation technical and engineering workforce
for the electric power sector. Therefore, the Committee encourages
the Department to prioritize its research and development invest-
ments so that they engage and further develop the capabilities of
university undergraduate and graduate programs in power and en-
ergy.
The Committee recognizes the value an independent assessment
may have to verify, criticize, and reinforce key issues within the
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability’s mission to
support the nation’s electricity delivery system. In last year’s
House Report, the Committee directed the Department to contract
with an appropriate organization to conduct a national level com-
prehensive study on the future resiliency and reliability of the na-
tion’s electric power transmission and distribution system. The
Committee looks forward to the results of this ongoing study.

Infrastructure Security and Energy Restoration (ISER).—The
Committee recommends $14,000,000 for Infrastructure Security
and Energy Restoration, $8,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the
same as the budget request. The Department was directed to use
$8,000,000 in 2015 for the Operational Energy and Resilience pro-
gram to support the construction of the Operations Center within
the Department’s Headquarters. It is the Committee’s under-
standing that the Department has chosen not to build out this Op-
erations Center. Not later than 30 days after the enactment of this
Act, the Department shall report on plans for meeting the require-
ment for a functional Operations Center that meets the needs ar-
ticulated by the Department in last year's budget request.

The Committee directs the Department of Energy to submit not
later than 6 months after the enactment of this Act a report on the
vulnerability of the grid to an electromagnetic pulse event and the
potential impact on reliability and delivery of electric power. At a
minimum, the report should address protective and mitigative
measures for these vulnerabilities, including hardening of infra-
structure, blocking of induced currents and voltages, stocking and
prepositioning of spare parts, and operational and emergency plan-
ning. The Department is encouraged to coordinate with the Federal
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Energy Regulatory Commission and the North American Electric
Reliability Corporation (NERC) te provide an analysiz of: (1) the
actions taken by NERC to set standards for owners and operators
of electric utilities; and (2} whether such standards are sufficient
to harden the grid against severe space weather and other electro-
magnetic events.

State Energy Reliability and Assurance Grants.—The Committee
recommends no funds for this new activity.

NucLEAR ENERGY

Appropriation, 2015 ... $833,500,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . 907,574,000
Recommended, 2016 ....... 936,161,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... —— +102,661,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ......cc.cooo oo +28,587,000

Nuclear power generates approximately one-fifth of the nation’s
electricity and will continue to be an important base-load energy
source in the future. The Department of Energy's Nuclear Energy
program invests in research, development, and demonstration ae-
tivities that develop the next generation of clean and safe reactors,
further improve the safety of our current reactor fleet, and con-
tribute to the nation’s long-term leadership in the global nuclear
power industry.

The Committee recommends $936,161,000 for Nuclear Energy,
$102,661,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $28,587,000 above the
budget request.

Spent Fuel Plans.—The Committee directs the Department to
submit a report to the Committees on Appropriations of hoth
Houses of Congress not later than 120 days after the enactment of
this Act on how, under current law, the proximity to reservations
of federally recognized Indian tribes, or lands owned by the United
States in trust for the benefit of any Indian tribe, impacts the
prioritization for disposal of spent nuclear fuel.

NUCLEAR ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

The Committee provides $504,618,000 for Nuclear Energy Re-
search and Development, $6,118,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$21,831,000 above the budget request.

Nuclear Energy Enabling Technologies.—The Committee rec-
ommends $111,600,000 for Nuclear Energy Enabling Technologies,
$10,600,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $25,213,000 above the
budget request, of which not less than $4,000,000 shall be for
knowledge and validation work; not less than $4,000,000 shall be
for integrated energy systems; and not less than $2,000,000 for nu-
clear cyber activities. Within available funds, the recommendation

rovides $17,000,000 for Crosscutting Technology Development;

27,200,000 for Nuclear Energy Advanced Modeling and Simula-
tion, of which funding above the request is for additional support
for TREAT modeling and simulation activities; $24,300,000 for the
second year of the second five-year term of the Energy Innovation
Hub for Modeling and Simulation; $2,000,000 for Nuclear Energy
Traineeships; and $41,100,000 for the National Science User Facil-
ity, of which funding above the request is to expand user facility
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capabilitiezs and collaborations, including up to $2,000,000 to sup-
port high performanee computing activities.

Integrated University Program.—The Committee recommends
$5,000,000 to continue the Integrated University Program, which is
critical to ensuring the nation’s nuclear science and engineering
workforce in future years,

Small Modular Reactor (SMR) Licensing Technical Support.—
The Committee recommends $62,500,000 for SMR Licensing Tech-
nical Support, $8,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as
the budget request. The Committee directs that all fiscal year 2016
funding within this program is to support the second award for an
SMR design. The Committee is aware that the need for fiscal year
2016 funding for the SMR Licensing Technical Support program
may change throughout the year and will consider additional fund-
ing according to developments.

In fiscal year 2014 the Department approved a second award
which allowed support of advanced innovative technology. At that
time, the Department’s main focus was on advanced safety innova-
tion, and thus the Department did not require a utility partner or
a near term commercialization date. There is now a utility partner
and an earlier target commercialization date of 2023 for the second
award. The Committee expects DOE will submit adequate budget
requests to fully support a completed design certification from the
NRC and standard plant design work, as well as a combined con-

-struction and operation license from NRC for its utility partner.

The utility partner identified for a previous award may continue
with site permitting activities and combined construction and oper-
ation license activities.

Reactor Concepts Research, Development, and Demonstration.—
The Committee recommends $141,718,000 for Reactor Concepts Re-
search, Development, and Demonstration, $8,718,000 above fiscal
year 2015 and $33,578,000 above the budget request. Within avail-
able funds, the recommendation provides $40,000,000 for Light
Water Reactor Sustainability, of which $14,000,000 is to support
advanced safety methods development and the risk informed safety
margin characterization methodology; and $99,718,000 for Ad-
vanced Reactor Concepts to consist of the following activities:
$33,000,000 is for research of the fuel and graphite qualification
program for the High Temperature Gas Reactor; $17,500,000 is for
the centinued development of two performance-based advanced re-
actor concepts, of which $11,500,000 is follow-on funding for the in-
dustry-only competition of two performance-based advanced reactor
concepts held in fiscal year 2015 and $6,000,000 is for the national
laboratories selected to work with the awardees to perform the
work required by the awardees to meet the goals of the awards;
and $7,000,000 is for an advanced test/demonstration reactor plan-
ning study by the national laboratories, industry, and other rel-
evant stakeholders of such a reactor in the U.S. The recommenda-
tion funds other activities within Advanced Reactor Concepts at the
requested level. As the nation’s leading sponsor of research in ad-
vanced reactor concepts, the Department plays an important role
in propelling nuclear energy innovation. The Committee encourages
the Department to develop a plan for demonstrating a new ad-
vanced reactor by 2035,
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Fuel Cyele Research and Development.—The Committee rec-
ommends $175,800,000 for Fuel Cycle Research and Development,
$21,200,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $41,960,000 below the
budget request. Within available funds, the recommendation pro-
vides $60,100,000 for the Advanced Fuels Program to continue im-

lementation of accident tolerant fuels development, of which
ng,OO0,000 is for additional support of feasibility studies for acci-
dent tolerant light water reactor fuels and $4,000,000 is for addi-
tional support of capability development of transient testing, in-
cluding test design, modeling, and simulation.

The recommendation provides $55,000,000 for Used Nuclear Fuel
Disposition (UNFD), $16,500,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$53,360,000 below the budget request. The recommendation pro-
vides $55,000,000 for UNFD research and development activities,
$6,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $20,360,000 below the budg-
et request. Within available funds, the recommendation provides
$6,000,000 to support activities to design and certify a rail car or
cars for use with licensed and anticipated transportation casks; and
$7,000,000 to support preparation activities for testing of high
burnup fuel. The Committee directs the Department to support re-
search and development of advanced sensors, online monitoring,
and other non-destructive evaluation and examination technologies
to ensure long-term dry cask storage integrity. No funding is pro-
vided for integrated waste management system activities or new
activities related to Department of Energy-Managed High Level
Waste and Spent Nuclear Fuel.

RADIOLOGICAL FACILITIES MANAGEMENT

The Committee recommends $6,800,000 for Radiological Facili-
ties Management, $18,200,000 below fiscal year 2015 and the same
as the budget request, to support the continued operation of U.S.
research reactors by providing research reactor fuel services and
maintenance of fuel fabrication equipment.

IDAHO FACILITIES MANAGEMENT

The Committee recommends $218,582,000 for Idaho Facilities
Management, $12,582,000 above fizcal year 2015 and $6,756,000
above the budget request.

INL Operations and Infrastructure.—The Committee rec-
ommends $216,582,000 for INL Operations and Infrastructure,
$15,951,000 above fiscal vear 2015 and $6,756,000 above the budg-
et request. Of the funds provided above the budget request, the ree-
ommendation provides an additional $6,000,000 for control system
modernization at the Advanced Test Reactor Critical Facility. En-
suring continued safe operation of the Advanced Test Reactor
{ATR) is a high priority for the Committee. Naval Reactors and the
Office of Nuclear Energy are working together to identify upgrades
that are needed to ensure the safe and reliable operation of ATR
until at least 2050. However, the Committee is concerned that the
period of time that has passed since these planning activities were
first initiated is resulting in an extended schedule for completion.
Continued delays will only serve to increase costs and risks. The
Committee directs Naval Reactors and the Office of Nuclear Energy
to expedite resolution of any remaining issues and to provide an
update of progress as soon as possible.
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Construction.—The Committee recommends $2,000,000 for Con-
struction, $3,369,000 below fiscal year 2015 and the same as the
request, to commence preliminary design activities of the Sample
Preparation Laboratory.

IDAHO SITEWIDE SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY

The Committee recommends $126,161,000 for Idaho Sitewide
Safeguards and Security, $22,161,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
the same as the budget request. The recommendation continues to
fund this activity out of the Nuclear Energy account, as proposed
in the budget request, and not out of Other Defense Activities, as
it was prior to fiscal year 2014.

SUPERCRITICAL TRANSFORMATIONAL ELECTRIC POWER GENERATION

The Committee recommends $5,000,000 for the Supercritical
Transformational Electric Power (STEP) Generation Initiative, the
gsame as fiscal year 2015 and the budget request, to develop and
scale up advanced supercritical carbon dioxide Brayton Cycle en-
ergy conversion technologies to pre-commercial pilot demonstration
to facilitate commercial development. Thie is a joint initiative with
the Office of Fossil Energy and the Solar Energy program within
the Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy.

Fossit. ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
Appropriation, 2015 ... — $571,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 .. 560,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ...... 605,000,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2018 ... e +34,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... +45,000,000

Fossil energy resources, such as coal, oil, and natural gas, pro-
vide approximately 82 percent of all energy used by the nation’s
homes and businesses and will continue to provide for the majori
of our needs for the foreseeable future. The %‘ossil Energy Researc
and Development program funds research, development, and dem-
onstration activities to improve existing technologies and to develop
next-generation systems in the full spectrum of fossil energy areas.
At a time when fossil fuel power generation is expanding around
the globe, the activities funded within this program advance our
nation’s position as a leader in fossil energy technologies and en-
sure that we use the full extent of our domestic resources safely
and efficiently.

The Committee recommends $605,000,000 for Fossil Energy Re-
search and Development, $34,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$45,000,000 above the budget request.

Even with the enormous increases shown to almost every account
within the Department, the budget request once again proposes re-
ductions to the Office of Fossil Energy. Nearly 66 percent of elec-
tricity generated in the United States comes from coal and natural
gas. Fossil fuels will continue to be a critical source of energy many
years into the future. In order to ensure the efficient use of existing
fossil energy resources and to deliver safe and responsible uses of
untapped domestic resources, the Office of Fossil Energy must re-
main one of the highest priorities of the Department. The Depart-
ment’s past research and development efforts have helped usher in
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technological developments responsible for the production increases
seen today. The Committee recommendation increases funding in
these areas to ensure these technological advances continue to
oceur and help American industry maintain leadership in the glob-
al marketplace for fossil energy technologies.

COAL—CCS AND POWER SYSTEMS

The Committee recommends $423,900,000 for Coal Carbon Cap-
ture and Storage (CCS) and Power Systems, $23,900,000 above fis-
cal year 2015 and $54,543,000 above the budget request. The De-
partment is directed to use funds within the coal program only for
coal research and development, with the exception of the Supercrit-
ical Transformational Ell)ectric Power Generation program, which
has applications to all high-temperature fossil heat sources.

The Committee encourages the Department to establish univer-
sity partnerships to support ongoing fossil energy programs, to pro-
mote broader research into C%OS technologies, and to expand its
technology transfer efforts. The Department has previously funded
several university-based CCS projects and can build on an estab-
lished research base to support ongoing research and to address
the wider implementation of CCS technologies.

Carbon Capture.—The Committee recommends $97,800,000 for
Carbon Capture, $3,800,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $18,831,000
below the budget request. Within available funds, the recommenda-
tion provides %12,000,000 for pre-combustion capture systems and
$85,800,000 for post-combustion capture systems.

Carbon Storage.—The Committee recommends $104,000,000 for
Carbon Storage, $4,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $4,768,000
below the budget request. Within available funds, the recommenda-
tion provides $13,500,000 for Geologic Storage Technologies;
$10,000,000 for Monitoring, Verification, Accounting, and Assess-
ment; $2,000,000 for Carbon Use and Reuse; $8,500,000 for Carbon
Sequestration Science; and $70,000,000 for Storage Infrastructure,
of which funding above the request is for additional support of de-
tailed site assessments for potential storage sites.

The Committee encourages the Department to expand its support
for carbon dioxide enhanced oil recovery technologies beyond the
current scope and urges the Department to support the demonstra-
tion and deployment of promising, next-generation technologies at
mature oil ﬁielci’s-'-:n

Advanced Energy Systems.—The Committee recommends
$105,000,000 for Advanced Energy Systems, $2,000,000 above fiscal
year 2015 and $65,615,000 above the budget request. Within avail-
able funds, the recommendation provides $30,000,000 for Advanced
Combustion Systems, of which funding above the request is for ad-
ditional support of projects that show dramatic improvements in
combustion capabilities, and pressure gain combustion, chemical
looping, and pressurized combustion technologies projects;
$25,000,000 for Gasification Systems, of which $8,000,000 is for the
Advanced Air Separation Program to continue activities improving
advanced air separation technologies; $15,000,000 for Hydrogen
Turbines; $5,000,000 for coal-biomass to liquids activities, which
seek to produce liquid fuels from blends of domestic coal and bio-
mass resources with reduced emissicns and land and water use
through integration of carbon capture and other technologies; and
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$30,000,000 for Solid Oxide Fuel Cells, which have the potential to
increase substantially the efficiency of clean coal power generation
systems, to create new opportunities for the efficient use of natural
gas, and to contribute significantly to the development of alter-
native-fuel vehicles.

Within available funds for Gasification Systems, the Department
is encouraged to support projects near completion.

Crosscutting Research.—The Committee recommends $52,100,000
for Crosscutting Research, $3,100,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$858,000 above the budget request. Within available funds, the rec-
ommendation provides $25,000,000 for Coal Utilization Secience;
$1,500,000 for Energy Analyses; $3,000,000 for University Training
and Research; and $21,500,000 for Plant Optimization Tech-
nologies, of which $9,000,000 is for the Advanced Ultrasupercritical
Program to identify, test, qualify, and develop domestic suppliers
capable of producing components from high temperature materials
and $6,000,000 is for water management research and develop-
ment.

The Committee is concerned with the public safety implications
of the transportation of crude oil and directs the Department to ex-
amine methods to reduce its volatility prior to shipment.

National Energy Technology Laboratory (NETL) Coal Research
and Development.—The Committee recommends $50,000,000 for
NETL Coal Research and Development, the same as fiscal year
2015 and $15,969,000 above the budget request. The Committee
notes that this program was funded within Program Direction prior
to fiscal year 2012. The Department is directed to continue includ-
ing in the budget request all full-time equivalent employee infor-
mation within this program, as it does under Program Direction.

The recommendation includes $15,000,000 for the Department to
expand its external agency activities to develop and test commer-
cially viable advanced separation technologies at proof-of-concept or
pilot scale that can be deployed near term for the extraction and
recovery of rare earth elements and minerals from U.S. coal and
coal byproduct source shaving the highest potential for success. The
Committee encourages the Department to leverage the capabilities
of outside applied researchers in implementing these activities.

Supercritical Transformational Electric Power (STEP) Generation
Program.—The Committee recommends $15,000,000 within Fossil
Energy for the STEP program, a joint initiative with the Office of
Nuclear Energy and the Solar Energy program within the Office of
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy to spur the development
of the necessary designs, materials, components, operation and con-
trol systems, sensors, and understanding and characterization for
large scale supercritical carbon dioxide power conversion.

The supercritical carbon dioxide Brayton cycle energy conversion
system transforms heat energy through use of a supercritical fluid
medium with no condensation rather than through steam and
water and offers the possibility of higher cycle efficiency over steam
turbines by increasing turbine inlet temperatures. Within the Fos-
sil Energy program, higher inlet temperatures and materials devel-
opment are already underway to develop ultrasupercritical steam
turbines at 700 degrees Celsius in conjunction with coal power
plants. At this inlet temperature, the supercritical carbon dioxide
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cycle-based plant systems offer the potential for efficiency improve-
ments of up to four percent compared to steam systems.

The approach to develop supercritical carbon dioxide-bhased power
conversion i8 crosscutting except for the difference in heat sources
and, thus, the inlet temperatures expected. Currently, only fossil
heat sources have achieved the desired high temperature inlet con-
ditions necessary to achieve significant thermal efficiency gains af-
forded by supereritical carbon dioxide cycles. The Committee, there-
fore, has included $15,000,000 for the Office of Fossil Energy to
support the technology development of supercritical carbon dioxide-
based power conversion from fossil heat sources, as well as
$5,000,000 for the Office of Nuclear Energy to support the tech-
nology development of supercritical carbon dioxide-based power
conversion from nuclear energy.

NATURAL GAS TECHNOLOGIES

The Committee recommends $21,200,000 for Natural Gas Tech-
nologies, $3,921,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $22,800,000 below
the budget request.

Research.—The Committee recommends $21,200,000 for Natural
Gas Technologies Research. Within available funds, the rec-
ommendation provides $12,500,000 for research into the cost-effec-
tive and responsible extraction of methane hydrates, a vast but
currently inaccessible resource whose total energy reserves rival
those from all other known fossil fuels combined; $5,200,000 for the
Rick Based Data Management System; and $3,500,000 for mid-
stream natural gas infrastructure research and development. The
Committee directs that any funding for midstream natural gas in-
frastructure research and development be to enhance the deliver-
ability efficiency of natural gas. The Commitiee directs no funding
for the $10,000,000 budget request proposal to quantify emissions
from natural gas infrastructure,

Other than its support for the Risk Based Data Management
System, the recommendation provides no funding for the joint re-
search effort with the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and
the United States Geological Survey (USGS) into hydraulic frac-
turing technologies. The Committee further reiterates its previous
direction that any funding in the area of hydraulic fracturing, in-
cluding any funding to support the proposed joint effort with EPA
and USGS, is for research into hydraulic fracturing technologies
that aims both to improve the economics and recoverability of re-
serves and to address the health, safety, and environmental risks
of shale gas extraction.

UNCONVENTIONAL FOSSIL ENERGY TECHNOLOGIES

The Committee recommends $13,000,000 for Unconventional Fos-
sil Energy Technologies, $8,500,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$13,000,000 above the budget request. Within available funds, the
recommendation provides not less than $12,500,000 for activities to
improve the economic viability, safety, and environmental responsi-
bility of offshore exploration and production in challenging condi-
tions, of exploration and production from unconventional natural
gas and other petroleum resources, and of production by small pro-

ucers.
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NavaL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES
Appropriation, 2015 ... $19,950,000

Budget estimate, 2016 17,500,000
Recommended, 2018 ........cccvvererrrniinmimraermemccrmessinresscrneseessessnesneseena 17,500,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ... [SUUTUUPURTVUUUBIIT — 2,450,000

Budget estimate, 2016 Cetreeateeseeeneearensesmenearabeseesmnenseen -

The Naval Petroleum and 0Qil Shale Reserves no longer serve the
national defense purpose envisioned in the early 1900’s, 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, the Department re-
tained one Naval Petroleum Reserve property, the Naval Petroleum
Reserve 3 (NPR-3) in Wyoming (Teapot Dome field). The Depart-
ment issued a disposition plan for NPR-3 in June 2013 and began
implementation of the plan in fiscal year 2014. Transfer of NPR-
3 to a new owner occurred in fiscal year 2015,

The fiscal year 2016 budget request supports post-sale legacy en-
vironmental clean-up and remediation at NPR-1 and the comple-
tion of the NPR-3 disposition plan, with activities related to reme-
diation of the landfill and the eloseout of the Casper office.

The Committee recommendation for the operation of the naval
petroleum and oil shale reserves is $17,500,000, $2,450,000 below
fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget request

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE

Appropriation, 2015 ..........cccommeiineninisern e $200,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 257,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ........cccoveeeniniiiimnicrmrrniscsrniss s semesnas smeeas 212,030,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 . ereatereetemberaneat e ebh ettt eebe e e rae s be e +12,030,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . — 44,970,000

The mission of the Strateglc Petroleum Reserve (SPR) is to store
petroleum to reduce the adverse economic impact of a major petro-
leum supply interruption to the U.S. and to carry out obligations
under the international energy program. The capacity of the Re-
serve is 727 million barrels. The current inventory is approxi-
mately 691 million barrels or approximately 112 days of net import
protection for the United States economy.

The Committee recommendation for the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve is $212,030,000, $12,030,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$44 970,000 below the budget request. The funding inerease above
fiscal year 2015 is primarily for the major maintenance program,
to address aging infrastructure and deferred maintenance backlog.
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NORTHEAST HOME HEATING O11. RESERVE
Appropriation, 2015 ... $1,600,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ....................... 7,600,000
Recommended, 2016 .............ccccvenann 7,600,000
Comparison:

+6,000,000

ppropriation, 2015 .......
Bug

get estimate, 2016 . -

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 Home Heating Oil Reserve was established as a separate
entity from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve on March 6, 2001. The
reserve contains one million barrels of Ultra Low Sulfur Diesel
(ULSD), which is the equivalent of three to four days of emergency
stocks in the Northeast.

The Committee recommendation for the Nertheast Home Heat-
ing Oil Reserve is $7,600,000, $6,000,000 above fiscal year 2015
and the same as the budget request. After aceounting for a rescis-
sion of $6,000,000 of prior-year unobligated balances in fiscal year
2015, the fiscal year 2016 program level is the same as fiscal year
2015 and the budget request.

ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, 2015 ... e $117,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ........ccccecvineeeens 131,000,000
Recommended, 2016 .........coocovvvvirieiiiirrne e iransnsesransnesascneans 117,000,000
ComKarison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... ———
Budget estimate, 2016 ........ccciiennene — 14,000,000

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, the executive branch, state governments, industry,
and the public. The Committee recommends $117,000,000 for the
Energy Information Administration, the same as fiscal year 2015
and $14,000,000 below the budget request.

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

Apgmpriation, 05 corcrre e etrere e se st e r s e eanen s st sasaetet et e $246,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .._........ 220,185,000
Recommended, 2016 ...........comrinne s e 229,193,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ..... — 16,807,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .....ccoveieeeinenn +9,008,000

Non-Defense Environmental Cleanup includes funds to manage
and remediate sites used for civilian, energy research, and non-de-
fense related activities. These past activities resulted in radio-
active, hazardous, and mixed waste contamination that requires re-
mediation, stabilization, or some other action. The Committee rec-
ommends $229,193,000 for Non-Defense Environmental Cleanup,
$16,807,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $9,008,000 above the budg-
et request.
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Small Sites—The Committee recommends $61,715,000,
$18,334,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $7,708,000 above the budg-
et request. Within this amount, $9,500,000 is provided to com-
mence a pilot project to decommission and decontaminate the
Southwest Experimental Fast Oxide Reactor, as authorized by the
Energy Policy Act of 2005. The Department recently conducted an
assessment of the hazards and costs of decontaminating the site
that indicates costs could reach as much as $30,400,000 depending
on the extent of cleanup performed. The report further indicated
that there is considerable uncertainty regarding the desired end
gtate for the site and the Department is not a party to the resolu-
tion of such matters. Nevertheless, the costs and hazards associ-
ated with maintaining this vintage reactor site will continue to
grow. To meet the intent of the authorized project while containing
costs within the authorized amount of $16,000,000, the Department
is directed to utilize innovative contracting strategies to demolish,
dismantle, and dispose of contaminated above-grade structures for
the purposes of minimizing annual site maintenance requirements
until such time as the regulatory end state for the site 1s fully re-
solved by the responasible local stakeholders.

The Committee commends the Department for its work to pre-
serve cultural and sacred sites at the Santa Susana Field Labora-
tory in California and encourages the Department to continue
working with the community and other federal, state, and local
agencies to ensure that this portion of the property is preserved for
future generations.

Mercury  Storage Facility —The Committee recommends
$1,300,000 for project planning, engineering, and design of a facil-
ity for the long-term storage of elemental mercury, as required by
the Mercury Export Ban Act (MEBA) of 2008. MEBA required the
Department of Energy to designate at least one facility capable of
the long-term management and storage of domestic elemental mer-
cury, but the Department has not met the deadlines required by
the Act. The amounts provided allow the Department to perform
the requisite environmental reviews and conduct other design and
planning activities as needed to produce a record of decision. The
Department is directed to provide to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Housges of Congress not later than 180 days after the
enactment of this Act a report on its preferred alternative, other
alternatives that were considered, a rough order of magnitude cost
estimate for new construction of a mercury storage facility if new
construction is a feasible alternative, and an estimated fee strue-
ture to recover the costs of operations and/or construction of such
facility. The report shall also identify whether there are any poten-
tial conflicts that may be encountered regarding competition with
private sector disposal and storage facilities.

URANTUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING
Funp

APPLOPAALION, 2015 .ooooo..eco..oooveoooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseenes s sesesssssessssssesses et sreens $625,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 542,289,000
Recommended, 2016 .........ocvimieniiceceee e e 625,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... -
Budget estimate, 20016 ... e +82,711,000
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The Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommis-
sioning Fund was established by the Energy Policy Act of 1992 to
pay for the cleanup of gaseous diffusion plants at Portsmouth,
Ohio; Paducah, Kentucky; and the East Tennessee Technology
Park, in Qak Ridge, Tennessee. The Commitiee recommends
$625,000,000 for activities funded from the Uranium Enrichment
Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund, the same as fiscal
year 2015 and $82,711,000 above the budget request.

COak Ridge—The Committee recommends $163,946,000,
$3,952,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $9,711,000 above the budget
request.

Paduecah.—The Committee recommends $193,652,000,
$13,563,000 below fisecal year 2015 and $25,000,000 above the
budget request. The Committee supports prompt development of a
long-term strategy to decontaminate and decommission the Padu-
cah gaseous diffusion plant. The Committee provides funding above
the budget request to expedite deactivation activities that will min-
imize operating and maintenance costs while developing those end
state plans.

Portsmouth.—The Committee recommends $213,417,000,
$607,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $48,000,000 above the budget
request,

Title X Uranium/Thorium Reimbursements.—The Committee
recommends $32,959,000 to reimburse private licensees for the cost
of cleaning up uranium and thorium processing sites in accordance
with Title X of the Energy Policy Act of 1992, $22,959,000 above
fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget request. The budget
request included funding for Title X activities for the first time
since fiscal year 2008, despite escalating unpaid claims. Fulfilling
the obligation to fully reimburse licensees is important to the
health and safety of the affected cormmunities. Moving forward, the
Committee expects the Department to continue to provide sufficient
resources within future budgets to reimburse licensees for approved
claim balances.

Uranium Transfers.—The Department has been considering
ways to alternatively assess the impact of its uranium transfers to
meet legislative requirements. Not later than 20 days after the en-
actment of this Act, the Department shall provide to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress a report that in-
cludes all reports, analyses, data, and methodologies used to arrive
at the latest Secretarial determination; any additional information
that the Department determines should be considered when evalu-
ating the impacts of its uranium transfers; a description of the
legal authorities under which the Secretary transferred uranium in
fiscal year 2015; and recommendations to minimize the impact of
uranium transfers on the domestic uranium mining, conversion,
and enrichment industries, including any actions that would re-
quire new authority for the Department to implement.

SCIENCE
Appropriation, 2015 ..o $5,071,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..o 5,339,794,000
Recommended, 2016 .........coovoieeeiiree e e 5,100,000,000
Comparison;
PRropriation, 2015 ... s it +29,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..o ererreere e — 239,794,000
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The Office of Science funds basic science research across national
laboratories, universities, and other research institutions in sup-
port of American innovation and the Department’s energy-focused
missions. Through research in physics, biology, chemistry, and
other science disciplines, these activities expand scientific under-
standing and secure the nation’s leadership in energy innovation.
The Office of Science funds a significant portion of science research
nationwide.

The Science program office includes Advanced Scientific Com-
puting Research, Basic Energy Sciences, Biological and Environ-
mental Research, Fusion Energy Sciences, High Energy Physics,
Nuclear Physics, Workforce Development for Teachers and Sci-
entists, Science Laboratories Infrastructure, Safeguards and Secu-
rity, and Program Direction. The Committee has placed a high pri-
ority on funding these activities in fiscal year 2016, given tﬁe pri-
vate sector is not likely to fund research whose findings either have
high non-commercial value or are not likely to be commercialized
in the near or medium term. However, this work is vital to sus-
taining the scientific leadership of the United States and can pro-
vide the underpinnings for valuable intellectual property in the
coming decades.

The Committee recommendation is $5,100,000,000 for the Office
of Science, $29,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $239,794,000
below the budget request.

The Committee recognizes the importance of workplace diversity
in the Department of Energy’s National Laboratories. The Com-
mittee encourages the Department to continue to develop and

broaden Bi)a\rtnerships with minorit{] serving institutions, includinge——
‘Historically

Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs). In par-
ticular, the Committee encourages programs involving under-
graduate research experiences, high speed computing access and
education, nonproliferation studies, and researcfl inclusive of the
social sciences.

ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING RESEARCH

The Advanced Scientific Computing Research program develops
and hosts some of the world’s fastest computing and network capa-
bilities to enable science and energy modeling, simulation, and re-
search. The Committee recommends $537,5639,000 for Advanced
Scientific Computing Research, $3,461,000 below fiscal year 2015
and $83,455,000 below the budget request.

Exascale Computing.—The Committee continues to support the
exascale initiative, which seeks to develop the next generation of
computing systems three orders of magmtude faster than today’s
fastest systems. This decade-long effort 1s critical to enabling basic
and energy-focused science research not previously possible and to
maintaining the nation’s global leadership in computing tech-
nologies. However, the Committee is aware that many challenges
still remain towards the development of exascale computing ma-
chines. The Department is directed to deliver to the Committees on
Appropriations of both Houses of Congress not later than 180 days
after the enactment of this Act a report on the plan for delivering
exascale capabilities within the Office of Science. At a minimum,
the report shall include an assessment of the technical challenges
of exascale computing architecture and develop a plan for address-
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ing these issues. The plan should take into aceount various budget
scenarios when developing funding profiles.

The Committee encourages the Department to support Highly In-
tegrated Photonics to accelerate computing research leading to
exascale computing while reducing computing energy consumption
by a factor of 100 or more. The program is encouraged to work with
small business entities to support these needed technology applica-
tions.

The recommendation includes $99,000,000 for exascale activities
within the Office of Science.

High Performance Computing and Network Facilities.—In addi-
tion to the long-term exascale intiative, the Committee supports
continued upgrade and operation of the Leadership Computing Fa-
cilities at Argonne and Oak Ridge National Laboratories and of the
High Performance Production Computing capabilities at Lawrence
Berkeley National Laboratory. These systems’ capabilities are a
critical component of science and industrial research and develop-
ment across the nation, and they should be maintained as world-
leading facilities. The recommendation includes $77,000,000 for the
Argonne Leadership Computing Facility; $101,000,000 for the Oak
Ridge Leadership é)omputing Facility; and $76,000,000 for the Na-
tional Energy Research Scientific Computing Center at Lawrence
Berkeley National Laboratory. Within available funds, the rec-
ommendation includes $8,000,000 for the Computational Science
Graduate Fellowship Program.

Brain Initiative.—The Committee encourages the Department to
work with the National Science Foundation and the National Insti-
tutes of Health on a national brain observatory to leverage its high
performance computing capabilities in order to advance a deeper
understanding of the brain and how it works. This collaboration
will lead to novel brain imaging technologies and brain inspired
computing applications that will improve the Department’s high
performance computing capabilities and expertise.

For mathematical, computational, and computer sciences re-
search, the recommendation includes not less than $175,503,000.

BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES

The Basic Energy Seciences program funds basic research in ma-
terials science, chemistry, geoscience, and bioscience. The science
breakthroughs in this program enable a broad array of innovation
in energy technologies and other industries critical to American
economic  competitiveness, The  Committee recommends
$1,770,306,000 for Basic Energy Sciences, $37,106,000 above fiscal
year 2015 and $78,994,000 below the budget request.

The program’s budget consists of funding for research, the oper-
ation of existing user facilities, and the design, procurement, and
construction of new facilities and equipment. The long-term success
of the program hinges on striking a careful balance among these
three areas. However, the increasing level of research commitments
and completion of new facilities make it difficult to adequately fund
all three components of the Basic Energy Sciences program within
existing budgetary constraints. The Committee strongly cautions
the Department against assuming an ever-increasing budget when
planning the balance among facility runtime, construction, and re-
search funding.
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Research.—The Committee recommends $1,578,440,000 for Basic
Energy Sciences research, $16,060,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$70,560,000 below the budget request. Within available funds, the
recommendation provides $97,800,000 for Energy Frontier Re-
search Centers.

For materials science and engineering research, the rec-
ommendation includes $377,085,000, of which $14,355,000 is for
the Experimental Program to Stimulate Competitive Research and
$8,000,000 is for Computational Materials Sciences. All other ac-
tivities within this subprogram are funded at the requested level,
including $24,137,000 for the fourth year of the Batteries and En-
ergy Storage Innovation Hub.

For chemical sciences, geosciences, and biosciences, the rec-
ommendation includes $305,974,000. The recommendation includes
the requested level of $15,000,000 for the Fuels from Sunlight In-
novation Hub, which begins the first year of its second five-year
term in fiscal year 20184,

For scientific user facilities, the recommendation includes
$895,381,000, of which $32,168,000 is for research; and $35,500,000
is for major items of equipment. The recommendation includes
$797,049,000 for facilities operations of the nation’s synchrotron ra-
diation light sources, high flux neutron sources, and nanoscale
science research centers, of which $245419,000 is for the High-
Flux Neutron Sources and $443,150,000 is for the Synchrotron Ra-
diation Light Sources.

Construction.—The Committee recommends $121.866,000 for
Basic Energy Sciences construction, $53,166,000 above fiscal year
2015 and $8,434,000 below the budget request.

BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH

The Biological and Environmental Research programn supports
advances in energy technologies and related science through re-
gsearch into complex biological and environmental systems. The
Committee recommends $538,000,000 for Biological and Environ-
mental Research, $54,000,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$74,400,000 below the budget request.

The Committee continues to support the Biological Systems
Science subprogram, which focuses on the biology of plant and mi-
crobes with the ultimate goal of enabling future generations of
biofuels from a variety of sustainable domestic biomass sources. In
addition to reducing our nation’s dependence on petroleum-based
fuels, the biofuels produced through this program’s science break-
throughs can lower the cost of, improve the sustainability of, and
ease industry’s transition to those fuel alternatives.

The recommendation includes $75,000,000 for the fourth year of
the second five-year term of the three Bioenergy Research Centers,
the same as fiscal year 2015 and the budget request.

The Committee supports the Department’s funding for academia
to perform climate model studies that include the collection and
evaluation of atmospheric data from satellite observations obtained
in cooperation with NASA. Satellite observations of the atmosphere
within the context of the Earth as a global system provide informa-
tion that is critical in the interpretation of earth-based observa-
tions.
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FUSION ENERGY SCIENCES

The Fusion Energy Sciences program supports basic research
and experimentation aiming to harness nuclear fusion for energy
production. The Committee recommends $467,600,000 for Fusion
Energy Sciences, $100,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $47,600,000
above the budget request. Within available funds, the recommenda-
tion provides not less than $69,500,000 for the National Spherical
Torus Experiment (NSTX); not less than $80,000,000 for DIII-D;
and not less than $18,000,000 for Alcator C—Mod.

Research.—The Committee recommends $317,600,000 for the do-
mestiec fusion program, $100,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$47,600,000 above the budget request. The domestic fusion pro-
gram is a critical component of United States science leadership
and a necessary building block of any successful fusion project, in-
cluding the ITER project.

For the science subprogram, which advances the predictive un-
derstanding of plasma confinement, dynamics, and interactions
with surrounding materials, the recommendation provides
$188,860,000, of which $35,000,000 is for DIII-D Research;
$6,145,000 is for Alcator C—Mod research; $12,000,000 is for Inter-
national Research; $30,500,000 is for NSTX research; $17,500,000
is for High Energy Density Laboratory Plasmas; $25,000,000 is for
Theory; and $9,500,000 is for Scientific Discovery through Ad-
vanced Computing.

For facilities operations, which support operation, maintenance,
and modifications to the research equipment and diagnostics at the
major U.S. fusion facilities, the recommendation provides
$101,330,000, of which $45,000,000 is for DIII-D; $39,000,000 is for
NSTX operations; and $11,855,000 is for Alecator C—Mod.

For enabling research and development, which develops and con-
tinually improves the hardware, materials and technology incor-
porated into existing and next-generation fusion research facilities,
the recommendation provides $27,410,000, of which $14,000,000 is
for Materials Research.

Construction.—The Committee recommends $150,000,000 for the
U.S. contribution to the ITER project, the same as fiscal year 2015
and the budget request.

The Committee continues to believe the ITER project represents
an important step forward for energy sciences and has the poten-
tial to revolutionize the current understanding of fusion energy. In
2013, the third biennial management assessment report identified
eleven management challenges that threaten the success of the
ITER project. The Committee recognizes the continued efforts of
the ITER organization in responding to these recommendations and
expects that ITER's new leadership will implement reforms in a
timely manner. The success of ITER depends on making continued
project management progress and the Commmittee includes funding
for the ITER Council to continue its implementation efforts. Should
the ITER Council fail to reform the project management cuiture,
the Committee will be forced to reconsider its support for the inter-
national project.
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HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS

The High Energy Physics program supports fundamental re-
search into the elementary constituents of matter and energy, and
ultimately into the nature of space and time. The program focuses
on particie physics theory and experimentation in three areas: the
energy frontier, which investigates new particles and fundamental
forces through high-energy experimentation; the intensity frontier,
which focuses on rare events to better understand our fundamental
model of the universe’s elementary constituents; and the cosmie
frontier, which investigates the nature of the universe and its form
of matter and energy on cosmic scales. The Committee recommends
$776,000,000 for High Energy Physies, $10,000,000 above fiscal
year 2015 and $12,000,000 below the budget request.

Within available funds, the recommendation includes
$22.000,000 for the Long Baseline Neutrino Facility (LBNF) and its
alternatives, to include $4,000,000 for research and development
and $18,000,000 for project engineering and design activities. The
Committee recognizes the importance of this project to maintaining
American leadership in the intensity frontier and to basic science
discovery of neutrino and standard model physics. However, the
Committee also recognizes that LBNF construction must be afford-
able under existing budgetary constraints.

Research.—The Committee recommends $717,900,000 for High
Energy Physics research, $11,100,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$14,000,000 below the budget request.

The Committee strongly supports the Department’s efforts to ad-
vance the recommendations of the Particle Physics Prioritization
Panel and urges the Department to maintain a carefu! balance
among competing priorities and among small, medium, and large
scale projects.

For energy frontier experimental physics, the recommendation
provides $154,555,000. The recommendation funds all activities
within energy frontier experimental physics at the requested level.

For intensity frontier experimental physics, the recommendation
provides $246,196,000. Within available funds, the recommendation
provides $55,924,000 for research; $157,5672,000 for facility oper-
ations and experimental support, of which $135,100,000 is for
Fermi Complex Operations and $15,000,000 is for Homestake
Mine; and $32,700,000 for Projects, of which $10,200,000 is for the
Muon g—2 Experiment and $18,500,000 is for Future Projects re-
search and development.

For cosmic frontier experimental physies, the recommendation
provides $119,325,000. Within available funds, the recommendation
provides $50,079,000 for Research; $10,545,000 for Facility Oper-
ations and Experimental Support; and $58,701,00D for Projects, of
which $40,800,000 is for the Large Synoptic Survey Telescope Cam-
era and $15,800,000 is for the Second Generation Dark Matter ex-
periments.

For other subprograms that comprise the high energy physics
program, the recommendation provides $60,317,000 for theoretical
and computational physics; $115,369,000 for advanced technology
research and development, of which $39,924,000 is for General Ac-
celerators; and not less than $5,000,000 for Accelerator Steward-

ghip.
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Construction.—The Committee recommends $58,100,000 for High
Energy Physics construction, $21,100,000 above fiscal year 2015
and $2,000,000 above the budget request. Within available funds,
the recommendation includes $40,100,000 for the Muon to Electron
Conversion Experiment.

NUCLEAR PHYSICS

The Nuclear Physics program supports basic research into the
fundamental particles that compose nuclear matter, how they
interact, and how they combine to form the different types of mat-
ter observed in the universe today. The Committee recommends
$616,165,000 for Nuclear Physics, $20,665,000 above fiscal year
2015 and $8,435,000 below the budget request.

Operations and Maintenance—The Committee recommends
$510,665,000 for Nuclear Physics Operations and Maintenance,
$21,665,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $6,435,000 below the budg-
et request. For medium energy nuclear physics, the recommenda-
tion provides $158,062,000, of which $100,170,000 is for operations
at Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility to support
runtime at the 12GeV Continuocus Electron Beam Accelerator Facil-
ity. The Committee remains supportive of the advanced nuclear
physics occurring at the facility and encourages a quick transition
to operations once the detector upgrades are complete. For hea
ion nuclear physics, the recommendation provides $204,931,000, of
which $168,500,000 is for operations at Brookhaven National Lab
to support runtime at the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider. All ae-
tivities within the low energy nuclear physics, nuclear theory, and
isotope development and production for research and applications
subprograms are funded at the requested level.

Construction.—The Committee recommends $105,500,000 for Nu-
clear Physics construction, $1,000,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
$2,000,000 below the request. The recommended level of funding
includes $98,000,000 for the Facility for Rare Isotope Beams.

WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT FOR TEACHERS AND SCIENTISTS

The Committee recommends $20,500,000 for workforce develop-
ment for teachers and scientists, $1,000,000 above fiscal year 2015
and the same as the budget request.

SCIENCE LABORATORIES INFRASTRUCTURE

The Committee recommends $89,890,000 for Science Labora-
tories Infrastructure, $10,290,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$23,710,000 below the budget request.

Construction.—The Committee recommends $60,000,000 for
Science Laboratories Infrastructure construction, $6,010,000 below
fiscal year 2015 and $8,910,000 below the request.

SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY

The Committee recommends $103,000,000 tc meet safeguards
and security requirements at Office of Science facilities,
$10,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget re-
quest.
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SCIENCE PROGRAM DIRECTION

The Committee recommends $181,000,000 for Science Program
Direction, $2,700,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $6,400,000 below
the request.

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL

Appropriation, 2015 .. -
Budget estimate, 2016 ............cccoieecc e -—-
Recommended, 2016 ... e 150,000,000
Comparison:
Apprapriation, 2015 . +150,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ettt eemnes +150,000,000

The Committee recommendatlon includes $150 000,000 for Nu-
clear Waste Disposal, $150,000,000 sbove fiscal year 2015 and
$150,000,000 above the budget request, to continue the Depart-
ment of Energy’s statutorily required activities for the Yucea
Mountain license application. Within available funds, the Depart-
ment is directed to reestablish its capability to respond to the Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission during the adjudicatory process, and
to otherwise fully support the Yucca Mountain licensing process.
The recommendation includes support for affected units of local
government who have formally consented to host Yucca Mountain.

The Committee reiterates that the Admimistration’s repeated
statements that Yueca Mountain is not a “workable option” ignores
both the consent of the host community and the expressed intent
of Congress.

ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY—ENERGY

Appropriation, 2005 ......coveiiveir e e seeee s et $280,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 325,000,000
Recommended, 2018 ..o e 280,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 | -
Burdget estimate, 2016 — 45,000,000

The Advanced Resea.rch ijects Agency—Energy (ARPA-E} sup-
ports research aimed at rapidly developing energy technologies
whose development and commercialization are too risky to attract
sufficient private sector investment but are capable of significantly
changing the energy sector to address our critical economic and en-
ergy security challenges. Projects funded by ARPA-E include such
wide-ranging areas as preduction processes for transportation fuel
alternatives that can reduce our dependence on imported oil, heat-
ing and cooling technologies with exceptionally high energy effi-
ciency, and improvements in petroleum refining processes.

The Committee recommends $280,000,000 for the Advanced Re-
search Projects Agency—Energy, the same as fiscal year 2015 and
$45,000,000 below the budget reguest. Within available funds, the
recommendation provides $28,000,000 for Program Direction.
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TiTLE 17 INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY LOoAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES
GROSS APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2015 ... e $42,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ........ 42,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ..........cooviiiiieeaiece et 42,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ... —-——

Budget estimate, 2016 ......cccoe e e csrrseens -
OFFSETTING COLLECTIONS

Appropriation, 2015 ... —— $— 25,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... — 25,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ....................... — 25,000,000
Comparison; .

Appropriation, 2015 ... s -——-

Budget estimate, 2016 ........cocccoinviin e -———

NET APPROPRIATION

APPrOpriation, 2015 ........ccocorveeesssessicmsmssssssrssssssssssesssssssssssonsessiren $17,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..... 17,000,000
Recommended, 2018 ............ccooooiiieeeeeeeeee e e s e 17,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 20185 ... e -

Budget estimate, 2016 ...........cceeiieirns -—=

The Committee recommends administrative expenses of
$42,000,000, the same as fiscal year 2015 and the budget request,
which are offset by fees collected pursuant to section 1702¢h) of the
Energy Policy Act, for a final net appropriation of $17,000,000.

ADVANCED TECHNCLOGY VEHICLES MANUFACTURING LOAN

PROGRAM
Appropriation, 20I5 ...t st s $4,000,000
Pudget estimate, 2016 ..... 6,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ..........cocooeiiiieiiieec e 6,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... +2,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 .................... -—-

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 $6,000,000 for the Advanced Tech-
nology Vehicles Manufacturing Loan Program, $2,000,000 above
fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget request. The funds
provided support administrative operations only.
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DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION
GROSS APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2015 ........ . $245,142 000
Budget estimate, 2016 - 270,682,000
Recommended, 2016 ... 247,420,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ..o e +2,278,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... — 23,262,000
REVENUES
Appropriation, 2015 .....ccccvnirvmmrasinnsenmmsiesesssessesesnsseeesmreeeceeeene 9= 119,171,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ...........ccoooeee —117,171,000
Recommended, 2016 ............oooiciiiiiiiniiieccie e reerenss e ssemessne e ~117,171,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... 42,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... -
NET APPROPRIATION
Appropriation, 2015 .....c.ceviiimrrnn e e e $125,971,000
Budget estimate, 2018 ...................... 153,511,000
Recommended, 2016 .........ccoiiiiiiiieaaeeciin e s 130,249,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... e +4,278,000
Buggel: estimate, 2016 ................ —23.262,000

The Committee recommendation for Departmental Administra-
tion is $247,420,000, $2,278,000 more than fiscal year 2015 and
$23,262,000 less than the budget request. The recommendation for
revenues is $117,171,000 as requested, resulting in a net appro-
priation of $130,249,000. Funding recommended for Departmental
Administration provides for general management and program sup-
port functions benefiting all elements of the Department of Energy,
including the National Nuclear Security Administration. The ac-
count funds a wide array of Headquarters activities not directly as-
sociated with the execution of specific programs.

Office of Indian Energy Policy and Programs.—The Committee
recommends $16,000,000, to coordinate and implement energy
management, conservation, education, and delivery systems for Na-
tive Americans. The Committee includes full funding for the De-
partment’s request in this account rather than in a new account,
as requested.

Economic Impact and Diversity.—The recommendation includes
$10,000,000 for Economic Impact and Diversity, $3,800,000 more
than fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget request.

International Affairs.—The recommendation includes $13,000,000
for International Affairs, the same as fiscal year 2015 and
$10,600,000 less than the budget request.

Office of Management.—The recommendation includes
$64,598,000 for the Office of Management. The recommendation in-
cludes an increase of $1,652,000 for cost estimating,

Office of Energy Policy and Systems Analysis.—The recommenda-
tion includes $31,297,000, $3,703,000 less than the budget request.
The Committee includes requested funding to support the Quad-
rennial Energy Review.

Working Capital Fund.—The Committee is concerned that the
Department is not clearly reporting which programs, projects, or
activities are paying into the Working Capital Fund. The Com-
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mittee already provides funding for the Working Capital Fund
within funds for program direction in various accounis and is con-
cerned that the practice of charging additional costs beyond those
reported is duplicative, not transparent, and may not meet the in-
tended purpose for which those funds were appropriated. Not later
than 30 days after the enactment of this Act, the Department shall
provide to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress a report of charges to each appropriation by program,
project, or activity in fiscal years 2014, 2015, and 2016 for the
Working Capital Fund. The report shall detall the Department’s

existing legal authorities and enabling statutes that permit the De-
partment to pay these expenses from the particular programs,
projects, or activities identified.

Renewable Fuel Standard.—Under section 211(oX9XB) of the
Clean Air Act, a small refinery may petition the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) Administrator for an exemption from the
Renewable Fuel Standard (RFS) on the basis that the refinery ex-
periences a “disproportionate economiec hardship” under the RFS,
When evaluating a petition, the Administrator consulis with the
Secretary of Energy to determine whether a “disproportionate eco-
nomic hardship” exists. According to the Department of Energy's
March 2011 Small Refinery Exemption Study, a “disproportionate
economic hardship must encompass two broad components: a high
cost of compliance relative to the industry average, and an effect
sufficient to cause a significant impairment of the refinery oper-
ations.” The Committee directs the Secretary of Energy to clarify
that if either of these two components exists, the Department shall
at a minimum recommend to EPA a 50 percent waiver of RFS re-
quirements for the petitioner. The Committee also directs the Sec-
retary to seek small refinery comment before making changes to its
scoring metrics for small refinery petitions for RFS waivers.

Support for Ukraine.—In consideration of Russian aggression in
Ukraine, the Committee directs the Department of Energy to ex-
amine the potential for leveraging its expertise in support of en-
ergy-related issues in Ukraine. Not later than 120 days after the
enactment of this Act, the Department shall report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress on what tech-
nical assistance the Department could provide to Ukraine.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL

Appropriation, 2015 ... e et $40,500,000
Budget estimate, 2016 _. 46,424 000
Recommended, 2016 .........covveeeiiienenn. e aas . 46,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 . +5,500,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . " — 424,000

The Office of Inspector General performs agency-mde 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 mismanage-
ment. 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 andy operations. The investigative func-
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tion provides for the detection and investigation of improper and il-
legal activities involving programs, personnel, and operations.

The Committee recommendation is $46,000,000, $5,500,000 more
than fiscal vear 2015 and $424,000 less than the budget request.

To the extent possible, the Inspector General shall ensure the
findings of its investigative reports are made available to the Com-
mittee and the public, particularly where revised versions of its re-
ports may be required in order to protect privacy or remove other
pieces of protected information that would otherwise limit distribu-
tion to internal Official Use Only.

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 Federal Salaries and Expenses;
outside of the NNSA, these include Defense Environmental Clean-
up, Defense Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommis-
sioning, and Other Defense Activities. 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, carriez out these responsibilities. Established in March
2000 pursuant to Title 32 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2000, the NNSA is responsible for the manage-
ment and operation of the nation’s nuclear weapons complex, naval
reactors, and nuclear nonproliferation activities.

WEAPONS ACTIVITIES

Appropriation, 2015 ... s s s $8,186,657,000
Budget estimate, 2006 ___.........cooorooooooroeoeeoeoooeeeeoeoeeoeoeeoeooe B,346,948,000
Recommended, 2016 ... issrssssnnini e 8,713,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 .. e +526,343,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ...............c...... PR —133,948,000

Weapons Activities provides funding to ensure the safety, secu-
rity, reliability, and effectiveness of the nation’s nuclear weapons
stockpile without nuclear testing. The Committee’s recommenda-
tion simplifies the budget structure for Weapons Activities into four
main elements: Directed Stockpile Work; Research, Development,
Technology and Engineering; Infrastructure and Operations; and
Security. The Committee recommends a fiscal year 2016 level of
$8,713,000,000 for Weapons Activities, $526,343,000 above fiscal
year 2015 and $133,948,000 below the budget request.

DIRECTED STOCKPILE WORK

Directed Stockpile Work includes all activities that directly sup-
port weapons in the nuclear stockpile, including maintenance, re-
search, development, engineering, certification, dismantlement, and
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disposal activities. The Committee recommends $3,354,296,000 for
Directed Stockpile Work, $661,708,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$167,037,000 above the budget request.

Life Extension Programs.—The Committee recommends full fund-
ing for the NINSA’s life extension programs, including the ongoing
re%u.rbishment efforts for the B61, W76, and W88 warheads. The
Committee also recommends initiating a new life extension pro-
gram for the W80 that will support development of a Long Range
Standoff Missile (LRS(Q). While the Committee has not established
a formal definition of what constitutes a “life extension program”
compared to other major refurbishment efforts, the Committee will
consider refurbishment work with the purpose of extending the life
of an existing warhead with a total cost of greater than
$1,000,000,000 to be a life extension program. The Committee is
concerned about the aggressive schedule to accomplish the delivery
of concurrent life extension programs for the B61 and W88 in the
20202025 timeframe. Such peaks in the NNSA’s production lines
are difficult and expensive to manage. The Committee encourages
the NNSA to investigate work levelling strategies for the W88 that
would help alleviate these pressures.

W88 Life Extension Program.—The Committee recommends
$220,176,000, $54,776,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as
the budget request. In fiscal year 2015, initial development work
for this program was funded under the title “W88 Alt 370”. While
the NNéJA requested to continue designating this program as the
W88 Alt 370, the size and scope of the work now planned for the
W88 merits increased transparency and integrated management as
part of a formal acquisition program. The NNSA is directed to inte-
grate the costs of replacing limited life components concurrently
with other refurbishment activities in its selected acquisition re-
ports for the W88 life extension program.

W80+ Life Extension Program.—The Committee recommends
$195,037,000, the same as the budget request. In fiscal year 2015,
initial conceptual work for this program was funded at $9,418,000
under the title “Cruise Missile Warhead Life Extension Study”.
While the recommendation provides the full funding amount re-
quested for the WB0—4, continued support for the NNSA’s re-

uested schedule is contingent on the ahility of the NINSA to meet
the Committee-directed reporting requirements in a timely manner
and on the synchronization of this work with the schedule for the
LRSO in the budget for the Department of Defense.

The Committee is  concerned that the NNSA has already settled
on two alternatives for the W80—4 that are more expensive than
the B61 life extension program and will require funding peaks that
will compete with other planned major multi-year programs and
projects. The NNSA has a history of spending large amounts of
funding to develop alternatives that are tabled in order to pursue
a more affordable option. The NNSA must demonstrate it is able
to overcome these past failures by changing the way it conduects its
alternative analyses. To provide enhanced accountability for the al-
ternatives being pursued and to ensure that other options were not
prematurely excluded, the Committee directs the NNSA to task the
JASONs Defense Advisory Group or another independent group to

erform a red team assessment of the NNSA’s alternatives selected
or the W80—-4 life extension program. Not later than 180 days
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after the enactment of this Act, the red team should provide a re-
port to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of Con-
gress that identifies whether additional alternatives exist that
might improve the affordability of the program and reduce overall
programmatic risks.

Research and Development Support.—The Committee rec-
ommends $41,059,000, $15,559,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$6,900,000 above the budget request, The recommendation includes
funding above the budget request for maintenance of the nuclear
testing heritage as requested within Program Readiness.

Strategic Materials.—The Committee recommends $589,176,000,
$589,176,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $174,217,000 above the
budget request. The recommendation for Strategic Materials in-
cludes funding for uranium, plutonium and tritium sustainment ac-
tivities that were requested as “Nuclear Materials Commodities™.
The recommendation further expands the request to specify funds
for the management of nuclear materials to other materials of stra-
tegic significance by including funding requested for Material Recy-
cling and Recovery, Storage, Nuclear Materials Integration, and
other planning efforts within Strategic Materials Sustainment.

Domestic Uranium Enrichment.—The Committee recommends
$50,000,000, $47,200,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $50,000,000
below the budget request. The bill contains a provision that pro-
vides special reprogramming authority of an additional $50,000,000
subject to the Commiftee’s normal notification guidelines. The
Committee is awaiting the results of a directed interagency study
that will revalidate the tritium and low enriched uranium require-
ments to meet national security needs and that will identify a pre-
forred approach to meeting those requirements. However, the goals
of the demonstration project have been successfully met and there
is little value to indefinitely operating the centrifuges if the De-
partment cannot identify a near-term need to construct a national
security train of centrifuges. The recommendation will provide
flexibility to meet national security needs should decisive near-
term needs with a clear funding strategy be identified.

RESEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, TECHNOLOGY, AND ENGINEERING

The NNSA’s Research, Development, Technology, and Engineer-
ing (RDT&E) activities focus on the development and maintenance
of critical capabilities, tools, and processes that support science-
based stockpile stewardship and continued certification of the
stockpile in the absence of underground nuclear testing. For
RDTgE, the Committee recommends $1,774,174,000, $7,983,000
above fiscal year 2015 and $2,329,000 below the budget request.

The Committee supports maintaining a robust scientific enter-
prise that leverages the unique attributes of the national security
laboratories as the foundation of a science-based stockpile steward-
ship program. The NNSA reduced funding for science and engineer-
ing activities in its budget request and the Committee is concerned
that undercutting funding for such activities could undermine the
long-term capability of the NNSA to maintain an aging nuclear
stockpile. The NNSA is pursuing several unconventional and com-
plex options for stockpile stewardship that will present significant
certification challenges. Based on an independent review of these
approaches that was directed by the Committee, it is apparent
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there are still significant scientific and engineering hurdles to over-
come before such approaches can be adopted. The Committee will
continue to favor stockpile proposals that are conservative and well
understood in order to minimize the introduction of unnecessary
risks into the stockpile. Nevertheless, the Committee supports con-
tinued funding to pursue experimental activities that will improve
the basic fundamentals of weapons physics and advance concepts
to improve safety, security, or maintainability.

Science.—The Committee recommends $412947,000, $856,000
above fiscal year 2015 and $23,333,000 above the budget request.
Within this amount, the recommendation provides increases above
the request for Advanced Certification to better understand the
properties of plutonium and to advance concepts for pit reuse.
Within funding for Primary Assessment Technologies, the rec-
ommendation includes funding to expand predictive science capa-
bilities to designs cutside those in the current U.S. stockpile to en-
hance U.S. capabilities to assess foreign state weapons activities.
Within Advanced Radiography, the recommendation includes no
funding for new radiography capabilities at Ula. The NNSA did
not provide a project data sheet with a multi-year funding plan as
required by the Committee,

Academic Alliances and Partnerships.~The Committee rec-
ommends $49,800,000 for Academic Alliances and Partnerships.
Funding for these activities was requested within the Science and
Site Stewardship programs. Within this amount, $33,300,000 is
provided for the Stewardship Science Academic Alliance Program.
The NNSA reduced funding for its university partnership program
in its budget request by 7.5 percent. %ndercutting these
foundational partnerships will ultimately weaken the scientific
base upon which the NNSA relies to certify the nuclear stockpile.
Also within this amount, $16,500,000 is provided for the Minority
Serving Institution Partnerships Program. The Committee supports
the educational and research partnerships of the Department and
encourages additional partnerships to be developed with minority

(U/‘d serving institutions, including Historically Black Colleges and Umi-

. versities (HBCUs), sto ensure diversity within the next generation

H.‘\ lc/ -—WeMers addressing nuclear security and envi-

v ‘SIXUA ronmental management issues.

:'s(y J Inertial Confinement Fusion and High Yield—The Committee
™ \ : recommends $511,050,000, $1,845,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
mgh m $8,600,000 above the budget request. Within these funds,

. $68,000,000 is for the OMEGA Laser Facility at the University of
z L HSI Rochester, $322,500,000 is for the National Ignition Facility, and
- $7,000,000 is for the Naval Research Laborato
_ Advanced Simulation and Computing.—The Committee rec-
- ommends $605,000,000, $7,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$18,008,000 below the budget request.

Advanced  Manufacturing.—The  Committee  recommends
$113,800,000, $6,600,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $16,256,000
below the budget request. Within this amount, $16,000,000 is pro-
vided for Additive Manufacturing. The budget request applied de-
velopment of additive manufacturing capabilities holistically across
the enterprise, but the Committee 1s concerned that such an ap-
proach reduces transparency intc how well and how fast the NNSA
is developing these advanced production technologies. In addition,
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the NNSA must apply a certain degree of integrated management
to these efforts to promote a domestic contractor supplier base. The
recommendation does not preclude the use or development of addi-
tive production technologies within funds for life extension pro-
grams or other areas where those costs are appropriately attrib-
uted to that effort. In addition, the Committee is concerned that
the full scope of work requested within Advanced Manufacturing
did not meet Congressional intent of the program. This activity is
not intended to fund the production readiness costs of life extension
programs that are in phase 6.3 and higher. Such costs should be
managed and fully accounted for as part of the appropriate life ex-
tension program.

INFRASTRUCTURE AND OPERATIONS

Infrastructure and Operations (formerly Readiness in Technical
Base and Facilities) provides consolidated funding for the oper-
ations, maintenance, and recapitalization of NNSA facilities and in-
frastructure. The Committee recommends $2,228,164,000 for Infra-
structure and Operations, $194,764,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$1,173,683,000 ahove the budget request.

The recommendation eliminates duplication by conselidating the
budget request for three separate ing'astructure accounts {Readi-
ness in Technical Base and Facilities, Infrastructure and Safety,
and Site Stewardship) within the recommendation for Infrastrue-
ture and Operations. The recommendation further simplifies the
budget structure by combining separately-identified funding lines
for certain activities that did not have clear infrastructure-based

erformance goals. The Committee does not support changing the
Eudget structure each year to conform to internal orgamzational
changes and views this matter to be largely one of agency budget
execution that has no relationship to the purpose for which funds
are appropriated by the Congress. The Committee’s continued sup-
port for budget flexibility for maintenance and operations across
the NNSA sites and for recapitalization projects is contingent on
the NNSA’s willingness to provide the Committee with the infor-
mation it needs to conduct proper oversight of these activities.

Safety and Environmental Operations.—The Committee rec-
ommends $107,701,000 for the Nuclear Criticality Safety Program,
Nuclear Safety Research and Development, Containers, and Long-
Term Stewardship activities. The NNSA is directed to provide a
funding table that details the funding amounts to be provided to
each of these four program elements in future budget requests.

Muaintenance and Repair of Facilities.—The Committee rec-
ommends $277,000,000. The recommendation includes $50,000,000
above the budget request to address the backlog of deferred main-
tenance across the NNSA’s nuclear security enterprise. Within this
amount, $25,000,000 is for maintenance of the NNSA’s High-Risk
Excess Facilities to improve the transparency of how much is being
spent to indefinitely maintain these deteriorating facilities and to
allow the Committee to better conduct oversight of the adequacy of
the NNSA's maintenance program. The NNEA is directed to pro-
vide a funding table that details the site splits for maintenance in
future budget requests.

Recapitalization.—The Committee recommends $352,524,000.
Within this amount, $253,724,000 is provided for basic infrastrue-
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ture projects to be executed by the Office of Infrastructure and
Safety and $98,800,000 is provided for capability-based invest-
ments to be executed by the Office of Defense Programs. As a re-
sult of progress in establishing a planning basis to formulate and
execute its recapitalization efforts, the Committee recommendation
does not designate specific funding by individual recapitalization
projects. Funding for Recapitalization is intended for projects that
are clearly defined and ready to be executed. The recommendation
does not include funds requested for “reserves” and “contingency”
purposes since funds to meet emergent needs are provided within
Operation of Facilities and Maintenance and Repair of Facilities.

Construction.—The Committee recommends $660,149,000,
$235,149,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $41,000 below the budget
request. The Committee is concerned that there is little account-
ability for advancing construction projects at the early design
stages and that advance funds are being requested to initiate new
construction without providing the cost and schedule projections for
which the NNSA is accountable. Without this information, the
Committee cannot determine whether the projects requested are af-
fordable and are being managed appropriately so that it may ap-
prove new start authority, 1""r~s-\«fic~usfl , the Committee funded initial
project engineering and design (PED) in a separate project and
then considered new start authority to proceed to construction at
a later date when more information was available. In order to pre-
serve the Committee’s ability to approve new start authority, the
recommendation provides funds separately for PED and directs the
NNSA to re%lest funds seﬁarately for PED in future budget re-
quests. The Committee will consider a request to initiate a new
construction start when the Department is prepared to provide an
accurate multi-year cost and scgedu.le estimate with its budget re-
quest.

16-D-140 Project Engineering and Design, Various Locations.—
The Committee recommends %34,103,000. Within this amount,
$18,105,000 is for Transuranic Liquid Waste Facility Design,
$13,998,000 is for TA-55 Reinvestment Phase 3, and $2,000,000 is
for the Y-12 Emergency Operations Center. The Committee shall
consider separate new start authority to commence construction on
these projects upon submission of a request that details the multi-
year cost and schedule projections for each project.

16-D-621 TA-3 Substation Replacement, LANL.—The Committee
recommends $25,000,000, the same as the budget request. No fund-
ing is available for construction until the NNSA provides the de-
tails of its cost and schedule performance baseline. The rec-
ommendation for substation construction at Los Alamos National
Laboratory does not constitute a new start for a similar planned re-
placement at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory and the
NNSA should request separate funding for this project in a future
budget request.

11-D-801 TA-55 Reinvestment Project, Phase 2, LANL.—The
Committee recommends $3,903,000, the same as the budget re-
quest. The Committee notes that full funding was provided for this
project in fiscal year 2015 and the funds requested in the fiscal
year 2016 budget request are due to cost growth associated with
project bids being significantly higher than the NNSA’s initial esti-
mates.
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07-D~-220 Radioactive Liquid Waste Treatment Facility, LANL, —
The Committee recommends $11,533,000, the same as the budget
request. The Committee notes that costs have pgrown to
$82,694,000, an increase of $15,481,000 or 23 percent, since con-
struction funds for the Low Level Liquid Waste Facility portion of
this project were first requested and provided. The NNSA spent
$28,443,000 advancing a design concept for this project that was
determined to be unaffordable several years later. Furthermore,
the Committee is concerned about this and other projects at Los Al-
amos because the NNSA's contractor does not have a certified
earned value management system against which performance can
be appropriately tracked and managed. The NNSA is directed to
provide to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress not later than 90 days after the enactment of this Act a
report on the root causes of the cost growth of this project.

06-D-141, Uranium Processing Facility (UPF), Y-12.—The Com-
mittee recommends $430,000,000, $95,000,000 above fiscal year
2015 and the same as the budget request. Within this amount,
$289,128,000 is for Project Engineering and Design and
$140,872,000 is for Site Preparation. None of these funds shall be
available for Site Preparation or other construetion activities until
the NNSA submits an independently-verified cost estimate for the
entire scope of the project that details the cost and schedule targets
for each planned subproject to the Committees on Appropriations
of both Houses of Congress.

The Committee is concerned that the NNSA has not fully ad-
dressed the root causes of its past project management failures for
major construction projects. Few details have been solidified on the
UPF project and the NNSA’s inability to lay out any of its plans
in its budget request is indicative of the challenges that the NNSA
faces in delivering this facility. The NNSA is deviating from the
formal processes set out in DOE Order 413.3B for the reaffirmation
of critical decision—1 and the project plans show significant funds
being spent for construction activities before the project baseline is
set and without formal approval from the acquisition executive, in
this case the Deputy Secretary of Energy. Further, the NNSA con-
ducted an internal peer review that indicated a potential for cost
growth above the $6,500,000,000 cost target. The Committee will
continue to closely monitor progress on the project to ensure these
and other issues are being addressed.

04-D-125, Chemistry and Metallurgy Research (CMR) Replace-
ment Project, LANL.—The Committee recommends $155,610,000.
Within this amount, $117,000,000 is provided for the RLUOB
Equipment Installation, Phase 2 subproject and $38,610,000 is pro-
vided for the PF—4 Equipment Installation subproject.

SECURITY

Defense  Nuclear  Security.—The Committee recommends
$682,891,000 for Defense Nuclear Security, $46,768,000 above fis-
cal year 2015 and $50,000,000 above the budget request.

The recommendation provides additional funding above the budg-
et request to meet the lifecycle need to replace security cameras
and to meet shortfalls anticipated in funding for protective forces
at Y-12 and other NNSA sites. The NNSA shall keep the Com-
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mittee informed as it analyzes the changes to its cost accounting
structures for the combined contract at Y-12 and Pantex.

Security Improvements Program.—The Committee recommends
$35,000,000 to commence a Security Improvements Program that is
intended to address the backlog of security projects that must be
performed over the next several years. The NNSA has identified
over $2,000,000,000 in security infrastructure upgrades that are
needed, but the NNSA has not adequately prioritized these up-
grades in its budget request. The Committee’s recommendation en-
hances the visibility of these efforts and ensures funding is avail-
able to meet these additional costs that are above and beyond the
base operating and maintenance costs of the NNSA’s physical secu-
rity pragram. To the extent possible, the NNSA should establish
clear scope, cost, and schedule requirements by performing work as
discrete projects. Projects with a total project cost greater than
$10,000,000 that represent capability upgrades and new construe-
tion shall be performed as line-item construction in accordance
with existing statutory requirements. Projects that are needed to
replace, maintain, and improve the reliability of aging systems
shall be conducted as operating projects to expedite delivery and
reduce overall costs.

The Committee is concerned that the NNSA terminated the Y-
12 Security Improvements Project without completing the full scope
of work planned. The budget request also defers improvements that
are needed at the Pantex Plant. The NNSA shall ensure that these
investments are prioritized in developing its multi-year plans for
its Security Improvements Program.

14-D-710 Device Assembly Fuacility Argus Installation Project.—
The Committee recommends $13,000,000, the same as the budget
request.

Information Technology and Cyber Security.—The Committee
recommends $157,588,000 for Information Technology and Cyber
Security, $22,058,000 below fiscal year 2015 and the same as the
budget request.

Secure Transportation Asset.—The Committee recommends
$232,000,000 for Secure Transportation Asset, $13,000,000 above
fiscal year 2015 and $19,610,000 below the budget request. The
budget request included a significant ramp up in the size of the
federal workforce, but the NNSA has not provided any information
to justify such an inerease and reductions in the planned transport
of mixed oxide feedstock will reduce requirements.

LEGACY CONTRACTOR PENSIONS

The Committee provides $283,887,000 for payments into the leg-
acy University of California contractor employee defined benefit
pension plans, $23,171,000 below fiseal year 2015 and the same as
the budget request.
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DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION
(INCLUDING RESCISSION OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, 2015 ..o $1,616,638,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... e 1,940,302,000
Recommended, 2016 ..........ocvivicininsesinnncsevsesniniiersesse s 1,907,606,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 .. ... e +290,968,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... vverreenininimerre e nen e — 32,696,000

The Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation account provides funding
to programs of the National Nuclear Security Administration that
prevent, counter, and respond to global nuclear threats, according
to a revised budget structure for fiscal year 2016. The Committee's
recommendation for Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation is
$1,907,606,000, $290,968,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$32,696,000 below the budget request. The recommended amount
includes a rescission of $10,394,000 in prior-year unobligated bal-
ances. As requested, the recommendation includes funding for Nu-
clear Counterterrorism and Incident Response activities that were
funded within Weapons Activities in fiscal year 2015. After ac-
counting for this programmatic shift, the recommendation is
$52,598,000 above the comparative level for these activities in fis-
cal year 2015,

Continuing U.S. Nonproliferation Activities in Russia.—As in fis-
cal year 2015, the Committee recommendation provides no new
funds to enter into contracts and agreements with Russia in fiscal
year 2016.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION

Funding for the Office of Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation is
provided across five new programmatic areas; Global Material Se-
curity, Material Management and Minimization, Nonproliferation
and Arms Control, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation R&D, and
Nonproliferation Construction.

Global  Material  Security.—The Committee recommends
$422,949,000 for Global Material Security, $3,802,000 below the
budget request. The NNSA is directed to report separate funding
for its domestic and international radiological material programs in
its budget request. While the recommendation for Radiological Se-
curity provides funding for domestic and international activities
within one reprogramming control point, continued support for this
flexibility is contingent on the transparency of these activities in
the NNSA's budget justifications.

Material Management and Minimization.—The Committee rec-
ommends $310,584,000 for Material Management and Minimiza-

‘tion, $1,000,000 below the budget request. The recommendation

does not include $1,000,000 for Russian Surplus Materials Disposi-
tion that is requested within International Plutonium Disposition.
The NNSA should identify additional funding needed to close out
these activities when submitting a Secretarial waiver for enduring
nonproliferation activities in Russia. The Committee is concerned
that the U.S. is subsidizing the cost of removing materials from
high-income nations that do not need financial assistance to en-
hance the security of their nuclear materials. While there may be
circumstances where it ig in the national security interest to pro-
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vide incentives for the removal of materials from high-income na-
tions, the NNSA must improve the justification for such actions.
The Committee is also concerned that foreign nuclear materials for
which the U.S. has no direct responsibility are being transported
to the U.S. without consideration of the full costs of management,
storage, and eventual disposition. As requested, the recommenda-
tion includes $21,000,000 for material removal from high-income
nations due to the unique security concerns associated with these
particular materials. However, the NNSA is directed to offset the
costs of removing these materials from prior-year balances of lower
priority activities. The Committee cautions the NNSA in requesting
funding for additional material removals without better accounting
for the full costs of managing these materials and identifying a dis-
posal path.

Nonproliferation and Arms Control.-~~The Committee rec-
ommends $130,203,000 for Nonproliferation and Arms Control,
$3,500,000 above the budget request. Additional funding above the
hudget request is provided to expedite processing of export applica-
tions. The current slow process for approving Part 810 specific au-
thorization applications puts U.S. firms at a competitive disadvan-
tage to nuclear exporters from other countries, diminishes U.S. in-
fluence on nuclear safety, security, and nonproliferation practices,
and ultimately costs American jobs. Not later than 90 days after
the enactment of this Act, the NNSA shall provide to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress a report on its
Part 810 Process Improvement Program that details its strategy for
driving efficiencies within the U.S. interagency process for approv-
ing Part 810 specific authorizations. The report shall identify a
goal for the timeframe in which a typical Part 810 specific author-
ization is processed, shall outline the implementation schedule for
the Process Improvement Program, shall identify a funding plan to
successfully implement the Process Improvement Program, shall
include relevant data on the average timeframes achieved for Part
810 specific authorizations during each of the past five years, and
shall identify metrics that can be used to determine whether the
program is achieving meaningful progress in reducing specific au-
thorization processing times.

Defense Nuelear Nonproliferation Research and Development.—
The Committee recommends $419,333,000 for Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation Research and Development, $25,932,000 above fis-
cal year 2015 and the same as the budget request. The Committee
supports maintaining a vigorous research and development base at
the national laboratories to further U.S. nonproliferation ohjectives.

Nonproliferation Construction.—The Committee recommends
$345,000,000 for the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility project,
the same as fiscal year 2015 and the budget request. The rec-
ommendation provides sufficient funding to sustain the current
pace of construction on the MOX facility in fiscal year 2016 and in-
cludes a provision that prohibits the use of MOX funding to place
the project in cold standby

MOX program should be contmued the Commlttee encouraiges ex-
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The Department has conducted further analysis of the
comparative costs of the MOX and downblending
alternatives to dispose of surplus U.S. plutonium. While
the costs of constructing the MOX facility appear to be
conservatively estimated, that analysis does not provide
a full accounting of the lifecycle costs for the alternative
option to downblend and dispose of the material at the
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) or another disposal
facility. For instance, the Department’s analysis does not
account for the costs of operating and emplacing waste
in WIPP for another twenty years beyond its current
closure date of 2030. In addition, the Department
estimates that, if authorized, the Department would
need significant funding above the budget request to
cancel the MOX project and pursue the downblending
alternative in fiscal year 2016. Considering the high near-
term costs of either option, more accurate information
on the full costs of the downblending option must be
developed before such an alternative should be pursued.
The Department is directed to conduct a comprehensive
programmatic analysis of the full costs of downblending
and disposing surplus U.S. plutonium at WIPP or another
disposal facility and to provide a report on its findings to

the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses of
Congress not less than 18 months after the enactment of

this Act.
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ploring options for cost-sharing with other responsible international
partners.

NUCLEAR COUNTERTERRORISM AND INCIDENT RESPONSE

The NNSA's Nuclear Counterterrorism and Incident Response
programs respond to and mitigate nuclear and radiological inci-
dents worldwide in order to defend the nation from the threat of
nuclear terrorism. These activities were funded within Nuclear
Counterterrorism Incident Response and Counterterrorism and
Counterproliferation within Weapons Activities in fiscal year 2015.
The Committee recommendation supports the request to align all
NNSA funding to prevent, counter, and respond to nuclear pro-
liferation and terrorism in one appropriation. The Committee rec-
ommends $234,390,000, $10,357,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the
same as the budget request.

LEGACY CONTRACTOR PENSIONS

The Committee provides $94,617,000 for payments into the leg-
acy University of California contractor employee defined benefit
pension plans, $8,292,000 below fiscal year 2015 and the same as
the budget request.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

Rescissions.—The Committee rescinds $10,394,000 in unobligated
rior-year balances that the Department reports will remain unob-
igated in fiscal year 2015 apportionment restrictions related to

NNSA prior-year pensions funding.

Use of prior-vear balances.—The Committee directs the use of
$18,076,000 in prior-year balances to offset the fiscal year 2016
needs, ag requested. The Committee further directs the use of an
additional $21,000,000 in prior-year balances to offset the costs of
the removal of nuclear materials from high-income nations.

NAvaL REACTORS

Appropriation, 2015 ..ot e eeanan $1,234 000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... 1,375,496,000
Recommended, 2016 ....... 1,320,394,000
Comparison:
pgropriation, 2005 e e +86,394 000
Budget estimate, 2016 .................... —55,102,000

The Naval Reactors (NR) program is responsible for all aspects
of naval nuclear propulsion from technology development through
reactor operations to ultimate reactor plant disposal. The program
provides for the design, development, testing, and evaluation of im-

roved naval nuclear propulsion plants and reactor cores. The

ommittee’s recommendation for Naval Reactors is $1,320,394,000,
$86,394,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $55,102,000 below the
budget request. The Committee’s recommendation fully funds de-
velopment of the OHIO-Replacement ballistic missile submarine
and refueling of the S8G prototype, which is closely linked to the
OHIO-Replacement. The Committee continues to provide funding
separately for these high-priority activities.

Ohio-Replacement Reactor Systems Developmeni.—The Com-
mittee recommends $186,800,000, $30,700,000 above fiscal year
2015 and the same as the budget request.
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S8G  Prototype Refueling.—~The Committee recommends
$133,000,000, $6,600,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as
the budget request.

NE Development.—The Committee recommends $414 642,000,
$3,462,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $29,758,000 below the budg-
et request.

Advanced Test Reactor.—Within the amounts for NR Develop-
ment, $71,200,000 is provided for the Advanced Test Reactor (ATR)
at Idaho National Laboratory. Ensuring continued safe operation of
ATR is a high priority for the Committee. Naval Reactors and the
Office of Nuclear Energy are working together to identify upgrades
that are needed to ensure the safe and reliable operation of ATR
until at least 2050. However, the Committee is concerned that the
period of time that has passed since these planning activities were
first initiated is resulting in an extended schedule for completion.
Continued delays will only serve to increase costs and risks. The
Committee directs Naval Reactors and the Office of Nuclear Energy
to expedite resolution of any remaining issues and to provide an
update of progrees as soon as possible.

Advanced Fuel Systems.—Naval Reactors is directed to develop
and provide to the Committees on Appropriations of both Houses
of Congress an outline of a conceptual research and development
program for an advanced fuel system that could use low enriched
uranium (LEU) fuel. Successful development of an LEU advanced
fuel system could address several national-security concerns, in-
cluding the continued supply of highly enriched uranium (HEU)
dedicated for naval fuel that the Department of Energy says is suf-
ficient until 2064. Potential conversion to LEU fuel in future gen-
erations of U.S. nuclear naval vessels could alsc reduce global risks
of nuclear proliferation and nuclear terrorism by helping promote
worldwide HEU minimization, a longstanding U.S. nonproliferation
policy objective. The report should describe the goals, timeline, and
annual budget requirements, including fuel fabrication and test ir-
radiation requirements, for carrying out such a development pro-
gram.

NE Operations and Infrastructure.—The Committee recommends
$424,452,000, $34,452,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $20,744,000
below the budget request. Within this amount, no less than
$138,670,000 is provided for Research Reactor Facility Operations
and Maintenance.

Construction.—The Committee recommends $118,000,000,
$4,680,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $3,100,000 below the budget
request. No funding is provided to construct a simulation training
facility that is primarily intended to meet Navy training needs be-
cause the training of Navy nuclear operators is a Navy rather than
Department of Energy responsibility. Further, the Navy has alter-
native options available to meet its training needs that do not re-
quire new facility construction at Department of Energy facilities.
If new construction at a Department of Energy site is preferred,
NR is directed to seek out an appropriate investment arrangement
with the Navy that will permit DOE facilities to be constructed to
perform Navy missions on a reimbursable basis.

Spent Fuel Handling Recapitalization Project.—The Committee
recommends $86,000,000, $16,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
the same as the budget request.
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FEDERAL SALARIES AND EXPENSES
Appropriation, 2015 ... e $370,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... 402,654,000
Recommended, 2016 .......ccoovieiie e 388,000,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... +18,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .......cccouiiiiiiiieniiece e i — 14,654,000

The Federal Salaries and Expenses account provides corporate
planning and oversight for Defense Programs, Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation, and Naval Reactors, including the NNSA field of-
fices in New Mexico, Nevada, and California. The Committee rec-
ommendation is $388,000,000, $18,000,000 above fiscal year 2015
and $14,654,000 below the budget request.

Corporate Project Management.—The Committee recommends
$9,863,000, the same as fiscal year 2015 and $2,036,000 below the
budget request. The NNSA should expedite establishing permanent
federal capabilities for cost estimating and project management in-
stead of relying on support service contracts to conduct its project
oversight.

ENVIRONMENTAL AND OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

Appropriation, 2015 ... e $5,000,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 5,055,550,000
Recommended, 2016 ... ooeviverrnnrrvessess e s svasssssn s srens 5,055,550,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... e e +55,550,000
Bugget estimate, 2016 ..........oiiinnnns - eniaes -—-

The Defense Environmental Cleanup account provides funding
for identifying and reducing risks and managing waste at sites
where the nation carried out defense-related nuclear research and
production activities that resulted in radioactive, hazardous, and
mixed waste contamination requiring remediation, stabilization, or
some other cleanup action. The Committee’s recommendation for
Defense Environmental Cleanup is $5,055,550,000, $55,550,000
above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget request. Within
the amounts provided, the Department is directed to fund haz-
ardous waste worker training at $10,000,000.

The Committee encourages the Department to move forward
with plans to establish the Manhattan Project National Park as
o?tlined in Section 3039 of the National Defense Authorization Act
of 2015.

Hanford Site.—The
: (00 -abev .

drrdmetmitgu et T thit-aaroumt—the

$922,711,000 for the Richland site office, $18,289,000 below fiscal
year 2015 and $78,874,000 above the budget request. The Depart-
ment has made considerable progress cleaning up the River Cor-
ridor and reducing the overall footprint at Hanford. While the
budget request proposes to reduce ds for Richland, the Com-
mittee is concerned that the Department’s strategy represents a
change in the cleanup plans that have not been v explained to
stakeholders and that delays indefinitely the completion of some
high hazard projects. Not later than 90 days after the enactment
of this Act, the Department shall report to the Committees on Ap-
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propriations of both Houses of Congress on its plans for the Han-
ford site that clearly delineates goals and milestones over the next
five years and that explains any deviations from agreements or
other commitments previously made to the state and other stake-
holders.

For the Office of River Protection, the Committee recommends
$1,268,000,000, $56,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and
$146,000,000 below the budget request. Within this amount,
$578,000,000 is provided for Tank Farm Aectivities, $56,000,000
above fiscal year 2015 and $71,000,000 below the budget request.
The recommendation includes $41,000,000 for vapor implementa-
tion activities and $52,000,000 to meet milestones for single shell
tank retrievals and installation of rainwater barriers. The rec-
ommendation defers funding for modifications needed for direct
feed of the Waste Treatment Plant until the Department has pre-
vided more clarity on its multi-year cost and schedule plans.

Waste Treatment Plant.—The recommendation provides
$690,000,000 for construction of the Waste Treatment Plant (WTP)
within three reprogramming controls for Subprojects A-D, the
Pretreatment Facility, and the Low Activity Waste Pretreatment
System project, a new facility that is part of the direct feed modi-
fications to the WTP. Though the Department has made progress
in resolving the WT'P’s design problems through its proposal for di-
rect feed, the Committee is concerned that the Department still
does not have an overarching programmatic strategy to deliver the
WTP, does not have a praject baseline that is aligned with the con-
tract structure, and has limited ability to momitor project perform-
ance because the contractor is no longer reporting earned value
management system data against a resource-loaded schedule. The
Committee does not support increasing the overall annual amount
of funding for WI'P construction until the Department has provided
the Committee with a cost estimate to begin processing liquid
waste and a clear schedule to accomplish that goal. In addition, the
Department must account for its maintenance and operating costs
and continued design and testing activities that are needed for the
portions of the project that are delayed due to unresolved safety-
related design issues. The Committee supports continued flat fund-
ing for the period of time that the Department needs to better re-
fine its cost and schedule plans and provide those details to the
Congress.

Ideho National Laboratory.—The Committee recommends
$390,783,000, $10,580,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $30,000,000
above the budget request. The Committee is concerned that the
budget request relies on a highly optimistic schedule for processing
waste through the Integrated Waste Treatment Unit and is inad-
equate to support full tank waste processing operations through fis-
cal year 2016. While the Committee supports the Department’s de-
cision to undertake a safe and careful approach to starting the fa-
cility, timely startup remains a high priority. The recommendation
includes an additional $30,000,000 above the budget request to
maintain funding for radioactive liquid tank waste disposition
slightly below the fiscal year 2015 level while meeting other clean-
up funding needs at the site.

NNSA Sites.—The Committee recommends $246,251,000,
$12,367,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $8,625,000 below the budg-
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et request. The recommendation makes use of high prior-year car-
ryover that is a result of a halt in transuranic waste operations at
Los Alamos National Laboratory. The Committee encourages the
Department to expeditiously implement its new contract and fed-
eral oversight strategies to prevent further delays in coming to
agreement on a cleanup plan ?or the laboratory.

Oak  Ridge  Reservation.—The Committee recommends
$197,953,000, $25,097,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $20,600,000
above the budget request.

U-233 Disposition Program.—The Committee recommends
$35,895,000, $35,895,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $9,000,0600
above the budget request. The Committee remains concerned ahout
the safety ang security of legacy materials in Building 3019, an
aging facility in the heart of the science campus. Progress on
dispositioning canisters is stalled and the Department has failed to
provide the Committee-directed report on itz five-year pro-
grammatic plans in a timely manner. These multi-year plans are
essential to demonstrating that the Department has prioritized re-
ducing these risks appropriately. The Department should expedite
building improvements needed to process these materials as it con-
tinues to negotiate plans for direct disposal.

High-Risk Excess Facilitiecs.—The Committee iz concerned about
the status of high-risk excess facilities at the Y-12 National Secu-
rity Complex. In January 2015, the National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration (NNSA) provided a facility disposition report that was
directed by the Committee in fiscal year 2012 that identified the
NNSA’s top-10 high risk facilities. The report indicated that at the
top of that list are three 1940’s-era facilities located at the Y-12
National Security Complex. The NNSA also reported that while
NNSA and EM are working together to monitor the risks, there is
no planned disposition date for the Y-12 facilities. EM has included
these facilities in its Integrated Facilities Disposition Project
(IFDP), but there is no visibility into how the IFDP is being man-
aged and the project is not being conducted in accordance with
DOE Order 413.3B. Not later than 180 days after the enactment
of this Act, the Department shall provide to the Committees on Ap-
propriations of both Houses of Congress a report that details the
programmatic and project management strategy for the IFDP, its
multi-year cost and schedule planning projections, and the options
available for mercury remediation and waste disposal. The ree-
ommendation for Oak Ridge Nuclear Facilities D&D includes
$3,000,000 above the budget request to accomplish these acceler-
ated planning activities.

Mercury Treatment Facility.—The Committee recommends
$9,400,000 for the Outfall 200 Mercury Treatment Facility, the
same as fiscal year 2015 and $2,600,000 above the budget request.
Completion of this facility is necessary before major decommis-
sioning progress can be made at Y-12 in order to mitigate the po-
tential for additional mercury releases during demolition. The
project iz estimated to cost up to $370,000,000 and reducing fund-
ing in fiscal year 2016 would lead to further delays and higher
costs. The Committee expects the Department to provide an update
on its project plans once it awards critical decision—1.

Savannah  River  Site.—The Committee  recommends
$1,191,543,000, $70,236,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $16,878,000
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below the budget request. Within this amount, an increase of
$3,000,000 above the budget request is provided for Risk Manage-
ment Operations to support the disposition of spent fuel from the
High Flux Isotope Reactor.

Ealt Waste Processing Facility (SWPF).—The Committee rec-
ommends $194,000,000, $59,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the
game as the budget request. The SWPF represents the critical path
for meeting the Department’s long-term cleanup commitments at
the site and therefore remains the Committee’s highest priority at
Savannah River. The Committee is encouraged by the revision of
the performance baseline for the project, which will provide the De-
partment with the management tools 1t needs to monitor project
performance. While the Committee does not endorse nor oppose the
particular contracting strategy the Department pursued in its re-
baseline negotiations, the Committee remains concerned that the
Department was unsuccessful in its efforts to come to an agree-
ment on a revised contract structure that might have reduced the
risk of further cost growth and schedule slippage, considering the
past problems experienced with keeping the project on track under
the eurrent contract. In the past, the Department has been reluc-
tant to fully enforce the requirements of its contracts and has been
slow to realize and react to challenges that might have an impact
on project performance. Without a revised contract structure, the
importance of the Department’s federal managers to utilize current
authorities and enforce existing contract requirements becomes
more pronounced. The Committee will continue to closely monitor
progress of the project and hold the Department accountable for de-
livering the project on schedule and within budget.

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP).—The Committee recommends
$285,857,000, $34,143,000 below fiscal year 2015 and $42,539,000
above the budget request. While the Department has put together
an aggressive plan for resuming waste emplacement operations at
WIPP, the Committee is concerned that base funding is severely re-
duced in the budget request. Safely returning WIPP to full oper-
ations is one of the highest priorities for the Committee in the bill.
Inadequately funding base operations and maintenance, as well as
the transuranic waste operations at the generator sites within the
Central Characterization Prgject, ultimately undermines the De-
partment’s ability to address the root causes of the two incidents
leading to the shutdown and to meet its transuranic waste commit-
ments at other sites.

Technology Development and Deployment.—The Committee rec-
ommends 514,000,000, the same as fiscal year 2015 and $510,000
below the budget request. Within this amount, $2,000,000 is pro-
vided for the National Spent Fuel Program at Idaho National Lab-
aratory.

DrFENSE URANTUM ENRICHMENT

DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING

Apgropriation, 2015 1ot ss st ee e tene s mrens s eeaes $463,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..........ccoeeiiiiceree e 471,797,000
Recommended, ZOLB .....oo......ooooooveoooesseresseeseeeeensesren oo eeeseo oo 471,797,000

Comparison:
pgropriation, 2015 .o +8,797,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... e -——=
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This account provides for a federal defense contribution inte the
Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommissioning
Fund. The Committee recommendation is $471,797,000, $8,797,000
above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget request. The
Committee recommendation does not include authorization of a leg-
islative proposal to reinstate a tax on nuclear utilities.

OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

Appropriation, 2015 .......ocvvvererimreresrnummrsmsmrasse e $754,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... e 774,425,000
Recommended, 2016 ... 767,570,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ... e e +13,570,0660

Budget estimate, 2016 ...........c....... —6,855,000

The Other Defense Activities account provides funding for the
Office of Environment, Health, Safety and Security; the Office of
Independent Enterprise Assessments; the Office of Legacy Manage-
ment; Specialized Security Activities;, Defense Related Administra-
tive Support; and the Office of Hearings and Appeals. The Com-
mittee recommendation for Other Defense Activities 1is
$767,570,000, $13,570,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $6,855,000
below the budget request.

Environment, Health, Safety and Security.—The Committee rec-
ommends $183,798,000, $2,800,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the
same as the budget request.

Independent Enterprise Assessments.—The Committee rec-
ommends $73,534,000, the same as fiscal year 2015 and the budget
request. It is critical to preserve the ability of the Department to
conduct independent assessments of compliance and performance
and that access to and cooperation from all Departmental programs
is provided to the Office of Independent Enterprise Assessments.
The Office of Independent Enterprise Assessments is directed to
continue to provide an annual report of its oversight activities,
findings, and recommendations for the previous fiseal year.

Graded Security Posture.—Not later than 90 days after the en-
actment of this Act, the Department shall provide to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of both Houses of Congress a report that
outlines a schedule to update its Graded Security Posture to mest
the latest threats. The Department has not yet demonstrated it has
implemented the organizational reforms that are needed to provide
effective security of special nuclear materials. In particular, the
Committee is awaiting the results of a directed investigation of the
need for structural reforms for providing security for the National
Nuclear Security Administration sites. Reforming security practices
continues to be a high priority for the Committee.

Specialized Security Activities.—The Committee recommends
$215,000,000, $11,848,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $6,855,000
below the budget reﬁuest. Within this amount, $2,000,000 is pro-
vided for innovative dynamic threat assessments at Idaho National
Laboratory.

Legacy Management.—The Office of Legacy Management pro-
vides long-term stewardship following site closure. The Committee
recommends $167,180,000, $4,800,000 below fiscal year 2015 and
the same as the budget request. The Committee supports the Office
of Legacy’s Managements efforts to undertake creative reforms to
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limit the volatility of its liabilities for contractor employee defined
benefit pension plans while preserving the commitments made to
legacy employees. The Committee supports additional reforms that
might further reduce risks to ongoing programmatic activities at
the Department of Energy.

Defense Related Administrative Support.—The Committee rec-
ommends $122,558,000, $3,722,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the
same as the budget request, to provide administrative support for
programs funded in the atomic energy defense activities accounts.

Office of Hearings and Appeals.—The Office of Hearings and Ap-
peals is responsible for all of the Department’s adjudicatory proc-
esses, other than those administered by the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission. The Committee recommends $5,500,000, the
same as fiscal year 2015 and the budget request.

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS

Management of the federal power marketing functions was trans-
ferred from the Department of the Interior to the Department of
Energy in the Department of Energy Organization Act of 1977
(P.L. 95-91). These functions include the power marketing activi-
ties authorized under section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 1944
and all other functions of the Bonneville Power Administration, the
Southeastern Power Administration, the Southwestern Power Ad-
ministration, and the power marketing functions of the Bureau of
Reclamation that have been transferred to the Western Area Power
Administration.

All four power marketing administrations give preference in the
sale of their power to publicly-owned and cooperatively-owned utili-
ties. Operations of the Bonneville Power Administration are fi-
nanced principally under the authority of the Federal Columbia
River Transmission 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 con-
struction, and to sell bonds to the Treasury if necessary to finance
any additional capital program requirements.

Beginning in fiscal year 2011, power revenues from the South-
eastern, Southwestern, and Western Area Power Administrations,
which were previously classified as mandatory offsetting receipts,
were reclassified as discretionary offsetting collections to directly
offset annual expenses. The capital expenses of Scuthwestern and
Western Area Power Administrations are appropriated annually.

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.
Language is included to allow expenditures from the Bonneville
Power Administration Fund for the Shoshone Paiute Trout Hatch-
ery, the Spokane Tribal Hatchery, and the Snake River Sockeye
Weirs,
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN POWER
ADMINISTRATION

Budget estimate, 2016 ..........coevmieniinmimeos i e ssnse s $———
Appropriation, 2015 ... e -
Recommended, 2016 .......ccoocvirverermneciiee s rerserraesesessn ~—=
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... -~
Budget estimate, 2006 ......ccvevceeniirerrn e esens -

The Southeastern Power Administration (SEPA) markets hydro-
electric power produced at 22 Army Corps of Engineers Projects in
11 states in the southeast. Southeastern does not own or operate
any transmission facilities, so it contracts to “wheel” its power
using the existing transmission facilities of area utilities.

The total program level for SEPA in fiscal year 2016 is
$90,500,000, with $83,600,000 for purchase power and wheeling
and $6,900,000 for program direction. The purchase power and
wheeling costs will be offset by collections of 566,500,000, and an-
nual expenses will be offset by collections of $6,900,000. Addition-
ally, SEPA has identified $17,100,000 in alternative financing for

urchase power and wheeling. The net appropriation, therefore, is
50 in the recommendation and the budget request.

OFPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHWESTERN POWER

ADMINISTRATION
Appropriation, 2015 ..o e s $11,400,000
Budgst estimate, 2016 .........ccco.ooeeeeeee 11,400,000
Recommended, 2006 ...........oooeeeiveceeeeeeeeeeeceen e eeeeetsevemna e s sanasrens oo 11,400,000

Comparison:
ppropriation, 2005 e -———
Budget estimate, 2016 ............ccoceeeeee -

The Southwestern Power Administration (SWPA) markets hydro-
electric power produced at 24 Corps of Engineers projects in the
six-state area of Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Okla-
homa, and Texas. SWPA operates and maintains 1,380 miles of
transmission lines, along with supporting substations and commu-
nications sites. :

The Committee recommendation for the Southwestern Power Ad-
ministration is a net appropriation of $11,400,000, the same as the
budget request. The total program level for Southwestern in fiscal
year 2016 is $136,223,000, including $19,279,000 for operation and
maintenance expenses, $73,000,000 for purchase power and wheel-
ing, $31,932,000 for program direction, and $12,012,000 for con-
struction. Offsetting collections total $98,961,000, including
$6,023,000 for operations and maintenance, $63,000,000 for pur-
chase power and wheeling, and $29,938,000 for program direction.
Southwestern estimates it will secure alternative financing from
customers in the amount of $25,862,000.

CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, QOPERATION AND MAINTENANCE,
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, 2015 ..o $93,3'72,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 93,372,000
Recommended, 2018 ...........ccccevvvenremvemesinnressee i rsssesssesrssnes 93,372,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ... -———
Budget estimate, 2016 ...........ccocevininnnece e e -———
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The Western Area Power Administration is responsible for mar-
keting the electric power generated by the Bureau of Reclamation,
the 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 elec-
trifoi:ity to 15 western states over a service area of 1.3 million square
miles.

The Committee recommendation for the Western Area Power Ad-
ministration is a net appropriation of $93,372,000, the same as the
budget request. The total program level for Western in fiscal year
2016 is recommended at $941,600,000, which includes $58,374,000
for construction and rehabilitation, $80,901,000 for system oper-
ation and maintenance, $565,927,000 for purchase power and
wheeling, and $236,398,000 for program direction. Offsetting collec-
tions include $567,155,000 for purchase power and wheeling and
annual expenses, and the use of $7,344,000 of offsetting collections
from the Colorado River Dam Fund (as authorized in P.L. 98-381).
Western Area estimates it will secure alternative financing from
customers in the amount of $273,729,000.

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND

Appropriation, 2015 ... e s $228,000
Budpget estimate, 2016 ... 228,000
Recommended, 2016 ..........cc.oovooceeeesimnimnsecinesrisneee s v eneraen e eeneeerenn 228,000

Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... e -——
Budget estimate, 2016 .......cccevvviireenennnnrneer s s -

Falcon Dam and Amistad Dam are twe 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
V.8, Section of the International Boundary and Water Commission.

The budget request includes a proposal for authority to accept
contributed funds in fiscal year 2016 for use in fulfilling duties as-
sociated with the Falcon and Amistad Dams. This authority would
be equivalent to the authority used throughout the Western Area
Power Administration to secure alternative financing. The Com-
mittee includes this proposal.

The Committee recommendation is a net appropriation of
$228,000, the same as the budget request. The total program level
is $4,950,000, with $4,262,000 of offsetting collections applied to-
ward annual expenses and $460,000 of alternative financing.

VerDate Sep 112014  21:32 Apr 16, 2015  JK1093754 PO 00000 Frm 00132 Fmit 6659 Stmi6802 EAMAOC\ATZSA.XXX  A754
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FEpERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Apprepriation, 2015 e $304,389,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 319,800,000
Recommended, 2006 ...ttt s e ceemveates s e emne s 319,800,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ... +15,411,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ......occceeeiiiiieiee e ey —_—

REVENUES

Appropriation, 2015 ... 3 — 304,388,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .... —319,800,000
Recommended, 2016 .........ccoeeiiiiiiiee et st ne —319,800,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ... e s - 15,411,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ............ouc..e. -

The Committee recommendation for the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission (FERC) is $319,800,000, 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.

The Committee is aware that concerns remain about the degree
of consideration given by FERC to the rights and concerns of pri-
vate property owners during the process for developing, reviewing,
and approving shoreline management plans. The Committee reiter-
ates its support for the expeditious development and implementa-
tion of innovative and mutually agreeable solutions to resolve con-
flicts among project purposes and private property at specific loca-
tions.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee’s detailed funding recommendations for programs
in Title III are contained in the following table.

(39— 149

34 474
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& DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
2 {Amounts 1n thousands)
- FY 2015 FY 2016 = B111 vs. Bi11 vs,
fs] Enacted Reguest gin Enacted Requast
2 BT T e e e g e
s
g ENERGY PRD <
il
3 ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE
g T
® Sustainable Transpertation:
Vehicle technologies............... e e 444,000 255,400 ~24,600 -t88,800
5 Bioenergy technologigs. . ...... ..o voiiiuineiiunun, 246,000 165,300 -59,700 -80,700
2 Hydrogen and fuel ¢ell technologies................. 94,083 -2,07 -8,917
Q1 e e e iadiaee awsamnras m emervumASEmASE mRAdAddcrahddAden CcemmmEEEEEETE
© Subtotal, Sustainable Transportation.............. 602,000 783,000 514,783 -87, 217 -278 217
. .
§ Renewable Energy: e ' "
% S0lar BnergyY. ... .. e i s A 233,000 336,700 151,600 - -81,400 -185,100
Wind energy................... .0 T 107,000 146,500 90, 450 “+8,. 550 -55,060
m Wator POWBT . . ... ... cntvirivar vt innrar i goarian, 51,000 87,000 38,700 -22, UB%.“__H -28,300
i Geaothaermal technolegies........ R SR T T TR 55,000 94,000 48,000 -9,000 "«-x@a.—ooo
g Subtotal, Renewable Energy........ & ............. 456,000 645,200 326,750 -129,250 -318,450
;r-f- Enarpgy Efficiency:
'S Advanced manufacturing........# ... ... . i i 200,000 404,000 205,000 +5,000 -199,9000
Butlding technologies. ... ... o vt iiiiiianianions 172,000 264,000 150,362 -21,638 -113,638
- Federal energy manageasent progrem................... 27,000 43,088 18,800 -8,200 -24,288
=~
£ Weatherization and intgfgovernmental:
Weatherization: i
Weatherizati assistance program...... e 190,000 223,099 190,000 --- -33,899
Training apd technical assistance............. 3,000 4,000 3,000 .- -1,000

Inuat affzei lotio 011 fere §37540.041
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. DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
£ . (Amounts in thousands)
2 N
3 ™.
- M FY 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs. B111 vs.
I \\‘ Enacted Request Enacted Request
- R e L DL LT EEEE T P R PP P PRNPEPR
[~
) NREL Site-Wide Fadhlity Support............... .- 400 - +400 .e-
---------------------------- A ma - m—m——- - —_ mmEE"eTEBELem-- - mep et e - .- o- -
%‘ Subtotal, Weatherization.. ™ .........c.veviuiii., 193,000 228,388 - 183,400 +400 -34,999
[=)
2 State energy program grants...... . .......oei..s .. 50,000 Twﬁfu/ 50,000 -20,100
& l.ocal technical assistance program. . .............. nan ,f{n.ooo .- .- -20,000
ra
N dememmmmccaen vagficeieatee mamsmacrmeemes emicammmsaoC ccemmmssase-
2 Subtotal, Weatherization and intergovérgmental
§ program......... e 243,00 318,484 243,400 +400 -75,099
o
g Subtotal, Enerpy Efficiency............... s 2,000 1,029,587 817,562 -24,438 -412,025
g Corporate Support:
Facilities and infrastructure:
m National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL).. .. 56,000 62,000 56,000 - -6,000
:iu Program direction. .......... .. . ... cciiivinn, R 160,000 185, 330 150,000 -10,000 -15,320
g Strategic programs. ... ........oiiiiniinanpflia.. ‘1 ,Q0G 27,870 12,000 -9,000 -15,870
% Subtotal, Corporate Support....... ;,.—ff‘ ....... Cea 255, 200 218,000 -18,000 -37,200
S Subtotal, Energy sfficiency renewable energy.. 1,937,000 2,722,987 1,677,085 -259,905 -1.,045,862
b
?5 Use of Prior Year Balances. 2. . .........ccciviivannn _—.- -18,321 -19,321 -19,321
Rescissions. ... ... .. .80, i i i .- --- +13, 065 ---
TOTAL, ENERGY EFFICENCY AND REMEWABLE ENERGY...... 1,823,835 , 987 1,657,774 ;266.161 -1,065,213
SESETESSSESES FREEEs=E= X EEEEEms==ESREE = Emmm—=

Innan cifusl (olio 12 ke BI764a 042
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//
DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY P
{(Amounts in thousands) e
«-.._‘_‘ /_/
‘ FY 2015 FY 2016 e Bil1l vs. Bil1l vs.
Enacted Request PR Y Enacted Request
......................... .--.----..jf;;,-.------
ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY 4
Research and development: e
Clean enargy trensmission and reliamjlity........... 34,262 40,000 31,000 -3,282 -9,000
Smart grid research and development. . ™ ............- 15,439 “30,000 20,000 +4, 561 -10,000
Cyber security for energy delivery systdws.......... 45,099 7 52,000 47,000 +1,001 -§,000
Energy STOrBEE. .. ... iitnire e Mg 12,000 21,000 15,000 +3,000 -6,000
Tranaformer resilience and edvanced componen®g...... - : 10,000 .- “a- -10,000
Subtotal. . ..., . i e i e . 153,000 113,000 +5,300 -40,000
National electricity deldivery,......... ... ..ccivviunnn 7,500 6,000 .- -1,500
Infrastructure sSecyrity and energy restoration...... ? 14,000 14,000 +8, 000 ---
State anergy reliability and assurance........... ana 63,000 “-- -—-- -63,000
Program direction. ... . ..o e i e ,B06 32,600 27,000 -606 -5,600
TOTAL, ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERG 270,100 160,000 +12,694 -110,100
=TEsE SasI@mE==s 1+ 2= ==
NUCLEAR ENERGY,
Research and davelopment:
Integrated university program....................... 5,000 —.- +5,000
STEP RED. .. cv it igi e i iirninnni o inannrnannss 5,000 --— -
Small modular react 62,500 +8,000 ---
Nuclear enargy englling technologies................ 111,600 +10, 6800 +25.213
Reactor concept® RDED. . ... ... ... i i, 141,718 +8 715 +33,578
Fuel cycle reg@arch and development................. 217,760 175,800 -21,200 -41,860
..-"f
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International nuclear energy dooperat1on....

SUBEOEBT . o e e s
Infrastructure:
Radiological facilitiez management:
Space and defense infrastructure,..............
Research reactor infrastrocture............

Subtotal...... .

INL facilities management:
INL operations and infrastructure

Construction:
16-E-200 Sample preparation laboratory.....

13-D-905 Remote-handled low level waste
disposal project, INL.......... ... ... ...
Subtotal, Construction.................
Subtotal, INL facilities management

Subtotal, Infrastructure...... .

PEIY ODCPSLVOONHYS 2099 WIS BS99IY  ZE100ULd 000000d PSLEBOPI §LOT'9L iy 28112 FI0T kL deS JeqieA

Idaho sitewide zafeguards and security,......
Program direction. ...............oviviiunnns

Subtotal, Nuclear Energy...........

Insr offsel ¢ 14 herm ITTE48. D44

DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{(Amounts in thousands})

P

FY 2015 FY 2016 /,-Ei"ﬂ vs. B111 vs.
Enacted Request Bill 7 Enacted Request

: 3,000 3,000 3,900
"""" 90,500 482,787 50,618 46,118 21,831

(Jt//

: 20,000 e -20.000

) §.000 8,800 8,800 +1,800 .
"""" 26.000 T eee 200 e

. 200,631 T 216,582 +15,951 +6,758

2,000 2,000 +2.000

, 368 | Te5.309

"""" s 2000 | 2o 3,38 o
“oe.000 211,828 28582 V2,582 e +8.758
""" 231,000 28620 228,382 -5.618  +duge
104,000 126,164 126,161 +22.161 \

80,000 80,000 80,000

""" 913,500 007.574 938,181 +22,661  +28.567

LET
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DEPARTHENT (OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

RESCTBEION. vt ettt ettt siiancr e enen T

TOTAL, NUCLEAR ENERGY....... o

FOSSIL. ENERGY RESEARCH AND OEVELOPMENT

Coal CCS and power systems:
Carbon capture. ....... .o iueeiiiiians.
Carbon storage
Advanced energy systoms

NETL coal research and development
STEP (Supercritical €02}

Subtotal, CCS and power systems..............

Natural Gas Technologies:
CCS demonstrations:

Natural gas carbon capturs and storage.........

Research
Subtotal, Natural Gas Technologies

Unconventional fossil energy technologies from

petroleum - o1l technologies.....................

Program direction

Fossil energy environmental restoration

Cross cutting research.:::::....:::..:.:::......:

Plant and capital equipment. .. ... ..... ... ... . ...,

FY 2015 FY 2014 8i11 vs.
Enacted Request :ARA Enacted
- -80,000 -.- --- +80, 000
. 833,500 907,574 936, 161 +102, 681
EN= SSSSE REIEWAEZE= === AL Z2======== ZcE==R @
T _.r’/
s
88,000 e +9,800 -18,831
e 100,000 108, 768 +4,000 -4,768 -
Ces 103, 000 39,385 +2,000 +65,615 ‘-'do)
ca 49,000 51,242 +3,100 +858
50,000 34,031 --- +15,969
ven 10,000 19,300 +5, 000 -4,300
Ve 400,000 369,3 423,900 ‘\tgg.soo +54 543
e
\“.
44,000 21,200 -3,921
44,000 21,200 -3,921
4,500 --- 13,000 +8,500
119,000 114,202 120,000 +1,000
15,782 18,044 18,003 +2,221
5,897 8,197 8,197 +2,300 ---
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY

(Amounts in thousands)

R /
{ o
. A
1§ ] FY 2015 FY 2016 8111 vs Bi11 wvs,
T Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
SUper COMPULEI. .. .. ... . i ieenrnennras S SN .- 5,500 .- --- -5,500
Special recruitment pregrams................ eagenie 700 700 700
TOTAL, FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT... 571,000 560,000 605,000 +34,000 +45,000
=====_=_======= —EmEEEEsEsIRE= -P-—- ----- -+ 3 aEE== ===
/!
NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES................ 19.95‘0‘\»\_ 17,500 17,500 -2, 450 ---
ELK HILLS SCHOOL LANDS FUND,.............ccovuinninn., 15,580 " .-- T -15,580 -
STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE. ... .......cvvvinninnnsennn 200,000 257,000 212,030 +12,030 <44 ,970
NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE
NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OJL RESERVE..............c..... 7,600 7.600. 7,600 --- .
L R BT 1 12 -6,000 ',./-;- O +6,000 “en
.................... . ean cemmaemearewasimeeeaeasaancs —ameseesesanna
TOTAL, NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE......... 1,600 p #7800 7.800 +6,000 .--
SEERSIS s EEEESEn =3 ==REEE RSzunit====nEE
ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION................. . 117,000, 131,000 117.000 -14,000
NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP yd e
7
Fast Flux Test Resctor Fecility (WA).................. /“5.562 2,562 2,562 ---
Gaseous Diffusion Plants.. ... ... ..... ... ... ioiiniis 104,403 104,403 104,403 .-
SmAY BItOE. .. e et e e p 80,048 54,007 81,715 -18,334
West Valley Demonstration Project...................., / 58,986 59,213 59,213 +227
e
-
«f/
7

681
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
({Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015
Enacted

FY 2016
Request

}e‘
s
BilT vs. Bi111 vs.
B111 _~Enacted Request

Construction: T =
Marcury storage facility................. ; Trasevenens .- .- 1,300 +1,300 +1,300
‘—-‘ﬁ_‘ ................................. ’?Q‘ ---------------------------------
TDTAL, NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP...... 7:".-..“ 246,000 220,185 228,193 -16,807 +9,008
k’kce' === L === = Ss=as=sc SsSEE=ES [@======
URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTANINATION T
AND DECOMMISSIONING FUND T
Dak Ridge. ... c. vttt ittt sttt e e 167,898 (235 163,946 -3,852 +9,711 :E:
oy =
Paducah: %,
Nuclear facility D&D, Paducah.................ovvves 198,729 167,456 ., 192,456 -6,273 +25,000
Construction: \"N
15-U-407 On-site waste disposal facility, Paducah. .- Tegan -8,488 -
16-U-401 Solid waste management units 586......... 1,196 1,198 +1,196
Total, Paducan. ... .c.ouerc v iariaaraneaciinns 207,215 168,652 193,652 "\\-13.563 +25,000
.,
Portsmouth;
Nuciear facility D&D, Portsmouth.................. 209,524 131,117 196,117 -53,.40 +25,000
Construction:
15-U-408 On-site waste disposal facility,
PartsmoutM. .. ....... . o e e 4,500 34,300 57,300 +52,800
Total, Portsmouth. . ... ... ..o e 214,024 165,417 213, 417
Pension and community and regulatory syfport.......... 25,883 21,026 21,026 -4.837
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

{(Amounts ia thousands)

e FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi11 vs. Bi11 vs.
Ry Enacted Reguast / Bill Enacted Request
-------------------------------- “w:;:----------------------~—----------~------"'---7’"'"“-“-‘--""'---“-----"-----‘-'
M"‘-x
Title X uranjum/thorium reimbursement progr‘an*;,__.w.. ..... 10,000 32,858 - 32,959 +22,859 .-
TOTAL, UEDSD FUND............ccovenrinnonnn. e 625,000 542,289 825,000 .- +82, 711
== == ===-ﬂ!-) SIS SESEREESESSRSS SSSESSSSSIENSE SEESSTEESSTRSS
— -
-~ e
SCIENCE T o
m"‘h.
Advanced sclentific computing research.......... Cieans 4 .000/.—"’/ 329\234\\ §37,639 -3, 461 -83,4565
” A
Basic energy sclences: g
Research.... ......... e e 1,504,500 1,643,000 78,440 -16,080 -70,560
Congtruction: -
13-5C-10 LINAC ccherent light source II, SLAC. 138,700 200, 300 191,868 \\,‘ +53, 166 -8,434
Subtotel, Construction............... e 138,700 200, 300 191,868 +53, 168 -8,434
A m M YEEE4mERE dmmeemEBEALES mmmmemEFEAAS LA mmmeeamEARMmas meemmAmAASEm.a
Subtotal, Basic energy sciences...... ./ ......... 1,733,200 1,849,300 1,770,308 +37, 1dh’-.,ﬁ -78,994
Biological and environmental research. .............. 582,000 612,400 538,000 -54,000 -74.,400
Fusion energy sclencas:
Research......... P ST 317,500 270,000 317,800 +100 +47 600
Construction:
14-8C-60 ITER. ..... 2. .. . . i ci e 150,000 150,000 130,000 --- .-
Subtotal, Fusigh energy sciences............ 467.500 424,000 467,600 +100 +47 800

Iv1
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

g
=}
8
o
&
h=]
8
F-
N
B
=1
>
8
o
& e, {(Anounts in thousands)
[ T,
& .
&
3 - ;
@ e FY 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs. Bi11 vs.
3 M“"w Enacted . Request Bi11 Enacted Request
---------------------------------------------------------- R R R ERCEEEET L ERPEP PP
P
High energy physics: 7
'§” LT T T o ¢ 729,000 ~-131,800 717,900 -11,100 -14,000
g Construction: e
& 11-SC-40 Project engineering and design (PED} e
Tong baseline neutrino experiment, FNAL....... 12,000 16,000 ., 18, coo +6,000 +2,000
mn .
3 11-5C-41 Muon to electron conversion experiment; S
2 [ Y e 25,000 40,100 407,1.90 +15,100 Le -
¢ e M MLm= mmmssaAEATEEA . —mrewmmEa . SMs mm-mEwEEAAsEmUSEE A-mmm—-mEnmEas
© o
. Subtotal, Construction..............4/..... 37,000 56,100 58,100 \q +21,100 +2,000
@ deaiieat mmeeeeetsane sseveecsesasan au Mg cmarmeua mmmamermmreamrs
E; Subtotal, High energy physics 766,000 788,000 776,000 ""vtjo. ilil] -12,000
-] e
B Nuclear physics: T~
m Operations and maintenance............ 489,000 517,100 510,665 +21,665_ -B,435
I
Construction: .
14-5C-50 Facility for rare isotdpe beams,
I Michigan State University/................. 90,000 100, 0OO 88,000 +8,000 2,000
4 08-5C-01 12 GeV continuous electron beam .
3 facility upgrade, TINAF. . f. . ... ............... 16,500 7,500 7.500 -9,000 -
Ko eaeaee meateresmmRe. mmeama e -meEe smeammeo—mrs weeuedsame——o-
= Subtotel, Constructiph. ... ......... ... ... ... 108,500 107,500 105,600 -1,000 -2,000
20—
Subtotal, Hucldar physics................. 595,500 624 800 816,165 +20,865 -B,435
Workforce development r teachers and scientists..... 19,500 20,500 20,500 +1,000 ...

Insart ofisat folo 19 here 937544, 049
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
. {Amounts in thousands)
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B111 vs, Bi11 vs.
Enacted BiNn Enacted Regquest
Science laboratories infrastructure: /
Infrastructure support:
Payaent in 1ieu of taxes............. PP 1,713 1,713 1,713 e -
Oak Ridge landlord...........c.oiveinvivreannen. ~ 3,77 --- 6,177 +400 +8 177
Facilities and infrastructure......... i 6,100 30,977 10,000 +3,900 -20,877
Dak Ridge nuclear operations.................... et 12,000 12,000 +12, 000 .-
Subtotal..... e e et aaaaa ,,_.:-"13 ,500 44,690 29,890 +16, 300 -14,800
Construction: e o
15-5C-78 Integrative genomics building, LBNL..... - 12,090 29,000 16,000 +3,.610 -4,000
15-5C-77 Photon szcience Taboratory building, SLAC. 10,000 25,800 25,000 +15,000 ---
15-8C-78 Materials design laboratory, ANL..../7.., 7.000 23,910 . 19,000 +12,000 -4,910
15-5C-75 Infrastructura and operational
improvements, PPPL.............,. ... ... Y S 25,000 --- --- -25.000 .-
12-5C-70 Science and user support building, SLAC 11,820 u N e -11,920 —.-
............................... a e meeee emammeeaccacce weseseemmaoooa
Subtotal. .....veuen i R 86,010 68,910 50,800 -6,010 -8.810
Subtotal, Science laboratories infrastructure.,. 72,600 113,800 89,880 +10,200 -23.71Q
Safeguards and security... ... & ... ... oo, 93,000 103,000 103,000 +10,000 . s
Sctence program direction. .. /... o iea 183,700 187,400 181,000 =2,700 -8,400
TOTAL, SCIENCE. ... ./ .. i ia it e eranas 5,071,000 5,334,704 5,100,000 -239,794
NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL.......... ... ... ..o, --- - 150,000 +160,000 +150,000

Fy 2015

E¥1
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< DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY /
s {Amounts in thousands) /
2
e ™~ 4
g - FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bill vs.
e Enacted Request BiN Enacted Request
8 -------------------- s 4:.._: ................................................................. L L L e e e e -
g ADVANCED RESEARCH PRGJECTS AGENCY-ENERGY ‘;"
Ny

'§“ ARPA-E ProJeCEs. .. ..outinnn e iaatiacnernnnaanis 252,000 295,750 252,000 --- -43,750
2 Program direction.................. 28,000 29,250 28,000 .- 1,250
3 TOTAL, ARPA-E........oovvnnens S 280,000 325,000 280,000 -45,000
- K"‘\ '
3 INDIAN ENERGY PROGRAMS " .
2 Program direction...... ... ... ccviiiiiararieanan \\\ -5l 3,510 --- .-- -3,610
» Tribal energy ProBrBR. .., ..t ennesaritevnncnrns ., ,«’:" 16,480 ra- --- -16,480
% TOTAL, INDIAN ENERGY PROGRAMS. .. .................. L e 20,000 - -20,000

PN

TITLE 17 - INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY LOAN GUARANTEE PGH .~

m N
z AdNAnTSErative BXpPENSES. .. ......u.vitiriaeianny P 42,000 v 42,000 42,000 .-- ---
2 Offsatting collEction. .. ... ..ccuririuenreenapl oo, -25,000 426,000 -25,000

.................... e me-e wmummmempmrmaper ERbhermdmmac———— wrememEEFEE. .-
-73 TOTAL, TITLE 17 - INNOVATIVE TECHN RS
g GUARANTEE PROGRAM. . . ... oe i oereeennenns 17,000 17,008~ 17,000
§ =5 = === ::\ I=z === s === =
>
» .
2 he
g ™,

2,000 - -9.000
2,000 -0, -2,000
---------------------------------------- H 'y:.._-..--.-.--.. A w e Esam . -————
11,000 N 11,000
“
.
N

Inser ofises folia 21 here §$37548.051
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ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES HANUFACTURING'EGAQ PGH

Administrative expensaes

TOTAL, ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES
MANUFACTURING LOAN PROGRAM, .

CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY (RESCISSION) P

DEPARTHENTAL ADMINISTRATION yd

Administrative aperations: e
Salaries and eéxpenses:

0ffice of the Secretary:
Program directian

Chief Finasncial Officer........
Management........... ... .40
Chief human capital officer,
Chief Information Officer.

Office Of Small and

utilization......
Economic impact a
Genaral Counsel,

RN s

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY g
{Amounts in thousends) -~

®

FY 2015 FY 2016

Bitl ws. Bi11 vs
Enacted Request ain Enacted Request
7

//’;

4,000 6,000 8.000 +2,000
,"’{"-,
4,000 6,000 6,000 +2,000
-6,600 e .- +6,600 ---
“
\_\.‘

5,008 5,300 5,008 . -292
47,000 50,182 47,000 : -3,182
62,046 76,227 84,508 1,852 -11,829
24,500 25,400 24,500 -800
33,188 30,988 30,968 -2.3
16,000 16,000 +16,000
6,300 6,300 6,300
2,253 3,000 3,000 +747 .
6,200 10,000 10,000 +3,800 -
33,000 33,000 33,000 B

4148
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."/
I’:
\ ;
S DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY .°
e (Ampunts 1n thousands)
FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi11 ws. Bi11 vs.
Enacted . Request BiN Enactad Request
Energy policy and systems analysis......... RN 31,18i 35,000 31,297 +118 -3,703
International Affairs T 13,800 23,600 13,000 - -10,600
Public Aaffairs. ... .. i i e e s . 431 3,431 3,431 - -
Subtotal, Salaries and expenses............... 484,007, 302,428 268,122 +4,115 -14,308
Program support: /'/

Economic impact and diversity................... 2,800 - --- -2,800 ---
Palicy analysis and systen studies..............., .- —ed P R ——
Environmental policy studies....... P - _——- = - _——— -
Climate change technology program {prog. supp),<.. --- .- T e .- .-
Cybersecurity and secure communications...... .... 21,364 21,008 21,006 -358
Corparate IT program support (CIQ)....... /“’ ..... 18,612 27 . 808 20.Bho~\_ +1,238 -G,958
........................................ mmweresmaca—-- resmassemama-=

Subtotal, Program support........... Lo e 43,778 43,812 41,8586 -1,820 -6,956

04' ............................................... " o dhm = m =" PERFRE"m-e-cr

Subtotal, Administrative operationss. .. ......... 327,783 351,240 329,878 +2,195 -21,282

™,
\,‘

Strategic partnership projects (SPP}/A .............. 42,000 40,000 40,000 «2,000 "~ -
Subtotal, Departmental adminigfration........... 389,783 391,240 3689 .,978 +195 ) -21,262

Use of prior-year balances....... O . -5,805 -2,000 “-- +5,805 +2,000
Digttal sarvice team - CIO.. .../ ..........covvnunu e, ame 4,000 - - -4,000
Funding from other defense actiyities................. -118,838 -122,558 -122,558 -3,722 e
Total, Departmental admynistration {gross)...... 245,142 270,682 247,420 +2,278 ~23,262

/

9%1
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—
Miscellanecus Tevenuss. ... .....ieeursravrn '
TOTAL, DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION {met)........

OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

Office of the 1inspector general.... . /. ................

TOTAL, ENERGY PROGRAMS....

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
WEAPGNS ACTIVITIES

Directed stockpile work:

100 Program. .. ......., v eivriienvaenn,
warhead 1ife extenetion study,........
wWB0-4 Life ghktengion program. .. ......c.0vvinninnan.

Subtotall ... . . e et e e e

FY 2015 FY 2018 B111 vs. Bi11 vs.
Enected Reguest Bin Enacted Requast
119,17 -117,171 117,171 +2,000
125,071 163,511 130,242 +4,278 -23,262
- sEEEEsEegs SEZSEIE=T==o— = SEATRTEE SEEEETSESSSEEE
40,500 +5,500 -424
10,232,742 +83,765 -1,258, 457
=& == = SEaEEED: = ==I=Ess=Szz==ss=s
.
\\“‘x
.
e,
\!‘".
843,000 643,300 643,300 +300 M- -
259,168 244,019 244,019 15,149 o
165, 400 220,178 220,176 +54,776 cee
9,418 9,418
195,037 195,037 +195, 037
1,078,886 1,302,532 1,302,532 +225,548

DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY

e {Amounts in thousands)

L¥T
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

T FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bi11 vs.
e Enacted Request BiN Enacted Request

Stockpile systems:

PSIV XOOXNPSIVOOMMGT 2099 MyS 6599 MJ  8PI00WHd QD000 Od PRLEEOPIM GLO2 'SL My ZeitZ  P10Z LL dag aegeen

B61 Stockpile systems. . ...... . . ... 108,815 52,247 52,247 -57,368
W76 Stockpilo systems........... T 45,728 50,9821 7 50,921 +5,183
WT8 Stockpile systems. .. ..............% . . 42,703 64,082 64,082 +1,389 -
W80 Stockpile systems....................." g - 70,610 68,005 86,005 -2,605
BB Stockpile SySTEMS. .. ......ccuviiieiinrinnis 83,138 42 477 42 177 -20,959
WB7 Stockpile Systems. . ..........coiiianniiia T 81,255 89, 208 89,209 -1,.956 ---
Wa8 Stockpile systems................c000viueenn, ~-a§,060 115,085 115,685 +27,625 ---
Subtotal. ... ... i e e 531 ,10?‘“’—'-4.,.‘\;;:82.423 482,428 -48,681
Weapons dismaptlement and dispasition..............., 50,000 _,.f” 48,048 48,048 -1,951 .-
Vs x
Stockpile servicas: rd h—
Production Bupport. ... .. .o 350,942 447 527 -, 447,527 +96, 585 .-
Research and Development support................ 257500 34,159 o, 41,059 +15,559 +6,800
R and D certification and safety................ 180,000 182,613 185,000 +256,000 -7,613
Management, technology, and production.......... /328,000 264,904 258,327 +32,527 -6,487
Plutonium sustainment. . ... ..........viiiucrian.. /132,000 --- -t -132,000
TrILIUM FOAdineSS. « o\ \oevireerriensseeeiareans, 140,063 \\ -140,063
Subtotal. . ... . e e e e e A 1,034,495 939,283 932 113

Strategic materials: e
dranfom sustainment...............c.0u0inns - 32,916 32,816 +32.916 : ---
Plutonium sustainment.................... .- 174,608 174,698 +174,698 ey ---
Tritium sustainment..................... --- 107,345 107,345 +107,345 ’ ---
Domestic uranium enrichment --- 100, 000 50, 000 +50,000 -50,000

/

Innan oifsat lotio 25 Nery 937540.055
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¢ DEPARTMENT OF ENERSY e
5 . {Amounts in thousands)
8 \\_ ',r‘
W - -
~ ™ <
z . FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi?l vs. 8111 vs.
- e Enacted Request Ak Enacted Request
o mrsasEMLG L LA mea M MmeTESIESMEE_-se-nEmmmmeemr M aamsAcn o EAREmEEAARRSEAsammsacecromwmaEsmTen e amsmmme e s mmesraassaareamrm
8 “\_\ /_,—
§ Strategic materials sustatnment............, '\"%;' . .- S 224,217 +224,217 +224 217
N\, MEscabcasusiu scmmn-mwesesn Fiammssassmsar wemsammmammmS- semeemEEmeanau
I SUBLOTAY. ... ev et ittt e #4,9597 589,176 +589,176 74,217
g - j; :'a__ ............... f:/: ............................................
] Subtotal, Directed stockpils work............. 2 .s‘ga!\:':sa 3, 13‘f ,259 3,354,296 +B61,708 +187,037
vy
. -
3 Research, Development, Test and Evaluation (RDTRE): e d
] Scienca: ey
3 Advanced certification....................... ... 58,7 ., 50,714 58,747 s +§,033
® Primary assessment technologies................. 109,000 ", 98,500 104, 100 -4,300 +5,800
'-3: Dynamic materials propertiss.................... ,000 108,000 100,400 -8.600 -8,600
> Advanced radiography.............c.covunians Ve / 47,000 47,000 . 27,000 -20,000 -20,000
§ Secondary assessment technologiles............... Ve 88,344 84, 72,900 -15, 444 -1, 600
Academic alliances and partnerships....... L —-- . 49,800 +49,800 +49,800
m e eenccean mermmem—mmeaa o
T Subtatal...,............ [N / 412,001 389,814 "‘*-a 412 947 +856 +23,333
%,
g Engineering:
~ Enhanced surety........_ ... ..o o oiiiinniaanns 52,003 50,821 -1,182 .-
£ Weapons system enginsering assessment technoltogy 20,832 17,371 -3,461 -
E Nuclear survivabtidty.... ..o oiiiivninninn.ns 26,371 24,461 -910 .-
Enhanced survellilance. ... ... ... ... ... .. ... 37,790 38,724 +925 ---
> -------------------------------------------------------------------
g Subtotal........ 2. ... e 138,005 131,377 131,077 ---

Inertial confinement fdsion ignition and
high yield:

b T T T T 77.904 73,334 76,334 +3,000

Ingen ofiset olka 26 here 937548 056
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o T DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

x T {Amounts in thousands)

8 T~

£ T FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 v, BA11 vs.

- e, Enacted B111 Enacted Requast

O e tccemeecmcmismsmememmasaann e R e e m M e S Ak mmm — e mammmem e KA e e e = E e ek e e e van e —aam b

8 e

§ Support of other stockpile prograla_; .......... 23,588 22,843 -755 -

Diagnostics, cryogsnics and experimental

3 BUPPOrt . ...ttt T e 58,587 58,587 -2,710 .-

3 Pulsed power tnertial confinement fusion... Tw. 4,963 4,963 -81 .-

7 Joint prograe 1n high energy density

o laboratory plasmas. .. ..........ciueiocnennr- 8,900 3,900 -200 ane

- Facitity operations and target production..... 333,823 339,423 +3,541 +5,600

2 e

2 Subtotal..... G e 802,450 511,050 -1,845 +B,800

o .

- Advanced simulation and computing..... AP 623.6*56«\% 605, 000 +7,000 -18,006

3 o,

- Advanced manufacturing development: oy,

% AGEIEAVE MENFACTUNING. « .o\ ne e eeneeeeaneens /12,600 “1e,000 +3,400 +18,000

Compopent manufacturing development................. 75,000 112,256 80,08 +5,000 -32,256
% Process technology development.................... ! 19,600 17,800 17.800""%,‘,_“ -1,800 ---
................................... cmiac smlbperervaswrenam mmsau--—=——vmam=a

g Subtotal 107,200 130,058 413, 800 s M:B , 600 -16,256

3 >

< T P PP L PR LS LR TS LTI M eeacceers measmemmaas Mg meemmmeeemnas

& Subtotal, RDT&E 1,766,191 1,776,502 1,774,174 +7.,883 \ -2,329

E Infrastructure end Operations {formerly RJEF): T

> Operations of tacilities: S

¢ Kansas City Plant 125,000 .- 100, 250 -24,750 +100, 250
Lawrance Livermore Nationat Lapbratory 71.000 --- 70,871 -320 +70,6714 ™
Los Alamos Hational Laborator, 188,000 196,460 -1,540 +196,460
Nevada Test Site 88,000 .-- 89,000 --- +89, 000 §
Pantex 75.000 --- 58,021 -18,879 +58,021

ingerl offsan Follo 27 hams 37544067
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\\\ DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
o (Amounts in thousands)

s FY 2015
Enacted
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FY 201[1/ B11T vs. B111 vs.

Reyﬂ: B111 Enacted Request

Sandia National Laboratory.................. - y 108,000 / .- 115,300 +9,300 +115,300
Savannah River Site.............. ... .c0vvveen. o 81,000 p .. 80,4863 -537 +80, 462
Y-12 Nstional Security Complex 151,000 - 120,625 -30,375 +120,825
Subtotal...... i aasas i s e EE 830,790 -65,210 +830,780
n Program readingss. ......... .. ..o iiiriiiiieiaaae . 75,185 --- -68,000 -75,185
3 Matarial recycle and recovery. ... .. veeveeernennians “e. 173,853 --- -126,000 -173,8%59
§ Contatners. . ... ... i i i e 26,000 R .- -26,000 -=-
@ SOTBEO. - . .. it e it e s e 40,800 49,920 --- -40, 800 -40,620
5 Safety and environmental cperations................ --- Yo +107,701 +107 ,701
Haintenance and repair of facilities:
% Maintenance and repair of facilities.........7...... 227,000 . 227,000 -
Site maintenance................ P “-- .- +252,000 +252,000
g High-risk excess facilities.............~..... P . .-- +25,000 +25,000
§ Subtotal, Maintenance and repair facilities. ... 227,000 -u- +50,000 +277,000
> Recapitalization:
g Racapitaltzation. . ........ ... i, 224,800 104,327 =224, 800 -104,327
g Infrastructure and safety.. 2. ...................... 253,724 +263,724
Capability based investmepfs........ i --- --- 98,800 +98,800
P A e asasum. s
g Subtotal, RecapitghiZzation........... e 224,600 104,327 352,524 +248,197
Construction:
16-D-140 Project engineering and design, vartous
ToCBLIONS. . . e e .- --- 34,103 +34.103 +34 103

Insan offtsat lola 28 hone 837548.058
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DEPARTHMENT OF ENERGY

7

-~

/

] \ (Amounts 1n thousands) ﬂ--’f
,‘;
-.\.\‘ 3
e FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. 8111 vs,
'x..,\ Enacted Request Bily Enacted Request
16-D-621 TA-3 Substation replacdmgnt, LANL..... ... 25,000 +25,000 +25,000
15-D-613 Emergency Operations Centér, Y-12........ 2,000 .- - -2,000 ---
15-D-301 HE Science & Engineering Facility, PX.... 11,800 - s e -11,800 .-
15-D-302 TA-55 Reinvestment project III, mL PR 16,062 18,185 T -16,062 ~-18,185
12-D-301 TRU waste facility project, LANL... ... 6,938 --- --- -8,838 ---
11-D-801 TA-55 Reinvestment project IT, LANL....:- 10,000 3,903 i 3,903 -6,087 ---
07-D-220 Radicactive ligquid wasie treatment .
FaGITity, LANL. . ..ot iimriniivarinn e rennnass 11,633 +11,533
07-0-220-04 Transuranic 1iquid waste facility,
LANL,. ........ T - -7,500 -40,949
Uranium processing facility (UPF):
06-D-141 Uranium Processing Facility, Y-12........ .- -335,000 -430,000
Project engineering and design, UPF............... ) 289,128 +280,128 +289,128
06-D-141-02 Site preparation, WF................. - 140,872 +140,872 +140,872
SUBLOtAT, UPF. . ..\ \\''ieeineeie et itonennnnns 335,000 4 430,000 430,000 +95.,000
/ "'-..,.
Chemistry and setallurgy replacement (CHMRR): p; '
04-D-125 Chemistry and metallurgy replacement &
project, EANL . ... ..o i i s 5,700 155,610 -.- te., -35,.700 -155,610
04-D-125-04 RLUOB equipment installation, phase 2. .- --- 117,000 +117,000 +117,000
04-D-125-05 PF-4 equipment installation........... 7 38,810 +38:810 +38,610
plommEETEtsstas FoamBadosorar TEdASmaSScrEEs SomrRassuseses = ‘h': --------------
Subtotal, CHRR....... . ... .o inne iy e 35,700 155,619 155,610 +119,010 ™y LERS
Subtotal, Construction............... / 425,000 660, 190 660,149 +235,149
&

(448
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5 DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY A

§ {Amounts 1n thousands) -

- e, FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 \fé. #8111 vs.

g h\“\ Enacted Request BiN Enaeted Request

§ --------------- Eodhdndiaieli et Sl il il il TR

'3"' Subtota?, Infrastructure“'a'nq Operations..... 2,033,400 1,084,481 2,228,164 +194 764 +1,173,683

8. Secure transportation asset:

EA Operations and equipment : 121,882 148,272 140,0 +18,118 -6,272

- Program diraction................oviiivinnas 97.118 105,338 82, -5,118 -13,338

3 Lpmeemmeseses weciiseinaion caciiengdennn cliiii s e

o Subtotal, Secure transportation asset......... T.. 299,000 281,810 2.5;.000 +33,000 -19,610

Nuclear counterterrorism incident response..... Ceraes 177,040 .- / --- -177,940 -

% Countertarrorism and counterproliferation programs. ... 46,083 - e .- -46,003 .-

Infrastructure and safety ) ;
% Operations of facilities
Kansas Clty Plant. .. ... iiee e ainnianenninnn. e .- --- -100,250

m Lawrence Livermore Natiomal Laboratory............ ae aeas eas -T0,671

% Los Alamos National Laboratory................. . - --- -198,460

a Nevada National Security Site..................... --- --- .- -89,000

%J PBREBX . . v e e e e e --- Lo --- -58,021

~ Sandis National Laboratory...........cvvvvuiunins.n 115,300 - .- -115,300

£ Savannah Rivar S1te........ .. .o i iiiienenninnn. 80,463 .- .- -80,4863

S ¥-12 National security complex...............c0.u. 120,825 .- . .- -120,625

> Total, Operations of facitities................. 830,780 -830,790

ch T,

. Safety OPErELIONS. ... ... e.ivverenseoeniinniisein .. e 107,701 ceng 107,701
LT P / --- 227,000 --- ce- Ny, -227,000
Recapitalization..,...... .. ... . ... .. o L. Pl .. 257,724 e - “%{57.724

A g
x

innart ciieel lollo 30 Ném 93754a.080
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3 £ DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY:
7] ‘--\\ (Amounts in thousand
¢
3 T FY 2015 FY 2016 BI11 vs. B111 vs.
8 = Enacted / Request Bill Enactad Requast
g ------------------------------------------------ W e eman e e R R R it DL R L LT
hul Construc¢tion:
3 16-D-62% Substation replacement at TA-3, LANL 25,000 .- .-- -25,000
§ 15-D-613 Emergency Operaticns Center, Y-12........ - 17,819 .- .-- -17,819
o e i iee haeec e mamemmcemesen mammrecmeseves meamammamemenn
- Total, Construction............... P g 42,919 ma- .- -42,919
g __-_!_-_ i mem R EAEEAEEE RS S N SANmrdh ol hmdemmamemmmEa. = mma Bk m——— =
% Total, Infrastructure and safety.............. 7 cee 71,486,138 1,466,134
2 Site stewardship.............. e / 78,531 "3, 595 .76,531 -38.595
8 Defense nuclear security: i N
5] Defense nuclear security........... e e o 638,123 619,881 834,891 -1,232 +15,000
m Security improvements program.........-......... f‘.‘.. --- R 35,000 +35,000 +35, 000
3
El Construction: If -
g 14-0-710 Device assembly facility argus .
> installation project, NV............... /4 Ceneaes .- 13,000 13,000 +13,000 ---
e T puyupp Ay e M meeeeiie eeenaaaaanas
'>>§ Subtotal, Defense nuclear security,......... 636,123 632,891 682,891 +48,768 +50,000
k3
. Information technology and cyber security............. 179,646 157,588 167,588 -22,058 ---
B Legacy contractor pensions, ..-......... /.. cciivinaias 307,058 283,887 283,887 to -23,1T1 .--
g Domastic uranium enrdichment...........J .......... ... V. 97,200 --- - \,.*-9?.200 ---

Subtotal, Weapons Activities...../.................. 8,231,770 8,846,048 8,713,000 4-451—,_‘?30 -133,048

Ty
7

Ingen olisal kolio 31 hare 507 542,061
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g - (Amounts in thousands)
3 ]
- FY 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs. B8il11 vs.
8 Enacted Request Enacted Request
3 mmmmmmmmemmemseeecooooeooooecondieee R R
g ROSGIBTON. ... oveiirirarinnrirneinen -45,113 +45,113
%1 TOTAL, WEAPORS ACTIVITIES......... ey V... B,186,B57 3.846.9}/ 8,713,000 +526,343 -133,948
8 - == EES EERISEE EET TEERE EEESEESS 2RAES EEEE == =
o DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION "‘
m
El Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation Programs:
% Global matarial sacurity: .,
International nuclear security..............coovuans 130, 130,527 +130, 527 -
. Radiclogical sacurity........ ..o iiviiieniiiiiannin, 153,749 163,749 +153, 749 .-
) Nuclear smuggling detection............ e 142,475 . 138,873 +135,873 -3,802
@ eeedfuememmaa e mmmmaaarenmne e Dgemenen mmmme e mree mmememame -
§ Subtotal, Global material security................ 426,751 x}2{,949 +422,840 -3,802
N
m Material management and minimization: \
I HEU reactor convergion......,...... Lesaeaereannry . - 115,000 115,000 . +116,000 .-
Nucisar material removal............c.covvvvaendveinn - 114,000 114,000 ™ +114,000 .-
Material disposition....................... / ...... --a 82,584 Bt,584 ‘\+81.584 -1,000
S et e mdeemmme——m mammmmm———rrn mmmann Be e mamserean—enns
é Subtotal, Material managemant and -iny‘l/zatwn. e “aa 311,584 310,584 +31'bh§‘54 -1,000
s Nonprolifaration and arms control..., / ............. o= 126,703 130,202 +130.20:§‘\\ +3,500
= Defense nuclear nonproliferation R&D.................. 393,401 419,333 419,333 +25,932 ° ---
¢ Nonproliferation construction:
98-D-143 Mixed Oxide X) Fuel Fabrication ..
FBETTity, SRB.. .. s e reras e iiiinniansn. 345,000 345,000 +345,000 -
Subtatal, Neonproliferation constructien..... ana 245,000 345,000 +345, 000 -

Ingar oifsel lolio 32 here 937542082
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DEPARTHMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

S S FY 2015 FY 2016 Bil1l vs, Bl vs
e Enacted Request ain Enacted Request
.......................... S
Global threat reduction initiative: ,-'_
HEU reactor conversion..................ugiein, 119,383 --- --- -9, 383 ---
International nuclear and radiological natar1a‘| -
removal and protection, . ........... ... i.iiaan. P 117,137 .- --- o =17, T37 .
Domestic radiological material removal and T K
Protection. .. ... e e e e e 88,632 : -88,632 .-
emracsecailma mmemacvacmacn seeeemseammgle foc---ssmmnma mmmemcammmean-
Subtotal, Global threat reduction initiative.... 325,752 -325,752 .-
Nonproliferation and international security........... 141,359 -141,359 .
International mdaterials protection and cooperation.... 270,911 -270,91
Fissile materials disposition:
U. 5. plutanium digposition...... ....... .. ..covviinn 60,000 -60,000 ---
U.§. uranium disposition......... ... 25,000 -25,000 -ee
Congstruction:
93-D-143 Mixed oxtde fuel fabrication facility, =
Savannah River, SC........ ... v iieieennarinrnn. 345, 000/ .- .- -345, 000 a--
Subtatal, Constructien... .. ................ 345/@‘: -345 006,
""" Frrw-wrT rTEesadcoscccEr So-Ccvassmfimcs se-mTEmsss-mSes "f_f"""""
Total. Fissile materials disposition............ 30,000 -430,000 Y, me-
A s
Legacy contractor pensfons......................0.nn, v 102,800 84,617 94,617 -8,292 G ews
Nuclear counterterrorism and incident respense prng?u/ .- 234,380 234,330 +234,390 e -
‘."’JI
-
v
&
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£ s DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY e
2 (Amounts ia thousands} /
9 e
o .
-
FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi11 vs, B111 vs.
3 Enacted Request Bi Enacted Requast
G Femmesme e
Use of prior-year balances.............. SOOI .22,963 -18,078 -34.078 16,113 .21,000
] e e meemmmma eeemiees aaaens e damiie ccewmmmmaTvame mumccrvmEEwan=
ubtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation.... w... 1,641, 1,940, 30 T ' + 1 B -2,
% Sub 1, Def Nuci t 1 " 369 940,302 918,000 278,60 22,302
Q [T EoT S T T, T ""'“~,_lll-2d.731 ---!,f -10,394 +14,337 -10,394
-----‘\{&.- -----------------------------------------------------------
37 TOTAL, DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION........... 16167638 1,940, 1,907,608 +290,968 -32,696
% NAVAL REACTORS ™~
] Naval reactors development... ... ....... ... ¢c0viavrueans 411,180~ 434, 400 414,642 +3, 462 -28,758
3 OHID replacement reactor systess development..., ... ... 156,100 188, 186,800 +30.700 .-
2 SB6 Prototype refuling. . ... ...e.cureueerrrerenninsonn 133,000~ 133,000 +&,600
n Naval reactors operations and infrastructure.......... 445,196 . 424,452 +34,452 -20,744
m Construction: M
T 16-0-904 NRF Overpack Storage Expansfon 3..... 300 T 800 +500 maa
3 15-0-803 KL Fire System Upgrade.................... 600 " BOO
2 15-0-902 KS Engineroom team trainer facility........ . 3,100 Sa e -3,100
b 14-0-902 KL Naterials characterization laboratory e
£ expansion, KAPL........... .o iiiaiinrininnnnns 4 .- 30,000 30,000 "r.-,\ +30, 000 ..
bod 14-p-901 Spent fuel handling recapitalization
* project, NRF............ ..ccciiiiiiioinn @, 70,000 86,000 86,000 16,000
= 13-0-005 Remots-handled low-level waste Y
§ disposat project, INL.........couovvi o e 14,420 _-- .- -14,420 .-
13-D-804 KS Radiclogical work and stora . .,
butlding, KSO...............c.cooot. i 20,100 ven -20,100 ™
10-D-903, Security upgrades, KAPL. . ... ............ 7,400 500 500 -6,900 L
LY

Inssri oifsal Iolic 34 hom 937540084

L8T
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ingenl offsel iniio 35 hame 937548.065

./.F
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
R (Amounts in thousands) )
-ﬂh'"""h_‘.,,ﬂ__‘ ':’
B FY 205 FY 2016 BN V§/ BiT1 ws
T Enacted Request 8i11 Enactéd Request
,_“.k ‘/'f
08-D-190 Expended Core Facility MN-280 recovaring X
discharge station, NRF, ID....... ..............., - 400 a.- --- F -400 “u-
Cepremeemnean aaamomseammes mmmamcsaseeees maa- e maaeo s cmseieaaeeaaa
Subtotail, Construction........................ "1agi320 121,100 118,000 “ +4,680 -3,100
e
Program direCt4on. .. ... ... cietttaniniininnn 41,500, 45,000 43,500, +2,000 -1,500
................ e mee s wemmenmmese e eemanemeeies aesleaeeeiooo
Subtotal, Naval Reactars...................... 1,238,500 1,3?5m*§6 1,320,394 +81, 604 -55,102
REECTSBIOM, L vttt et et e et -4,500 e T, ///
TOTAL, NAVAL REACTORS...................... Ve 1,234,004 1,375,498 _Z//:TSZU.Sﬂd +86,364 -§5,102
———————— ===== -"-/ == = i )
FEDERAL SALARIES AND EXPENSES.................. ... 0000 370,000 402,68 388,000 T -+18,000 -14,654
EEREI=SSS=SISTR SSooI=EERSSS = -

TOTAL, NATIOMNAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION.

+821,705

11,407,295 12,5485, 400 12,329,000 . -238,400
== === ==z3 ==== sams=s = 2 ==sSs
/
DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP
ClosUrE STEO8 . ... . i et e e ey 4,889 4,888 --- ---
Hanford site:
Richland:
River corridoer and other cleanup operations.,......, 377,788 196,957 275,831 -101,957 +78,874
Central plateau remediation......................... 497,456 555,163 555,163 +57,707 ---
RL community and regulatory support._.............., 19,701 14,701 14,701 -5,000 .ve

8ST
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5 DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY I
8 {Amounts in thousands) J

@ P

&

- FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi11 ve’ B111 vs,
§ \"-‘u Enacted Request Bill Enggted Requast
L= e e A‘"-Z,:u'"““"""‘""""“""“"""“"""""'""'"""""'"""""",‘r """""""""""
g ——

Construction: T
%‘ 15-0-401 Containgrized sludge removal annex?"ﬂka{x 46,055 77.018 77.018 o #+30,981
agrrmremmeeee mamesemeeemes meeeeoo-eeeoa. J T T LT
§. Subtotal, Richlanmd. .. ...... .. oot nint, Q41,000 843,837 922,71 1‘_,-" =18, 288 +78,874
Q a, A
- 0ffice of River Protection: e &
3 Construction: T, 4
g 15-D-409 Low sctivity waste pretreatment sysen, “‘=-\ /s
T 23,000 75,000 /75,000 +52,000 ‘e
01-D-16 A-D, Waste treatment and immabilization T,
g PIBAL, ORP. ... .eoueeeyiaeaneann ey eenrnnens 563,000 595,000 7 545,000 -18,000 -50,000
o 01-P-18 E, Waste treatment and immobilization L
§ plant, Pretreatment facility, ORP............... 104,000 95,000 70.’00.0“ -34,000 -25,000
m Total, CONBErUGEION. ... .. \eonryteeranenn,ns, 890,000 890,000 S --- -75,000
2 Tank farm activitias:
8 Rad ligquid tank waste stabilizetion and .
% disposition....... e v 522,000 578,000 +56. 000 -71.000
E Subtotal, Office of river protection............ 1.212,000 1,414,000 1,268,000 +56,000 -\-"-1-4,3_.000
T emmmaa e i ebamcman i cmsimsaems mmasaseeeesin
§ Subtotal, Hanford site......... ... . 0iiuenuun. 2,257,837 2,180,711 +37, 71 -67,126
Idahc National Laboratory:
Idahe cleanup and waste disposition................. a7r,293 357,783 387,783 +10, 490 +30,000

Ingan offvet follo 36 ham 337640.066

651
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DEPARTMENT CF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

PELY  XXXPSIVOOWHYS Z00SMUS 6S90WU4 00I00WNZ 00000 0d PGLEBOMM §LOZ'OLIdY ZETHE  VIOZ || 095 SIEQAA

T FY 2015 FY 2016 B+11 vs, B111 vs,
T Enacted Request Bi11l /Enactad Request
-, //I
Idaho community and regulatory suppert.............. 2,910 3.000 3,000 +80 .
Tatal, Ideho National Léborgtory .................. 380,203 360,783 390{.»783 +10,580 +30, 000
'°‘=-._ e
NNSA sites and Nevada offsites: e
Lawrence Livermore National Labaratory..........., 1,368 1,366 1,368 - .-
MHOVAOE. . .. veeie e e i iaa e 84,851 62,385 82,386 -2,466 c--
Sangia National Laboratory...... 2,8 2,50 - 2,500 -301 ---
Los Alamos National Leboratory : 185,000 184,625 180,000 -5,000 -8 ,625
Construction: e . ~
15-D-408 Hexavalent chromius Pump and e yd
Treatment facility, LANL.................... '-'.35.600 / - --- -4, 600 .-
........ it LT L R e LR LR
Total, HNSA sites and Nevada off-sites....... e zss.sfsx( 254 876 246,251 -12,387 -8,625
Dek Ridge Reservation: .
OR Nuclear facility DBD........ ... ... i iinnnnn, 58 A4,058 +11,803 +3,000
U233 dispesition program.............. e e -- 26,8 35,895 +35,805 +8,000
OR cleanup and waste disposition.................... 131,930 80,500 60,500 «71,430 ---
Construction: m“\
15-D-405 Siudge processing facility buildoutd... 4,200 .- ‘*x_‘:« - -4 200 -
14-D-403 Qutfall 200 mercury treatment fagility. 9,400 6,800 9,400 --- +2,600
--------------------------------------- M, e AmEEE— - --Tm" BEAmmemamam=as
Subtotal, Construction........, ... 0 voes. 13,600 8,800 8,400 -4,200 +2,600
OR community & regulatory suppart.... ./ ............. 4,365 4,400 4,400 e +35 ---

Inamrt offant folic 37 have BI7644.067

091
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S \ DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
§ {Amounts 1in thousands)
- ,
@ *\\\\
- “"'w_\ FY 2016 FY 2018 B111 vs, Bill vs.
9 S, Enacted Request Bi11 .~ Enacted Request
.......................................... g g g
: <
- OR Tachnology development and deployment... .. g 2,800 2,800 +2, 500
g Taotal, OQak Ridge Resarvation.................. . o, 223,050 177,353 197, 953 -25,097 +20,600
3
- Savannah River Site: : T T
El 5R site risk sanagement operations.................. 397,976 '"~,.N3BE,652 388,652 -8,324 +3,000
-4 SR community and regulatory support. . 11,013 1,249, 11,249 +2368 .-
a SR radipactive 11guid tank waste stabi]-ization and e
@ disposition. ... ... .. e 547,318 584, ST'B'--\N 562,000 +14,682 -19,878
== e "
2 Construction: ‘.
% 15-0-402 Saltstone disposal Unit #6, SRS........ 30,000 34,642 642 +4,042 o=
05-D-405 Salt waste processing factlity, SRS.... 135.00 194,000 194. 0 +50,000 -
r|:| ----------------------------------------------------------------
:EJ Total, Savannah River Site..... vt as 1,12¥7307 1,208,421 1,181, 543 ‘M +70,236 -16,878
& T,
2 Waste Isclation Pilgt Plant: e
S waste Isolation Pilot Plant....................oc..n, 304,000 212,600 -302,000 212,600
g Operations and maintenance...................c00e0n .- w-- 116,800 +116, 800 +118,800
% Recovery activities..................cooveeniuns 87,000 +87,0007 +87,000
= Central characterizetion project.............. " . ... --- .- 35,000 +35,000 = +35,000
> Transportation. . .. ..... ... .. i i i oo e --- sea 16,339 +18, 339 =, +18,329
» N
% Construction:
15-D-411 Safety significant confipempént T
ventilation system, WIPP.......« . ... .. ... vv0n 12,000 23,218 23,218 +11,218 ---

insn offset folk 38 hem 937545068

191
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY

(Amounts in thousands)
FY 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs. Bi111 vs.
.“\ Enactad Request 11 Enacted Request
15-D-412 Exhaust shaft, WIPP..  s...ooo o ion ot 4,000 7,500 _,/7,500 +3.500
Total, Waste isolation pilot plantsg........... 320,000 243,318 f.-f; 285,857 -34,143 +42,539
Program Girection. ... ........cceeiiennneo... \\.\ . 280,784 281, %s‘l/ 281,051 +1,167
Progrem BUPPOTt. ... ... .. ittt iaariiaranan, g 14,979 14,4979 14,4979 vea ---
Safeguards and Security................. . M, 240,000 236,633 238,633 -3,267
Technology development. .. .. ... it vieriveranraunin ™. 14,000 14,510 14,000 .e- =510
Subtotal, Defense Environmental Cleanup......... +44,720 —e.
[ =T - 3 - T +10, 830 ---
TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMEMTAL CLEAN UP............. +55, 550 -
Defense Environmental Cleanup (Legislative proposaj)f --- -471,797
DEFENSE URANIUM ENRICHMENT OECONTAMINATION A}D
DECOMMISSIONING. . ........... 0o e 463,000 +8,797 +471,797
_”,.
OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVI"[}E‘S
Environment, health, safety ang<security: K
Envirpnment, health, saf and security............ 118,763 120,693 420,683 .. +1,830 .-
Program direction, ... .7, . ... ... oo 62,235 83,105 63,105 "‘h,_\‘ +870 e--
Subtotal, Env) . Healith, safety and security 180,998 183,788 183,798 - .8&0 .-
o
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PELY  NXXPSINOOWHYT 2099 1MS 6599 WU4  €9100UWN4 00000 Od  PSLEGO MM S102'91 Wy 2e1Z  ¥LOZ |1 dog eleqien

Ingan oXpal lolio 40 hare 837 348.070

Independent enterprise assessmants:
Independent enterprise assessments
Program direction

Independant enterprise assessments

Specialized security activities

0ffice of Legacy Management:
Legacy management
Progrem direction

Subtotal, 0ffice of Legacy Management

Defense related pdministrative support
Office of hearings and appeals

TOTAL, OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY

{Amounts in thousands} //f/

o

TOTAL, ATOMIC ERERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES. .

POWER MARKETING AOMINISTRATL
SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

Operation and maintenance:
Purchase power and whes

FY 2015 FY 2016 ST BN s, Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bl -~ Enacted Request
1/',

24,068 24,068 _#4,068 .- -
49,468 40,466 49,466
73,5 73,534 . 73,504 .-
205'.“15_‘2’ 221.8 5 215,000 +11,848 -6,855
158,639 . 164,080 154,080 -4,559
13,341 42,100 13,100 Y
.................... 'a-.\:.. EMemrrmrrAmMErES GNYemEmcm_mTYY EePREAAmEmeea-a=
171,080 187.150\\ 187,180 -4,800
122,558 “~122,558 +3,722

5,500 4\5@0
................................ mg emmeeseocesaes maeeavmasaeass
754,000 774,428 767,570 ", -6.855

=En ZE=m EERE ESTTEEIJSTEEE N
17,824,295 18,867,172 18,623,017 -243,265
------ === ==== EaEE= t 1+ -4 4
‘-»\\
.
-
89,710 83,800 83,600 -6,110 ---
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FY 2015 FY 2016 B s, B111 vs.

Enacted Request 8in .~ Enacted Request

"“""""""‘:?h"-'.. ............................................................................... Aremambtearmarm e E e
Program direction. .. ... " ae....ieeeieerieis . 7,220 6,000 6,000 - .320 .-
Subtotel, Cperaticn and na1nt;ﬁancg ........ e 98,930 80,500 90,500 -6,430 ---

'*a.‘,‘ ..«' '
Less alternative financing (PPW)........... . % .. in- ~16,131 «17,100 -177100 -969 ---
Offsetting collections (for PPW)...............> -73,579 -86,500 -56,500 +7,079 .-
Dffsetting collections (PD)........................7 -2.220 -6,800 2 -6,800 -4 ,880 .-
Use of prior-year balances....... ... vcvneraarioas -5,000 - ﬂ/;’ L) +5,000 .-
TOTAL, SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... \*‘%, e .- - -
s
SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION e
e
Operation and maintenance: ;g’ hﬁw%

Oparating @Xpenses. ....... . cverriannrattannarana- S19,278% 19,274 +4,105 .-
Purchase power and wheeling.............. .o ovvian 73,000 >, 713,000 +10,000 .-
Program direction.......... ..o isiinmiananes 3,032 "=31,032 +842 ---
Construction. ... ... ... i i 12,012 1212 -1,391 wes
Subtotal, Operatfon and meintenance............. 136,223 136.223M“a% +13,557 ---
Less alternative financing (for O&M)................ -8,288 -8,268 %ﬁy;2.35‘ ---
Less alternative financing (for PPW).............. =10,000 -10,000 g m = .-
Less alterpative financing (Const)............;k,(%. -7.574 -7.574 Ea%‘ -
Offsetting collections (PD)............ocov i, -29,402 -29,938 -29,838 -53 "*'.-;_1 ==
Offsetting collections [for O8M) ... ... .. ... . ~"...... -5,438 -8,023 -8 ,023 -688 ™ w r--
Offsetting collections (for PPW).......... 7" ........ -53,000 -63,000 -63,000 -18,000 ™ e
TOTAL, SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRAJAON.......... 11,400 11,400 11,400 - ‘ L]

DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

iy
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e~ DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
e (Amounts in thousands}
“\“‘a 5
o #
T FY 2015 FY 2018 & B111 vs. B111 vs,
5“¢wh Enacted Requaest Bi1} Enacted Request
....................................... -s.»._‘.‘:..._.-_.----....---......___-----....--._-_---___--.._1..-.--_...-----....____-........
e
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATICN T &
N"\h _,fﬂ
Operation and maintenance: S, e

Construction and rehabilitation................... ", 86,645 58,374 ' 58,374 -28,271
Operation and maintenance...................c... ’t-ﬂ.ssa 80,901 s 80,901 -1,057 ---
Purchase power and wheeling................... Ve 4 gggz 565,927 565,827 +124,704 .-
Program divection. ... ... .. oo iiein i 227,906, 236,398 / 236,398 +8,403 ..
............. My eeuammmvsals sdmmmessacemes malemmcanoc-eme sessmme---sama=

Subtotal, Operation and maintenance........... . 837,11 941,600 +103, 869 .a-
Loss alternative financing (for DEM)................ -1,757 +3, 440 ---
Less altarnative financing (for Construction)....... -53,585 -53 585 +20, 863 ---
Less alternative financing (for Program Dir.}....... -5,273 +27 .-
Less alternative financing (for PPW).............. ‘- -213, 114 -3z, 40 e
0ffsetting collections (for program direction)...... -177,607 -3,412 .
0ffsetting collections (for 08M)............. counu, -36,645 +100 -
0Offsetting collections (P.L. 108-477, P.L. 109-103). -352.813 .-

offsetting collections (P.L. 98-381)........... e

TOTAL, WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

FALCON AND AMISTAD QPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND

Operation and maint@NanNce. .. .........coo0oeueefon..,
Offsetting collactions. . ... ............covus f
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N DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

& (Amounts 1n thousands)

§ f’

“

o .

= FY 2015 FY 2016 8111 vs. Bi11 vs.

- f‘\\\\ Enacted Request Bi1l __.-Enacted Request

s TR eI e

g Less alternative financing........ Tt -802 -480 -460 +342

"m__‘ ------------------------------------------ mMEEEEEERELA RSN mm-mmmm—m=—www

Ly TOTAL, FALCDN AND AMISTAD O&M FUND....... i e e 228 228 228 - --- ma

3 {\*\H_h == = = ==53

g TOTAL, POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS........ .\:\\lw 105,000 105,000 105,000 --- ---

n T

3 FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION o

@ s .

% Federal Energy Regulatory Commission................ 304,389 ""‘._‘__319.800 #3108, 800 +15,411 -

@ FERC F@VBNUBS. . .. .. i inaat s iaice e c i im ey -304,38%8 -319,1800 o5 -318,800 -15.411 ---

g. "1-._\_‘ i

fud General Provisions :24\

& .

=] .

= Title I1I Rescissions: 4 T

m Department of Energy:;

% Energy Efficiency and Enerpy Reliability.......... -16,677 -6,5937 -16,677
= - L - -4, 717 e -1,4585 -4,717

% NuCTEaT Energy. ... ... 0 et tiaaieanaacncan s --- -1,665 Tw, -1,544 -1,665

3 Foss11 Energy Research and Development............ - -12,064 e =1,851 -12,064

£ Offica of Electricity Delivery and Enarpy o,

% RETTADITIY ...t is e i --- -800 -%6g -900

X Advanced Ressarch Projects Agency - Energy........ -~ B

» Construction, Rehabilitation, Oparation and R,

;.E Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration.. - -4,832 -3,200 T 4,832
Weapons activities (050) (rescission)............. cae - +6,298 Tge .
Office of the Administrator (D50) (rescission).... --- --- +413 -3
Departmental Admintstration................... ... -== v +928 ---
bDefense Environmental Cleanup (050)............... - --- +9,983 .-

Insan ofgal Iolio 43 here 947548.073

0291
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Anounts 1n thousends)

Defensa Nuclear Nonprnl1feration (050)
Naval Reactors (0560)
Other Defensa Activities (050}.... :

Total, General Provisions

GRAND TOTAL, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY.................

PELV XXX PSZWNOOWHYT 2099 U4S 69993Wd  /SI00UUS 00000 0d #SLEE0MIM SL02 9L iy zeilz  FI0Z LI dag aRaisA

30,527,126 28,984,560 +1,0687,772 -1,542,587
(Tota) amount appropriated}................... (20-462.878) (30,527.126) (20,035,818} (+882,042) (-1.491,318)
{Rescissions).................. e ar e .~ (-228,078) e ( -51,249) (+184,830) (-51, 249)
==== . S===T= ==== S22 =ISSSEEZ=====s
SUMMARY OF ACCOUNTS g
Energy efficiency and renewable energy 1,923,935 2,722,987, 1,657,774 -266,161 -1,065,213
Electricity delivery and energy ra11ab111ry ........... 147,306 270,100 =, 160,000 +12,604 110,100
NUGTEaT BNargY. ... v ovvurnauresavnny, e e 833,500 807,574 936,161 +102,681 +28 587
Fossil Energy Research and Development.......... e 571,000 660,000 805, 000 +34,000 +45,000
Nava) Petroieum & 01) Shale Reserves.................. 19,060 17,500 1%..500 -2,450 ..
ETk Hills School Lands Fund..... e i 15,580 .- B -15,580 ---
Strategic petroleum reserves. ... .........cociiiiono..s 200,000 257,000 212.0§me +12,030 -44 970
Hortheast home heating o1l rpserve.................... 1,600 7,600 7.800 ., +8,000 ---
Energy Information Adm1n‘l§tf‘at'ion ..................... 117,000 131,000 117,000 ' N - -14,000
Non-Defense Environmentst Clesnup..................... 248,000 220,185 220,193 %-16 807 +9,008
Uranium enrichment D&D fund. . . ... ..o v nns 625,000 542,280 625,000 - +82,711
Nuclear Waste Disposal.................. .. e --- -—-- 150,000 +150 0oo +150,000
e 1= . 5,071,000 5,339,784 5,100,000 +29.300 ~239,794
Advanced Research Projects Agency-Energy.............. 280,000 325,000 280,000 --— -45,000
m\\
;'*t.,

Ingsort oftal ol 44 heme 937540074

FY 2015
Enacted

FY 2018
Reguest

Bi11 vs.
Enacted

Bi11 vs.
Request

27,948,797
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2 DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
§' e {Amounts in thousands)
) 7\“'\’1 {‘,»‘/
© ‘"“'-—a FY 201§ FY 2016 7 Bitl vs, B417 wvs.
g T Enacted Request BiN Enacted Request
.............................. . }.,___--___......__-.......--..............._....----_-._.,.:-.......-.---.-.---......_---.......--.-.._-
o T .
3 Cepartmental adsinistration...........0v.. .. 0vauis, 125,971 153,511 130,249 +4, 278 -23,262
=] Indian anergy program. . ..........co0iiurinans P - 20,000 == .- -20,000
= 0ffice of the Inspector Genmeral................ %, ... 40,500 48,424 48,000 +5,500 -424
= Tribal Indian Ensrgy Loan Guarantee Progrem......... e = 7 11,000 am- a-- -11,000
o Title 17 Innovative technology loan guarantee progran T A7,000 7 17,000 17,000 --- .-
i Advenced technology vehicles manufacturing toen pgm.. R 6,000 8,000 +2,000 e
2 CT188N GOBT TOCMNGTORY . .. o\t eveetreers s ranernnrnens -6,560_ --- +8, 600
(-3 o
0 Atomic energy defense activities: g -
§ Nationgl Nuclear Security Administration:
2 Weapons activitdes. . ............... ... o viaen 8,186,657 8,848, 918 8.713,000 +528,342 -133,948
] Defense nuclear nonproliferation,.............. T, 1,616,838 1,940, 302\‘\ 1,807,606 +200,968 -32,698
m Noval rea@ctors..............covurivnnnann 1,234,000 1,375, 408 4,320,304 +86,3094 -55,102
= Federal Salaries and Expenses............ " ... .. 370,000 402,654 xag 000 +18, 000 =14 654
T s amesmsRsamsA skhemmmEEEASSM FEEamcmm-TMmar sabFeTamETAte® Emsmme=rTEEEea
§ Subtotel, National Huclear Securit min. ..., 11,407,295 12,565,400 12,329, 00!)-..& +921,705 -236, 400
§ Defense environmental cleanup.... A"\ ... .............. G,000,000 5,055,550 §,055,550 A “’\+55 550 .-
i Defense environmental c¢leanup (J«gislative proposal) aes 474,797 .- SR -471,797
% pefense uranium enrichment depdntamination and :
dOCOMRABEIONING . . ..o v 463,000 - 471,797 +8 \r}m +471,797
5 Other defanse activities 7. ........ . ... ... e 754,000 774,425 787,570 +13,570 -6,855
B e meecccawmm=" fmfadu-m-m-m—---% mmaaraMam===-= —---==yrsmmm=== =g mmmceaaa
Totel, Atomic Energy’ Defense Activities........... 17,624,295 18,867,172 18,623,917 +899,622 43,255
R
-
-

nsen ol ko 43 harm §3754,075

891
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§ S, DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
% T {Amounts 1n thousands)
®
3 FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi1l vs. B111 vs.
2 Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
g o 7
I Power marketing administrations (1): o d
Southeastern Power Administration..............0 .. . ;A}/,! . .- -
§ Southwestern Power Administration 11,400 11,480 11,400 .- “.-
8 Westarn Area Power Administration . -.83,372 93:372 93,372 .- .-
- Falcon and Amisted operating and maintenance fund... “228 //’ 228 228 .- -
El R R it L Ll L T e L L LI e LR
@ Total, Powsr Marketing Adainistrations.......... Ve 105,000 #-,.105, 000 105,000 _- .
(L] ""‘:4.‘_ .
© Federal Energy Regulatory Commission: T
g Salarias and 6XpanSes. . .........c..veeeiiiriiiiiaas 319,800 . 319,800 +15,411
% L T T N -319,800 ‘\;319.500 -15,411 “a-
,

Baneral Provisions.................... P --- -407 855 +4,385 -40,855
m
:.'E “““““ == === -'zm‘ =mEs SREsa=scs
0 e
3 Total Summary of Accounts, Department of Ener 27,916,797 30,527,136 28,984,560 v1,3€?.772 -1,542 567
] SEETESSSSERIARE SESSCSISESIERS =ESSSCSSoEESITZT = =2 ===
gn \M_&
E -‘;H-“H-..

(1) Totals inciude alternative financing iy
» reimbursable agreement funding, and bowar purchase
E and wheeling expendituras. 0ffsetting collection

totals reflect funds collected
#xpenses, including power pur

far annual
se and wheeling

Inzant offeat katio 48 ham 837542075



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands})

Fy 2015 FY 2016 Bill ws. BiTl1 vs.
Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted Request
ENERGY PROGRAMS
ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY
Sustainable Transportation:
Vehicle technologies........... ... an 280,000 444,000 255,400 -24,600 -188,8600
Bicenergy technologies............. .o v, 225,000 246,000 165,300 -59,700 -80,700
Hydrogen and fuel cell technologies................. 97,000 103,000 94,083 -2,917 -8,817
Subtotal, Sustainable Transportation.............. 602,000 793,000 514,783 -B7,217 -278,217
Renawabie Energy:
507aF BRBIGY . v e e 233,000 336,700 151,600 -81,400 -185,100
Wind enargy. . ... 107,000 145,500 80, 450 -16,550 -55,0580
Water POWEr. . .. .. .. e 61,000 67,000 38,700 -22,300 -28,300
Geotharmal technologies............ . . i, 55,000 96,000 46,000 -9,000 -50,000
Subtotal, Renawabla Energy............. ... 0o 456,000 645,200 326,750 -1249,250 -318, 450
Enargy Efficiency:
Advanced manufacturing. ._..._........._..... .. ... .. 200,000 404,000 205,000 +5,000 -1989,000
Building technologies. ... ..o iviiri i s 172,000 264,000 150,362 -21,838 -113,638
Federal energy management program................... 27.000 43,088 18,800 -8,200 -24,288
Weatherization and intergovernmental:
Weatherization:
Waatherization assistance program............. 190,000 223,999 180,000 --- -33,999

Training and technical assistance............. 3,000 4,000 3,000 - -1,000



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Ameunts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bill vs.

Enacted Request Bil11 Enacted Request

NREL Site-Wide Facility Support............... --- 400 400 +400 .-

Subtotal, Weatherdization.......................... 193,000 228,399 193,400 +400 -34,999

State energy program grants..................0eut.an 50,000 70.100 50,000 .- -20,100

Laocal technical assistance program.................. - 20,000 .- -20,000
Subtotal, Weatherization and intergovarnmental

PrOGFraM. o v v vr s it s e v e 243,000 318,499 243,400 +400 -75,0088

Subtotal, Emergy Efficiency................... 642,000 1,029,587 617,562 ~24,438 -412,025

Corporate Support:
Facilities and infrastructurs:

National Renewable Energy Laboratory (NREL)..... 56,000 62,000 56,000 .- -6,000
Program direction. ............. ..ottt 160,000 165, 330 150,000 -10,000 -15,330
Strategic pPrograms. ... .o e 21,000 27,870 12,000 -9,000 -15,870

Subtotal, Corporate Support..................... 237,000 255,200 218,000 -19,000 -37.,200

Subtotal, Enargy afficiency and renawable enaergy.. 1,937,000 2,722, 987 1,677,005 -259,903 -1,045,882
Use of Prior Year Balances. . .........oiiiiiininnan. --- --- -19,321 -19,321 -19,321
RESGISETOMS . L ot vt ettt e e -13%,065 - .-- +13,065 R

TOTAL, ENERGY EFFICENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY...... 1,923,935 2,722,997 1,657,774 -266,161 -1,085,213




DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands}

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 wvs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY

Ressarch and devslopment:
Clean energy transmission and reliability........... 34,282 40,000 31,000 -3,262 -9,000
Smart grid research and development................. 15,439 30,000 30,000 +14, 561
Cyber security for anergy delivery systems.......... 45,999 52,000 54,500 +B,501 +2,500
Energy storage............. ... .. ... 12,000 21,000 15,000 +3,000 -6,000
Transformer resilience and advanced components...... .-- 10,000 10,000 +10,000 .-
Subtotal. ... . e e 107,700 153,000 140,500 +32,800 -12,500
National electricity delivery......................... 6,000 7,500 6,000 --- -1,500
Infrastructure security and energy restoration........ 6,000 14,000 14,000 +8,000 ---
State energy reliability and assurance................ --- 63,000 --- --- -63,000
Program directian.. ... .. oo 27,606 32,600 27,000 - 606 -5,600
TOTAL, ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY 147,306 270,100 187,500 +40,194 -82,800

NUCLEAR ENERGY

Research and development:
Integrated university program......... ... evven., 5,000 LR 5,000 .- +5,000
BTEP R&D. .. . . e 5,000 5,000 5,000 --- ---
Small modular reactor licensing technical support... 54,500 62,500 62,500 +8,000 -
Nucliear energy enabling technologies................ 101,000 86,387 111,800 +10, 600 +25,213
Reactor concepts RD&D. . ... ... ... ... .. ... ... . 133,000 108,140 141,718 +8,718 +33,578

Fuel cycle research and development................. 197,000 217,760 175,800 -21,200 -41,960



DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts 1n thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bil1l vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request B111 Enacted Request
International! nuclear energy cooperation............ 3,000 3.000 3,000 .- ---
SUbtOoTaT. .. . e e s 498,500 482,787 504,618 +6,118 +21,831
Infrastructure:
Radiological facilities management:
Space and defense infrastructure................ 20,000 .- s -20,000 .-
Research reactor infrastructure................. 5,000 6,800 6,800 1,800 R
Subtotal........... ... . ... 25,000 6,800 6,800 -18,200 ---
INL facilities management:
INL operations and infrastructure............... 200,631 209,826 216,582 +15,951 +6,756
Construction:
16-E-200 Sample preparation laboratory...... --- 2,000 2,000 +2, 000 -
13-D-905 Remote-handled Tow level waste
disposal project, INL..................... 5,369 --- --- -5, 369 “--
Subtotal, Construction.................. 5,369 2,000 2,000 -3,369 ---
Subtotal, INL facilities management. 206,000 211,826 218,582 +12,582 +6,756
Subtotal, Infrastructure........................ 231,000 218,626 225,382 -5,618 +6,756
Idaho sitewide safequards and security................ 104,000 126,161 126,161 +22,161 e
Program direction............ ... i 80,000 80,000 80,000 --- .-

Subtotal, Nuclear Energy................. oo 913,500 907,574 938,161 +22 661 +25,587



DEPARTNENT QF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 201§ FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bi11 vs,
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
REBCISETON . - o o e et et e e e e -80,000 .- . +80,000 -
TOTAL, RUCLEAR ENERGY.............. ... .. ... ... 833,500 907,574 936,161 +102,681 +28 5R7
FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
Ceal CC5 and power systems:
Carbon CAPLURE. .. o\t et e e e 88,000 116,631 97,800 +9,800 -18,831
Carbon storage. . ......... ... 100,000 108,768 104,000 +4,000 -4,768
Advanced energy SyStems. ... ......... ... . ... ... ... 103,000 39,385 105,000 +2,000 +65,615
Craoss cutting research............ .. .o i, 49,000 51,242 52,100 +3,100 +B58
NETL coal research and development........_......... 50,000 34,031 50,000 --- +15,969
STEP (Supercritical CO2)............... .. ........... 10,000 19,300 15,000 +5.000 -4,300
Subtotal., CCS and power systems................, 400,000 369,357 423,900 +23,900 +54,543
Natural Gas Technologies:
CCS demonstrations:
Natural gas carbon capture and storage............ .- . .- - I
Rasearch. . ... i i i i e 25,121 44,000 21,200 -3,921 -22,800
Subtotal, Natural Gas Technologies................ 25,121 44,000 21,200 -3,921 -22,800
Unconventional fossil energy technologies from
petroleum - oil technologies........................ 4,500 --- 13,000 +8, 500 +13,000
Program girection.. ... ... o i i e 119,000 114,202 120,000 +1,000 +5,798
Plant and capital equipment........................... 15,782 18,044 18,003 +2,221 -41

Fossil energy environmental restoration............... 5,887 §,197 8,197 +2,300 .-



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill ws. Bill ws.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Super computar. ... ... ... e .- 5,500 --- .u -5,500
Special recruitment programs.................. oo 700 700 700 .a- ---
TOTAL, FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT..... 571,000 560,000 805, 000 +34,000 +45,000
NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SMALE RESERVES................ 19,850 17,500 17,500 -2,450 ---
ELK HILLS SCHOOL LANDS FUND.............. ... ... uon. 15,580 --- --- -15,580 ---
STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE. ... ... ... vh i 200,000 257,000 212,030 +12,030 -44 970
NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE
NORTHEAST HOME HEATING QIL RESERVE..................., 7,600 7,600 7.600 .- R
RESCiSSTON. . ..o -6,000 --- - +6, 000 -
TOTAL, NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE......... 1,600 7,600 7,600 +6, 000 ---
ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION..................... 117,000 131,000 117,000 --- -14,000
NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP
Fast Flux Test Reactor Facility (WA).................. 2,562 2,562 2,562 -
Gaseous Diffusion Plants.. ... ... .. ... ... ... ... ... ... 104,403 104,403 104,403 --- ---
SMATTY S1EO5 . . it e e e e e an,049 54,007 61,715 -18,334 +7,708

West valley Demonstration Project..................... 58,986 59,213 59,213 +227 R



DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. B111 vs,
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Request
Construction:
Marcury storage facllity........... .. ... .. i, --- --- 1,300 +1,300 +1,300
TOTAL, NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP.......... 248,000 220,185 229,193 -16,807 +9,008
URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION
AND DECOMMISSIONING FUND
Dak Ridge. ... oo 167,898 154,235 163,946 -3,952 +9,711
Paducah:
Nuclear facility D&D, Paducah....................... 168,729 167,456 192,458 -6,273 +25,000
Construction:
15-U-407 On-site waste disposal facitity, Paducah, B, 486 --- - -8.486 ---
16-U-401 S011d waste management units 5&6......... .- 1,198 1,196 +1,196 ---
Total, Paducaln........ .. oo v i iy 207,215 168,662 193,652 -13,563 +25,000
Portsmouth!
Nuclear facility D&D, Portsmouth.................... 209,524 131,117 156,117 -53,407 +25,000
Construction:
15-U-40B On-site waste disposal fagility,
Poartsmouth. .. ... ... .. e 4,500 34,300 87,300 +52, 800 +23,000
Tatal, Portsmouth. ... ... .. . i i 214,024 165,417 213, 417 -607 +48,000

Pension and community and regulatory support.......... 25,863 21,026 21,026 -4,837 ---



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill ws. Bill wvs.
Enactad Request BilN Enacted Request
Title X uranium/thorium reimbursement program,........ 10,000 32,959 32,959 +22,859 ---
TOTAL, UEDED FUND ... 625,000 542,200 625,000 - 182,711
SCIENCE
Advanced scientific computing research........_...._.. 541,000 620,994 537,539 -3.461 -83,455
Basic energy sciences:
RESBANCN, v e e e e 1,594,500 1,649,000 1,578,440 -16,060 -70,560
Construction:
13-5C-10 LINAC coherent T1ight source II, SLAC... 138,700 200, 300 191, 866 +53,166 -8,434
Subtatal, ConStruGtion. ... ................ ;éé:%éé ------ 566:566 ....... ;é;:;éé ------- ;géj;éé -------- :é:;;;-
Subtatal, Basic enargy SCiences................. i:%ié:éﬁé_ -—-;:éiéjéﬁﬁ ..... ;:;;6:;6& ------- ;é;:;éé ------- :;é:ééi-
Biological and environmental research................. 592,000 612,400 538,000 -54,000 -74,400
Fusion enargy sciencas:
ResearCh. . . ... e 317,500 270,000 317,600 +100 +47, 800
Construction:
14-8C-80 ITER. ... o ii i ininiasiinrans 150,000 150,000 150,000 --- .-

Subtotal, Fusion energy sciences............ 467,500 420,000 467,600 +100 +47,800



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 20186 Bill wvs. Bi11 ws.
Enacted Requast B1iM Enacted Request
High energy physics:
REBBANGN. . . .. e e 729,000 731,900 717,900 -11,100 -14,000
Construction:
11-8C-40 Project engineering and design (PED)
long baseline neutrinc experiment, FNAL....... 12,000 16,000 18,000 +6,000 +2,000
11-SC-41 Muon to electron conversion experiment,
2 7 R 25,000 40,100 40,100 +15,100 .-
Subtotal, Comstruction.................... 37,000 56,100 58,100 +21,100 +2,000
Subtotal, High energy physics................... 766,000 788,000 776,000 +10,000 -12,000
Nuclear physics:
Operations and maintenance.......................... 489,000 517,100 510,665 +21,665 -6,435
Construction:
14-SC-50 Facility for rare isotope beams,
Michigan State University................... 90,000 100,000 48,400 +&,000 -2,000
06-SC-01 12 GeV continuous electron beam
facility upgrade, TJNAF....................... 16,500 7.500 7.500 -9,000 ---
Subtotal, Construction...................... 106,500 107,500 105,500 -1,000 -2,000
Subtotal, Nuclear physigs................. 585,500 624,600 616,165 +20,8B5 -8,435

wWorkforce development for teachers and scientists,.... 198,500 20,500 20,500 +1,000 .-



DEPARTMENT OF EMERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi1l vs. Bill vs,
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Request
Science Taboratories infrastructure:
Infrastructure support:
Payment in Tieu of taxes........................ 1,713 1,713 1,713 . .
Qak Ridge landlord. .. ......... .. .0, 5,777 --- 6,177 +400 +6,177
Facilities and infrastructure................... 6,100 30,977 10,000 +3,800 -20,977
Oak Ridge nuclear operations...........cocovrvve - 12,000 12,000 +12,000 -
Subtotal...... ... e e 13,590 44,690 29,890 +16,300 -14,800
Construction:
15-5C-78 Integrative genomics building, LBNL...... 12,080 20,000 16,000 +3,910 -4,000
15-5C-77 Photon science laboratory building, SLAC. 10,000 25,000 25,000 +15,000 -
15-8C-76 Materials design laboratory, ANL......... 7,000 23,910 19,000 +12,000 -4.810
15-5C-75 Infrastructure and coperational
improvements, PPPL.............. ... .o 25,000 “an e -25,000 ---
12-8C-70 Science and user support building, SLAC 11,920 --- --- -11,920 ---
Subtotal. ... ... ... e 66,010 68,910 60,000 -6,010 -8,910
Subtotal, Science laboratories infrastructure... 79,600 113,600 89,890 +10,290 -23,710
Safeguards and security. ... ... ... .. ... ... 93,000 103,000 103,000 +10,000 .-
Science program direction............ ... . o e 183,700 187,400 181,000 -2,700 -6,400
TOTAL, SCIENCE. .. . vt v i arie e 5,071,000 5,339,794 5,100,000 +29,000 -239,794

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL. ...... ... i, --- --- 150,000 +150,000 +150,000



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2016 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGEMCY-EMERGY
ARPA-E projects..... ... 252,000 205,750 252,000 ses -43,750
Program direction. . ... ... i it 28,000 29,250 28,000 .- -1,250
TOTAL, ARPA-E. . ... ittt it 280,000 325,000 280,000 --- -45,000
INDIAN ENERGY PROGRAMS
Program direction.... ... ... .. ... ... .. ... . e, --- 3,510 --- .- -3,510
Tribal energy Program.. ... ... i .- 16,480 --- --- -16,490
TOTAL, INDIAN ENERGY PROGRAMS..................... --- 20,000 --- --- -20,000
TITLE 17 - INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY LOAM GUARANTEE PGM

Administrative expenses.......... ... ... ... .. o, 42,000 42,000 42,000 v [
Offsetting COTTECLION, ... .ottt -25,000 -25,000 -25,000 .-

TOTAL, TITLE 17 - INNQVATIVE TECHNOLOGY LOAN
GUARANTEE PROGRAM

TRIBAL INDIAN ENERGY LOAN GUARAMTEE PROGRAM
Loan guarantee credit subsidy costs................. --- 9,000 .-~ --- -9,000
Administrative operations, ............. ... . ... ..., - 2,000 —-- - -2,000

TOTAL, TRIBAL INDIAN ENERGY LDAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM --- 11,000 . .- -11,000



DEPARTHMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 B8i11 vs. Bi1l ws.
Enacted Request BilN Enacted Request
ADVANCED TECHNOLDGY VEHICLES MANUFACTURING LOAN PGH
Administrative exXpenses. .. ....... .. 4,000 6,000 6,000 +2,000 .-
TOTAL, ADVANCED TECHNOLOGY VEHICLES
MANUFACTURING LOAN PROGRAM. ................... 4,000 6,000 6,000 +2,000 ---
GLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY (RESCISSION}.................... -6,600 --- --- +6,600 ---
DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION
Administrative operations:
Selaries and expenses:
gffice of the Secretary:
Pregram direction. ., ... ... i, 5,008 5,300 5,008 --- -2982
Chief Financial Officer................covvvuvs, 47,000 50,182 47,000 --- -3,182
Management . .. . ... ... .. e 62,946 76,227 64,508 +1,652 -11,829
Chief human capital eoffiger..................... 24,500 25,400 24,500 --- -900
Chiaef Information Officer....................... 33,188 30,988 30,988 -2,200 ---
Dffice of Indian energy policy and programs..... 16,000 --- 16,000 _.e +16,000
Congressional and intergovernmental affairs..... 6,300 6,300 6,300 --- ---
Office Of Small and disadvantaged business
utilization. ... .. i 2,253 3,000 3,000 +747 ---
Econcmic impact and diversity................... 6,200 10,000 10,000 +3,800 -

Ganeral Counsel. . ... ... . . ... . i 33,000 33,000 33,000 .- ---



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Request
Energy policy and systems analysis.............. 31,181 35,000 31,297 +116 -3,703
Internatianal Affairs............. ... i 13,000 23,600 13,000 --- -10, 600
Public affalrs. ... ... . . ., 3,431 3,431 3,431 -—-- ---
Subtotal, Selaries and expenses............... 284,007 302,428 288,122 +4,115 -14,306

Program support:
Economic impact and diversity..................... 2,800 ... --- -2,800 .--
Policy analysis and system studies................ --- --- --- --- “--
Environmental policy studies...................... --- .- --- --- ---
Climate change technology program (prog. supp).... --- --- --- --- ---
Cybersecurity and secure communications........... 21,364 21,006 21,0086 -358 ---
Corporate IT program support (CIO)................ 19,612 27,806 20,850 +1,238 -6,956
Subtotal, Program support..................... 43,776 48,812 41, 856 -1,920 -6,956
Subtotal, Administrative operations............. 327,783 351,240 328,978 +2,195 -21,262
Strategic partnership projects (SPP).............. .. 42,000 40,000 40,000 -2,000 -
Subtotal, Departmental aoministration........... 369,783 391,240 360,978 +195 -21,262
Use of prior-year balanCes. . .......ovvviririnviinsons -5,805 -2,000 --- +5, 805 +2,000
Digital service team - CIO.................. ... ... ... --- 4,000 - .- -4,000
Funding from other defense activities................. -118,836 -122,558 -122, 558 -3, 722 .

Total, Departmental administration (gross)...... 245,142 270,682 247,420 +2,278 -23,262



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11l vs, Bi11 vs,
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
MiscellanBous FeVaMUES . . .. . ... ..ttt o iine e enn -119,171 -117,171 117,171 +2,000 a--
TOTAL, DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION {net)........ 125,971 153,511 130, 249 +4,278 -23,262
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL
O0ffice of the inspector general ... ...._ ... ........ ... 40,500 46,424 46,000 +5,500 -424
TOTAL, ENERGY PROGRAMS. .. . ... ... .o iiennvrvnnn 10,232,742 11,554,964 10,324,007 +91, 265 -1,230,957
ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
WEAPONS ACTIVITIES
Directed stockpile work:
Bt Life extension program....... .o veiiiieininnnann 643,000 643, 300 643,300 +300 ---
W76 Life extension program.......................... 250,168 244,019 244,019 -15,1449 ..
WB8 Life extension program...........covvivivisraray 165, 400 220,176 220,176 +54 776 ---
Cruise missile warhead 1ife extension study......... 9,418 --- es -9,418 .-
WB0-4 Life extension program...........coovvvevnnines aaa 195,037 195,037 +195,037 ---

Subtotal. . ... e e 1,076,986 1,302,532 1,302,532 +225,546 ---



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2018 Bill vs. Bi11 ws.
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Reguast
Stockpile systems:

BB1 Stockpile systems........................... 109,615 52,247 52,247 -57,368 .
W76 Stockpile SyStems. . ......... ... viivrinivnians 45,728 50,921 50,921 +5,183 ---
W78 Stockpile systems........................... 62,703 654,092 64,002 +1,389 -
W80 Stockpile SySTems............covvviiiinvinn 70,610 68,005 68,005 -2,605 -
B83 Stockpile systems........................... 63,136 42 177 42 177 -20,959 -
W87 Stockpile systems. ..., ... .. .. i, 91,255 89,299 89,2090 -1,956 ---
W88 Stockpile systems........................... 88,060 115,685 115,685 +27,625 ---
Subtotal.... ... i 831,107 482,425 482,426 -48 6R1
Weapons dismantlement and disposition............... 50,000 48,049 43,049 -1,851 -

Stockpile services:
Production support......... ... 0. o 350,042 447 527 447,527 +96, 585 ---
Research and Development support................ 25,500 34,1589 41,059 +15,559 +6,900
R and D certification and safety................ 160,000 192,613 185, 000 +25, 000 -7,613
Management, technology, and production.......... 226,000 264,994 258,527 +32,527 -6,487
Plutonium sustainment. ... ....................... 132,000 .- - -132, 000 .
Tritium readiness. .. ...... ... .. ... . . i 140,053 --- --- -140,053 ---
Subtotal........ .. o 1,034,485 939,293 932,113 -102,382 -7,180

Strategic materials;
Uranium sustainment. . ......... ... it eirirnrinis --- 32,816 32,916 +32,916 ---
Flutonium sustainment............................. --- 174,698 174,698 +174, 695
Tritium sustainment. .. _................ ... ... ... .. .- 107,345 107,345 +107,345 ---

Domestic uranium enrichment....... ... cvivvian, --- 100,000 50,0400 +50,000 -50,000



DEPARTHMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands}

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bi1ll ws.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Strategic materials sustainment................... s --- 224 217 +224 217 +224 217
SUBtOtAT . e .ea 414,959 580,176 +589,176 +174.217
Subtotal, Directed stockpile work............. 2,692,588 3,187,259 3,354,206 +681,708 +167,037
Research, Development, Test and Evaluation (RDT&E):
Science:
Advanced certification.......................... 58,747 50,714 58,747 --- +8,033
Primary assessment technologies................. 109,000 98,500 104,100 -4, 600 +5 600
Dynamic materials properties................. ... 109,000 109,000 100, 400 -8,600 -8,600
Advanced radiography. .. ..o i 47,000 47,000 27,000 -20,000 -20,000
Secondary assassment technologies............... 88,344 84,400 72,900 -15,444 -11,500
Academic alliances and partnerships............. --- --- 49,800 +48,800 +49, 300
Subtotal. .. ... e e 412,001 389.614 412,947 +856 *23,333
Engineering:
Enhanced surety............. ... . ... ... .o 52,003 50,821 50,821 -1,182 -
Weapons system engineering assessment technology 20,832 17,371 17,371 -3,461 ---
Nuglear survivability............ ... . ... ..., ... 25,371 24,461 24,461 -910 .-
Enhanced surveillance........................... 37,799 38,724 38,724 +825 ---
Subtotal....... ... ... ... 136,005 131,377 131,377 -4,628 ---

Inertial confinement fusion ignition and
high yleld:
Ignition......oooe i 77,994 73,334 76,334 -1,660 +3,000



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands}

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill ws. Bi11 ws.
Enacted Request BRi1 Enacted Request
Support of other stockpile programs........... 23,588 22,843 22,843 -755 .-
Diagnostics, cryogenics and experimental
SUPPOrE . i e e e e 61,297 58,587 58,587 -2,710 ---
Pulsed power inertial confinement fusion...... 5,024 4,963 4,963 -61 “ea
Joint program in high energy density
laboratory plasmas..............c.o0ouvnenn.. 9,100 8,900 8,900 -200 -
Facility operations and target preduction..... 335,882 333,823 339,423 +3, 541 +5, 600
Subtotal........... .. ... ... 512,885 502,450 511,050 -1,845 +8,600
Advanced simulation and computing................... 598,000 523,008 605,000 +7,000 -18,006
Advanced manufacturing development:
Additive manfacturing............ ... .. oo, 12,600 --- 16,000 +3,400 +16,000
Component manufacturing development................. 75,000 112,256 80,000 +5,000 -32,256
Process technology develepment. . ......_...._.......,.. 19,600 17,800 17,800 -1,800 ---
Subtotal. ... ... e 107,200 130,056 113,800 +§,600 -16,256
Subtotal, RDTEE. .. ... .. oot ei i as 1,766,191 1,776,503 1,774,174 +7,983 -2,329
Infrastructure and Operations (formerly RTBF):
Operations of facilities:
Kansas City Plant.......... ... i iiienvinonsn, 125,000 --- 100, 250 24,750 +100,250
Lawrence Livermore MNaticnal Laboratory.......... 71,000 --- 70,671 -329 +70,671
Los Alamos National Laboratory.................. 198,000 wan 186,460 -1,540 +186, 460
Nevada Test Site...... ... ... i, 89,000 --- 89,000 --- +89,000

I 75,000 58,021 -16,0749 +58,021



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Biil vs. Bill vs.
Enactaed Requast B1T1 Enacted Request
Sandia National Laboratory...................... 108, 000 .-- 115,300 +8,300 +115, 300
Savannah River Site............. ... ... .. vy 81,000 “ea B0, 463 -537 +80,4863
¥-12 National Security Complex.................. 151,000 --- 120,625 -30,375 +120,625
Subtota®. . ... . .. 8495 ,000 .- 830,790 -65,210 +830,790
Program readiness. . ... i s 68,000 75,185 --- -68,000 -75,185
Material recycle and recovery....................... 128,000 173,859 .- -126,000 -173,85%
COntET MBI . oo o e e 26,000 “-a --- -26,000 .-
L3 e o T+ T 40,800 40,020 --- -40,800 -40,920
Safety and environmental operations................. --- “-- 107,701 +107,701 +107,701
Maintenance and repair of facilities:
Maintenance and repair of facilities................ 227,000 --- -227,000 .--
Site maintenance. ............ ... . e --- --- 252,000 +252,000 +252, 000
High-risk excess facilities.................... .. ... - --- 25,000 +25,000 +25,000
Subtotal, Maintenance and repair of facilities.... 227,000 --- 277,000 +50,000 +277,000
Recapitalization:
Recapitalization....... ... i 224,600 104,327 .- -224,600 -104,327
Infrastructure and safety................... .. ...... --- --- 253,724 +253,724 +253,724
Capability based investmants........................ --- .- 28,800 +98, 800 +898, 800
Subtotal, Recapitalization.................0.vuuun 224,600 104,327 352,624 +127,924 +248 ,197

Construction:
16-D-140 Project engineering and design, various
Tacations . .. ... e e .- - 34,103 +34,103 +34,103



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bil1l vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request BiN Enacted Request
16-D-621 TA-3 Substation replacement, LANL........ --- --- 25,000 +25,000 +25 000
15-D-613 Emergency Operations Center, Y-12........ 2,000 .- - -2,000 ---
15-D-301 HE Science & Engineering Facility, PX.... 11,800 --- --- -11, 800 ---
15-D-302 TA-55 Reinvestment project III, LANL..... 16,062 18,195 .- -16,062 -18,195
12-D-301 TRU waste facility project, LANL......... 6,838 --- --- -6,938 -
11-D-801 TA-55 Reinvestment preoject II, LANWL...... 10,000 3,803 3,903 -6,087 .-
07-0-220 Radicactive 11quid waste treatment
facility, LANL. ... ...t --- 11,533 11,533 +11,533 -
07-0-220-04 Transuranic liquid waste facility,
LANL o i e e e e s 7,500 40,049 --- -7,500 -40,949
Uranium processing facility (UPF):
06-0-141 Uranium Processing Facility, Y-12........ 335,000 430,000 “an -335,000 -430,000
Project engineering and design, UPF............... - --- 289,128 +289,128 +289,128
06-D-141-02 Site preparation, UPF................. --- --- 140,872 +140,872 +140 ,872
Subtotal, UPF. ... v e 335,000 430,000 430,000 +95,000 ---
Chemistry and metallurgy replacement (CMRR):
04-D-125 Chemistry and metallurgy replacement
project, LANL............. ... oo 35,700 155,610 --- -35.700 -155,610
04.0-125-04 RLUOB equipment installation, phase 2. --- --- 117,000 +117,000 +117,000
04-D-125-05 PF-4 aquipment installatien........... - --- 38,610 +38,610 +38,610
Subtotal, CHMRR........ ... ... . . . i, 35,700 155,610 155,610 +119,910 .-

Subtotal, Construction........................ 425,000 660,190 660,149 +235,149 -4



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request B+11 Enacted Request
Subtotal, Infrastructureée and Operations..... 2,033,400 1,054, 481 2,228,164 +194,764 +1,173,683
Secure transportation asset:
Operations and equipment.......................... 121,882 146,272 140,000 +18,118 -6,272
Program direction. . .........covtvini i nanas 97,118 105,338 82,000 -5,118 -13.338
Subtotal, Secure transportation asset......... 219,000 251,610 232,000 +13,000 -19,610
Nuclear counterterrorism incident response............ 177,940 e --- 177,940 -
Counterterrorism and counterproliferation programs.... 46,093 --- --- -46,083 ---
Infrastructure and safety
Operations of facilities
Kansas City Plant...... ... ... .. .. . .. ... --- 100, 250 --- --- -100,250
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory............ .- 70,671 --- --- -70,671
Los Alamos National Laboratory.................... --- 196, 460 .- --- -196, 480
Nevada Matioenal Security Site..................... - 89,000 --- ... -88,000
PANTEX . o v e e e e e --- 58,021 .- .- -58,021
Sandia National Labaratory.......... ... ... ... ..... .- 115, 300 --- .- -115,300
Savannah River Si1te........... .o i inenin... .- 80,463 --- -B0,463
Y-12 National security complex._ ... ..._..._...... --- 120,625 --- --- -120,625
Total, Operaticns of facilities................. --- 830,790 --- R -830,790
Safety operations............. ... .. ..ol --- 107,701 - .- =107, 70
Maintenance. . ... . . et -- 227,000 --- --- -227,000

Recapitalization........... ... i .- 257,724 - --- -257,724



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi1l ws. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Request
Construction:
16.-0-821 Substation replacement at TA-3, LANL..... --- 25,000 --- --- -25,000
15-D-613 Emergency Operations Center, Y-12........ 17,910 -17,919
Tatal, Construction............ ... iviiivvunnes --- 42 919 .- --- -42.,919
Total, Infrastructure and safety.............. --- 1,466,134 .- .- -1,466,134
Site stawardship. .. ... 0 i i e e e 76,531 36, 585 - -76,531 -36,595
Defense nuclear security:
Defense nuclear security............. .. ... ... ...... 636,123 619,891 634,891 -1,232 +15,000
Security improvements program, .......... ... 00, .-- --- 35,000 +35,000 +35, 000
Construction:
14-0-710 Device assembly facility argus
installation project, NV._...._ ... ... ........ .- 13,000 13,000 +13,000 -
Subtotal, Defense nuclear security.......... 636,123 632,821 682,801 +46,768 +50,000
Information technology and cyber security............. 179,646 157,588 157 588 -22,058 ..
Legacy contractor pensions................c.oovvveiuney 307.058 283,887 283,887 -23.171 .-
Domestic uranium enrichment.......... ... ieiiinnnn. 97,200 .- .- -87,200 -

Subtotal, Weapons Activities........................ 8,231,770 8,846,948 8,713,000 +481,230 -133,948



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands})

FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi11 vs, Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Reguest
Y an -1- 1= -45,113 ann -—-- +45,113 .-
TOTAL, WEAPONS ACTIVITIES..................c.. ..., 8,186,657 B,846,948 8,713,000 +526,343 -133,948
DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATIDN
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation Programs:
Global material security:
International nuclear Sacurity............cvivuvean .- 130,527 130,527 +130,527 ---
Radiological security....... ..o, --- 153,749 153,749 +153,749 -
Nuclear smupgling detection......................... .- 142,475 138,673 +138,673 -3,802
Subtotal, Global material security................ .- 426,751 422,949 +422,948 -3,802
Material management and minimization:
HEU reactor GONVErsion. . ... . vt iin e onnnnans --- 115,000 115,000 +115,000 ---
Kuclear material removal............................ --- 114,000 114,000 +114,000 .-
Material disposition.................. ... ... . s --- 82,584 81,584 +81,584 -1,000
Subtotal, Material management and minimization.... - 311,584 310,584 +310,584 -1,000
Nonproliferation and arms control..................... - 126,703 130,203 +130,203 +3,500
Defense nuclear nonproliferation R&D.................. 393,401 419,333 419,333 +25,932 ---
Nonproliferation construction:
99-D-143 Mixed Oxi1de (MOX)} Fuel Fabrication
Facility, SRS...... ... ... ... . ... ... ... ... --- 345,000 345,000 +345,000 .-~

Subtotal, Nonproliferation construction..... --- 345,000 345,000 +345, 000 “a-



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill wvs, Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bitl Enacted Request
Global threat reduction initiative:
HEU reactor conversionm............ ... ... ... .. ...... 119,383 . .- -119,383 P
International nuclear and radiolegical material
removal and protection............. .. ... .. ... .. .. 117,737 --- aa- -117.737 -
Domestic radiological material removal and
Protect ion. . s e e e 88,632 --- .- -B8,632 .-
Subtotal, Global threat reduction initiative.... 325,752 --- -—-- -325,752 ---
Nonproliferation and international security........... 141,359 --- --- -141,359 ---
International materials protection and coopsraticn.... 270,911 --- - -270,811 e
Fissile materials disposition:
U.§. plutomium disposition.......................... 60,000 .- - -60,000 [
U.S. uranium disposition. . ... ot 25,000 - --- -25,000 -
Construction:
98-0-143 Nixed oxide fuel fabrication facility,
Savannah River, SC.... ... ... . .. it 345,000 .- .- -345,000 -
Subtotal, Construction...................... 345,000 --- --- -345,000 ---
Total, Fissile materigls dispesition............ 430,000 --- --- -430,000 ---
Legacy contracter pensians...................... ...... 102,909 94,617 94,617 «8,292 ---

Nuclear counterterrorism and incident response program --- 234,380 234,390 +234,3940 “aa



DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill wvs. Bill vs.
Enacted Requast Bil1 Enacted Raquest
Use of prior-year balances............................ -22.,063 -18,076 -39,078 -16,113 -21,000
Subtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation.......... 1,641,369 1,040,302 1,918,000 +276,631 -22,302
[0 T T e o N -24 731 --- -10, 3484 +14,337 -10,304
TOTAL, DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION........... 1,616,638 1,940,302 1,807,606 +290,968 -32,696
NAVAL REACTORS
Naval reactors development..............covvevirvarnnn 411,180 444,400 414,642 +3.462 -29,758
DHIO replacement reactor systems development.......... 156,100 186,800 186, 800 +30,700 ---
S8G Prototype refueling. .. ..... ... ... ... ... . ... ..., 126,400 133,000 133,000 +6,600 .
Naval reactors operations and infrastructure.......... 390,000 445,196 424 452 +34,452 -20,744
Construction:
15-D-804 NRF Overpack Storage Expansion 3........... 400 200 900 +500
t5-D-903 KL Fire System Upgrade.................... 600 €00 600 .- —
15-D-902 K§ Enginerpom team trainer facility........ --- 3,100 aa- --- -3,100
14-D-902 KL Materials characterization laboratory
expansion, KAPL..............coviieiaieani. ... 30,000 30,000 +30, 000
14-0-901 Spent fuel handling recapitalization
project, NRF......... ... ... .. ... .. i 70,000 86,000 86,000 +16, 000 ---
13-D-905 Remote-handled low-level waste
disposal project, INL.......... ... .ieinin. 14,420 --- .- -14,420 ---
13-D-904 KS Rediclogical work and storage
building, KSQ. . ... .. e e 20,100 --- .-- -20,100 ---

10-D-903. Security upgrades, KAPL.,.................. 7,400 500 500 -6,900 ---



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
08-D-190 Expended Core Facility H-280 racovering

discharge station, NRF, ID........................ 400 --- --- -400 .-
Subtotal, Construction........................ 113,320 121,100 118,000 +4,680 -3.100

Program direction. . ... ... .. ... ... . . o 41,500 45,000 43,500 +2,000 -1,500
Subtotal, Maval Reactors...................... 1,238,500 1,375,496 1,320,384 +B81,894 -55,102
RESC TS STOM. vttt et e e e e e -4,500 --- +4 500 ---
TOTAL, NAVAL REACTORS. ........ 0 0iiniiininianennns 1,234,000 1,375,496 1,320,394 +86,394 -63,102
FEDERAL SALARIES AND EXPENSES......................... 370,000 402,654 388,000 +18,000 -14 654
TOTAL, NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION. 11,407,295 12,565, 400 12,329,000 +821,705 -236,400

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

Closure SiteS. . v ver i i i i 4,889 4,889 4,889 - -
Richlang:
River corridor and other cleanup operations......... 377,788 196,957 275,831 -101,857 +78,874
Central plateau remediation......................... 497,456 555,163 555,163 +57,707 .

RL community and regulatory support................. 19,701 14,70t 14,701 -5,000 ---



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
Canstruction:
15-0-401 Containerized sludge removal annex, RL... 46,055 77.016 77,016 +30,981 ---
Subtotal, Richland.................. ... 1 941,000 B43,837 922,711 -18,289 +78,874
Office of River Protection:
Canstructicon:
15-D-40% Low activity waste pretreatment sysem,
DR . e e 23,000 75,000 75,000 +52,000 ---
01-D-16 A-D, Waste treatment and immobilization
prlant, ORP. ... ... it i i i e 963,000 595,000 545,000 -18,000 -50,000
01-D-16 E, Waste treatment and immobilization
plant, Pretreatment faciiity, ORP............... 104,000 95,000 70,000 -34,000 -25,000
Total, Construction.. ... ... ... ... ... . o iivus 690,000 765,000 690,000 R -75,000
Tank farm activities:
Rad 1iguid tank waste stabilization and
disposition. . ... ... e 522,000 649,000 578,000 +56,000 -71,000
Subtotal, Offica of river protection............ 1,212,000 1,414,000 1,268,000 +56, 000 -146,000

Idahc National Laboratory:
Idaho cleanup and waste disposition................. 377,293 357,783 387,783 +10, 490 +30, 000



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill ws. Bill wvs.
Enacted Request Bil Enacted Request
Idaho community and regulatory support.............. 2,910 3,000 3,000 +90 .-
Total, Idaho National Laboratory.................. 380,203 360,783 380,783 +10,580 +30,000
NNSA sites and Mevada offsites:
Lawrance Livermore National Lakoratory............ 1,366 1,366 1,366 --- ---
Navada. . . ... e e 64,851 62,385 62,385 -2, 466 ---
Sandia National Laboratory........................ 2,80 2,500 2,500 =301 ---
Los Alamos National Laboratory.................... 185,000 188,625 180,000 -5,000 -8,625
Construction:
15-D-406 Hexavalent chromium Pump and
Treatment facility, LANL......... ... ...\, 4,600 LR .. -4,800 ---
Total, NNSA sites and MNevada off-sites.......... 258,618 254,876 246,251 -12,367 -8,625
Qak Ridge Reservation:
OR Nuclear facility DE&D........... ... 0 i 73,155 75,998 84,958 +11,803 +9,000
U233 disposition program. ............... ... ..., .- 26,8485 35,895 +35, 895 +3, 000
OR ¢cleanup and waste disposition.................... 131,930 60,500 60,500 -71,430 -
Construction:
15-D-405 Sludpe processing facility buildouts... 4,200 --- --- -4, 200 ---
14-D-403 Outfall 200 mercury treatment facility. 9,400 6,800 9,400 --- +2,600
Subtotat, Lonstruction........................ 13,600 6,800 9,400 -4,200 +2,600

OR community & regulatory support.._................. 4,365 4,400 4,400 +35 .-



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bil11 vs,
Enacted Request Bil1l Enacted Request
OR Tachnology development and deployment............ .. 2,800 2,800 +2,800 ---
Total, Oak Ridge Reservation.................. 223,050 177,353 197,953 -25,097 +20, 600
Savannah River Site:
S8R site risk management operations.................. 307,976 386,652 389,652 -8,324 +3,000
SR community and regulatory support........ .. .00 19,013 11,249 11,249 +236 ---
SR radioactive 1iquid tank waste stabilization and
GISPOSTEION. . 0 i e e e e e 547,318 581,878 562,000 +14,682 -19,878
Construction:
15-D-402 Saltstone disposal Unit #6, SRS........ 30,000 34,642 34,642 +4 642 ---
05-D-405 5alt waste processing facility, SRS.... 135,000 194,000 194,000 +58,000 ---
Total, Savannash River Site.................... 1,121,307 1,208,421 1,191,543 +70,236 -16,878
Waste Isclation Pilot Plant:
Waste Isolation Pilot Plant............ ... covvnvun, 304,000 212,600 van -304,000 -212,600
Operations and maintenance.......................... --- --- 116, 800 +116,800 +116,800
Racovary activities....... . ..o, --- --- 87,000 +87,000 +87,000
Central characterization project.................... --- --- 35,000 +35,000 +35.000
Transportation. . ..... ... i i i i e --- --- 16,339 +16,339 +16,339

Construction:
15-D-411 Safety significant confinement
ventilation system, WIPP.................. ... ., 12,000 23,218 23,218 +11,218 ---



DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 20186 Bi111 vs. Bi1l vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
15-D-412 Exhaust shaft, WIPP. ... ... ............. 4,000 7.500 7,500 +3, 500 .-
Total, Waste isolation pilot plant.............. 320,000 243,318 285,857 -34,143 +42,530
Program direction. . . ... e s 280,784 281,951 281,951 +1,167 -
Program support. .. ... .. . i e e 14,978 14,979 14,879 .- ...
Safeguards and Security............. . ... .. 240,000 236,633 236,633 -3,367
Tachnology develapment. ....... ... it iiiians 14,000 14,510 14,000 --- -510
Subtotal, Defense Envircnmental Cleanup......... 5,010,830 5,065,550 5,055,550 +44 720 .-
RESCTSE 0N, . e e e e -14,830 --- e +10,830
TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAN UP............. 5,000,000 5,055,550 5,055,550 +55,550 ---
Defense Environmental Cleanup (legislative proposal).. --- 471,797 --- --- -471,797
DEFENSE URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND
DECOMMISSIONING. . . ... ... . e 463,000 --- 471,797 +8,797 «471,797
OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
Environment, health, safety and security:
Environment, health, safety and security............ 118,763 120,693 120,693 +1,830 -
Program direction.......... . ooty 62,235 63,1056 83,105 +870 ---

Subtotal, Environment, Health, safety and security 180,998 183,798 183,788 +2,800 ---



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bil11 vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bil11 Enacted Request
Independant enterprise assessments:
Independent enterprise assessments.................. 24,068 24,068 24,068 --- ---
Program direction......... ... o i i 49,466 49 466 49,486 i -
Subtotal, Independent enterprise assessments..... 73,534 73,534 73,534 . -—--
Specialized security activitdes.................... ... 203,152 221,855 215,000 +11,843 -6,855
Office of Legacy Management:
Legacy management. ... ....._.................... ... .. 158,638 154,080 154,080 -4,559 -
Program direction....... ... 0 i i 13,341 13,100 13,100 -241 ---
Subtotal, Office of Legacy Management............. 171,980 167,180 167,180 -4,800 -—--
Defense related administrative support................ 118,836 122,558 122,558 +3,722 -
Office of hearings and appeals. . ... ... .o ann 5,500 5,500 5,500 --- ---
TOTAL, OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES...................

TOTAL, ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS (1}
SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

Operation and maintenance:
Purchase power and wheeling....................... 88,710 83,600 83,600 -6,110 .-



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands

FY 2015
Enacted
Program ditection.......... ... ... ... ... ... .. ..., .. 7,220
Subtotal, Operation and maintenance............. 96,930
Less alternative financing (PPW}.................... -16,13
Dffsetting collections (for PPW)}.................... -73.579
Offsetting collections (PD).............c.covvunon... -2,220
Use of prior-year balances.......................... -5,000
TOTAL, SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMIMISTRATION.......... ---
SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION
Operation and maintenance:
Operating eXpensSes. .. ... ... .ot iirntinvinonr oo 15,174
Furchase power and wheeling....................... 63,000
Program direction. ... ... cviiinr it 31,089
Construction. .. ... i e 13,403
Subtotal, Operaticn and maintenance............. 122 666
Less alternative financing (for O&8M)................ -5,934
Less alternative financing (for PPW}................ 10,000
Less alternative fimancing (Const}.................. -7,492
Offsatting collections (PD)...._ ... ....._............ -29,402
Offsetting collections (for O8M).................... -5,438
Offsetting collections (for PPW)..._ ................ -53,000
TOTAL, SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... 11,400

)

FY 20186
Request

90, 500

-17,100
-66, 500
-6,900

19,279
73,000
31,932
12,012

136,223

-8,288
-10,000
-7,574
-26,938

Bill wvs.
Enacted



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi1l wvs. Bi11 ws.
Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted Request
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

Operation and maintenance!:
Construction and rehabilitation................... 86,645 58,374 58,374 -28,271 ---
Operation and maintenance......................... 81,058 80,901 80,901 «1,067
Purchase power and wheeling....................... 441,223 565,927 565,927 +124,704 ---
Program direction. . ... o i i s 227,905 236,388 236,388 +8,493 .-
Subtotal, Qperation and maintenance............. 837. 74 941,600 941,600 +103,868 ---
Less alternative financing (for OBM}................ -5,197 -1,757 -1.,757 +3, 440 ---
Less alternative financing {for Construction)....... -74.,448 -53,585 -53,585 +20,863 -
Less alternative financing (for Program Dir.}....... -5,300 -5,273 -5,273 +27 .-
Less alternative financing (far PPW)._ ... .. ... ..... -180,713 -213,114 213,114 -32,401 A
Offsetting collections (for program direction)...... -174,285 -177,897 -177 ,697 -3.412
Offsetting coltections (for O&M) ... ... ... .. ......... -36.,745 -36,645 -36,645 +100 aea
0ffsetting collections (P.L. 108-477, P.L. 109-103). -260,510 -352,813 +352,813 -82,303 ---
Offsetting collections (P.L. 88-38B1}................ -7, 181 -7.,344 -7.,344 -183 .-
TOTAL, WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION.......... 93,372 93,372 93,372 - .-

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND

Qperation and maintenance. ... ... ... ... ..., .. 5,529 4,950 4,950 -579 .-
Offsetting collections. ......... ... ... .. ... . ..., -4,499 -4,262 -4.,262 +237 .




DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bi11 vs.

Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted Request

Lass alternative Tinancing....................... ... -802 -460 =460 +342 -
TOTAL, FALCON AND AMISTAD O8M FUND................ 228 228 228 ---

TOTAL, POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS.......... 105,000 105, 000 105,000 --- .

FEDERAL EMNERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission................ 304,389 319,800 319,800 +15,411 -
FERC FravenuUas. .. .. .. .. ..ottt neeens -304,389 -319, 800 -319,.800 -15,411 ---

General Provisions

Title III Rascissions:
Department of Energy:

Energy Efficiency and Energy Reliability.......... -9,740 -16,677 -6,937 -16,677
2 =T o= -3,262 --- -4,717 -1,455 -4.717
NUCTEear ENBrgy. ... ..ot ea -121 .- -1,665 -1,544 -1,665
Fossil Energy Research and Development............ -10,413 - -12,064 -1,651 -12,064
Dffice of Electricity Delivery and Energy

Reliability....... .. i i =331 --- -900 -569 =200
Advanced Research Projects Agency - Energy........ -18 - - +18 ---
Construction, Rehabilitation, Operation and

Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration.. -1,632 --- -4,832 -3,200 -4,832
Weapons activities (050) (rescission)............. -6,298 --- . +6, 298 ---
Office of the Administrator (050) (rescission).... -413 --- - +413 -
Dapartmental Administration................. ..., .. -928 --- - +928 ---

Defense Environmental Cleanup (G50)............... -9,083 --- --- +0,983 .-



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

Fy 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs, Bill vs,
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Requast
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation (050)............ -1,340 --- --- +1,390 .-
Naval Reactors (050)............. ... ... ... ... ... -160 --- .- +160 .
Other Defense Activities (0B0)................. ... -651 --- --- +551 ---
Total, General Provisions...............co0un -45,240 --- -40,855 +4,385 -40,855
GRAND TOTAL, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY................. 27,916,797 30,527,136 29,012,069 +1,095,272 -1,515,067
(Total amount appropriated)................... (28,152,876) (30,527,138) {29,063 ,318) {(+810,442) [-1.463,818)
(ROSCISSTONS) .\ oot (-236,079) --- (-51,249) {(+184,830) (-51,249)

SUMHMARY OF ACCOUNTS
Energy efficiency and renewable energy................ 1,923,935 2,722,987 1,657,774 -266,161 -1,085,213
Electricity delivery and energy reliability........... 147,306 270,100 187,500 +40,194 -82,600
NUCTBaF BNBIgY. ..o i it i s i s 833,500 807,574 936,161 +102,661 +28,587
Fossil Energy Research and Development................ 571,000 560,000 605,000 +34,000 +45,000
MNaval Patroleum & 0i1 Shale Reserves.................. 19,950 17,500 17,500 -2,450 ---
ETk Hi11s School Lands Fund. . ......................... 15,580 .- --- -15,580 ---
Strategic petroleum reserves. . ... ... i 200,000 257,000 212,030 +12,030 -44.,970
Northeast home heating ol reserve.................... 1,600 7,600 7,600 +6,000 ---
Energy Information Administration..................... 117,000 131,000 117,000 .- -14,000
Non-Defense Enviranmental Cleanup..................... 246,000 220,185 229,193 -16,807 +9,008
Uranium enrichment D&D fund........................... 625,000 542,289 625,000 +82,711
Nuclear Waste Disposal. ...... ... .. . i, --- --- 150,000 +150,000 +150, 000
SCIBNGE. . e e e e 5,071,000 5,339,794 5,100,000 +29,000 -239,794

Advanced Ressarch Projects Agency-Energy.............. 280,000 325,000 280,000 .- -45,000



DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 vs. Bi11 wvs.
Enacted Request Bil Enacted Request
Departmental administration...............coivivinaaan 125,971 153,511 130, 249 +4, 278 -23,262
Indian energy Program. ... ..........covomenmnnanoae.oon. --- 20,000 --- “-- -20,000
Qffice of the Inspector Genmeral............... ... .... 40,500 46,424 46,000 +5, 500 -424
Tribal Indian Energy Loan Guarantee Program........... --- 11,000 .- .- -11,000
Title 17 Innovative technology loan guarantes program. 17,000 17,000 17,000 --- ---
Advanced technology vehicles manufacturing Toan pgm. .. 4,000 6,000 6,000 +2,000 nen
Clean coal technology.. ... ... ... .. i, -6,600 - - +6, 600 -
Atomic energy defense activities:
National Nuclear Security Administration:
Weapons activities......... .. .. ... . i i, 8,186,657 B,846,943 8,713,000 +526,343 -133,948
Defense nuclear nonprofiferation.................. 1,616,638 1,940, 302 1,807,608 +290, 968 -32,696
Naval reactors. . ...t i 1,234,000 1,375,496 1,320,394 +86,394 -55,102
Federal Salaries and Expenses..................... 370,000 402,654 388,000 +18,000 -14 654
Subtotal, National Nuclear Security Admin....... 11,407,295 12,585,400 12,329,000 +921,705 -236,400
Defense environmental c¢leanup....... ... . ... ..... 5,000,000 5,055,550 5,055,550 +55,550 -
Defense environmantal cleanup (legislative proposal) --- 471,797 .- .-- -471,797
Defense uwranium enrichment decontamination and
decommissioning. . .. ... .. i i e 463,000 .- 471,797 +8,797 +471,797
Dther defense activities............. ... ... ........ 754,000 774,425 767,570 +13,570 -6,855

Total, Atomic Energy Defemse Activities........... 17,624,295 18,867,172 18,623, M7 +899,622 -243,255



DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 ws. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Raquest Bil11 Enacted Request
Power marketing administrations (1):
Southeastern Power Administration................... --- .- I .
Sputhwestern Power Administration................... 11,400 11,400 11,400 - .ne
Western Area Power Administration................... 93,372 93,372 93,372 --- ---
Falcon and Amistad ocparating and maintenance fund. .. 228 228 228 --- .
Total, Power Marketing Administrations............ 105,000 105,000 105,000 --- .-
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission:
S5alaries and exXpensSesS. . ... vt i s 304,389 319,800 319,800 +15, 411 .-
REVENMUBS . . . ..ttt e e e e e -304,389 -319,800 -319,300 -15, 411 .-
Genaral Provisions. ... ..... ... ... ... ... .. .. ... -45,240 --- -40,855 +4,385 -40,855
Total Summary of Accounts, Department of Energy... 27,916,797 30,527,138 29,012,068 +1,095,272 -1,515,067

{1) Totals include alternative financing costs,
reimbursable agreement funding, and power purchase
and wheeling expenditures, O0ffsetting collection
totals reflect funds collected far annual
axpenses, Including power purchase and whegling
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GENERAL PROVISIONS—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(INCLUDING TRANSFER AND RESCISSIONS OF FUNDS)

The bill includes a provision that prohibits the use of funds pro-
vided in this title to initiate requests for proposals, other solicita-
tions or arrangements for new programs or activities that have not
yet been approved and funded by the Congress; requires notifica-
tion or a report for certain funding actions; prohibits funds to be
used for certain multi-year “Energy Programs” activities without
notifieation; and prohibits the obligation or expenditure of funds
provided in this title through a reprogramming of funds except in
certain circumstances.

The bill continues a provision that permits the transfer and
merger of unexpended balances of prior appropriations with appro-
priation accounts established in this bill.

The bill continues a provision that authorizes intelligence activi-
ties of the Department of Energy for purposes of section 504 of the
National Security Act of 1947,

The bill continues a provision that prohibits the use of funds in
this title for capital construction of high hazard nuclear facilities,
unless certain independent oversight is conducted, to account for a
change in the Department of Energy’s organizational structure.

The bill continues a provision that prohibits the use of funds pro-
vided in this title to approve critical decision-2 or critical decision-
3 for certain construction projects, unless a separate independent
cost estimate has been developed for that critical decision.

The bill continues a provision prohibiting the Office of Science
from entering into multi-year funding agreements with a value of
less than $1,000,000.

The bill continues a provision restricting certain activities in the
Russian Federation.

The bill modifies a provision regarding management of the Stra-
tegic Petroleum Reserve.
fu%éle bill includes a provision that permits the reprogramming of

nds.

The hill includes a provision rescinding unobligated balances.

TITLE IV—-INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

Appropriatien, 20156 ... $90,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ....... 95,000,000
Recommended, 2016 .............cceeevn. 95,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ...t +5,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 .................. _——

The Appalachian Regional Commission (ARC) is a regional eco-
nomic development agency established in 1965 by the Appalachian
Regional Development Act (Public Law 89—4). It is comprised of the
governors of the 13 Appalachian States and a federal co-chair ap-
pointed by the President. Each vear, the ARC provides funding for
several hundred projects in the Appalachian Region in areas such
as business development, education and job training, telecommuni-
cations, infrastructure, community development, housing, and
transportation.
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The Committee recommendation for the ARC is $95,000,000,
$5,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget re-
quest.

To diversify and enhance regional business development,
$10,000,000 is provided to continue the program of high-speed
broadband deployment in distressed counties within the Central
Appalachian region that have been most negatively impacted by
the downturn in the coal mdustxg‘. This funding shall be in addi-
tion to the 30 percent directed to distressed counties.

Within available funds, the Committee directs $15,000,000 for
activities in support of the POWER+ Plan.

The ARC targets 50 percent of its funds to distressed counties or
distressed areas in the Appalachian region. The Committee con-
tinues to believe this should be the primary focus of the ARC.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Appropriation, 2015 ... $28,500,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ............. 29,150,000
Recommended, 2016 ..., 29,900,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... s +1,400,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .................. +750,000

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 DNFSB is responsible for reviewing
and evaluating the content and implementation of the standards
relating to the design, construction, operation, and decommis-
sioning of the Department of Energys defense nuclear facilities.
The Committee expects the DNFSB to continue to play a signifi-
cant role in scrutinizing the Department’s safety and security ac-
tivities, including the reform initiatives underway in the Depart-
ment that may impact projects under its jurisdiction, The Com-
mittee recommendation for fiscal year 2016 is $29,900,000,
$1,400,000 above fiscal year 2015 and $750,000 above the budget
request.

In addition to its statutory responsibilities for providing inde-
pendent advice and recommendations to the Secretary of Energy,
the DNFSB plays a vital role in ensuring that issues of public
health and safety at the Department of Energy’s defense nuclear
facilities are disclosed to the Congress and the public. The DNFSB
remains a small organization with only limited resources to inves-
tigate all potential matters of concern. In recent years, the DNFSB
has ramped up work for reviewing new nuclear facility construec-
tion. The Committee commends the DNFSB for performing its re-
views early on in the design process, a practice that will reduce
costs.

The recommendation includes funding above the budget request
so that the DNFSB may conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the
radioactive liquid waste tank and processing infrastructure and the
tank maintenance and operating programs at Hanford and Savan-
nah River to identify any safety issues that must be resolved to
support extended operations. The Committee is concerned about
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the status of those systems in light of the indefinite delays in com-
pleting construction of the Waste Treatment Plant at Hanford and
the new missions under consideration at Savannah River that will
involve processing nuclear materials for an extended time. The De-
partment of Energy has provided few details on its plang and strat-
egies to safely operate those systems beyond the timeframes pre-
viously planned, The DNFSB is directed to provide a report on its
findings and recommendations to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress not later than 360 days after the
enactment of this Act.

DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY

Appropriation, 2015 ... e e s $12,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..........cccoiiiieee et 14,936,000
Recommended, 2016 ............... 12,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 . -——-
Budget estimate, 2016 . - - 2,936,000

The Delta Regional Authonty (DRA) is a federa.l-state partner-
ship established by the Delta Regional Authority Act of 2000 (Pub-
lic Law 106-554) that serves a 252-county/parish area in an eight-
state region near the mouth of the Mississippi River. Led by a fed-
eral co-chair and the governors of each participating state, the DRA
is designed to remedy severe and chronic economic distress by
stimulating economic development and fostering partnerships that
will have a positive impact on the region’s economy. The DRA
seeks to help local communities leverage other federal and state
programs, which are focused on basic infrastructure development,
transportation improvements, business development, and job train-
ing services. Under federal law, at least 75 percent of appropriated
funds must be invested in distressed counties and parishes, with
50 percent of the funds earmarked for transportation and basic in-
frastructure improvements.

For fiscal year 2016, the Committee recommends $12,000,000,
the same as fiscal year 2015 and $2,936,000 below the budget re-
quest.

DENALI COMMISSION

Appropriation, 2015 ... e e s easas $10,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... 10,000,000
Recommended, 20186 ..o s et 10,000,000

Comparison:
Appropriatien, 2015 . -———
Budget estimate, 2016 -——

The Denali Commlssmn is a reglonal development agency estab-
lished by the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (Public Law 105-277)
to provide critical utilities, infrastructure, health services, and eco-
nomic support throughout Alaska. To ensure that local commu-
nities have a stake in Commission-funded projects, local cost-share
requirements for construction and equipment have been estab-
lished for both distressed and non-distressed communities.

For the cost of the Commission’s operations in fiscal year 20186,
the Committee recommends $10,000,000, the same as fiscal year
2015 and the budget request.
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NORTHERN BORDER REGIONAL COMMISSION

Appropriation, 2015 ... e e seen bt $5,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ........ 5,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ... rerres s rms e eere e 3,000,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 . — 2,000,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . ~2,000,000

The Food, Conservatlon and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law
110-234) authorized the establishment of the Northern Border Re-
gional Commission (NBRC) as a federal-state partnership intended
to address the economic development needs of distressed portions
of the four-state region of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and
New York. The Committee has continued legislative language ad-
dressing the Commission’s administrative expenses.

The Committee recommends $3,000,000 to support the Commis-
sion’s activities in fiscal year 20186, $2 000,000 below fizcal year
2015 and the budget request.

SOUTHEAST CRESCENT REGIONAL COMMISSION

ApPropriation, 2015 ...t sreee ettt et $250,000
Budpget estimate, 2016 -
Recommended, 2016 ... 250,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 . -———
Budget estimate, 2016 . “ +250,000

The Food, Conservatlon and Energy Act of 2008 (Public Law
110-234) authonzed the estabhshment of the Southeast Crescent
Regional Commission as a federal-state partnership intended to ad-
dress the economic development needs of distressed portions of the
seven-state region in the southeastern United States not already
served by a regional development agency.

The Committee recommends $250,000 for operations of the com-
mission in fiscal year 2016, the same as fiscal year 2015 and
$250,000 above the budget request.

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 2015 .........covveeevvereeeessreesesmenesssimsssssssssssssesssoenennns $1,008,233,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..........ceeeviiiniienn. 1,020,119,0600
Recommended, 2016 .........oooooooooooecceerrooresoor oo seeemeeeeeessrereeeeeeeeoe Lose;aa.a—eee——(] 0{)3 153000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2015 ... fo)
Budget estima 6 + — g ‘%%'(m
REVENUES

ApPPropriation, 20LH ... e $— 885,375,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ... —899 971,000
udget es E 2.{2:14.000

Remmended, 2016 .o
Comparison: +691-;999"'C‘\ 13 RISy 5DO
A9+ 37,197,000

Appropriation, 2015 ...
Budget estimate, 2016
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NET APPROPRIATION

%pgropnaflon,éﬂéglﬁ $llg,!;ig,ggg
udget estimate, 120,148,
Recommended, 2016 .......... 166.450.000—(_ 14 0,059, 080
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2015 ...... +50,803,000-(_ 2%, 101, £bD
Budget estimate, 2016 ...........c.oovcemecriniin e +48,3LLA00-( wﬁ” loo ]

\ 0no% 12?’3| OO0 The Committee recommendation for the Nuclear Regulatory
\ Commission {NRC) salaries and expenses for fiscal year 2016 is
053933 -000; iscal year 2015 and $33,134,000-(_|(s, 336,000
Sone s A t
he € budget request. The total amount of budget authority is

offset by estimated revenues of Including revenues P
MDNJ the net appropriation for the Nuclear Regulafory Tommission is el { 274: 00D

DOD The recommendation does not support the increase for salaries
1\{010.{-;0“ and expenses proposed in the budget request. The Committee di-
rected the use of anticipated carryover balances in fiscal year 2015
as the first step in returning the NRC to a budget that is more
aligned with current regulatory and licensing needs. The fiscal year
2016 recommendation accelerates the “right-sizing” proposed by the o aes g 2‘3.603.0&)

Project AIM report and,

W The Committee dirigts that NRC apply paf Wae Wesoe

any reduction in available rescurces to corporate support. N lire NEe
sunkdin Leens

Within available funds, not more than $9,500,000 is included for
salaries, travel, and other support costs for the Office of the Com- - icot i -
mission. These salaries and expenses shall include only salaries O'Pp‘
and benefit and travel costs, and are not to include general and ad-
ministrative and infrastructure costs. The Committee directs that
these funde are to be jointly managed by the Commissioners, and
the bill re%uires that the use and expenditure of these salaries and
expenses shall only be by a majority vote of the Commission. The
NRC shall continue to include a breakout and explanation of the
Commission salaries and expenses in its annuval budget requests.
If the Commission wishes to change the composition of the funds
requested for its salaries and expenses in future years, it must do
so in gn annual budget request or through a reprogramming.

e recommendation directs -000, to continue adjudication
(43 mofooo of the Yucca Mountain license application. The Committee reiter-
ates that the Administration’s refusal to move forward with the
Yucca Mountain license application ignores current law and does
not advance the Nation’s need for a permanent repository. The rec-
ommendation continues language prohibiting the Chairman of the
NRC from terminating any program, project, or activity without
the approval of a majority of the Commissioners. The NRC is di-
rected to report to the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress, not later than January 5, 2017, on the plan
to complete the license application and additional funding needs as
necessary. In addition, the recommendation requires the NRC to
notify and report to the Committees on Appropriations of both
Houses of Congress on the use of emergency functions.

NRC Right-Sizing.—The Committee is aware that the Commis-
sion is in the process of reviewing the recommendations of the both
the Project AIM report and the independent review of corporate

msiocks¥i on DSK4VPTVMIPROD with HEARINGS
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support directed by Congress. The Committee urges the Commis-
sion to seek the input of key stakeholders in order to ensure that
the NRC is structured in a way that ensures safety, is well-defined,
reasonable, and able to adapt to changing realities, particularly the
demands of emerging technologies and license application. The
Committee directs the Commission to accelerate the schedule for
the recommendations addressing planning and budgeting, to in-

clude any actions proposed to reduce the cost of corporate support. . y -ﬁf‘;((l.\

The NRC will report quarterly”"to the Committees on Appropria-
tions of both Houses of Congress on all approved recommendations
and the implementation actions undertaken.

Rulemaking.—The Committee directs the Commission to reestab-
lish the pre-2006 rulemaking process. The Commission’s decision to
streamline the rulemaking process in fiscal year 2006 advances
rulemaking farther than is appropriate prior to obtaining a deci-
sion from the Commission. The lack of early Commission engage-
ment causes unnecessary expenditure of resources and limits the
Commission’s ability to prioritize rulemaking activities, identify the
cumulative effect of regulations, and evaluate the impact on licens-
ees. In particular, the Commission should not waive the develop-
ment and submission of rulemaking plans, the review by the Com-
mittee to Review Generic Requirements, and the review by the Ad-
visory Committee on Reactor Safeguards. Additionally, the Com-
mission should not delegate Commission rulemaking responsibil-
ities to NRC staff. The Committee directs the NRC to report on the
actions taken to restore rulemaking discipline by January 5, 2016.
The Committee further directs the NRC to list all rulemaking ac-
tivities planned, to include their priority and schedule, in the an-
nual budget request and the semi-annual report to Congress on li-
censing and regulatory activities.

Budget Justifications.—The Committee directs that future budg-
et justifications provide the following: previous fiscal year data
based on the enacted level for that fiscal year not the level pro-
posed in the previous year’s budget request; carryover balances
spent in previous fiscal years and estimates for the current year.

Integrated University Program.—From within available funds,
the Committee recommends $15,000,000 to provide financial sup-
port for the university education programs relevant to the NRC
mission, as the Commission continues to be reliant on a pipeline
of highly trained nuclear engineers and scientists and benefits sub-
stantially from this university program. Not less than $5,000,000
of this amount is te be used for grants to support research projects
that do not align with programmatic missions, but are critical to
maintaining the discipline of nuclear science and engineering.

Reporting Requirements.—The Committee directs the Commis-
sion to continue to provide semi-annual reports on the status of its
licensing and other regulatory activities.
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OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
GROSS APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2005 ... mcrerreseree e srene e e $12,071,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ...........cccoeeciiinnnnnn e, 12,136,000
Recommended, 2016 ................ 12,136,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ..o s +65,000

Budget estimate, 2016 ... e -——

REVENUES

Appropriation, 2015 ..o e $— 10,099,000
Budget estimate, 2016 ..... - 10,060,000
Recommended, 2006 .......ccovvviinivrecinriniineeesinssrassesristieesseassesss sesmnens - 10,060,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ... +39,000

Budget estimate, 2016 -——=

NET APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2015 .. s $1,972,000
Budget estimate, 2016 . 2,076,000
Recommended, 2016 ........cccooariiiiiiieeerre e rrssrsinsrrerssasssn e sssssa e ssrans 2,076,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 . +104,000

Budget estimate, 2016 -

The Committee recommends $12 136 000 $65 000 above fiscal
year 2015 and the same as the budget re uest. Given the formula
for fee recovery, the revenue estimate is $10,060,000, resulting in
a net appropriation for the Nuclear Regulatory Commission Inspec-
tor General of $2,076,000.

The Committee has included $958,000 within this appropriation
for the Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board for the Board to
procure Inspector General services from the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission Inspector General.

NucLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

Appropriation, 2015 ... e $3,400,000
Budget estimate, 2016 .._.. 3,600,000
Recommended, 2006 .......cccociviiiinvecmn vt 3,600,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 . +200,000

Budget estimate, 2016

The Nuclear Waste Techmca.l Rewew Boa.rd (NWTRB) was estab-
lished by the 1987 amendments to the Nuclear Waste Policy Act
of 1982 to provide independent technical oversight of the Depart-
ment of Energy’s nuclear waste disposal program. The Committee
expects the NWTRB to continue its active engagement with the De-
partment and the Nuclear Regulatory Commission on issues involv-
ing nuclear waste disposal.

The Committee recommends $3,600,000 for the NWTRB.
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OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL COORDINATOR FOR ALASKA NATURAL Gas
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

Appropriation, 2015 ... e $——-
Budget estimate, 2016 .............. 1,000,000
Recommended, 2016 ... et 1,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2015 ..o e s +1,000,000

Budget estimate, 2016 .................. -—-

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 (Public Law 108-324).
The Federal Coordinator is responsible for coordinating local, fed-
eral, and international activities for a natural gas transportation
project, including facilitating the permitting process, as well as
joint surveillance and monitoring of construction with the State of
Alaska,

The Committee recommends $1,000,000 for the Office of the Fed-
eral Coordinator for Alaska Natural Gas Transportation Projects,
$1,000,000 above fiscal year 2015 and the same as the budget re-

quest.

GENERAL PROVISIONS—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

The bill continues a provision requiring the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission to fully comply with Congressional requests for infor-
mation.

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS

The bill continues a provision that prohibits the use of funds pro-
vided in this Act to, in any way, directly or indirectly influence con-
gressional action on any legislation or appropriation matters pend-
ing before the Congress, other than to communicate to Members of
Congress as described in section 1913 of Title 18, United States
Code.

The bill continues a provision consolidating the transfer authori-
ties into and out of accounts funded by this Act. No additional
transfer authority is implied or conveyed by this provision. For the
purposes of this provision, the term “transfer” shall mean the shifi-
ing of all or part of the budget authority in one account to another.
In addition to transfers provided in this Act or other appropriation
Acts, and existing authorities, such as the Economy Act (31 U.S.C.
1535), by which one part of the United States Government may
provide goods or services to another part, the Act allows transfers
using Section 4705 of the Atomic Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C.
2745). The first semiannual report required by subsection (¢} shall
lie submitted not later than six months after the enactment of this

ct.

The bill continues a provision prohibiting funds in contravention
of Executive Order No. 12898 of February 11,1994, regarding envi-
ronmental justice.

The bill continues a provision prohibiting funds in this Act from
being used to close the Yucca Mountain license application process
or for actions that would remove the possibility that Yucea Moun-
tain might be an option in the future.
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The bill includes a provision that prohibits the use of funds to
further implementation of components of the National Ocean Policy
developed under Executive Order 13547.

The bill includes a provision setting at $0 the amount that the
proposed new budget authority in this recommendation exceeds the
allocation made by the Committee on Appropriations under section
302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act efp 1974.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT REQUIREMENTS

The following items are included in accordance with various re-
quirements of the Rules of the House of Representatives.

STATEMENT OF GENERAL PERFORMANCE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Pursuant to clause 3(cK4) 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:

%'he 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.

TrRANSFER OF FUNDS

Pursuant to clause 3(f}2) of rule XiII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following is submitted describing the trans-
fer ofp funds provided in the accompanying hill,

TITLE I—CORPS OF ENGINEERS—CIVIL

Under section 104, “General Provisions, Corps of Engineers—
Civil”?, $4,700,000 under the heading “Operation and Maintenance™
may be transferred to the Fish and Wildlife Service to mitigate for
fisheries lost due to Corps projects.

TITLE II—BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

Under “Water and Related Resources”, $22,000 is available for
transfer to the Upper Colorade River Basin Fund and $5,899,000
is available for transfer to the Lower Colorado River Basin Devel-
opment Fund. Such funds as may be necessary may be advanced
to the Colorado River Dam Fund. The amounts of transfers 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.

TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Under section 302, “General Provisions—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 thereafter may be accounted for as one fund for the same time
period as criginally enacted.
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DISCLOSURE OF EARMARKS AND CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED
SPENDING ITEMS

Neither the bill nor the report contains any congressional ear-
marks, limited tax benefits, or limited tariff benefits as defined in
clause 9 of rule XXI.

CHANGES IN THE APPLICATICN OF EXISTING LAw

Pursuant to clause 3(f{1XA) 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 Il)xaen included under Corps of Engineers, Construc-
tion, stating that funds can be used for the construction of river
and harbor, flood and storm damage reduction, shore protection,
aquatic ecosystem restoration, and related projects authorized by
law, and for detailed studies and plans and specifications of such
projects.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Construec-
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 ¥und; providing for the use of funds from
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
ilredﬁed material disposal facilities for which fees have been col-
ected.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Oper-
ation and Maintenance, providing that one percent of the total
amount of funds provided for each of the programs, projects, or ac-
tivities funded under the Operation and Maintenance heading shall
not be allocated to a field operating activity until the fourth quar-
ter of the fiscal year and permitting the use of these funds for
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emergency activities as determined by the Chief of Engineers to be
necessary and appropriate.

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 United
States Army Engineer Research and Development Center, and the
United States Army Corps of Engineers Finance Center.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex-
penses, providing that funds are available for official reception and
representation expenses.

anguage 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 for Civil Works.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 101, providing that none of the funds may be
available for obligation or expenditure through a reprogramming of
funds except in certain circumstances.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 102, prohibiting the execution of any contract
for a program, project or activity which commits funds in excess of
the amount appropriated (to include funds reprogrammed under
section 101) that remain unobligated.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 103, providing for transfer authority to the Fish
and Wildlife Service for mitigation for lost fisheries.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 104, prohibiting certain actions related to the
definition of fill material or discharge of fill material for purposes
of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 105, prohibiting certain actions related to the
definition of waters under the jurisdiction of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 106, prohibiting requirement of a permit for the
discharge of dredged or fill matenal under the Federal Water Pol-
lution Control Act for certain activities.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 107, allowing the possession of firearms at
water resources development projects under certain circumstances.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, section 108, regarding certain dredged material disposal
activities.

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

VerDate Sep 11 2014 21:32 Apr 16, 2015 Jkt 093754 POOO0O0 Frm 00180 Fmt&658 Simt6602 EXHAOQCWATBAXNXN AT54



mstockstili on DEK4VPTVNTPROD with HEARINGS

181

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; providing that
such sums as necessary may be advanced to the Colorado River
Dam Fund; and, transfers may be increased or decreased 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 zpecial fee account established
by 16 U.S.C. 6806; 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 are to be credited to the
Water and Related Resources account and available for expendi-
ture.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation,
Water and Related Resources, providing that funds may be used for
high priority projects carried out by the Youth Conservation Corps,
as authorized by 16 U.S.C. 1706.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cen-
tral Valley Project Restoration Fund, directing the Bureau of Ree-
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
appropriate 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; and requiring that CALFED
implementation be carried out with clear performance measures
demonstrating concurrent progress in achieving the goals and ob-
jectives of the program.

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 expenses.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Ad-
ministrative Provision, providing for the purchase of motor vehicles
for replacement.

Language has been included under General Provisions, Depart-
ment of the Interior, section 201, providing that none of the funds
may be available for obligation or expenditure through a re-
programming of funds except in certain circumstances.
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Language has been included under General Provisions, Depart- - '
ment of the Interior, section 202, regarding the San Luis Unit and : nm{. '?2_0

the Kesterson Reservoir M

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 Delivery and En-
ergy 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 for the acquisition of interest, including defeasible
and equitable interest in any real property or any facility or for
plant or facility acquisition or expansion, and for conducting in-
guires, technological investigations, and research concerning the
extraction, proceszing, use and disposal of mineral substances with-
out objectionable social and environmental cost under 30 U.S.C. 3,
1602 and 1603.

Langusage has been included under the Naval Petroleum and Oil
Shale Reserves, permitting the use of unobligated balances.

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 Nuclear Waste Disposal for
the acquisition of real property or facility construction or expan-
sion.

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 as offsetting collections to
this account and making fees collected under section 1702(h} in ex-
cess of the appropriated amount unavailable for expenditure until
appropriated.

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program prohibiting the subordination of certain inter-
ests.

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.

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.
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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 other incidental expenses.

Language has been included under Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation restricting the use of funds provided for a specific
project.

Language has been included under Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation rescinding funds that were not designated by the Con-
gress as emergency funding.

Language has been included under Naval Reactors for the pur-
chase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital equipment,
facilities, and facility expansion.

Language has been included under Federal Salaries and Ex-
penses providing funding for official reception and representation
expenses.

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.

Language has been included under Bonneville Power Administra-
tion Fund providing funding for official reception and representa-
tion expenses; approving funds for certain programs; and pre-
cluding any new direct loan obligations.

Language has been included under Southeastern Power Adminis-
tration providing funds for official reception and representation ex-
penses.

Language has been included under Southeastern Power Adminis-
tration providing that, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302 and 16
U.S.C. 825s, amounts collected from the sale of power and related
services shall be credited to the account as discretionary offsetting
collections and remain available until expended for the sole pur-
pose of funding the annual expenses of the Southeastern Power Ad-
ministration; amounts collected to recover purchase power and
wheeling expenses shall be credited to the account as offsetting col-
lections and remain available until expended for the sole purpose
of making purchase power and wheeling expenditures.

Language has been included under Southwestern Power Admin-
istration providing funds for official reception and representation
expenses.

Language has been included under Southwestern Power Admin-
istration providing that, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302 and 16
U.8.C. 8258, amounts collected from the sale of power and related
services shall be credited to the account as discretionary offsetting
collections and remain available until expended for the sole pur-
pose of funding the annual expenses of the Southwestern Power
Administration; amounts collected to recover purchase power and
wheeling expenses shall be credited to the account as offsetting col-
lections and remain available until expended for the sole purpose
of making purchase power and wheeling expenditures.

VerDate Sep 112014 21:32 Apr 16,2015 Jkt093754 PO 00000 Frm 00183 Fet 6658 Simt6602 ENHRWOCW7EA.XXX A754



mgtocksatill on DSK4VPTVN1PROD with HEARINGS.

184

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation,
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration,
providing funds for official reception and representation expenses.

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation,
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration
providing that, notwithstanding 31 U.S8.C. 3302, 16 U.S.C. 825s,
and 43 U.5.C. 392a, amounts collected from the sale of power and
related services shall be credited to the account as discretionary
offsetting collections and remain available until expended for the
sole purpose of funding the annual expenses of the Western Area
Power Administration, amounts collected to recover purchase
power and wheeling expenses shall be credited to the account as
offsetting collectiocns and remain available until expended for the
sole purpose of making purchase power and wheeling expenditures.

Language has been included under Falcon and Amistad Oper-
ating and Maintenance Fund providing that, notwithstanding 68
Stat. 255 and 31 U.S.C. 3302, amounts collected from the sale of
power and related services shall be credited to the account as dis-
cretionary offsetting collections and remain available until ex-

ended for the sole purpose of funding the annual expenses of the
ydroelectric facilities of those dams and associated Western Area
Power Administration activities.

Language has been included under Falcon and Amistad Oper-
ating and Maintenance Fund providing that the Western Area
Power Administration may accept a limited amount of contribu-
tions from the United States power customers of the Falcon and
Amistad Dams for use by the Commissioner of the United States
Section of the International Boundary and Water Commission for
operating and maintenance of hydreelectric facilities.

Language has been included under Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission to permit the hire of passenger motor vehicles, to pro-
vide official reception and representation expenses, and to permit
the use of revenues collected to reduce the appropriation as reve-
nues are received.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 301, prohibiting the use of funds to prepare
or initiate requests for proposals or other solicitations or arrange-
ments for programs that have not yet been fully funded by the
Congress; requiring notification and reporting requirements for cer-
tain funding awards; limiting the use of multi-year funding mechae-
nisms; and providing that none of the funds may be available for
obligation or expenditure through a reprogramming of funds except
in certain circumstances.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 302, 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 303, 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
2016 until enactment of the Intelligence Authorization Act for fiscal
year 2016.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 304, prohibiting the use of funds for capital
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construction of high hazard nuclear facilities unless certain inde-
pendent oversight is conducted.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 305, prohibiting the use of funds to approve
critical decision-2 or critical decision—3 for certain construction
projects, unless a separate independent cost estimate has been de-
veloped for that critieal decision.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 306, requiring the Office of Science to fund
up-front funding arrangements for less than $1,000,000.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 307, prohibiting nonproliferation activities
in the Russian Federation until certain reporting requirements are
met.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 308, prohibiting funds for certain activities
related to the Strategic Petroleum Reserve without prior notifica-
tion to the Congress and limiting the autherity of the Secretary of
Energy to establish regional petroleum product reserves.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 310, rescinding certain funds that were not
designated by the Congress as emergency funding.

TITLE IV—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

Language has been included under Appalachian Regional Com-
mission providing for the hire of passenger vehicles and allowing
the expenditure of funds as authorized by subtitle IV of title 40,
United States Code, without regard to section 14704.

Language has been included under Delta Regional Authority al-
lowing the expenditure of funds as authorized by the Delta Re-
gional Authority Act without regard to section 382C(bX2), 382F(d),
382M and 382N of said Act.

Language has been included under Denali Commission allowing
the expenditure of funds notwithstanding section 306(g) of the
Denali Commission Act of 1998, and providing for cost-share re-
quirements for Commission-funded construction projects in dis-
tressed and non-distressed communities, as defined by section 307
of the Denali Commission Act of 1998 (Division C, Title III, Public
Law 105-277), and an amount not to exceed 50 percent for non-dis-
tressed communities.

Language has been included under Northern Border Regional
Commission for expenditure as authorized by subtitle V of title 40,
Untied States Code, without regard to section 15751(b).

Language has been included under Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Salaries and Expenses that provides for salaries and other
support costs for the Office of the Commission, to be controlled by
majority vote of the Commission.

Language has been included under Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion, Salaries and Expenses that provides for official representation
expenses and permits the use of revenues from licensing fees, in-
spections services, and other services for salaries and expenses to
reduce the appropriation as revenues are received. Funding is pro-
vided to support university research and development, and for a
Nuclear Science and Engineering Grant Program.

VerDate Sep 11 2014 21:32 Apr 16, 2015  JK 093754 PO 00000 Frm 00185 FmtBEGS  Sfmit 6602 EHRWOCWATE4XXX  A754



matcchstill on DSKAVPTVN1PROD with HEARINGS

186

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, not-
withstanding section 3302 of title 31, United States Code, to reduce
the appropriation 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 amount specified unavailable for obligation until ap-
propriated.

Language has been included under Independent Agencies, Gen-
eral Provisions, section 401, requiring the NRC to comply with cer-
tain procedures when responding to Congressional requests for in-
formation.

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 the Congress.

Language has been included under General Provisions, section
502, prohibiting the transfer of funds except pursuant to a transfer
made by, or transfer authority provided in this or any other appro-
priations Act, or certain other authorities, and requiring a report.

Language has been included under General Provisions, section
503, prohibiting funds in contraventien of Executive Order No.
125898 of February 11, 1994, regarding environmental justice.

Language has been included under General Provisions, section
504, prohibiting funds in this Act from being used to close the
Yucea Mountain license application process, or for actions that
would remove the possibility that Yucca Mountain might be an op-
tion in the future.

Language has been included under General Provisions, section
505, prohibiting the use of funds to further implementation of com-
ponents of the National Ocean Policy developed under Executive
Order 13547.

Language has been included under General Provigions, section
506, setting at $0 the amount that the proposed new budget au-
thority exceeds the allocation made by the Committee on Appro-
priations under section 302(b) of the Congressional Budget Act of
1974,

ProGrAM DUPLICATION

No provision of this bill establishes or reauthorizes a program of
the Federal Government known to be duplicative of another Fed-
eral program, a program that was included in any report from the
Government Accountability Office to Congress pursuant to section
21 of Public Law 111-139, or a program related to a program iden-
tified in the most recent Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance.

DRECTED RULE MAKING
The bill does not direct any rule making.
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ComrLIaNCE WITH RULE XIII, CL. 3(e) (RAMSEYER RULE)

—_In compliance with clause 3(e) of rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Represemativt®changes inoxisting.law-madek Gudatl] ot
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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:

"H(\ﬁ Commitiee no¥es Yot he
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(thousand dollars)

Approp N in Net

LastYearof suherization  LastYearof  Aporopriation
AgencylProgram Authorization | gyg) Authosization i this Bill
Corps FUSRAP 104,000
EERE Program Direction 2006 119,500 164,198 150,000
EERE Wealherization Adivities 2012 1,400,000 68,000 193,000
EERE State Energy Programs 202 125.000 50,000 50,000
Nuclezar Energy 2009 495,000 792,000 936,161
Fossil Energy 2009 641,000 727,320 605,000
Maval Patrebaurn and Gil Shale Reserves 20%4 20,000 20,000 17.500
Offica of Science 2013 6,007,000 4,878,000 5,100,000
Advanced Research Projscts Agency - Energy 2013 312,000 265,000 280,000
advanced Technology Vahicle Manutacturing Program 2012 not spocified 8,000 §.000
Non-Defense Environmental Cleanup:

West Valley Damansiration 10981 5.000 5,000 59,213
Departmental Administration 1984 246,963 185,652 130,249
Atomic Energy Defense Activities:

Weapons Activities 2015 5,210,560 8231770 8,713,000

Defansn Nudlear Nonprokferation 2015 1,774,758 1,841,360 1,918,000

Maval Reactors 2015 1377100 1,238,500 1,320,304

Fedaral Salaries and Expenses 2015 386,863 370,000 388,000
Dafense Enviconmental Cleanup 2015 4,864,538 5,010,830 5,085,550
Gther Defense Activities 2015 754,000 754,000 167,570
Power Marketing Adminiatrations:

Southwestem 1984 40,254 35,229 11,400

Westamn Area 1984 259,700 184,630 93,372
Appalachisn Regional Commission 2013 110,000 88,263 45,000
Defense Nuciear Facilities Safety Bourd 2015 30,150 28,500 20,900 .
Nuciear Regulatory Commiasion 1985 460,000 448,200 ARRA60~—— ( t\{,o Iq SCi

! Program was initiated in 1872 and has never recefved a separate autharizatien
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RESCISSIONS

Pursuant to clause 3(f)2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following table is submitted describing the
rescissions recommended in the accompanying bill:

Department or Activity Amount
Department of Energy; Energy Ef'ﬁclency and Renewable Energy ... 16,677,000
Department of Energy: Science ....._.... ceeemeennen 4,717,000
Department of Energy: Nuclear Energy civeneeennns 1,665,000
Department of Energy: Fossil Energy Research and Development 12,064,000
Department of Energy: Electricity Delivery and Energy Rehablhty . 900,000
Department of Energy: Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation ........... . 10,394,000
Department of Energy: Construction, Rehabilitation, Operatmn “and

Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration ............ oo 4,832,000

CoMPARISON WITH THE BUDGET RESOLUTION

Pursuant to clause 3(c)X2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives and section 308(aX1XA) 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.

FIveE-YEAR OUTLAY PROJECTIONS

Pursuant to section 308(a)1XB) 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;

ASSISTANCE TO STATE AND LocCAL GOVERNMENTS

Pursuant to section 308(aX1XC) of the Congressional Budget Act
of 1974, the amount of finanecial assistance to State and local gov-
ernments is as follows:

FENSERT TABLE] msert e

VerDate Sep 112014  21:32 Apr 16, 2015  Jki 093754 PO 00000 Frm 0188 FmtG6E59 Simi6602 EHROCWT754.000( ATH4



[In millions of dollars]

1/ Includes outlays from prior-year budget authority.

302 (b) Allocation
Budget QOutlays
Authority
n.a. na.
35,403 36,186

This Bill
" Budget " Outlays
Authority
0 o
35,403 36,182



[In millions of dollars] @

Projection of outlays associated with the recommendation:

2018, urervireerrerersrrsseasrasssesrassnsrassasntsressssrassrserasssssressarsreesanereranaer 20,605 1/
2017 ettt et ab e st s 10,115
2018ttt s 3,461
2019 st s e 770
2020 and future Years.......ccoeincnneinnnnscc s 395

1/ Excludes outlays from prior-year budget authority.
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FULL COMMITTEE VOTES

Pursuant to the provisions of clause 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 voling against, are printed below:

ROLL CALL NO. 1

Date: April 22, 2015

Measure: Energy and Water Appropriations Bill, FY 2016

Motion by: Ms. Kaptur

Description of Motion: To strike five provisions prohibiting funding to implement new regulations on
fill material and waters of the U.S., to require permits for certain agricultural activities to restrict
firearms on Army Corps of Engineers land, and to implement the National Ocean Policy.

Results: Defeated 18 yeas to 31 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Ms. DeLauro Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Farr Mr. Amodei
Mr. Fattah Mr, Bishop
Mr. Honda Mr. Calvert
Mr. Israel Mr. Carter
Ms. Kaptur Mr. Cole
Mr. Kilmer Mr, Crenshaw
Ms. Lee Mr. Cuellar
Mrs. Lowey Mr. Culberson
Ms. MeCollum Mr. Dent
Ms. Pingree Mr. Diaz-Balart
Mr. Price Mr. Fleischmann
Mr. Quigley Mr. Fortenberry
Ms. Roybal-Allard Mr. Frelinghuysen
Mr. Ruppersberger Ms. Granger
Mr. Ryan Mr. Graves
Mr. Serrano Dr. Harris
Mr. Visclosky Ms. Herrera Beutler
Mr, Jenkins
Mr. Jolly
Mr. Joyce
Mr. Palazzo
Mr. Rigell
Mrs. Roby
Mr. Rogers
Mr. Simpson
Mr. Stewart
Mr. Valadao
Mr. Womack
Mr. Yoder

Mr. Young



FULL COMMITTEE VOTES

Pursuant to the provisions of clavse 3(b) of rule XIII of the House of Representatives, the
results of each roll call vote on an amendment ot on the motion to report, together with the names of
those voting for and those voting against, are printed below:

ROLL CALLNO. 2

Date: April 22, 2015

Measure: Energy and Water Appropriations Bill, FY 2016

Motion by: Ms. DeLauro

Description of Motion: To prohibit the use of funds to enter into a contract with a corporation
incorporated in Bermuda or the Cayman Islands that was previously incorporated in the United States.
Results: Defeated 24 yeas to 26 nays.

Members Voting Yea Members Voting Nay
Mr. Bishop Mr. Aderholt
Mr. Cuellar Mr. Amodei
Ms. DeLauro Mr. Calvert
Mr. Farr Mr. Carter
Mr. Fattah Mr. Cole
Mr, Fortenberry Mr. Crenshaw
Ms. Herrera Beutler Mr. Culberson
Mr. Honda Mr. Dent
Mr. Israel Mr. Diaz-Balart
Ms. Kaptur Mr. Fleischmann
Mr, Kilmer Mr. Frelinghuysen
Ms. Lee Ms. Granger
Mrs. Lowey Mr. Graves
Ms. McCollum Dr. Harris
Ms. Pingree Mr. Jenkins
Mr, Price Mr. Jolly
Mr. Quigley Mr. Joyce
Mr. Rooney Mr. Palazzo
Ms. Roybal-Allard Mr. Rigell
Mr. Ruppersberger Mrs. Roby
Mr. Ryan Mr. Rogers
Mr. Serrano Mr. Simpson
Mr. Visclosky Mr. Stewart
Mr. Yoder Mr. Valadao

Mr. Womack

Mr. Young



FULL COMMITTEE VOTES

Pursuant to the provisions of ¢lause 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:

Date: April 22, 2015

ROLL CALL NO. 3

Measure: Energy and Water Appropriations Bill, FY 2016

Motion by: Mr. Farr

Description of Motion; To strike the prohibition on the use of funds to implement the National Ocean

Policy.
Results: Defeated 20 yeas to 29 nays.

Members Voting Yea
Mr. Bishop

Mr. Cuellar

Ms. DeLauro

Mr. Farr

Mr. Fattah

Mr. Honda

Mr. Israel

Ms. Kaptur

Mr. Kilmer

Ms. Lee

Mrs. Lowey

Ms. McCollum
Ms. Pingree

M. Price

Mr. Quigley

Ms. Roybal-Allard
Mr. Ruppersberger
Mr. Ryan

Mr. Serrano

Mr. Visclosky

Members Voting Nay
Mr. Aderholt

Mr. Amodei

Mr. Calvert

Mr. Carter

Mr, Cole

Mr. Culberson
Mr. Dent

Mr. Diaz-Balart
Mr. Fleischmann
Mr. Fortenberry
Mr. Frelinghuysen
Ms. Granger

Mr. Graves

Dr. Harris

Ms. Herrera Beutler
Mr. Jenkins

Mr. Jolly

Mr. Joyce

Mr. Palazzo

Mr. Rigell

Mrs. Roby

Mr. Rogers

Mr. Rooney

Mr. Simpson

Mr. Stewart

Mr. Valadao

Mr, Womack

Mr. Yoder

Mr. Young
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§ COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGAYTIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
] AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
a “ {Amounts in thousands)
T, Fa
3 T, FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi1l vs. B111 vs.
g .., Enacted Request BiN Enacted Request
§ ------------------------------ . A e bbbkt ittt e A e
7 TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE .fIVIL ,»'/
-
§ DEPARTHENT OF THE ARMY T Ed
] N <
Corps of Engineers - Civil T e
| ‘t‘"‘h "_.r"r
4 TAVESEIGALIONE. o0 o\ttt iee e tanet e anteiaennes 422,000 97,000 0,000 -12,000 +13,000
% Canstruction. . ... v i e e e e 1 .63&,}89 1,172,000 , 531,000 -8.488 +450,000
Mississippi River and Tributaries..................... 302,000 225,000 275,000 -27.000 +50,000 5
@0 Dperations and Haintenance, ... ..... ... vuvirininernres 2,808,511 . 2,710,000 3,058,000 +149,489 +348,000 =]
§ Regulatory Program. ........ ... 0t s ieneraninennnnnnnms 200,000 - 20§, 200,000 .- -5.000
2 Formeriy Utitized Sites Remedial Action Program o
2 (FUSRAP ) . it et it e e e e e 101,500 4. 000 104,000 +2,500
Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies......... L 28,000 # 347000 34,000 +§,000 ---
g T T 178,000 .~ 180,000, 180,000 +2,000
Office of Assistant Secretary of the Army [Civil - o
é WOTKS ) oo tiiee oo e 3,008 5,000 ™ 4,750 +1,750 -250
3 General Provisions - M
g .
E TIt1e I ReSCISSTON. .00 e e criavniicieennan /25.000 “-- s +28,000 aen
1 Ty - T
ko Total, title 1, Department of Defanse 5,454,500 4,732,000 5,596,750 a4142,250 +864,750
Appropriations. ........... . ... M. {5.482,500) (4,732,000) {5.5086,750) {+4] 4,250} {+884,750)
Rescissions.. ...... ... ..., v n- (-28,000) .en .- {+29,000) -a-

Insar oifsal lailo 48 e 837544077
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\\ CONPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBL.IGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN JFAE BILL FOR 2016
L {Amounts 1n thousands) .-
T FY 2015 /'f FY 2016 B111 vs. Bil1l va.
T : Enacted .~ Requast Bi11 Enactad Raquest
TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF v
s
Central Utah Project Completion e
.‘Ir
Contral Utah Project Completion Account.. .. .......... 8,874 7.300 9,874 - +2,574
Bureau of Reclamation e

wWater and Related Resources...............-...... a78,131 805,157 048,640 -29. 491 +143,483

Central Valiey Project Restoration Fund........ . 56,886 48,528 49,528 -7,4867 .-

California Bay-Delta Restaration............ el 37,000 37.000 3r.o00 wen ---

Palicy and Administration.............. .cavvdi it 58,500 59,500 59,500 +1,000 ---

Indian Water Rights Settlements........... W --a 112,483 .- .- -112,483

San Joaguin River Restoration Fund.._ ..., N --- 35,000 .- --- -35,000

Bureau of Reclamation Loan Progrem Account

(Rascission)................ PP e [ +500 .-
jf’ -------------------------------------------------------------- - - ..

Total, Bureau of Reclamation.~i................... 1,094,868 -35,458 -4,000

/"( Loz ocsoESTES mezzzzam KEME Zz=z==as—cooz=3

Total, title II, Department of the Interior..... 1,140,000 1,1 1,104,542 -35,468 -1.426
Appropriations. T, .. ... iiie i, (1,140,500) (1,108, (1,104, 542) {-35,958) (-1,426)

Rescigstons... ... .. ... .o, {-500) .o (+500) ---

TITLE ITI - DEP OF ENERGY
/),&In&ul
Energy Programs
Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy................ 1,837,000 2,722, 987 1,857,774 -279,226 -1,085,213

161
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FQR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENCED IN THE BILL FOR 2016

(Amounts in thousands)

ra
FY 2015 FY 2016 .~ BA11 vs. BT vs.
. Enacted Request’ Bil1 Enacted Request
Rescissions. ... ... ... i iiiiiiiia s -13,065 T .- +13,085 ---
Subtotal, Energy afficisncy 1,923,935 2.‘722,987 1,857,774 -266,161 -1,0865,213
Electricity Delivery and Energy Relisbility 147,306 “g‘. 270,100 160,000 +12,004 -110,100
Nuclear Enargy......................‘..............Ixi 805.000' 772,413 810,000 +5,000 +37,587
Dafense Function. ... ... ...cociim i ey . 108,500 135,181 126, 161 +17 861 -9,.000
Rescission -80, 000 .- .-- +80,000 ---
................................................................... —
Subtotal . ..o e e 7833 ,500 907,574 936,161 +102,561 +28 587 E%
Fossil Enargy Research and Development 560,000 605,000 +34.,000 +«45, 000
Naval Petroleum and 0i1 Shale Resarves 17,500 17,500 -2,450 ---
Elk Hi11s Scheel Lands Fund..................... = --- -15,580 ree
Strategic Petroleum Reserve.................... 257,000 212,030 +12,030 -44 970
Northsast Home Heating 0i1 Reserve............. N 7,800 7,800 .- ---
Rescigsion............... PR TN ;;?;r s - .- +8,000 ---
Subtotal.......... e e P 1,600 ,600 7,600 +8,000 ---
Energy Information Administration 117,000 131,0 147,000 ERE «14,000
Mon-defense Environmental Cleanup 246,000 220,185 229,193 -16,407 +9,008
Uranium Enrichment Decontamination ang#Decommissioning
Fund......... oo i e 426,000 542,289 .- +82,711
Sclence. . ....... ..o o 5,071,000 5,339,794 +249.000 -239,704
Nuclear Waste Disposal........... .- --- +150,000 +150,000
Advanced Raessarch Projects Agency-Energy.............. 280,000 325,000 , --- -46,000
0ffice of Indian Energy Policyand Programe........... .- 20,000 ..

20,000~



mstochstl on DEKAVPTVNG PROD with HEARINGS

PSLV XKW PSINOOWHYT Z0991U4S S5001WI E6L00Wid 000000d FSIEEOWr SI0E ‘gl iy ZELZ FLOZ LI dOS elegien

Inmart ofizm folic 5i e 637544080

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHOR
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE B

Title 17 Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Progrem.
Dffsetting collection RN

SUBtOta) . . . e N

Tribal Indien Energy Loan Guarantea Program...........
Advanced Technolopgy Vehicles Manufacturing Loans
program

Clean Coal Teghnology (Rescisston)...................
Departmental Administration
Misceltlansous FevenueS. ... ... iarrrviernsas

Total, Energy programs. . ......... /..o iiiena.n

e

Weapons Activities..,...... ;?#f .......................
Rescission.......... ;&i ..........................
Subtotal........ ...

-~

FOR 2016
FOR 2016
{Amounts in thousands) .
I
FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 wvs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request
"/'AJ-
42,000 - 42 000 42,000 .- ---
-25,000 -25,000 -25,000 --- ---
17,000 17,000 17,000 - ---
. 14,000 - - -11,000
fy’ 6,000 8,000 +2,000 —en
£ --- --- +8,800 ---
270,682 247,420 +2,278 -23,262
118,174 -117,171 -117,171 +2,000 .-
125,071 153,511 130,249 +4,278 -23,262
40,500 48,000 +5,500 -424
10,232,742 11,554,064 10,206, 507 +83, 785 -1,258,457
8,231,770 8,846,948 8,713,000 230 <133,048
-45.113 —ee .- +45, e
8,186,857 8,846,948 8,713,000 +526, 343

261
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FY 2015
Enacted
Defanse Nuclear Konproliferation............ 5. .-..0. 1,641,369
Rescisston. ... ... vviiiinniian e e -24,TH
Subtotal ... .. .. . i et 1,616,638
Naval Reactors........ e e
Rescission.. . ... . ... .. i ettt
Subtotal

Federa) Salaries and Expenses " 370,000

Total, Natiomal Nuclear Security Admtnistrattpﬁf 11,407,295
A
Environmental and Other Defanse Act1v1:}-£fr
Defense Environmental Cleanup g 5,010,830
Rescisgion.............icirivrinns -10,830
Subtotal................., e, 5,000,000
Dafense Environmental c1aanqpfft§:1slat1ve proposal) .. .-
Defense Urantum Enr1chmenp,ﬂbcontam1nation and
Decommisgioning. . N 483,000
Other Defanse Activit .............................. 754,000
Total, En:%punnenta1 and Other Defense
Activi B e e e e s 8,217,000

FY 2018
Request

1,940,302

1 940 3oz

'1.375.495

1,375,496

402,854

5,055,550

5,055,550
471,787

774,425

8,301,772

CONPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET {DBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECQMMEMDED IN THE BILL FOR 2018
(Amounts in thousands)

CBIN
1,918,000
10,394
1,907,606

1,320,394

1,320,354

5,055,550

471,797
767,570

6,204,917

e
-

o

Bil11 vs, B111 vs,
Enacted Requast
+276,831 -22,302
+14 337 -10,3494
+290,968 -32,698
+81,884 -§6,102
+4,500 -
+86,394 -55,102
+18,000 -14,654 E
+821,705 -236,400
+44,720 .-
+10,830 ...

+55,550

&
!# +77,917 -8,855
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‘_ COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL} AUTHORITY FOR 2015 °
5 \ AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMQUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
§ (Amounts in thousands) ~
o -
b o FY 2015 FY 2016 K4 BY11 vs, B111 vs.
3 . Enacted Request s Bill Enacted Request
-----------—----..-.-..-.._-_-_-.-....“{: ---------------------------------------------- L e i I R N L I
g M e e e e eeceaaat memmmememeewe mesmsmm———nan
- Total, Atomic Energy Defense Activitiéds......... 18,623,917 +990,622 -243,265
% Power Marketing Administrations /1
& Operation and maintenance, Southesstern Powar
- Administration.......... . .. it i i s 6,900 6,800 -320 -.-
3 Offsetting collections. .. ..o iuviiruniinn e -6,900 +320 -
@ e seeesmdhpeReasaa msimstEEEEEEEA sEREEAEEAEERAR Fma-TEaEE=EtRA AAmEETemeeamaa
§ SubtotaY. ... . e e e ey —-- - e LR et
&
2 Operation and maintenance, Southwastern Power
- Administration. ......... ... ... 00 . 47, 381 +1,121 ---
§ Dffsetting collections -35,961 -t 121 ---
m Subtotal.............. 11, 400 e —
T ¥
g Construction, Rehabilitation, Operation and
Haintenance, Western Area Powg,r“’kdm nistration...... 304,402 07,714 +3,312 ..
g Offsetting collections. .7 . ..o i inras -211,030 -214,342 - -3,312 -
o s
@ .
'g Subtotal... .. ‘.l,.’.’ ...........................
- Falcon and Ami stadtpaé,;ating and #aintenance Fund
E Offgetting ?’9 actions. .. ... .. e
Subtgtﬁ ......................................
"‘i'nta’l, Powar Marketing Admintstrations...... 105,000 105,000 105,000 ‘," - -
rd

Inaart afisat folic 53 ham RATSAA.062
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co TIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2615
UDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FORuiﬁ

N {Amounts in thousands) -
\ FY 2015 FY 2016~ BT vs. © Bi11 vs.
Enacted Raqugst BiN Enacted Request
Faderal Energy Regulatory Commigsion
5a1aries and @XPeNEeS. ... ou iy ottt 304,288 319,800 319,800 +15, 411 .e-
Revenues applied............. ..o vviiiann ‘ Veianaana =304, 389 =319, 800 -310.,800 =15, 411 e

Genaral Provisions

Title III Rescissipns:

PSsy XXX PGIAOOWHYY 2000 MWS 6599 1wd 96100 W4 00000 Od FSLEE0MIM  S10C ‘gL ady ZEHE  PLOB L) dBS 2NeA

et
Dapartment of Energy: g
Energy Efficiency and Energy Reliabitity.......... --- -16,677 -6.937 -16,877
Scienee. ., ..., . e I -3,262 --- -4, 717 -1,455 -4, 717
Nuclear Emecgy. ... . oo iiverananronnny -121 -1.,865 -1.,544 «1,B65
Fossil Eneryy Research and Development. . =10, 413 -12,064 -1,661 -12,064
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy
ReWabildty................. ..., R -331 -~ -800 -569 -800
Advanced Research Projects Agency - Energy........ -18 .- - +18 .-
Canstruction, Rehabilitation, Operation and
Haintenance, Western Area Powar Administration.. -1,632 .-
Weapons activities (050),7........ ... .coiviiiiians -6,208 -
Office of the Administrator (050)................. -413 .-
Dapartmental Administration....................... -928 ---
Defense Environmental Cleanup (050)............... -9,983 -
Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation {050)............ -1,300 ---
Naval Reactars (050).............. ... ..oty -160 --- .
-

Inaart offast folio 54 hers 23754A.080
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COMPARATIVE STATEHENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015 . -
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2018
{Amounts 4n thousands}
FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi1l vs. Bitl vs,
Enacted Raguest B#1Y Enacted Request
Other Defense Activities (050)....... e e . =551 s L --- +551 ---
Subtotal 45,240 e -40,855 +4,385 -40,855

' = ====
=RESERssmas ===

27.018, 7/30.527.136

Total, title III, Department of Energy.......... 25,084,569 +1,087,.772 -1,542,567
Appropri@tions. ...... ... oo i i (28,152 {30,527,436) (29,035,818) (+B882,942) (-1,491,318)
RBSCTSETIONG. . o\t aaaeiaeiernris eeaes (-238,079 {-51,249) (+184,830) {-51,249) o
= g o =z === LET P ==z=== sxsn -3
TITLE IV - INDEPENDENT AGENCIES /.,»"’
Appalachian Regional Commission.............="....... 80,000 95,000 +5,000 ---
Defanse Nuciear Facilitiss Safety Board. . . .......... 28,500 29,900 +1,400 +750
Delta Regional Authority............., e e 12,000 14,9 12,000 .- -2,936
Denali Commission. ... ... g™ i i et 10,004 10,000 10,000 --- ---
Nerthern Border Regicnal Commissigfi................... 5.000 5,000 3,000 -2,000 -2,000
Southeast Crescent Regional Copmfission................ 250 -.- 250 =-- jif,//_——-—\
i
g 5
Nuclear Regulatory Commigsfon: o "
Salaries and expenads. . .. _........ . . e 1,003,233 1,020,119 1,053.23 +50, 000 S 433,114 '
Ravenuas......., P e e e e -885,375 -B99.,971 -884,774 +501 #‘-,-s"" +15,197
................................................... [
SUBLTOTAT. . .ttt e 117,858 120,148 168,459 +50,600 T oh48, 311
.{"é
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Grand total

34,786,277 36,646,014 011,146 +1,230,886
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E COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF HEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015 -~
2 AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IK THE BILL FOR 2016
] ' (Amounts in thousands)
w
) p
FY 2015 FY 2018 {/ Bi11 vs. BIT vs.
3 Enacted Request Fe: 0 Enacted Request
§ A eemeMMmmMasmeassmssmsEsssuL-+vrrmmEe-csamsiase-rmsa-a= .----.-....-....-..----..-.---..-.--.;," .....................................
4
OFfice of Inspector Beneral....................... 12,071 12,13 . 12,136 +65
§ ROVEMUBS . . ...t ie i iar v nnscrr it iaa it rns -10,099 -10,080 -10,080 +39 ---
.......................... o e bremmamcaEne crrmmesarsEEeT- —menmmEEEEeo -
2 T 2 7 I 2,076 2,078 +104 -
D adaeans { mma mecammEmmEareR cmmme-mrermmde meecmmme s
: Totel, Nuclear Regulatory Commission.......... uﬁﬁ224 170,535 +50, 705 +48,311
E; Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board.................. 3,600 3,600 +200 ..
& 0ffice of the Federal Cocordinator for Alaska Natursl —
@ Gas Transport@tion Projects..........c..vevivnnrarin. 1,000 +1,000 co%
G FRTRRRRRE g ESSEEi&SsStzoos SSERSEREEszsoxt ==3ESET = ==
§ Total, title IV, Independent agencies........... 268,980 325,285 +56,305 +44 375
R APPropri@tions. . ... vviiieiieu i irionrnas {268,080) {325, 285) (+56,305) (+44,375)
'n:] : = E=ZSS===E = EEZZE SEEEESSSSSEEE
5
[o}
2 Appropriations . (35,044,856}  (36,646,014) (367082,395) (+1,017,539)
o Rescissions. . .........oviiiiaianns (-264,579) L) {-54,249) {+213,330)
; o =a==== == = ExEE=T =2
1/ Totels adjusted to net out mlternative financing \__’[
3 costs, reimbursable agreement funding, and power P,
£ purchase and wheesling expanditures. Jﬁ‘faetting
collaction totals only reflect fu coltected
for annual expenses, axcluding er purchase ra
whealing P M
e

Insert oset islo 56 hent 93754035



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOWMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2018
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 20186 Bill vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Requast Bil1l Enacted Request
TITLE I - DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - CIVIL
DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
Corps of Engineers - Civil

Investigations. .. ..... .. i i i e 122,000 97,000 110,000 -12,000 +13,000
ConStruction. .. . oo e 1,639,489 1,172,000 1,631,000 -8,489 +459,000
Hississippi River and Tributaries..................... 302,000 225,000 275,000 -27,000 +50,000
Operations and Maintenance............................ 2,908,511 2,710,000 3,058,000 +149, 489 +348,000
Ragulatory Program. .. ...t ronnrr s arreeans 200, 000 205,000 200,000 v -5,000

Formerly Ut1l4ized Sites Remedial Action Program
(FUSRAP ) . o e e i i e 101,500 104,000 104,000 +2,500 ---
Flood Control and Coastal Emergencies................. 28,000 34,000 34,000 +6,000 .-
EXPEIISES . . vt s e e e e e e 178,000 180,000 180,000 +2,000 .

O0ffice of Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil
L 3 3,000 5,000 4,750 +1,750 -250

General Provisions

Title I RESCISSION. .. v i i ir i v ey -28,000 .- .- +28,000 ---
Total, title I, Department of Defense - Civil... 5,454,500 4,732,000 5,596,750 +142,250 +864,750
Appropriations. . ... ... e (5,482,500) {4,732,000) (5,596,750) {+114,250) {+864,750)

Rescissions.......... ... i (-28,000) .-- --- {+28,000) ---



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET {OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 20716
(Bmounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill wvs.
Enacted Request Bil1 Enacted Request
TITLE II - DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Central Utah Project Completion Account
Central Utah Project Completion Account............... 9,874 7.300 9,874 . +2,574
Bureau of Reclamation
Water and Related Resources........................... 978,131 805,157 948,640 -29,491 +143,483
Central Valley Project Restoration Fund.,............. 56,995 49,528 49,528 -7,467 .-
California Bay-Delta Restoration...................... 37,000 37.000 37.000 .- .-
Policy and Administration................ ... . .ot 58,500 59,500 59,500 +1,000 ..
Indian Water Rights Settlements................... ..., - 112,483 --- --- -112,483
San Joaquin River Restoration Fund.................... .- 35,000 .- LR -35,000
Bureau of Reclamation Loan Program Account
(RESGISSTON) . .. i e e -500 --- .- +500 .-
Total, Bureau of Reclamation...................... 1,130.126 1,008 668 1,094,668 -35,458 -4,000
Total, title II, Department of the Interior..... 1,140,000 1,105,968 1,104,542 -35,458 -1,4286
APProprigtions. ... ..o (1,140,500) {1,105,068) (1.104,542) (-35,058) (-1,428)
ROSCISSIONS. .. v v e e e e {-500) e " (+500) .-

TITLE III - DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
Energy Programs

Energy Effigiency and Renewabls Energy................ 1,937,000 2,722,887 1,657,774 -279,226 -1,065,213



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill ws. Bill vs.
Enacted fRequest BiN Enacted Request
ReSCissTans. ... e e e e -13%,065 --- R +13,065 ---
Subtotal, Enargy efficiency....................... 1,923,935 2,722,987 1,657,774 -266,161 -1,085,213
Electricity Delivery and Energy Reliability........... 147,306 270,100 187,500 +40,194 -82,600
NUGTEAr BRBIGY. .ottt et it e et e 805, 000 772,413 810,000 +5,000 +37,587
Defense function.......... .. v iiine 108,500 135,161 126,161 +17,661 -9,000
RESCISST0N. e e e e e -80,000 --- --- +80, 000 ---
Subtotal.. ... ... ... e 833,500 907,574 936,161 +102, 661 +28,587
Fossil Energy Research and Deve'lcpﬁent ................ 571,000 560,000 605, 000 +34,000 +45.000
Naval Petroleum and Qi1 Shale Reserves................ 19,950 17,500 17.500 -2,450 aan
Elk Hi1ls School Lands Fund............ .. covvvivnnnen 15,580 --- --- -15,580 ---
Strategic Petroleum Reserve........................... 200,000 257,000 212,030 +12,030 -44.,970
Northeast Home Heating 0i1 Reserve.................... 7,600 7.600 7,600 --- ---
Resgission. .......... . ... . ... .. -6,000 --- ... +6,000 .--
Subtotal.. ... ... . 1,600 7.600 7,600 +6,000 ---
Energy Information Administration..................... 117,000 131,000 117,000 --- -14,000
Non-defense Environmental Cleanup........... ..o vvvnn 246,000 220,185 229,193 -16,807 +9, 008
Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Dacommissioning
FUND . . e e e e 625,000 542,289 625,000 .- +82,711
L =T Tt 5,071,000 5,339,794 5,100,000 +29, 000 -239,794
Nuclear Waste Disposal... . ... ... .. .- --- 150,000 +150,000 +150,000
Advanced Ressarch Projects Agency-Energy.............. 280,000 325,000 280,000 --- -45,000

0ffice of Indian Emergy Policy and Programs........... --- 20,000 --- --- -20,000



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET ({(OBLIGATICNAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMQUMTS RECOMMENDED IN THE 8ILL FOR 2016
(Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bill vs. Bill wvs.
Enacted Request BiN Enacted Request
Title 17 Innovative Technology Loan Guarantee Program. 42,000 42,000 42,000 --- ---
Offsetting colliection. .............. ... ... vt -25,000 -25,000 -25,000 --- -
Subtotal. . i e e 17,000 17,000 17,000 .-
Tribal Indian Energy Loan Guarantee Program........... --- 11,000 --- --- -11,000
Advanced Technology Vehicles Manufacturing Loans
Program. ... ... ... .. 4,000 6,000 6,000 +2,000 ---
Clean Coal Technology (Rescission).................... -6,600 .- --- +6,600 .-
Departmental Administration................. . ..o 243,142 270,682 247,420 +2,278 -23,262
Miscellaneous revenues. . .............cuueoennnnn.. -119,171 -117.171 -117,171 +2,000 ---
Net approprigation........ ... .. iy 125,971 153,511 130,249 +4,278 -23,262
0ffice of the Inspector Genmeral............... ... o 40,500 46,424 46,000 +5,500 -424
Total, Energy Programs........c.vvvvuvnnnssronnn 10,232,742 11,554,964 10,324,007 +891,265 -1,230,957
Atomic Energy Defense Activities
National Nuclear Security Administration
Waapons Activities.......... ... . i 8,231,770 8,646,948 8,713,000 +481,230 -133,9048
RESCISSTON. .. o e i e s -45,113 _as +45,113 ---

Subtotal. ... o e e e 8,186,657 8,846,048 8,713,000 +526,343 -133,948



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET {OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
(Amounts in thousands})

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi11 ws, Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request BiT1 Enacted Request
Doefense Nuclear Nonproliferation..............ovvvvins 1,641, 369 1,940,302 1,918,000 +276,631 -22,302
ResSCISBION. . . .. ... e =24, 731 --- -10,304 +14 /337 -10,394
Subtotal. .. ... . e, 1,616,638 1,840 302 1,907,606 +200,968 -32,696
Naval Reactars. .. ... ... i i i 1,238,500 1,375,486 1,320,304 +81,804 -55,102
RE3CTISSTION. . . . e e e e s -4,500 --- --- +4,500 B
Subtotal. .. .. ... ... 1,234, 000 1,375,406 1,320,384 +86,394 -55,102
Federal Salaries and Expenses. . ............cciiivunun, 370,000 402 654 388,000 +18,000 -14 ,654
Total, National Nuclear Security Administration. 11,407,295 12,565,400 12,329,000 +921,705 -236,400
Environmental and Other Defense Activities
Datense Environmental Cleanup......................... 5,010,830 5,055,550 5,055,550 +44 720
RESCISSION. .. . . i i e e -10,830 - --- +10,830 .-
Subtotal. ... oo e e 5,000,000 5,055,550 5,055,550 +55,550 ---
Defense Envirocnmental cleamup (Legislative proposal).. --- 471,797 a-- --- -471,7497
Defense Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and
DecommMisSSTONING . . v i i i a i i s 463,000 471,797 +8,797 +471,797
Other Defense Activities.............. . ... i, 754,000 774,425 767,570 +13,570 -6,855

Total, Environmental and Other Defense
Activities. ... ... . .. L. 6,217,000 6,301,772 6,294,917 77,917 -6,855



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMDUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2018 Bi11 vs. Bi1Y vs,
Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted Request
Total, Atomic Energy Defense Activities......... 17,624,285 18,867,172 18,623,917 +998,622 -243,255
Power Marketing Administrations /1
Operation and maintenance, Southeastern Power
Administration. .. .. ... ... ... 7,220 6,800 6,900 -320 I
Offsetting collections. .......... ...y -7,220 -6,900 -6,900 +320 .-
Subtotal. ... ... i e " .- --- --- .-
Operation and maintenance, Southwestern Power
Administration. ... ... o e 46,240 47,361 47, 361 +1,121 ---
Offsetting collections............. . ........... -34,840 -35,961 -35,961 -1,121 ---
Subtotal.... . ... .. .. e 11,400 11,400 11,400 - -
Construction, Rehabilitation, Operation and
Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration...... 304,402 307,714 307,714 +3,312 ---
Offsetting collections. .. ........ ... vt -211,030 -214,342 -214,342 -3,312 ---
Subtotal..... ... .. e e 93,372 93,372 93,372 -
Falcon and Amistad Operating and Maintenance Fund..... 4,727 4,480 4,400 -237 ---
Offsetting collections. ... .. ... . ... ... ... . .... -4,499 -4,262 -4,262 +237 ---
Subtotal....... ... .. . .. ... 228 228 228 --- ---

Total, Power Marketing Administrations...... 105,000 105,000 105,000 --- -



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
(Amounts in thousands})

Fy 2015 FY 2016 B111 vs, Bil1l vs.
Enacted Request Bi11 Enacted Request
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
Salaries and BXPenses. . . ..... ... . ...t 304, 389 319,800 319,800 +16,411 -
Revanues applidd. .. .. . . . i e e -304,389 -319, 800 -319, 800 -15,411 -—--
General Provisions
Title III Rascissions:
Department of Energy:
Energy Efficiency and Energy Reliability.......... -9,740 .. -16,877 -6,937 -16,677
SCTBNCE. . e e e e -3,2682 -4,717 -1,455 -4,717
Nuclear Energy. ... ... . ... e -121 --- -1,685 -1,544 -1,665
Fossil Energy Research and Development............ -10,413 --- -12,064 -1,651 -12 ,064
Office of Electricity Delivery and Energy
Reliabildty. . ... e e -3 .- -900 -569 -900
Advanced Research Projects Agency - Energy........ -18 .- - +18 ---
Construction, Rehabilitation, Operation and
Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration.. -1,632 --- -4,832 -3,200 -4,832
Weapons activities (050)............. ... ... .. ..., -6,298 w-- . +6,298 .-
Dffice of the Administrator (050)................. -413 --- +413 .-
Departmental Administration....................... -928 .- --- +928 ---
Defense Environmental Cleanup (050)............... -9,983 --- .- +9,983
Defense Nuctear Nonproliferation (050)..........., -1,380 LR --- +1,390 .-

Naval Reactors (050)........00viiiiini e innranin -160 --- +160 .-



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL} AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bi1l vs. Bi11 vs.
Enacted Request Bilt Enacted Request
Other Defense Activities (080).................... -551 --- --- +551 ---
Subtatal. ... ... ... . -45,240 --- -40, 855 +4,385 -40,855
Total, title III, Department of Energy.......... 27,916,797 30,527,136 29,012,069 +1,005,272 -1,515,067
Appropriations. ... .. i i e (28,152,876) (30,527,136) (29,063,318) (+910,442) {-1,463,818)
RE5CTISBIONS. . ... . ot e (-236,079) --- (-51,249) (+184,830) (-51,249)

TITLE IV - INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
Appalachian Regional Commission....................... 40,000 95,000 495,000 +5, 000 -
Defense Nucliear Facilities Safety Board............... 28,500 29,150 29,900 +1.,400 +750
Delta Ragional Authority............... ... . .. oen, 12,000 14,936 12,000 --- -2,936
Denald Commission. . ..... ... ... it 10,000 10,000 10,000 --- -—--
Northern Border Regional Commission................... 5,000 5,000 3,000 -2,000 -2,000
Sputheast Crescent Regicnal Commission............._.. 250 --- 250 --- +250

Nuclear Regulatory Commission:

Salaries and expenses. .. ... i e 1,003,233 1,020,118 1,003,233 --- -16,886
REVENUBS. . ... . e e -885,375 -899,971 -862,274 +23,101 +37,697

Subtotal................ ... .. ool 117,858 120,148 140,959 +23,101 +20,811



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF NEW BUDGET (OBLIGATIONAL) AUTHORITY FOR 2015
AND BUDGET REQUESTS AND AMOUNTS RECOMMENDED IN THE BILL FOR 2016
{Amounts in thousands)

FY 2015 FY 2016 Bil11 vs. Bill vs.
Enacted Request Bill Enacted Request

gffice of Inspector Gemeral............... ... . ..., 12,07 12,136 12,136 +65 ---
REVEAMUBS .« . ottt ettt i ettt e e e e -10, 009 -10,060 -10,060 +39 ---
Subtotal. . ... .. e 1,972 2,076 2,076 +104 ---

Total, Nuclear Regulatory Commissionm.......... 119,830 122,224 143,035 +23,205 +20, 811
Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board.................. 3,400 3,600 3,600 +200 -—--

0ffice of the Federal Coordinator for Alaska Natural

Gas Transportation Projects............... ... ...\, --- 1,000 1,000 +1,000 ---
Total, title IV, Independent agencies........... 268,080 280,910 297,785 +28 ,805 +16 875
Appropriations. ... ... ... . .. . o oL, {268,980) (280,910) (297,785) (+28,805) {+16,875)

Grand total....... ........ ... .. .. .. ... ... 34,780,277 36,646,014 36,011,148 +1,230,868 -634 868
Appropriations. ... oo ie i (35,044 ,856) {36,6456,014) (36,062, 395) {(+1,017,539) (-583,619)

Rascissions. ...... ... ... ... ... i [-264,579) (-51,249) (+213,330) {-51,249)

1/ Totals adjusted to net out alternative financing
costs, reimbursable agreement funding, and power
purchase and wheeling expenditures. Offsetting
collection totals only reflect funds collected
for annuat expenses, excluding power purchase
whealing
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Additional views of Nita Lowey and Marcy Kaptur

The President has requested a robust increase for this bill in Fiscal Year 2016, calling on Congress to
provide the critical investments necessary to accelerate and sustain economic growth. His overall budget calls for
investments in research, education, training, and infrastructure — all vitally important and all interconnected.

The President has also called for the end of the mindless austerity of sequestration, urging this Congress
to replace it with more targeted spending cuts, program integrity measures, and the closure of some outdated tax
loopholes. The effects of sequestration were immense, and are still being felt. Critical training was postponed,
investments were put-off; and research abruptly halted. It was a worst-case scenario that never should have
happened and absolutely should never be repeated.

Many of our colleagues on the other side of the aisle have differences with the President on how we get
there, but the art of compromise must be achieved again. Even the Republican Budget Resolution acknowledges
the need for relief from sequestration, though it does so by using creative accounting and merely aspirational
language.

While the Murray-Ryan plan was not perfect, another similar budget deal is essential for FY 16 and
beyond. Without such an agreement this year, our appropriations process is deeply imperiled. The sequester-level
caps also would put discretionary funding at its lowest level, adjusted for inflation, since 2006. We must again act
to ensure reasonable allocations for the important programs and investments funded through the appropriations
process.

We commend Chairman Rogers and Chairman Simpson for their efforts to assemble this bill in an
inclusive manner. The bill funds critical water resource projects, supports science activities necessary for
American competitiveness, and contributes to our national defense through vital weapons, naval reactor research,
and nonproliferation funding, all priorities that unite rather than divide us. Chairman Simpson has worked hard to
incorporate the interests of Members from both parties. As a result, the bill is largely a reflection of priorities from
both sides of the aisle.

The subcommiittee’s allocation is $35,403,000,000, a decrease of $633,063,000 from the Administration’s
budget request and $1,201,000,000 above the 2015 level. The defense allocation is $1,040,000,000 above 2015,
while the non-defense allocation is $161,000,000 above 2015. Within the constraints placed on the committee by
the overall budget number, the allocation reflects a microcosm of the larger budget question on the appropriate
balance between defense and non-defense activities.

We commend the Chairman for increasing Corps of Engineers funding by $864,750,000 above the
President’s inadequate request, ensuring that some ongoing projects will continue. The bill also provides
approximately $1,178,000,000 for projects funded from the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund, approximately
$73,000,000 above 2015. This funding will allow preventive and proactive investments necessary for the



190}

economy and the safety of American citizens. As we are reminded often by increasingly common weather events,
we must begin adapting to changing conditions in the natural environment. The funding will also allow
investments in the nation’s ports and waterways, which are critical to ensuring that American made goods can
move to market, both domestically and abroad. We firmly believe that our underinvestment in infrastructure
continues to hamper economic gains and prolongs the current employment crisis.

The Corps of Engineers currently has a backlog of authorized projects in excess of $60,000,000,000,
without including the deauthorization of $18,000,000,000 in the recent Water Resource Reform and Development
Act. Limiting the figure to those projects currently budgeted, the balance to complete these ongoing projects is
more than $20,000,000,000. While this bill ensures increased investment beyond that included in the budget
request, we should be doing even more to build infrastructure and create jobs, not less. Federal support of water
resource projects creates construction jobs and indirect economic benefits that encourage local businesses and
individuals to embrace risk and make critical investments in their communities. The bill does not include funding
for new projects. We must start investing in projects that meet tomorrow’s needs, not yesterday’s.

The Science and ARPA-E accounts, critical to the competitiveness of our nation, are $29,000,000 above
and equal to the level of funding provided in 2015 respectively. With a return on investment of 20 to 67 percent,
publicly funded research grows our economy and helps the United States maintain its position as the global leader
in innovation. If we truly wish to achieve energy independence and tackle the challenges posed by climate
change, the federal government must continue to prioritize investments in cutting edge research at our national
laboratories and universities along with supporting advancements in high-potential, high-impact energy
technologies that are too early for private-sector investment.

With regard to the applied energy programs at the Department of Energy, investments in energy
technology programs are once again skewed too heavily toward fossil fuels. We must provide for critical research
and development for the nuclear and fossil energy sectors that currently provide the bulk of our current electricity
generation, but continued and sustained research and development programs in renewable energy are necessary
and appropriate. Renewable energy has achieved cost competitiveness in some areas, yet further investment can
drive down the costs of existing technology and provide breakthroughs in others. Investment in portfolio diversity
remains necessary for the long term, particularly given the rapidly shifting energy outlook, The dramatic
production increases in U.S. natural gas were enabled, in part, by technology developed by the Department of
Energy. This expansion in production has resulted in a transformation of the nation’s energy exports impossible to
foresee when the actual research and development investments were made in horizontal drilling technology. The
United States can leverage its strength — innovation — to restore the United States to a position of global leadership
in clean energy. This effort is a critical national priority, with implications for our economic competitiveness,

national security, and environmental legacy.

QOur nation’s chief strategic vulnerability is its dependence on foreign energy imports and our lack of
energy independence. The United States has spent $2,300,000,000,000 importing foreign petroleum since 2003.
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This represents thousands of dollars out of the pockets of every hard-working American spent, not in much-
needed American job creation, but overseas, assisting our competitors in developing their economies and their
energy futures. Our republic will not compete in the 21st Century and beyond if we further reduce investments in
energy technology and innovation arena and cede the energy future to other countries.

Nonproliferation programs are our first line of defense and the most cost-effective way to achieve the
urgent goal of securing and reducing the amount of vulnerable bomb-grade material. The bill includes
$1,918,000,000 for these critical programs, approximately $53,000,000 above 2015 after accounting for the
movement of the counterterrorism and incident response program from weapons. The bill correctly prioritizes this
funding, particularly in light of the recent suspension of nonproliferation work within Russia and an increase in
irresponsible states and transnational actors seeking to harm.

The National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) has been plagued by breathtaking cost overruns
and schedule delays, and the Chairman continues the strong oversight of the NNSA. While we understand the
need to modernize a complex built substantially in the 1950°s, we continue to question whether the organization
has the necessary tools and processes to continue to manage large increases to these activities year after year.

We are concerned that the funding the bill includes for Environmental Management (EM) activities is
insufficient to meet the federal government’s legal obligations to clean up its defense nuclear waste. This program
is critical to addressing the environmental legacies of the Cold War and the Manhattan Project. Given that EM’s
portfolio is one of the nation’s largest environmental and financial liabilities, we have the responsibility to address
the waste and contamination in the affected communities in a timely and competent manner. While this was
driven by a low defense allocation and budget request, the bill includes insufficient funding to meet commitments
to the states and localities who provided so much when called upon.

While the funding levels of the bill would be a basis for negotiation, the inclusion of controversial riders
is an unnecessary diversion from our primary responsibility — ensuring that taxpayer funds are invested wisely in
Federal programs which will contribute to the economic vitality of our Nation. We should not have to remind our
Majority colleagues that similar provisions have imperiled passage of this bill in the past. This Administration has
already been on record with veto threats over nearly identical language.

Most concerning is the inclusion of four water riders which, taken together, risk protection of the world’s
most precious resource: water, The first Clean Water Act provision prevents the Corps of Engineers from taking
steps to clarify which waters are protected by the Clean Water Act, and keeps in place a widely-acknowledged
state of confusion about the scope of the law’s pollution control programs. The second prevents the Corps of
Engineers from using funds to “develop, adopt, implement, administer, or enforce any change” to regulations
pertaining to the definitions of the terms “fill material” or “discharge of fill material” under the Clean Water Act.
This rider would lock in industry loopholes, leaving many of our nation’s waterways vulnerable to harmful
pollution. Finally, the bill includes provisions regarding agricultural exemptions to the Clean Water Act and a
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prohibition of activities related to the National Ocean Policy. Including these provisions is a disappointment and
does a disservice in our work, particularly given the water challenges facing many parts of our country.,

The inclusion of the rider allowing guns to be carried on all Corps of Engineers lands injects into the bill
an unnecessarily partisan topic that is unwarranted. We disagree with the notion that reasonable limits on where
guns can be carried are an infringement upon the Second Amendment. We see no need to contribute to an
environment where guns are commonplace in recreational areas where families are trying to escape the pressures
of everyday life.

In spite of these concerns, we would like to reiterate our appreciation for the Chairman’s work with us on
many issues, ensuring the Energy and Water Development Subcommittee continues its tradition of
bipartisanship—the Subcommittee has operated collaboratively and effectively for many years and, within the
constraints facing the bill, it addresses many of the interests we have expressed. Under the current Republican
Budget Resolution, the Energy and Water bill’s allocation comes at the expense of critical investments in other
Subcommittees. It is our firm hope that the Committee will be provided a sensible overall budget level which will
provide a path forward for all of the FY 16 Appropriations bills. We look forward to the day when allocations
across all Subcommittees are returned to acceptable levels and to working with the Chairman and the members of

this Committee to advance the process.

Nita Lowey
Marcy Kaptur



