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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND

DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS

PROJECT

CENTER FOR ZERC EMISSIONS RESEARCH AND TECHNCQLOGY (MT)

DIRECT METHANOL FUEL CELL (1IN}

¥ CELL TECH FOR CLEAN COAL POWER PLANTS (O)

GULF OF MEXICO HY DRATES RESEARCH CONSORTIUM (M8}

1T™M REACTION-DRIVEN CERAMIC MEMBRANE SYSTEMS (PA)

METHANOL ECONOMY (CA)

MULTI-POLLUTANT REMOV AL AND ADYANCED MULTI-POLLUTANT REMOV AL AND
ADVANCED CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE PROJECTS USING ECO

TECHNOLOGY (OH)

FILOT ENERLY COST CONTROL EYALUATION (PECCE) PROJECT (WVA, PA & )
REDIRECTION OF FISCAL YEAR 2008 FUNDING FOR PILGT ENERGY COST CONTROL
FVALUATION (WY, PA & IN)

ROLLS ROYCE SOLID OXIDE FUEL CFLL SYSTEMS DEVELOPMENT (OH}

UNIVERSITY OF KENTUCKY STRATEGIC LIQUID TRANSPORTATION FUELS DERIVED
FROM COAL (KY)

WYOMING CO2 SEQUESTRATION TESTING PROGRAM (WY)

$1,730,000
$1.000,000
$1,500,000
$1,200,000
51,000,000
82,000,000

$1,000,000
$2,476,600

-51,476,000
$1.350,000

$1.000,000
$4500.000
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NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIL SHALE RESERVES

Appropriation, 2008 ... $20,272,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ............. 19,099,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 19,099,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ..o -1,173,000

Budget estimate, 2009 .................... —

The Naval Petroleum and Oil Shale Reserves no longer serve the
national defense purpose envisioned in the early 1900s, and con-
sequently the National Defense Authorization Act for fiscal year
1996 required the sale of the Government’s interest in the Naval
Petroleum Reserve 1 (NPR-1). To comply with this requirement,
the Elk Hills field in California was sold to Occidental Petroleum
Corporation in 1998. Following the sale of Elk Hills, the transfer
of the oil shale reserves, and transfer of administrative jurisdiction
and environmental remediation of the Naval Petroleum Reserve 2
(NFPR-2) to the Department of the Interior, DOE retains one Naval
Petroleum Reserve property, the Naval Petroleum Reserve 3 (NPR—-
3) in Wyoming (Teapot Dome field). This is a stripper well oil field
that the Department is maintaining until it reaches its economic
production limit. The DOE continues to be responsible for routine
operations and maintenance of NPR-3, and management of the
Rocky Mountain Oilfield Testing Center at NPR-3, and continuing
environmental and remediation work at Elk Hills.

The Committee recommendation for the operation of the naval
petroleum and oil shale reserves is $19,099,000, the same as the
budget request.

STRATEGIC PETROLEUM RESERVE

Appropriatiorn, 2008 ..o e $188,757,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... e 344,000,000
Recommended, 2009 ..o 172,600,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... — 14,157,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... — 171,400,000

The mission of the Strategic 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 reserve’s inventory at
the end of December 2007 was 696.9 million barrels providing 58
days of net import protection.

The Committee recommends $172,600,000, a decrease of
$171,400,000 below the budget request, including the use of
$2,923,000 of prior year balances as proposed in the budget re-
quest. The Committee provides for the operation of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve (SPR), but does not support the expansion of
the reserve to 1.5 billion barrels. With the price of a barrel of oil
nearing $140, current cost estimates and schedule for the expan-
sion are $10 billion for new facilities, $105 billion for the cost of
the oil fill, and a completion date of 2027. The Committee does not
believe that the benefits of doubling the capacity of the Strategic
Petroleum Reserve are commensurate with this enormous cost,
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NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE

Appropriation, 2008 ........ $12,335,000
Budget estimate, 2009 9,800,000
Recommended, 2009 ...... 9,800,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... —2,535,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... . .. —

The acquisition and storage of heating oil for the Northeast
began in August 2000 when the Department of Energy, through
the Strategic Petroleum Reserve account, awarded contracts for the
lease of commercial storage facilities and acquisition of heating oil.
The purpose of the reserve is to assure home heating oil supplies
for the Northeastern States during times of very low inventories
and significant threats to the immediate supply of heating oil. The
Northeast Heating Qil Reserve was established as a separate entity
from the Strategic Petroleum Reserve on March 6, 2001. The
2,000,000 barrel reserve is stored in commercial facilities in New
York Harbor, New Haven, Connecticut, and the Providence, Rhode
Island area.

The Committee recommendation for the Northeast Home Heat-
ing Oil reserve is $9,800,000, the same as the budget request.

ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, 2008 ... $95,460,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 119,695,000
Recommended, 2008 .....iirveoiereeeeeneee e 120,595,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... +25,135,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... +10,000,000

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, executive branch, state governments, industry,
and the public. The information and anaylses prepared by the EIA
are widely disseminated and the agency is recognized as an unbi-
ased source of energy information and projections by government
organizations, industry, professional statistical organizations, and
the public.

The Committee recommendation for the Energy Information Ad-
ministration is $120,595,000, an increase of $10,000,000 over the
budget request, and an increase of $25,135,000 over the fiscal year
2008 enacted levels. Of the increase provided, the Committee di-
rects $1,000,000 to collect and compile data on the impacts of cap-
ital flows into regulated and unregulated futures, options and
swaps markets; $1,200,000 for gasoline import data quality issues,
ethanol data collections and climate change data; $250,000 to im-
plement Section 804 of the Energy Independence and Security Act
(EISA) regarding refinery data and impacts of refinery outages;
and, $7,550,000 for more timely State-level energy data, as author-
ized by Section 805 of EISA.

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

The Non-Defense Environmental Management program includes
funds to manage and clean up sites used for civilian, energy re-
search, and non-defense related activities. These past activities re-
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sulted in radioactive, hazardous, and mixed waste contamination
that requires remediation, stabilization, or some other action. Lan-
guage has been included that provides for the remediation of a
Tuba City, Arizona, radiation-contaminated property in the vicinity
of a uranium mill tailings site.

Reprogramming authority.—The Committee continues to support
the need for flexibility to meet changing funding requirements at
sites. In fiscal year 2009, the Department may transfer up to
$2,000,000 between projects and programs within the Non-Defense
Environmental Cleanup accounts, to reduce health or safety risks
or to gain cost savings as long as no program or project is increased
or decreased by more than $2,000,000 during the fiscal year. The
account control points for reprogramming are the Fast Flux Test
Reactor Facility, West Valley Demonstration Project, Gaseous Dif-
fusion Plants, Small Sites, and construction line-items. This re-
programming authority may not be used to initiate new programs
or programs specifically denied, limited, or increased by Congress
in the Act or report. The Committees on Appropriations in the
House and Senate must be notified within thirty days of the use
of this reprogramming authority.

Economic development.—None of the Non-Defense Environmental
Management funds, including those provided in the Non-Defense
Environmental Cleanup and Uranium Enrichment Decontamina-
tion and Decommissioning Fund, are available for economic devel-
opment activities.

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

Appropriation, 2008 ... $182,263,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ....... 213,411,000
Recommended, 2009 ......cooooeiieiiee e 257,019,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... e 74,756,000
Budget estimate, 2009 .................. eeerte e e 43,608,000

The Committee recommendation for Non-Defense Environmental
Cleanup is $257,019,000, an increase of $43,608,000 over the budg-
et request. The recommendation provides $57,600,000 for solid
waste stabilization and disposition, and nuclear facility decon-
tamination and decommissioning (D&D), at the West Valley Dem-
onstration Project, the same as the budget request. The Committee
recommends $81,296,000 for D&D of the gaseous diffusion plants,
the same as the budget request. The recommendation provides
$10,755,000 for the Fast Flux Test Reactor facility, the same as the
budget request.

Small Sites,.—The Committee is concerned that funds for Small
Sites have been maintained level for years, which extends the
cleanup activities and contributes to the overall total cost of the
program because cleanup takes longer. Therefore, the Committee
recommends $15,433,000 for Brookhaven National Laboratory, an
increase of $7,000,000 over the budget request, to accelerate the
D&D of the graphite reactor.

The Committee recommends $10,000,000 for Argonne National
Laboratory (Argonne), an increase of $9,541,000 over the budget re-
quest to address the radioactive contamination and material legacy
that exists at the site for facilities that are no longer used and re-
quire remediation. Argonne is a multi-purpose and multi-program
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research institution with over 60 years of operation with many
DOE sponsor programs that funded work that led to contamination
and waste at the site. In House report 110-185, the Committee
tasked DOE to submit, by November 30, 2007, an inventory of leg-
acy contamination at Argonne. Over six months later, DOE has
still failed to submit this required report to Congress. The Com-
mittee is frustrated with the bureaucratic delay at DOE in deter-
mining the cost-share among the programs needed to address the
contamination that resides at this site. As such, the Committee
also provides $10,000,000 in the Office of Science and $10,000,000
in the National Nuclear Security Administration for a total of
$30,000,000 to address legacy remediation needs at Argonne. The
Committee directs the Environmental Management program to co-
ordinate with the DOE program offices that contributed to the con-
tamination at Argonne, and present to the Committee a plan on
the out-vear remediation efforts and funding needs to address the
legacy contamination within 90 days of enactment of this legisla-
tion.

The Committee recommends $14,000,000, an increase of
$9,600,000 over the budget request, to address the excess contami-
nated facilities at Idaho National Laboratory. The Committee di-
rects the Secretary of Energy to transfer radioactive cleanup liabil-
ities at the Idaho National Laboratory, which are currently the re-
sponsibility of the Office of Nuclear Energy, to the Environmental
Management program for remediation. The transfer of these liabil-
ities shall have no negative impact on funding the Office of Nuclear
Energy. The budget request for fiscal year 2010 should reflect this
transfer of cleanup responsibilities.

The Committee recommends $5,000,000, an increase of
$5,000,000 over the budget request, to carry out remedial actions
at a dump site immediately adjacent to the north-northwest section
of a former uranium mill tailings processing site, on the north side
of Highway 160, in the vicinity of Tuba City, Arizona. The remedi-
ation of this vicinity property is necessary to address residual ra-
dicactive materials that were not determined to be present at the
time of the original remediation.

Consolidated Business Center.—The Consolidated Business Cen-
ter, located in Cincinnati, Ohio, provides administrative support
and contractual assistance for the Environmental Management pro-
gram, including the aforementioned Small Sites. The Committee
recommends $1,100,000, the same as the budget request, for the
administration of completed sites. The Committee recommendation
provides $7,883,000 for the Stanford Linear Accelerator Center, an
increase of $3,000,000 over the budget request, to maintain base-
line completion in 2010; and $20,000,000 for nuclear facility decon-
tamination and decommissioning at the Energy Technology Engi-
neering Center, an increase of $7,467,000 over the budget request,
for conducting a radiological characterization survey per Environ-
mental Protection Agency requirements. The Committee rec-
ommends $1,905,000 for decontamination and decommissioning of
the Tritium System Test Assembly Facility at Los Alamos National
Laboratory, the same as the budget request. The Committee rec-
ommends $187,000 for cleanup work at various sites in California,
and $30,513,000 for soil and water remediation measures at the
former Atlas uranium mill tailings site at Moab, Utah, the same
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as the budget request. The Committee directs the Department to
provide a report within 120 days of enactment of this Act on the
annual funding requirements needed to complete remediation of
the Moab uranium mill tailings site and removal of the tailings to
the Crescent Junction site in Utah no later than the year 2019,

Use of prior-year balances.—The Committee recommends the use
of $653,000 of prior year balances, the same as the budget request.

Congressionally Directed Project.—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $2,000,000 for the following House-directed project.
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL
CLEANUP PROJECTS

PROJECT

WESTERN ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY OFFICE (MT) §2,000,000
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URANIUM ENRICHMENT DECONTAMINATION AND DECOMMISSIONING

Funp
Appropriation, 2008 ... $ 622,162,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ..., 480,333,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 529,273,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ..o —92,889,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ..o +48,940,000

The Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommis-
sioning Fund was established by the Energy Policy Act of 1992
(P.L. 102-486) to carry out environmental remediation at the na-
tion’s three gaseous diffusion plants, at the East Tennessee Tech-
nology Park in Oak Ridge, Tennessee, at Partsmouth, Ohio, and at
Paducah, Kentucky. Title X of the 1992 Act also authorized use of
a portion of the fund to reimburse private licensees for the federal
government’s share of the cost of cleaning up uranium and thorium
processing sites.

The Committee recommends $529,273.000 for activities funded
from the Uranium Enrichment Decontamination and Decommis-
sioning Fund, an increase of $48,940,000 over the budget request.
This amount includes $514,273,000 for decontamination and de-
commissioning activities at the gaseous diffusion plants and
$15,000,000 for Title X uranium and thorium reimbursements. The
increase of $48,940,000 includes $33,940,000 for the accelerated
D&D of Oak Ridge East Tennessee Technology Park nuclear facili-
ties, and $15,000,000 for Title X uranium and thorium reimburse-
ments.

SCIENCE
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

Appropriation, 2008 ........cooveoviiei oo $4,017,711,000
Budget estimate, 2009 .............. 4,721,969,600
Recommended, 2009 ..o 4,861,669,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... +843 958,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... +139,700,000

The Science account funds the Department’s work on high energy
physics, nuclear physics, biological and environmental research,
basic energy sciences, advanced scientific computing, maintenance
of the laboratories’ physical infrastructure, fusion energy sciences,
safeguards and security, workforce development for teachers and
scientists, safeguards and security at Office of Science facilities,
and science program direction.

The Committee is generally pleased with the Department’s budg-
et request for the Office of Science in fiscal year 2009. The re-
quested 17.5 percent increase is the major incremental increase
planned within the overall 10-year doubling of funding for these ac-
tivities in DOE authorized by the America COMPETES Act (Public
Law 110-69). A critical element of this increase is the support it
would provide for 2,600 more research personnel, including grad-
uate students. This addresses a major concern for the future of the
United States economy, namely the availability of highly educated
scientists and engineers to support the technical innovations that
drive economic growth.
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The fiscal year 2009 request would fully fund operating time at
most existing DOE user facilities and equal or increased operating
time at several others. The request supports investments in major
new research facilities such as the International Thermonuclear
Experimental Reactor, the Linac Coherent Light Scurce, the 12
GeV upgrade to the Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facil-
ity, and the National Synchrotron Light Source II. T.S. scientific
and technical leadership is also supported through the availability
of advanced scientific computing facilities.

The Committee has some concerns regarding management prac-
tices at the Office of Science which must be resolved in order to en-
sure that the proposed increase is spent wisely. While the Office
has recently shown its capacity to manage projects effectively,
building the Spallation Neutron Source generally on budget, and on
schedule, the Committee was disappeinted to learn of the substan-
tial cost overruns and schedule slippage that eventually forced the
recent termination of the construction of the National Compact
Stellarator Experiment (NCSX), after an investment of over
$100,000,000. The Committee commends the efforts by the Depart-
ment to re-assess the scientific merit and technical viability of the
project once they became aware of the cost and schedule issues,
and supports the decision by the Department to terminate the
project. However, the Commitiee is concerned by the lack of over-
sight that allowed the project to proceed as far as it did without
the kind of detailed, independent technical design and costing vali-
dation that has recently been undertaken, an issue that seems to
arise over and over again across the Department. It is essential
that adequate support is provided up front to establish the reli-
ability of new technologies that will be used, and that complete
end-to-end system engineering and design is performed before pro-
ceeding to construction. Further, the Committee has been made
aware of a recent report issued by the Department’s Inspector Gen-
eral which has docuamented significant lapses of oversight in con-
ference management at Qak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL),
such as the use of registration fees from non-Department sources
to pay for alcohol, entertainment and gifts, and the lack of ade-
quate reporting of conference information. The Department is in-
structed to follow the recommendations of the report and ensure
that the more than $38,000,000 spent across the Department on
conferences is spent wisely. Finally, a key element of the Depart-
ment’s isotope production capability as well as the Manuel Lujan,
Jr. Neutron Scattering Center are located at the Los Alamos Neu-
tron Science Center (LANSCE). Unfortunately, a provision in the
NNSA Act (Public Law 106-65) would preclude the employees and
contractors of LANSCE from being subject to the authority, direc-
tion, and control of the Director of Science, even when LANSCE is
conducting work tasked by and funded by the Office of Science. The
Committee includes bill fanguage eliminating this restriction, but
only with respect to LANSCE research and operations for the iso-
tope production mission transferred to the Office of Science.

The Committee is pleased with the efforts made by the Depart-
ment to improve energy research and development integration
across the Office of Science and with the applied energy programs.
These efforts include cooperation in planning, through a series of
twenty workshops undertaken by the Office of Science in order to
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identify critical science barriers to progress in several key energy
technologies, as well as in budgeting, via the inclusion of integrated
budgets across the department for six key areas of importance to
several of the Department’s missions: Advanced Mathematics for
Optimization of Complex Systems, Control Theory, and Risk As-
sessment; Electrical Energy Storage; Carbon Dioxide Capture and
Storage; Characterization of Radioactive Waste; Predicting High
Level Waste System Performance over Extreme Time Horizons;
and High Energy Density Laboratory Plasmas. The request also
contains funding for the first steps in the execution of these plans,
including a proposal for $100,000,000 for approximately two dozen
Energy Frontier Research Centers (EFRCs) focused on addressing
critical research needs identified by the recent workshops. The
Committee is concerned, however, that the integration efforts have
been either top-down, being undertaken at the level of Under Sec-
retaries, or unique events such as workshop series and EFRCs. The
Department should take the next step in this process and institu-
tionalize mechanisms for coordination to ensure that these efforts
are no longer the exception but the rule, and integrate such coordi-
nation with the Department’s processes for planning, budgeting,
and execution. With these additional steps, the Committee believes
that the Department will make substantial progress in bridging the
divide between basic science and applied technology, one of the
main motivations underlying proposals for the creafion of a new
Advanced Research Projects Agency—Energy (ARPA-E).

The Committee recommendation is $4,861,669,000, an increase of
$139,700,000 from the budget request and $843,958,000 over the
fiscal year 2008 enacted level.

HIGH ENERGY PHYSICS

The Committee recommends a total of $804,960,000 for high en-
ergy physics, the same as the budget request and an increase of
$116,643,000 over the fiscal year 2008 enacted level. Funding is
provided for the NOvA activity as well as for International Linear
Collider (ILC) R&D and Superconducting Radiofrequency R&D ac-
tivities. The Committee commends the Department for its efforts to
engage the high energy physics scientific community to provide a
bold vision for the future of the Nation’s efforts in this area that
is both realistic and scientifically compelling, particularly given the
difficult budget constraints faced by the field in fiscal year 2008.
Given the hefty estimated price tag and elongated timeframe pres-
ently envisioned for the ILC, the Committee believes that a bal-
anced effort that addresses opportunities at the energy, luminosity,
and cosmic frontiers by leveraging existing physical capital and fa-
cilities to the maximum extent possible and by engaging in inter-
national scientific cooperation is critical for the future of this field.
To this end, the Committee directs the Department to work with
the National Science Foundation (NSF) to pursue opportunities to
couple facilities at Fermilab with facilities and experiments at the
proposed Deep Underground Science and Engineering Laboratory
(DUSEL} which may substantially enhance the scientific reach of
both projects.

Over the past few years, the Committee has consistently sup-
ported the DOE/NASA Joint Dark Energy Mission {(JDEM), a space
probe which may provide a better understanding of the nature of
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the “dark energy” that constitutes the majority of the universe.
This approach has been strengthened by the recommendation of
the National Research Council in September of 2007 that JDEM be
the first of the Beyond Einstein space missions to proceed. The
Committee is pleased with the efforts made by the Office of Science
to work with NASA to establish a path forward for this mission
which leverages the strengths of both agencies to unlock the secrets
of dark energy, and encourages the organizations to formalize the
agreement with a Memorandum of Understanding as soon as pos-
sible.
The control level is at the High Energy Physics level.

NUCLEAR PHYSICS

The Committee recommendation for nuclear physics is
$517,080,000, an increase of $7,000,000 over the budget request,
and $84,354,000 above the fiscal year 2008 enacted level. The re-
quested funding will support operations of the Thomas Jefferson
National Accelerator Facility and the Relativistic Heavy Ion
Collider. The requested funding will continue construction of the
Electron Beam lon Source at Brookhaven National Laboratory
(project 07-SC-02). An additional $7,000,000 above the budget re-
quest is provided to initiate and accelerate construction of the 12
GeV upgrade to the Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility
at the Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility (project 06—
SC—01). The Committee encourages the Department to complete
PED for this upgrade and move expeditiously into the construction
phase; any remaining PED funds shouid be applied to construction
activities. The funding provided includes $6,603,000 for nuclear
physics activities relevant to the Characterization of Radioactive
Waste, one of gix integrated research and development areas high-
lighted in the request.

The request also includes funding for the isotope production pro-
sram, which has been transferred to the Nuclear Physics account
from the Nuclear Energy program. The Committee is encouraged to
note that the request includes $3,090,000 for research isotope de-
velopment and production, an area identified by the National Acad-
emies as vital for the future of this program, and one of the motiva-
tions for the transfer of this program.

The control level is at the Nuclear Physics level.

BIOLOGICAL AND ENVIRONMENTAL RESEARCH

The Committee recommendation for Biological and Environ-
mental Research is $578,540,000, an increase of $10,000,000 over
the budget request. This area of the Office of Science encompasses
two distinet research efforts whose funding is provided in separate
subaccounts: using biology to address energy production and envi-
ronmental remediation and a combination of climate and ecosystem
modeling, field research, and radiation monitoring as part of the
Climate Change Research Program. The Committee recommends
that these programs be managed as independent subaccounts and
component activities of the Office of Science. The control level is at
the Biological Research and Climate Change Research levels.

Biological Research.—The Committee recommendation for Bio-
logical Research is $418,613,000, an increase of $5,000,000 over the
budget request, and $11,083,000 above the fiscal year 2008 enacted
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level. The increase of $5,000,000 above the budget request is pro-
vided for the Life Sciences component of Biological Research and is
to be used to restore support for research efforts in radiochemistry
and instrumentation that seek to capitalize on the Department’s
unique capabilities cutting across several scientific disciplines to
stimulate advances in biological imaging. The funding provided
also includes the requested 1,500,000 for biological research ac-
tivities relevant to the Characterization of Radioactive Waste and
$12,627,000 for biological research activities relevant to Carbon
Capture and Storage, two of the six integrated research and devel-
opment areas highlighted in the request.

Climate Change Research.—The Committee recommendation for
Climate Change Research is $159,927,000, an increase of
$5,000,000 above the budget request and $23,060,000 above the fis-
cal year 2008 enacted level. The Committee is pleased that the De-
partment, following Congressional direction, has finally begun to
make climate change more of a priority with a request for a sub-
stantial increase in funding for climate modeling activities, an area
in which the Department’s considerable computational resources
give it the potential to play a leading role. However, given the in-
creasing likelihood that international action may be required to ad-
dress global climate change, the Committee believes that it is crit-
ical that the Department also develop better tools for under-
standing, in an integrated fashion, the broader economic, environ-
mental, and societal implications of climate change. An additional
$2,500,000 is provided to enhance integrated assessment activities,
which utilize the results of climate models to assess mitigation and
adaptation policies and technologies and their broader implications.
Finally, as models are only as good as the science that supports
them, a further increase of $2,500,000 is provided to enhance cli-
mate forcing research activities, which address important scientific
questions relevant to improving climate modeling such as the im-
pact of aerosols and clouds on local and global temperatures.

Capabilities in climate change research are spread across mul-
tiple agencies: long-term, ground-based monitoring of the environ-
ment is generally the province of the National! Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration (NOAA), while the long-term ecological re-
search sites are supported through the National Science Founda-
tion (NSF). Climate modeling at DOE benefits from the Depart-
ment’s preeminence in scientific computing, but climate modeling
is also done by groups sponsored by NSF, NOAA, and NASA. As
the Department increases its efforts in climate modeling, the Com-
mittee would like to see the Department take the initiative in co-
ordinating these activities with the efforts supported by those agen-
cles,

The funding provided also includes $4,747 ,000 for climate change
research activities relevant to Carbon Capture and Storage, one of
six integrated research and development areas highlighted in the
request.

BASIC ENERGY SCIENCES

The Committee recommendation for Basic Energy Sciences is
$1,599,660,000, an increase of $31,500,000 over the budget request
and an increase of $329,758,000 over the current fiscal year. For
purposes of reprogramming during fiscal year 2009, the Depart-
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ment may allocate funding among all operating accounts within
Basic Energy Sciences, consistent with the reprogramming guide-
lines outlined earlier in this report.

Research.—The Committee recommendation includes
$1,142,579,000 for materials sciences and engineering, and
$297,113,000 for chemical sciences, geosciences, and energy hio-
sciences. The Committee recommendation funds operations of the
five Nanoscale Science Research Centers, operations of the Ad-
vanced Light Source, the Advanced Photon Source, the National
Synchrotron Light Source, the Stanford Synchrotron Radiation
Laboratory, the Manuel Lujan, Jr. Neutron Scattering Center, the
High Flux Isotope Reactor, the Linac Coherent Light Source
(LCLS) linac at SLAC, and the Spallation Neutron Source (SNS) at
their full optimal numbers of hours, as well as additional instru-
mentation for the SNS and LCLS. An additional $17,000,000 is
provided to accelerate the completion of the LCLS Ultrafast Science
Instruments project and for LCLS operations to enable substan-
tially more science to be done in the early stages of the operation
of LCLS while it is the only x-ray free electron laser in the world.
The recommendation includes $8,240,000 for the Experimental Pro-
gram to Stimulate Competitive Research (EPSCoR), the same as
the budget request.

This funding includes $100,000,000 for the Energy Frontier Re-
search Center (EFRC) activities focused on addressing critical en-
ergy research needs identified by a series of ten Basic Research
Needs workshops over the last several years. This Committee has
long advocated the greater utilization of open competition for re-
gearch funding that features head-to-head competition between na-
tional labs and universities to ensure that the best proposals will
be funded regardless of the affiliation of the researchers involved,
and supports the Department’s decision to broadly compete the
EFRCs in this manner. The Committee encourages the Department
to update and expand upon its Basic Research Needs workshop se-
ries in order to ensure that any new science opportunities and chal-
lenges relevant to DOE’s mission needs can be identified and ad-
dressed as they arise. Funding is provided in the Basic Energy
Sciences for four integrated research and development areas:
$33,938,000 for Electrical Energy Storage, $10,915,000 for Carbon
Dioxide Capture and Storage, $8,492,000 for Characterization of
Radioactive Waste, and $8,492,000 for Predicting High Level Waste
System Performance over Extreme Time Horizons.

Construction.—The  Committee  recommendation  includes
$159,968,000 for Basic Energy Sciences construction projects, an
increase of $14,500,000 over the budget request and 566,703,000
above the fiscal year 2008 enacted level. The Committee rec-
ommendation provides the requested funding of $11,500,000 for
construction of the Advanced Light Source User Support Building
(08-SC-01) at Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory; $3,728,000
for renovation of the Photon Ultrafast Laser Science and Engineer-
ing Building Renovation (08-SC-11) at the Stanford Linear Accel-
erator Center; $107,773,000, $14,500,000 above the budget request,
for continued project engineering and design as well as to initiate
construction of the National Synchrotron Light Source II (07-SC—
06) at Brookhaven National Laboratory; and $36,967,000 to con-
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tinue construction of the Linac Coherent Light Source (05-R-320)
at the Stanford Linear Accelerator Center.

ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING RESEARCH

The Committee recommendation is $378,820,000, an increase of
$10,000,000 over the budget request and $27,647,000 over the cur-
rent fiscal year. The increase includes $5,000,000 above the budget
request to expand its Innovative and Novel Computational Impact
on Theory and Experiment (INCITE) activities, which leverage the
Department’s leadership computational facilities and expertise by
pairing them with scientists and engineers in other fields from uni-
versities, national laboratories, and industry to address critical sci-
entific and technological questions. A further $5,000,000 is pro-
vided to enhance advanced scientific computing research activities
relevant to two of the six integrated research and development
areas identified in the request. Including these additional funds,
$5,000,000 is provided for Advanced Mathematics for Optimization
of Complex Systems, Control Theory, and Risk Assessment, and
$2,969,000 is provided for Carbon Dioxide Capture and Storage.
These increases reflect the Committee’s view of the importance of
scientific computation not only in revolutionizing the way science
is done, but also for appiying these techniques to a wide range of
modeling efforts relevant to the broader missions of the depart-
ment.

FUSION ENERGY SCIENCES

The Committee recommendation for fusion energy sciences is
$499,050,000, an increase of $6,000,000 over the budget request,
and $212,502,000 above the fiscal year 2008 enacted level. The
Committee provides $214,500,000 for the U.S. contribution to
ITER, as requested. The Committee recommendation includes
$24,636,000 for fusion energy sciences activities relevant to High
Energy Density Laboratory Plasmas, one of six integrated research
and development areas highlighted in the request. The Committee
supports the decision by the Department to terminate the National
Compact Stellarator Experiment (NCSX) and provides $9,000,000
to ensure orderly closeout of the project. The additional $6,000,000
above the request, as well as the funding which had been requested
for NCSX and is not required for closeout, are to be utilized by the
Department to help revitalize the domestic fusion energy sciences
program. Given the tremendous potential of fusion energy to pro-
vide a long-term solution to our energy needs, this Committee be-
lieves it is essential that the U.S. continue to play a leadership role
in this area. To this end, the Department is directed to provide the
Committee with a report no later than March 1, 2009 which de-
scribes a bold, credible plan for a world-leading U.S. fusion pro-
gram as this area becomes an increasingly international endeavor,

SCIENCE LABORATORIES INFRASTRUCTURE

The Committee recommendation provides a total of $145,760,000
for Science Laboratories Infrastructure, $35,500,000 above the
budget request. The Committee directs the Department to continue
payments in lieu of taxes ‘at the fiscal year 2008 level.
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With the most recent estimate of the projected cost for disposal
of excess facilities exceeding $400,000,000, it is encouraging to see
the Department, once again following Congressional direction, has
increased its request for removal and cleanup efforts at its national
laboratories which reduce long-term liabilities and provide needed
space for new activities. The Committee provides $36,723,000,
$21,879,000 above the budget request, for excess facilities disposi-
tion activities. Of this amount, the Committee provides
$26,723,000, $11,879,000 above the budget request, to demolish the
Bevatron accelerator and Building 51 at Lawrence Berkeley Na-
tional Laboratory, thereby freeing up 15 acres of buildable land for
future activities. Last year, the Committee requested the Depart-
ment to provide a detailed inventory of legacy radioactive contami-
nation at Argonne National Laboratory (ANL) and a determination
of the parent programs responsible for such contamination so that
the Department could fairly apportion remediation. This report due
on November 30, 2007 has yet to be submitted to the Committee,
and in the absence of such information, the Committee directs the
Office of Science to transfer $10,000,000 from funds provided for
excess facilities disposition to the Non-Defense Environmental
Cleanup account for cleanup efforts at ANL,

This Committee has consistently voiced its concern over the inad-
equacy of the Department's requests for resources to address the
aging infrastructure at its laboratories which often can no longer
meet the requirements for the performance of world-class scientific
research. With the maintenance backlog estimated te exceed
$518,000,000, the Committee is pleased to see the Department
begin to address these issues with a ten-year Infrastructure Mod-
ernization Initiative. In order to accelerate these efforts, the Com-
mittee provides $25,103,000 for modernization of laboratory facili-
ties at Oak Ridge National Laboratory, $11,000,000 above the
budget request, and $10,740,000 for Phase I of the Interdisciplinary
Science Building project at Brookhaven National Laboratory,
$2,500,000 above the request, to expedite the initiation of construc-
tion of this project.

SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY

The Committee recommends $80,603,000, the same as the budget
request, to meet safeguards and security requirements at Office of
Science facilities.

SCIENCE PROGRAM DIRECTION

The Committee recommendation is $203,913,000 for Science pro-
gram direction, the same as the budget request. This amount in-
cludes: $112,151,000 for program direction at DOE field offices,
$82 846,000 for program direction at DOE headquarters, and
$8,916,000 for the Office of Scientific and Technical Information
(OSTI). The control level for fiscal year 2009 is at the program ac-
count level of Science Program Direction. This funding includes
$1,000,000 to support increased energy research analysis and stud-
ies relevant to DOFE’s energy and science missions. The Committee
supports efforts by the department to improve its analytical capac-
ity to assess its impacts on the energy system as well as innovation
more broadly.
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SCIENCE WORKFORCE DEVELOPMENT

The Committee provides $13,583,000 for workforce development
for teachers and scientists in fiscal vear 2009, the same as the re-
quested amount, The Committee concurs with the proposed expan-
gion of the Department’s professional development program for
science teachers. By utilizing the Department’s intellectual and
physical assets to provide teachers with the opportunity to become
teacher-scientists rather than teachers who happen to teach
science, this program can significantly enhance the ability of teach-
ers to involve their students in doing science rather than just read-
ing about and reproducing well-established principles.

ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY—ENERGY (ARPA-E)

The Committee recommendation includes $15,000,000 in order to
establish the Advanced Research Projects Agency—Energy within
the Department to overcome the long-termm and high-risk techno-
logical barriers in the development of energy technologies, as au-
thorized by section 5012 of the America COMPETES Act (Public
Law 110-69).

USE OF PRIOR YEAR BALANCES

The Committee recommendation includes the use of $15,000,000
in prior-year balances.

CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED PROJECTS

The Committee recommendation includes $39,700,000 for the fol-
lowing House-directed projects and activities.
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED SCIENCE PROJECTS

PROJECT

ADVANCED ARTIFICIAL SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING RESEARCH
INFRASTRUCTURE (TX} $400,000

ALVERNIA COLLEGE SCHENTIFIC INSTRUMENTATION INTTIATIVE (PA) $600,000
BARRY UNIVERSITY INSTITUTE FOR CCLLABORATIVE SCIENCES RESEARCH (FL} $800.000
BIOTRCHNOLOGY/FORENSICS LABORATORY (UT) $500,000
BRONX COMMUNITY COLLEGE CENTER FOR SUSTAINABLE ENERGY (NY) $500,000
BROWN UNIVERSITY, BROWN ENERGY INITIATIVE (R} 51,000,000
CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, SAN BERNARDINO TWIN TOWER PROJECT (CA) $600.000
CENTER FOR ADVANCED SCIENTIFIC COMPUTING AND MODELING (TX} 600,000
CENTER FOR CATALY SIS AND SURFACE SCIENCE AT NORTHWESTERN
UNIVERSITY (1L) $1.000,000
CHEMISTRY BUILDING RENOVATION (M1} £500,000
CLEMSON UNIVERSITY CYRERINSTITLUTE (SC) 31,300,000
CLINLTON JUNIOR COLLEGE SCIENCE PROGRAM (8C) 400,000
COLLABORATIVE DMTIATIVE IN BIOMEDICAL IMAGING (NC} £1.500,000
CURRICULUM AND INFRASTRUCTURE ENHANCEMENT IN STEM (PA) £300.000
« SUPPORT TOOLS FOR COMPLEX ANALY SIS (DSTCA) (OH) $1.500,000
ERN KENTUCKY UNI SITY EQUIPMENT FOR NEW SCIENCE BLELDING (KY) $1.000.000
I"l SION ENLRGY SPHERGMAK TURBULENT PLASMA EXPERIMENT {FL) 51,000,600
GLORGE MASON UNIVERSITY - NATHONAL CENTER FOR BIODEFENSE AND
INFECTIOUS ISEASE (VA) $1,360,000

NTER FOR CLIMATI LDy (NY) S500,000
IY)r\HO ,\( [ ENTER PRODUCTION OF MEDICAL ISOTOPES (1D) $1,000,000
TEAIO NAT I(_)I\AL LABOKATORY CENTER FOR ADVANCED ENERGY STUDIES (D) $1,000,000
INSTYTUTE FOR INTEGRATED SCIENCES AT BOSTON COLLEGE (MA}) 52,300,000

T RESEARCH LABS DENCATED TO BIOLOGY, CHEMISTRY AND

AISTRY . AND PHY SICS AT ALBRIGHT COLLEGE IN READING (PA) F400.000
LARGE SCALE APPLICATION OF SINGLE-WALLED CARBON NANOTURES {OK} $750,000
LUTHER COLLEGE SCIENCE BLDG. RENOVATION PROIECT {1A) 750,006
MARYCROVE CGL L MATTERS (M) $200.000
MICHIGAN GEOLOGICAL CARBON SEQUESTRATION RESEARCH AND EDUCATION
PROGRAN (M]) 650,000
NATHONAL BIOREPCSITORY-NATIONWIDE CHILEREN'S HOSPITAL {OH) §750,000
NEXT GENERATION NEUROIMAGING AT CLEVELAND CLINIC (GH) $300.000
PROVESSIONAL SCIENCE MASTER'S ARVANCED ENERGY AND FUELS MANAGEMENT
PROGRAM (1) $430,000
PLURBUE CALUMET INLAND WATER INSTITUTE (IN) $1.000,000
RAPID DE CION OF CONTAMINANTS IN WATER SUPPLIES USING MAGNETIC
RESONANCE AND NANOPARTICLES (MA) §1,500,000
RNALIR ARCH, UNIVERSHTY OF MASSACHUSETTS MEDICAL SCHOOL,
WORCESTER (M4) $1,000,600

SCANNING NEAR-FIELD ULTRASOUND HOLOGRAPHY (SNFUH) INSTRUMENTATION
FOR NON-INVASIVE AND NON-DESTRUCTIVE IMAGING OF NANOPARTICLE
INTERACTION WITH CELLS (IL) 51,000,000
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED SCIENCE PROJECTS

PROJECT

SCIENCE EDUVCATION FACILITY RENOVATIONS, OCU (OH)

SCIENCE, MATH, AND TECHNOLCGY EDUCATION INITIATIVE. COLLEGE OF ST.
ELIZABETH (NI}

SOUTHERN METHODIST UNIVERSITY ADVANCED PARALLEL PROCESSING
CENTER {TX)

SPECT IMAGING INSTRUMENTATION RESEARCH INITIATIVE {11

ST THOMAS UNIVERSITY L-CORTE (F1.}

THE NATIONAL ENERGY POLICY INSTITUTE, UNIVERSITY OF TULSA (OK}
ULTRA-DENSE PORPHYRIM-BASED CAPACITIVE MOLECULAR MEMORY FOR
SUPERCOMPUTING {C0}

UMASS INTEGRATIVE SCIENCE BUILDING (MA)

UNIVERSITY OF THE CUMBERLANDS SCLENCE & TECHNOLOGY COMPLEX (KY)
LRI CYBERINFRASTRUCTURE (RT}

WHITTIER COLLEGE SCIENCE AND MATHEMATICS INITIATIVE (CA)

51,000,000
$500,000

£1,000,060
51,000,000
$600,000
£750,000

$1,000.000
$2,000.000
$1,006,008
$1,000,000

$500,000
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NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL
Appropriation, 2008 ... s $187,269,000

Budget estimate, 2009 247,371,000
Recommended, 2009 .......... 247 371,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +60,102,600

Budget estimate, 2009 ................. e —

The Department of Energy requested a total of $494,742,000 for
work on the Yucca Mountain nuclear waste repository in fiscal year
2009, of which $247 371,000 was requested for Nuclear Waste Dis-
posal and $247,371,000 for Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal.

For Nuclear Waste Disposal in fiscal year 2009, the Committee
recommends $247,371,000, the same as the budget request. The
Committee also fully funds the request of $247,371,000 for Defense
Nuclear Waste Disposal, supporting the full request for the nuclear
waste repository in fiscal year 2009.

The Department submitted the license application to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission on June 3, 2008. The Committee rec-
ommends funding for fiscal year 2009 to defend the license applica-
tion; advance the design of the repository and preliminary design
of the Nevada Rail System; continue stakeholder interactions; and
further develop the national transportation planning process.

The fiscal year 2008 House Report 110-185 directed the Depart-
ment to provide a plan for taking custody of the spent fuel at the
closed reactors. DOE has not delivered that plan yet, another ex-
ample of DOE ignoring Congressional guidance.

The Committee supports the statutory language in the budget re-
quest that funds local units of government at levels proportional to
program funding.

INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY LOAN GUARANTEE PROGRAM

ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES
GROSS APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2008 ... e $5,459,000
Budget estimate, 2009 _........ 19,880,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 19,980,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... e +14,421,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... e —

OFFSETTING RECEIPTS

Appropriation, 2008 ..o e —$1,000,000
Budget estimate, 2009 .......... [ - 19,880,000
Recommended, 2009 .............. . —19,880,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... — 18,880,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ....... RTSR —

NET AFPPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2008 ... i e $4,459,000
Budget estimate, 2009 .......... —
Recommended, 2000 ... e ven s —_
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... e —4,459,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ..., —
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In the Consolidated Appropriations Act of 2008, Congress author-
ized the Department to issue loan guarantees under Title XVII of
the Energy Policy Act of 2005 (EPACT) until September 30, 2009.
The budget request seeks +to extend authorization for
$20,000,000,000 for eligible projects other than nuclear power fa-
cilities through fiscal year 2010 and $18,500,000,000 for eligible
nuclear power facilities through fiscal year 2011.

The Committee recommends lean guarantee authority under
Title XVII of EPACT be made available through fiscal year 2011
for eligible projects other than nuclear power facilities in the
amount of $28500,000,000 to be allocated as follows;
$6,000,000,000 for coal based power generation and industrial gas-
ification activities at retrofitted and new facilities that incorporate
carbon capture and sequestration or other beneficial uses of carbon;
$2,000,000,000 for advanced coal gasification; $2,000,000,000 for
advanced nuclear facilities for the “front-end” of the nuclear fuel
cycle; and $18,500,000,000 for renewable and/or energy efficient
systems and manufacturing, and distributed energy generation,
transmission and distribution, an increase of loan authority in the
amount of $8,500,000,000 over the request. The Committee also
recommends $18,500,000,000 in loan authority for eligible nuclear
power facilities to be made available through fiscal year 2011.

The Committee supports language in the budget request allowing
the collection of fees to offset the administrative expenses of the
loan guarantee program, in the amount of $19,880,000.

The Committee continues language, not proposed by the Admin-
istration, that limits the use of funds until a loan guarantee imple-
mentation plan has been approved by the Committees on Appro-
priations.

While the EPACT assumes the Title XVII loan program to be
self-financed, the Congressional Budget Office assumes there is a
credit subsidy cost to the government. As such, the Committee
makes available $440,000,000 of budget authority to cover the cost
of this risk, in addition to $25,000,000 of advanced authority from
the fiscal year 2008 enacted appropriation, for an overall scoring
adjustment of $465,000,000, shown in the Comparative Statement
of New Budget Authority (CSBA) in the back of the report,

DEPARTMENTAL ADMINISTRATION
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)

GROSS APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2008 ... e et $309,662,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 272,144,000
Recommended, 2009 ...ccooocviiveinerinrrnarees 272,144,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... — 37,518,000

Budget estimate, 2009 —

REVENUES

Appropriation, 2008 ... — B161,247 000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... —117,317,000
Recommended, 2009 ... tae e -~117,317,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +43,930,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... s —
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NET APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2008 ............... $148,415,000

Budget estimate, 2009 154,827,000
Recommended, 2009 ....... 154,827,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... reveeens +6,412,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ...

The Committee recommendation for Departmental Administra-
tion is $272,144,000, the same as the budget request. The rec-
ommendation for revenues is $117,317,000, consistent with the
budget request, resulting in a net appropriation of $154,827,000.
The Congressional Budget Office concurs with this estimate for rev-
enues in fiscal year 2009. 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.

Departmental Offices—The Committee recommends $65,500,000
for the Management account, a decrease of $1,500,000 below the
budget request; $43,548,600 for the Chief Financial Officer, a de-
crease of $1,500,000 below the budget request; and, $17,969,000 for
the Office of Policy and International Affairs, a decrease of
$1,500,000 below the budget request. These accounts received sig-
nificant increases in fiscal year 2008 over fiscal year 2007 levels,
and the Committee does not support additional increases again in
fiscal year 2009,

Office of Indian Energy Policy and Programs.—The Committee
recommends $4,500,000 within the Departmental Administration
account to establish an Office of Indian Energy Policy and Pro-
grams, as authorized in Section 502 of the Energy Policy Act of
2005, an increase of $4,500,000 over the budget request. Consistent
with the authorization, the Office will coordinate and implement
DOE energy management, conservation, education, and delivery
systems for native Americans.

Transfer from Other Defense Activities.—TFor fiscal year 2009, the
Department requested $108,190,000 as the defense contribution to
the Departmental Administration account. The Committee rec-
ommends the requested amount and expects the Department to
continue to request a proportional defense contribution to Depart-
mental Administration in future fiscal years.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR (GENERAL

Appropriation, 2008 .....covveiiei et $46,057,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 51,927,000
Recommended, 2009 ... e 51,927,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +5,870,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... —

The Office of Inspector General performs agency-wide audit, in-
spection, and investigative functions to identify and correct man-
agement and administrative deficiencies that create conditions for
existing or potential instances of fraud, waste and mismanagement.
The audit function provides financial and performance audits of
programs and operations. The inspections function provides inde-
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pendent inspections and analyses of the effectiveness, efficiency,
and economy of programs and operations. The investigative func-
tion provides for the detection and investigation of improper and il-
legal activities involving programs, personnel, and operations. The
Committee recommendation is $51,927,000, the same as the budget
request.

AToMIc ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

The Atomic Energy Defense Activities programs of the Depart-
ment of Energy in the National Nuclear Security Administration
(NNSA) consist of Weapons Activities, Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation, Naval Reactors, and the Office of the Administrator;
outside of the NNSA, these include Defense Environmental Man-
agement; Other Defense Activities; and Defense Nuclear Waste
Disposal. Descriptions of each of these accounts are provided below.

NATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION

The Department of Energy is responsible for enhancing U.S. na-
tional security through the military application of nuclear tech-
nology and reducing the global danger from the proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction. The National Nuclear Security Ad-
ministration (NNSA), a semi-autonomous agency within the De-
partment, carries out these responsibilities. Established in March
2000 pursuant to Title 32 of the National Defense Authorization
Act for fiscal year 2000 (Public Law 106-65), the NNSA is respon-
sible for the management and operation of the Nation’s nuclear
weapons complex, naval reactors, and nuclear nonproliferation ac-
tivities. Three offices within the NNSA carry out the Department’s
national security mission: the Office of Defense Programs, the Of-
fice of Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation, and the Office of Naval
Reactors. The Office of the NNSA Administrator oversees all NNSA
programs.

NNSA's request for the Weapons Activities and Defense Nuclear
Nonproliferation accounts is, in the view of the Committee, dis-
proportionate and divergent. The request for Weapons Activities is
approximately five times that of the Nuclear Nonproliferation re-
quest. The two are diverging with near symmetry as the Weapons
Activities request is more than five percent above that of the pre-
vious year, while the Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation request is
more than six percent under that of the previous year.

The Committee takes a dim view of these priorities. The quan-
tity, destructive power, and variety of the U.S. weapons stockpile
far exceeds any requirement for deterrence of any deterrable adver-
sary in the post Cold War world. The U.S. nuclear stockpile is re-
markably diverse, resilient, and hypersufficient, and can provide
much more than a valid deterrent despite any conceivable single-
point failure. In contrast, a single failure of nuclear nonprolifera-
tion could have an impact on U.S. national security that would be
almost immeasurably iarge. The Committee urges DOE to take a
more focused approach to this grave challenge in the future.

The Committee recommends $8,823,243,000 for the NNSA, a re-
duction of $274,019,000 below the budget request and a reduction
of $12,958,000 below the fiscal year 2008 level.
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WEAPONS ACTIVITIES
(INCLUDING RESCISSIONS)
Appropriation, 2008 ......coooeiiiiie,

Budget estimate, 2009 ...
Recommended, 2009 .............oooovvveenvioennn.

$6,297,466,000
6,618,079,000
6,201,860,000

Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... —95,606,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ..o - 416,219,000

The goal of the Weapons Activities program is to ensure the safe-
ty, security, reliability and performance of the Nation’s nuclear
weapons stockpile. The program seeks to maintain and refurbish
nuclear weapons to sustain confidence in their safety and reli-
ability under the nuclear testing moratorium and arms reduction
treaties. The Committee’s recommendation provides $6,201,860,000
for Weapons Activities, a reduction of $416,219,000 below the budg-
et request and a reduction of $95,606,000 below the fiscal year
2008 level.

Within this amount, the Committee recommends the rescission of
$165,300,000 in prior year balances.

U.8. Strategic Nuclear Weapons Strategy for the 21st century and
the Future Nuclear Weapons Stockpile—In fiscal year 2008 the
Congress rejected funding of the proposed Reliable Replacement
Warhead (RREW). The President’s budget request for fiscal year
2009 nonetheless included $10,000,000 for RRW. The Committee
once again denies this funding.

The Committee is aware of the advantages of a modern warhead
design and strongly supports improved surety. The Committee also
understands that high margin provides protection against failure
due to compound unknowns. The Committee supports trading off
Cold War high yield for improved reliability, in order to move to
a smaller stockpile requiring a smaller and cheaper weapons com-
plex with no need for nuclear testing.

That said, the Committee remains to be convinced that a new
warhead design will lead to these benefits. The Committee will not
spend the taxpayers’ money for a new generation of warheads pro-
moted as leading to nuclear reductions absent a specified glide
path to a specified, much smaller force of nuclear weapons. Simi-
larly, the Committee finds no logic in spending the taxpayers’
money on a new generation of warheads promoted as avoiding the
need for nuclear testing, while the Secretary of State insists that
:‘Fhe Administration does not support the Comprehensive Test Ban

reaty.”

The Committee also finds no validity in arguments that we
should (1) first build a new nuclear weapons complex and later de-
cide what to do with it, (2) produce a new nuclear warhead and
later contemplate how to arrive at a contemporary, coherent, and
durable strategy for it, or {3) design a new high-margin warhead
first and consider the question of nuclear testing afterward.

Before the Committee will consider funding for most new pro-
grams, substantial changes to the existing nuclear weapons com-
plex, or funding for the RRW, the Committee insists that the fol-
lowing sequence be completed:

(1) replacement of Cold War strategies with a 21st Century
nuclear deterrent strategy sharply focused on today’s and to-
morrow’s threats, and capable of serving the national security
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needs of future Administrations and future Congresses without
need for nuclear testing;

(2) determination of the size and nature of the nuclear stock-
pile sufficient to serve that strategy;

(3) determination of the size and nature of the nuclear weap-
ons complex needed to support that future stockpile.

While all three plans can be explored in parallel, the Committee
will not support a program that skips any of these essential steps
or seeks to execute them out of sequence. Plans to execute these
three steps were specified in the report accompanying the fiscal
year 2008 Omnibus Appropriations Act as requirements for further
consideration of RRW. While the Committee has received prelimi-
nary papers on strategy and on the nuclear complex, none of the
required plans have been submitted. The Committee fully affirms
its fiscal year 2008 position, and in most cases will not approve
new starts in Weapons Activities until this deficiency has been cor-
rected.

The Committee urges augmented integration between the De-
partments of Defense and Energy in developing nuclear weapons
policy. The Department of Energy builds and maintains the nuclear
stockpile, but stockpile size and composition are determined by the
Department of Defense and various interagency bodies. The Com-
mittee was dismayed at a recent hearing to find that the Deputy
Secretary of Defense was unaware that the cost of the nuclear
stockpile is the responsibility of the Department of Energy.

Annual report.—The Secretary of Energy shall, not later than
December 1 of each year, submit a report to Congress specifying,
for the due date of the report and projected for 5, 10, 15, and 20
years after that date, (1) the number of nuclear weapons of each
type in the active and reserve stockpiles (2) the strategic rationale
for each type, and (3) the past and projected future total direct
lifecycle cost of each type.

Reprogramming authority.—The Committee provides limited re-
programming authority within the Weapons Activities account
without submission of a reprogramming request to be approved in
advance by the House and Senate Committees on Appropriations.
The reprogramming control levels will be as follows: subprograms
within Directed Stockpile Work, Life Extension Programs, Stock-
pile Systems, Warhead Dismantlement, Stockpile Services, Science
Campaigns, Engineering Campaigns, Advanced Simulation and
Computing, Pit Manufacturing and Certification, and Readiness
Campaigns. This will provide the flexibility needed to manage
these programs. Because the NNSA has ignored House funding di-
rection in the past, the Committee provides no reprogramming au-
thority between site allocations for Readiness in Technical Base
and Facilities. In addition, funding of not more than $5,000,000
may be transferred between each of these categories and each con-
struction project with the exception of the RTBF site allocations,
subject to the following limitations: only one transfer may be made
to or from any program or project; the transfer must be necessary
to address a risk to health, safety or the environment, or to gain
cost savings; and funds may not be used for an item for which Con-
gress has specifically denied funds or for a new program or project.

The Department must notify Congress within 15 days of the use
of this reprogramming authority. Transfers during the fiscal year




125

which would result in increases or decreases which would exceed
the limitations outlined in the previous paragraph require prior no-
tification of and approval by the House and Senate Committees on
Appropriations.

DIRECTED STOCKPILE WORK

The Committee recommendation provides $1,398,651,000 for Di-
rected Stockpile Work (DSW), a reduction of $277,064,000 below
the budget request. Directed Stockpile Work includes all activities
that directly support weapons in the nuclear stockpile, including
maintenance, research, development, engineering, certification, dis-
mantlement, and disposal activities. The DSW account provides all
the direct funding for the Department’s life extension activities,
which are designed to extend the service life of the existing nuclear
weapons stockpile by providing new subsystems and components
for each warhead as needed.

Life  Extension  Programs.—The Committee recommends
$211,385,000 for the DSW Life Extension Programs, the same as
the request.

Stockpile Systems.—The Committee recommends $338,682,000
for the DSW stockpile systems activities, the same as the request.

Reliable Replacement Warhead (REW).—The Committee rec-
ommendation provides no funding for the reliable replacement war-
head (RRW) and includes bill language prohibiting the expenditure
of funds on this activity, for reasons described above. The Com-
mittee does not intend the fiscal year 2009 Appropriations Bill pro-
hibition on expenditures for RRW to restrict non-RRW expendi-
tures in other programs, including Enhanced Surety and Advanced
Certification.

Weapons Dismantlement and Disposition—The Committee ree-
ommendation provides $189,711,000 for the warhead dismantle-
ment program, an increase of $5,999,000 over the budget request.
Within these funds, the Committee directs $5,000,000 for the dis-
mantlement initiative at the Device Assembly Facility at the Ne-
vada Test Site, in order to examine a capability to dismantle small
numbers of troublesome individual warheads without interfering
with the large-scale entire-type dismantlements at Pantex.

Stockpile Services—The Committee recommendation provides
$658,873,000 for the DSW Stockpile Services activities, a decrease
of $273,063,000 from the request. The Committee recommends
$250,000,000 for Production Support which is a decrease of
$52,126,000 from the request; $33,329,000 for Research and Devel-
opment Support which is a decrease of $2,902,000 from the request;
$161,984,000 for Research and Development Certification and Safe-
ty which is a decrease of $31,391,000 from the request;
$160,000,000 for Management, Technology, and Production which
is a decrease of $41,375,000 from the request. All recommendations
in this paragraph are the same as the IHouse-passed recommenda-
tions in fiscal year 2008; the Committee recommends confining
spending to that level in light of competing priorities.

The Committee commends NNSA for developing and certifying a
new pit that does not require testing. But the W88 warhead, with
its very high yield and yield/weight ratio, serves obsolete Cold War
concepts rather than current or future needs, and manufacture of
additional pits in order to avoid reducing the W88 force is not war-
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ranted. Therefore the Committee recommends no funding for Pit
Manufacturing. In order to maintain future options, the Committee
recommends $53,560,000, the same as the request, for Pit Manu-
facturing Capability.

CAMPAIGNS

Campaigns are focused on efforts involving the three weapons
laboratories, the Nevada Test Site, the weapons production plants,
and selected external organizations to address critical capabilities
needed to achieve program objectives. For Campaigns the Com-
mittee recommends $1,658,301,000, which is $26,468,000 above the
request and $215,533,000 below the fiscal year 2008 appropriation,

From within funds provided for the various campaigns, the Com-
mittee recommends $4,237,000, $2,137,000 above the budget re-
quest and the same as the fiscal year 2008 funding, for the univer-
sity research program in robotics (URPR) for the development of
advanced robotic technologies for strategic national applications.

Science Campuaign.—The Committee recommends ¥307,662,000,
which is $15,408,000 less than the request. The Committee rec-
ommends $20,000,000 for Advanced Certification Non-RRW, the
same as the request for Advanced Certification, which Advanced
Certification Non-RRW replaces, while specifying that no funding
herein provided is available for RRW. The Committee recommends
$74,413,000 for Primary Assessment Technologies, the same as the
request. The Committee recommends $23,734,000 for Dynamic Plu-
tonium Experiments, the same as the request. The Committee rec-
ommends $79,292,000 for Secondary Assessment Technologies, the
same as the request. The Committee recommends $80,805,000 for
Dynamic Materials Properties, which is $5,000,000 below the re-
quest.

The Committee commends NNSA for its outstanding Stockpile
Stewardship program, which has performed better than expected
and has created a technically superior alternative to nuclear test-
ing. Stockpile Stewardship has enabled us to observe nuclear weap-
ons phenomena more directly, in far more detail, and using statis-
tically more significant samples, than could ever be possible with
nuclear testing. Because of current progress in Stockpile Steward-
ship, in particular the recent results from the Dual-Axis Radio-
graphic Hydrodynamic Test Facility (DAHRT), the Committee finds
no evidence that nuclear testing would add a useful increment to
the immense and expanding body of weapons knowledge arising
from Stockpile Stewardship. This is doubly fortuitous in that nu-
clear testing has become a non-executable mission, because of prob-
able diplomatic and nuclear proliferation reactions as well as prob-
able local opposition to nuclear testing. For all these reasens, the
Committee recommends no funding for nuclear test readiness, a de-
crease of $10,048,000 below the request.

Engineering Campaign.—For Engineering Campaign, the Com-
mittee recommends $163,992,000, an increase of 521,250,000 over
the request. The Committee recommends $70,000,000 for Enhanced
Surety Non-RRW, an increase of $34,359,000 over the request for
Enhanced Surety, which Enhanced Surety Non-RRW replaces.
However, the Committee directs that none of the funds herein pro-
vided are available for RRW. The Committee directs that priority
for Enhanced Surety Non-RRW go to those weapon types at great-
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est long-term risk. The Committee recommends $8,644,000 for Nu-
clear Survivability, which is $13,109,000 below the request and the
same as the fiscal year 2008 appropriation; the Committee has sig-
nificant doubts regarding the basic thrust of this program.

Inertial Confinement Fusion and High Yield Campaign.—The
Committee recommendation provides $508,062,000 for the Inertial
Confinement Fusion and High Yield Campaign, an increase of
$86,820,000 over the budget request. Within the funds provided for
Inertial Confinement Fusion and High Yield Campaign, the Com-
mittee recommends $68,300,000, which is $10,000,000 above the re-
quest, for the Laboratory for Laser Energetics. The Committee rec-
ommends increases of $8,000,000 over the request for Ignition,
$14,600,000 for NIF Diagnostics, Cryogenics, and Experimental
Support; $200,000 for Pulsed Power Inertial Confinement Fusion;
$20,820,000 for Facility Operations and Target Production;
$25,600,000 for Inertial Fusion Technology (HAPL), $15,000,000 for
the Naval Research Laboratory, and $2,600,000 for NIF Assembly
and Installation. The Committee recommends $3,147,000, the same
as the request, for the Joint Program in High Energy Density Lab-
oratory Plasmas.

Advanced Simulation and Computing Campaign.—The Com-
mittee recommends for the Advanced Simulation and Computing
Campaign $495,548,000, which is $66,194,000 below the request.

Readiness Campaigns.—The Committee recommends for the
Readiness Campaigns $183,037,000, the same as the request.

READINESS IN TECHNICAL BASE AND FACILITIES (RTBF)

The Committee recommends $1,510,968,000 for Readiness in
Technical Base and Facilities, a decrease of $209,555,000 from the
request.

Operation of facilities.—The Committee recommends $20,000,000
above the request for Pantex, to be used to improve physical secu-
rity and fire-suppression capability.

The Committee recommends $32,092,000 above the request in
order for Livermore Laboratory to strengthen security and continue
preparations for the safe removal of plutonium. The Committee di-
rects the Secretary of Energy to ensure that Livermore Laboratory
has, no later than 60 days of enactment of this Act, sufficient pro-
tective capability in place, as confirmed by the Office of Inde-
pendent Oversight, to successfully defend Superblock against the
2005 Design Basis Threat. The Committee directs the Secretary to
report to Congress, within 90 days of enactment of this Act, on all
Category I Special Nuclear Material at Superblock that can be
readily transferred to the Device Assembly Facility at the Nevada
Test Site and/or Pantex for interim storage. The Committee directs
NNSA to provide Congress, within 120 days of enactment of this
Act, with a report that contains a schedule and budget for the
movement of the identified material for interim storage.

The Cominittee recommends $76,353,000 which is the same as
the fiscal year 2008 House-passed bill, for Kansas City Plant;
$292,595,000 which is $5,517,000 below the request and $7,570,000
above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation, for Los Alamos National
Laboratory; $61,127,000, $3,736,000 below the request for the Ne-
vada Test Site; $127,287,000, the same as the request, for Sandia
National Laboratories, including $1,500,000 for the Advanced Engi-
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neering Environment; for Savannah River Site $77,410,000, the
same as the fiscal year 2008 House-passed bill; for Y-12,
$216,904,000 which is the same as the request; and for Institu-
tional Site Support, $57,837,000 which is the same as the request.

The Committee recommends $73,841,000 for Program Readiness,
$72.509,000 for Material Recycle and Recovery, $23,898,000 for
Containers, and $29,846,000 for Storage. All recommendations in
this paragraph are the same as the request.

RTBF Construction.—The Committee recommends no funding for
the Radioactive Liquid Waste Treatment Facility or for the Chem-
istry and Metallurgy Research Facility Replacement (CMRR). In
the absence of critical decisions on the nature and size of the stock-
pile, which in turn generate requirements for the nature and ca-
pacity of the nuclear weapons complex, it is impossible to deter-
mine the capacity required of either of these facilities. It would be
imprudent to design and construct on the basis of a guess at their
required capacity. The Committee reiterates that significant fund-
ing for complex transformation, or for new weapons program starts,
will not be provided until the steps outlined in the Explanatory
Statement accompanying the Fiscal Year 2008 Omnibus Appropria-
tions Act, and under the heading “Weapons Activities” above, have
been completed.

The Committee recommends no funding for 09-D-404, Test Ca-
pabilities Revitalization IT or for 08-D-806, Ion Beam Laboratory
Refurbishment, both at Sandia National Laboratory. Each is a new
start in the absence of a strategy defining the requirements for the
facility.

The Committee recommends $15,008,000, which is $13,225,000
below the request and the same as the fiscal year 2008 appropria-
tion, for 08-D-802 High Explosives Pressing Facility, Pantex. The
Committee recommends $5,885,000, which is $2,015,000 below the
request and the same as the fiscal year 2008 appropriation, for 08—
D804, TA-55 Reinvestment Project, Los Alamos National Labora-
tory.

The Committee recommends funding for all other RTBF Con-
struction projects at the requested level.

FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE RECAPITALIZATION PROGRAM (FIRF)

The FIRP program was begun in fiscal year 2002 to work off the
deferred maintenance requirements that were allowed to build up
at all the nuclear weapons complex sites. The Committee rec-
ommendation for Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Pro-
gram is $169,549,000, the same as the budget request.

TRANSFORMATION DISPOSITION

The ohjective of this program is to develop and apply an inte-
grated and prioritized inventory of excess facilities and infrastruc-
ture projects, focusing on disposition by funding the minor decon-
tamination, dismantlement, removal and disposal through transfer
or sale of excess facilities. The Committee continues to encourage
efforts to reduce the overall facility footprint of the complex. The
Committee recommends $77,391,000, the same as the request, for
Transformation Disposition, notwithatanding that it is a new start
in the absence of the required overall strategy, because it is a strat-
egy-independent commendable step toward reducing the cost of op-
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erating the complex. The Committee continues to expect that serv-
ices for decontamination, decommissioning, and demolition of ex-
cess facilities services be procured through open competition where
such actions provide the best return on investment for the federal
government.

SAFEGUARDS AND SECURITY

Secure Transportation Asset.—The Secure Transportation Asset
program provides for the safe, secure movement of nuclear weap-
ons, special nuclear materials, and non-nuclear weapon components
between military locations and nuclear weapons complex facilities
within the United States. The Committee recommends
$221,072,000, the same as the request, for the Secure Transpor-
tation Asset.

Cyber Security.—The Committee recommends funding Cyber Se-
curity at $122,511,000, the same as the request.

Defense  Nuclear  Security.—The Committee recommends
$713,649,000 for Defense Nuclear Security Operations and Mainte-
nance, which is $23,432,000 above the request in order for Pantex
to meet the 2005 Design Basis Threat. The Committee recommends
$47,111,000, the same as the request, for Defense Nuclear Security
construction.

NUCLEAR WEAPONS INCIDENT RESPONSE

The Nuclear Weapons Incident Response (NWIR) program re-
sponds to and mitigates nuclear and radiological incidents world-
wide. The Committee recommends $221,936,000, the same as the
request, for Nuclear Weapons Incident Response.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS AND OPERATIONS

The Committee recommends $40,587,000, the same as the re-
quest, for Environmental Projects and Operations.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

The Committee recommends the use of $366,000 of prior vear
balances as requested. In addition, the Committee rescinds
$165,300,000 in prior year balances and directs their use to meet
fiscal year 2009 needs as described above.

Congressionally Directed Projects-—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $20,500,000 for the following House-directed projects
and activities.
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED WEAPONS ACTIVITIES PROJECTS

PROJECT

ADVANCED ENGINEERING ENVIRONMENT FOR SANDIA NATIONAL LAB, CA. (MA)
CENTER FOR COMPUTATIONAL SIMULATION AND VISUALIZATION {IN}

CYBER SECURITY - CIMTRAK - IN {IN)

DISTRIBUTEDR DATA DRIVEN TEST ENVIRONMENT (OH)

LABORATORY FOR ADVANCED LASER-TARGET INTERACTIONS (O
MATTER-RADIATION INTERACTIONS IN EXTREMES (MARIE) (NM)
MULTI-DISCIPLINED INTEGRATED COLLABORATIVE ENVIRONMENT (MDICE} (MO}
SECURE ADVANCED SUPERCOMPUTING PLATFORM AT NEXTEDGE {OH)
TECHNICAL PRODUCT DATA NITIATIVE (CH}

$1,500,000
$5,000,000
$1,000,000
3,500,000
$2,500,600
$1,000,000
$,000,000
$4,000,000
$1,000,000
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DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION

Anppropriation, 2008 ........ $1,657,996,000

Budget estimate, 2009 e 1,247,048,000
Recommended, 2009 ...... 1,530,048,000
Comparison:
Kppropriation, 2008 ..., . — 127,948,000
Budget estimate, 2009 .........ooc...... +283,000,000

The Defense Nuclear Nonpreliferation account includes funding
for Nonproliferation and Verification Research and Development;
Nonproliferation and International Security (Global Initiatives for
Proliferation Prevention and Highly Enriched Uranium Trans-
parency Implementation programs are funded within the Non-
proliferation and International Security activities); Nonprolifera-
tion Programs with Russia including International Materials Pro-
tection, Control, and Cooperation, Elimination of Weapons-Grade
Plutonium Production; U.S. Uranium Disposition (formerly Fissile
Materials Disposition); and the Global Threat Reduction Initiative.

The Committee’s recommendation for Defense Nuclear Non-

roliferation is $1,530,048,000, which is an increase of
5283,000,000 above the budget and a decrease of $127,948,000
below the appropriation provided in fiscal year 2008.

The Committee provides funding direction for a total program
level for Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation activities in fiscal year
2009 of $1,541,466,000, $293,500,000 above the fiscal year 2009
budget request and $116,530,000 below the appropriation provided
in fiscal year 2008. The Committee directs the use of $11,418,000
of prior year balances in fiscal year 2009 to accelerate high priority
nuclear nonproliferation activities. Thig amount is significantly less
than was available in fiscal year 2008 and accounts for the vast
majority of the decrease from current year levels. In no sense does
the decrease from fiscal year 2008 indicate a decrease in Com-
mittee support for Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation.

NATIONAL SECURITY VALUE ADDED

The Committee views NNSA’s nuclear nonproliferation mission
as a vital component of national security. The Committee expects
NNBSA to lead the U.S. Government’s nuclear nonproliferation ef-
fort through strategic investment planning across all foreign and
domestic stakeholders as well as the expansion of cooperative bor-
der detection opportunities around the world. The Committee di-
rects NNSA to expand and intensify its efforts to further constrict
avenues for illicit transport of nuclear and radiological material.
This effort should include an appropriate allocation of resources to
support proactive, intelligence-driven security operations as well as
to strengthen the current and planned global nuclear detection ar-
chitecture.

The Committee’s increase above the request reflects recognition
that nuclear nonproliferation is the front line in the global war on
terror protecting the U.S. against terrorist use of a nuclear device
or material on U.S, or allied soil. The consequences, domestically
and internationally, of such an act are difficult to quantify or imag-
ine; the large inventories of special nuclear material in vulnerable
locations worldwide and the well-known hostile intent of terrorist
movements to inflict the maximumn devastation on human civiliza-
tion make this threat very real. Although past financial commit-
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ments by the Committee to address the terrorist threat of a nuclear
detonation in a U.S. city were significant, the urgency increases
each year large inventories of nuclear material continue to exist in
inadequately secured locations. The financial commitment in the
Committee recommendation is clear Congressional dirvection to the
Administration to shift nuclear nonproliferation issues from a mar-
ginally supported security program to one of the highest national
security priorities.

NONPROLIFERATION AND VERIFICATION RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

The nonproliferation and verification research and development -
program conducts applied research, development, testing, and eval-
uation of science and technology for strengthening the United
States response to threats to national security and to world peace
posed by the proliferation of nuclear weapons and special nuclear
materials. Activities center on the design and production of oper-
ational sensor systems needed for proliferation detection, treaty
verification, nuclear warhead dismantlement initiatives, and intel-
ligence activities.

The Committee recommends $276,009,000 for Nonproliferation
and Verification Research and Development, $918,000 above the
budget request, and directs that the increase be used for Prolifera-
tion Detection. The Committee directs that contracts for nuclear
detection be awarded on basis of merit, and not be limited to the
national laboratories.

NONPROLIFERATION AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

The Committee recommendation provides $165,295,000 for Non-
proliferation and International Security, $24,828,000 above the
budget request and $15,302,000 above the fiscal year 2008 appro-
priation.

All funding for, or to support, the Global Nuclear Energy Part-
nership (GNEP) activities within the Office of Nonproliferation and
International Security is explicitly denied. The Committee finds the
nuclear nonproliferation arguments for the GNEP reprocessing ini-
tiative, which actually advocates the spread of weapons grade spe-
cial nuclear materials and reprocessing technologies, to be
unpersuasive and contradictory.

Warhead Dismantlement and Fissile Materials Transparency.—
The Committee recommends $13,791,000 for Warhead Dismantle-
ment and Fissile Materials Transparency, which is $250,000 below
the request and $1,000 above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation,
thus deleting funding for, or to support, this component of GNEP.

International Nuclear Safeguards and Engagement Program.—
The Committee recommends $26,036,000 for the International Nu-
clear Safeguards and Engagement Program, which is $15,000,000
above the request and $16,892,000 above the fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriation. The Committee directs that the additional funding be
used for professional recruitment programs and international co-
operation programs to deploy next-generation nuclear safeguards,
with priority to upgrading existing safeguarded facilities.

Global Initiatives for Proliferation Prevention (IPP) Program.—
The Committee is gravely concerned about pervasive and profound
problems within the Global Initiatives for Proliferation Prevention
(IPP) Program. The Committee fully supports the laudable goal of
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this program, which is to transition former Soviet weapons of mass
destruction (WMD) scientists and engineers into non-WMD jobs
and remove economic incentives for those individuals to market
their abilities to terrorist groups and/or nations. Unfortunately, the
program’s excellent theory has been, in many respects, nof con-
sonant with its practice. The Committee is concerned that in some
cases IPP funds are being used to support scientists who do not
have WMD experience, and to bring in new WMD scientists rather
than providing incumbent scientists with a path out. Claims of the
number of successful non-WMD job placements of former WMD sci-
entists are not independently verified. Given the significantly im-
proved state of the Russian economy, the risk of brain drain to ter-
rorists, and thus the fundamental need for this program, is called
into doubt. Because of a sluggish and overly complex system for ac-
counting for payments, large excess balances have been carried in
this program. Of most grave concern is the fact that IPP funds
have been given to Russian institutes conducting work on Iran’s
Bushehr reactor, with concomitant risk of contributing to an Ira-
nian nuclear weapons program. The Committee recommends
$11,157,000, which is $12,687,000 below the request and
$19,801,000 below the fiscal year 2008 appropriation. None of these
funds may be obligated or expended for, or in support of, GNEP,
or for Russian institutes conducting work on or with Iranian nu-
clear technology or facilities.

The Committee directs the Secretary of Energy to prepare an
exit strategy for IPP from Russia, with milestones leading to termi-
nating the program in Russia no later than January 1, 2012, and
to submit a report on this strategy to all authorizing and appro-
priating committees of jurisdiction no later than 90 days after en-
actment of this Act. The report is to include an independently
verifiable plan for confining the program to Soviet-era WMD sci
entists from states of the former Soviet Union and to scientists in
any other state who began his or her specialized training before the
inception of IPP in that country.

Nuclear Sofeguards Program.—The Committee recommends
$26,286,000 for the Nuclear Safeguards Program, which is
$15,000,000 above the request and $7,029,000 above the fiscal year
2008 appropriation. This additional funding is to reinvigorate inter-
national safeguards technology development, and to develop inno-
vative concepts and techniques for nuclear safeguards. None of
these funds may be obligated or expended for, or in support of,
GNEP.

International Nuclear Security.—The International Nuclear Secu-
rity program conducts valuable physical protection assessments to
verify that foreign sites holding nuclear materials are adequately
protected. The Committee recommends $19,584,000, which is
$15,000,000 above the request and $14,680,000 above the fiscal
year 2008 appropriation. None of these funds may hbe obligated or
expended for, or in support of, GNEP.

Treaties and  Agreements.—The Committee recommends
$15,215,000, which is $545,000 below the request and $11,336,000
above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation, thus deleting all funds
for, or in support of, this component of GNEP.
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INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR MATERIALS PROTECTION AND COOPERATICN

The International Nuclear Materials Protection and Cooperation
(MPC&A) program is designed to work cooperatively with Russia
and the border states of the former Soviet Union to secure weapons
and weapons-usable nuclear material. The focus is to improve the
physical security at facilities that possess or process significant
guantities of nuclear weapons-usable materials that are of pro-
liferation concern. Programmatic activities include installing moni-
toring equipment, inventorying nuclear material, improving the
Russian security culture, and establishing a security infrastruc-
ture.

The Committee recommends $509,448,000 for MPC&A activities,
an increase of $79,754,000 over the request and, because of de-
creased resources as explained above, $115,034,000 below the fiscal
yvear 2008 appropriation.

Civilian  Nuclear  Sites.—The  Commiltee  recommends
$54,469,000 for protection of civiian nuclear sites, an increase of
$20,000,000 above the request and $281,000 above the fiscal year
2008 appropriation.

Second Line of Defense (SLD) core program.—The Committee rec-
ommends $88,553,000, an increase of $10,000,000 above the re-
quest and a decrease of $47,482,000 below the fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriation,

MegaPorts.—The Committee recommends $183,845,000 for
MegaPorts, an increase of $49,754,000 above the request and
$53,000,000 above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation.

ELIMINATION OF WEAPONS-GRADE PLUTONIUM PRODUCTION

The Committee recommendation for the Elimination of Weapons-
Grade Plutonium Production Program (EWGPP) is $141,299,000,
the same as the budget request and $38,641,000 below the fiscal
year 2008 appropriation. EWGPP is a cooperative effort. with the
Federation of Russia to halt plutonium production at the only three
nuclear plutonium power-generation reactors still in operation, two
located at Seversk and one at Zheleznogorsk. The three reactors
had approximately 15 years of remaining service life and could
have generated an additional 25 metric tons of weapons-grade plu-
tonium. They also would have provided heat and electricity re-
quired for the surrounding communities. The program approach is
to shut down these three reactors by providing two alternative fos-
sil-fueled energy plants to supply heat and electricity to the sur-
rounding communities currently being supplied by the plutonium
plants. The funding reduction from fiscal year 2008 to the Commit-
tee’s present recommendation reflects the pending conclusion of
this program, as the two plants at Seversk will be shut down by
{;)he end of 2008 and the plant at Zhelenogorsk will be shut down

v 2010.

FISSILE MATERIALS DISPOSITION

The Committee recommendation provides $41,774,000 for fissile
materials disposition activities, the same as the budget request and
$24,461,000 below fiscal year 2008. No funding for Mixed Oxide
Fuel Fabrication (MOX) is requested or recommended here, since
funding for that program has been moved to Nuclear Energy.
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GLOBAL THREAT REDUCTION INITIATIVE

The Global Threat Reduction Initiative (GTRI) mission is to iden-
tify, secure, remove and facilitate the disposition of high-risk, vul-
nerable nuclear and radiological materials and equipment around
the world. The Committee places very high priority on this initia-
tive, and recommends $406,641,000 for GTRI activities, an increase
of $187,000,000 over the budget request and $213,416,000 over the
fiscal year 2008 appropriation. The additional funds are provided
to accelerate securing of these materials around the world.

Within this initiative, the Committee recommends:

Highly Enriched Uranium Reactor Conversion.—The Committee
recommends $99,300,000 for Highly Enriched Uranium Reactor
Conversion, which is $50,000,000 above the request and
$65,481,000 above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation. This essen-
tial program will accelerate conversion of uranium reactors from
Highly Enriched Uranium (HEU) to Low-Enriched Uranium (LEU)
which is an order of magnitude less suited for use in an improvised
nuclear weapon. The Committee commends NNSA for its work on
new technologies that should enable conversion to LEU to become
more commerciaily attractive for peaceful uses,

Russian-origin Nuclear Material Removal.—The Committee rec-
ommends $49,200,000 for Russian-origin Nuclear Material Re-
moval, which is $10,000,000 above the request and $49,200,000
above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation.

U.S.-origin Nuclear Material Removal—The Committee rec-
ommends $14,300,000 for U.S.-origin Nuclear Material Removal,
which is $10,000,000 above the request and $14,300,000 above the
fiscal year 2008 appropriation.

Gap Nuclear Material Removal.—The Committee recommends
$60,721,000 for Gap Nuclear Material Removal, which is
$20,000,000 above the request and $60,721,000 above the fiscal
year 2008 appropriation.

Emerging Threats Nuclear Material Removal.—The Committee
recommends $12,000,000 for Emerging Threats Nuclear Material
Removal, which is $10,000,000 above the request and $12,000,000
above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation.

International Radiological Material Removal.—The Committee
recommends $23,000,000 for International Radiological Material
Removal, which is $7,000,000 above the request and $23,000,000
above the fiscal year 2008 appropriation.

Domestic Nuclear Material Removal—The Committee rec-
ommends $29,400,000 for Domestic Nuclear Material Removal,
which is $15,000,000 above the request and $29,400,000 above the
fiscal year 2008 appropriation. The Committee directs NNSA to
work with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to develop and im-
plement a cooperative plan to secure and/or remove domestic radio-
logical sources, To the extent practicable, this plan should improve
neentives for holders of radiological material to ensure its proper
disposal. This plan shall be transmitted to the Committee not later
than 180 days following enactment of this Act.

International Material Protection.—The Committee recommends
$23,420,000 for International Material Protection, $15,000,000
above the request and $23,420,000 above the fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriation.
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Domestic Material Protection.—The Committee recommends
$75,500,000 for Domestic Material Protection, which is $50,000,000
above the request and $75,500,000 above the fiscal year 2008 ap-
propriation.

INTERNATIONAL NUCLEAR FUEL BANK

In fiscal year 2008, an unrequested $49,545,000 was appro-
priated under Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation as the United
States Government’s contribution to the implementation of an
International Nuclear Fuel Bank to establish a nuclear fuel supply
for peaceful means under the auspices of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA). The International Nuclear Fuel Bank is in-
tended to provide a nuclear fuel stockpile to be available as a fuel
supply reserve for nations that have made the sovereign choice to
develop their civilian nuclear energy industry based on foreign
sources of nuclear fuel and therefore have no requirement to de-
velop an indigenous nuclear fuel enrichment capability.

No additional funds are recommended for fiscal year 2009. The
Committee’s support for the International Fuel Bank as a multi-
national program remains strong, and the Committee hopes to see
contributions from other nations to this important initiative. But
while it awaits multinational support, the Committee does not view
further U.S. contributions from fiscal year 2009 funds to be war-
ranted, and therefore recommends no additional funding, but in-
tends to revisit this promising program in future years. The Com-
mittee directs NNSA to be prepared to report on the progress of the
International Fuel Bank, including U.S. expenditures and foreign
contributions.

FUNDING ADJUSTMENTS

As stated above, the Committee direction for funding adjust-
ments in Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation includes $11,418,000
use of prior year balances.

Congressionally Directed Projects.—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $1,000,000 for the following House-directed project.
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED DEFENSE NUCLEAR
NONPROLIFERATION PROJECTS

PROJECT

NUCLEAR SECURITY SCIENCE AND POLICY INSTITUTE (TX) 81,000,400
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NavaL REACTORS

Appropriation, 2008 ... s $774,686,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ........ 828,054,000
Recommended, 2008 .........cooiaimvimninirnie sttt 828,054,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +53,368,000

Budget estimate, 2008 ...

The Naval Reactors program is responsible for all aspects of
naval nuclear propulsion from technology development through re-
actor operations to ultimate reactor plant disposal. The program
provides for the design, development, testing, and evaluation of im-
proved naval nuclear propulsion plants and reactor cores, These ef-
forts are critical to ensuring the safety and reliability of 102 oper-
ating Naval reactor plants and to developing the next generation
reactor. The Committee recommendation provides $828,054,000,
the same as the request, for Naval Reactors activities.

OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR

ApPropriation, 2008 ..o i $402,137,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ....... 404,081,000
Recommended, 2008 ..o mnese et s 428,581,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... 26,444,000
Budget estimate, 2008 ... . 24,560,000

The Office of the Administrator of the National Nuclear Security
Administration (NNSA) provides corporate planning and oversight
for Defense Programs, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation, and
Naval Reactors, including the NNSA field offices in New Mexico,
Nevada, and California. The Committee recommendation is
$428,581,000, which is 26,444,000 above the fiscal year enacted
level and $24,500,000 above the request.

The Committee recommendation provides $12,000, the same as
the request, for official reception and representation expenses for
the NNSA.

Program Direction for Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation.—The
Administrator is directed to support the increase in Defense Nu-
clear Nonproliferation activities with sufficient resources for ex-
panded nuclear nonproliferation activities.

Support to Minority Colleges and Universities.—The Committee
commends NNSA for its aggressive program to take advantage of
the Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCU) edu-
cational institutions across the country in order to deepen the re-
cruiting pool of diverse scientific and technical staff available to the
NNSA and its national laboratories in support of the nation’s na-
tional security programs. The President’s budget request included
up to $13,600,000 for its contribution to this important program.
The Committee recommends $31,000,000 including $3,300,000 for
the Dr. Samuel P. Massie Chairs of Excellence, as the NNSA. con-
tribution to the Department’s support for the HBCUs. The Com-
mittee expects the Department to provide financial support in
ro%gI})l parity to both HBCUs and the Hispanic Serving Institutions
(HSI).

Educational Advancement Alliance HBCU Graduate program.—
The Committee further recommends $5,000,000 to suppert the
Educational Advancement Alliance HBCU Graduate program. The
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Committee directs these funds to be used for scholarships to HBCU
graduates pursuing a graduate program leading to a degree in the
sciences within five years of graduation from the HBCU, The pro-
gram will include a National Conference for Potential Scholars and
an endowment.

Defense Environmental Management Program for Argonne Na-
tional Laboratories.—The Committee directs $10,000,000 to be
transferred from the Office of the Administrator to the Defense En-
vironmental Management Program for Argonne National Labora-
tories to address the radioactive contamination and material legacy
that exists at the site for facilities that are no longer used and re-
quire remediation.

Congressionally Directed Projects.—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $24,500,000 for the following House-directed projects
and activities.
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR

(NNSA) PROJECTS

PROJECT

ACE PROGRAM AT MARICOPA COUNTY COMMUNITY COLLEGES (AZ)

CENTRAL STATE UNIVERSITY {OH)

EAA HBGL GRADUATE PROGRAM (PA)

HISTORICALLY BLACK COLLEGES AND UNIVERSITIES $CIENCE ENHANCEMENT
PROGRAM (5C)

MARSHALL FUND, MINGRITY ENERGY SCIENCE INITIATIVE (NC.NY, FX, MD)
MOREHOUSE COLLEGE MINORITY ENFRGY SCIENCE RESEARCH AND EDUCATION
NITIATIVE (GA)

WILBERFORCE UNIVERSITY (GH)

31,000,000
$1.500,600
$5.000.000

$10,500,080
33,000,000

$2.000,000
§1,500,060
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DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

The Defense Environmental Management (EM) program is re-
sponsible for identifying and reducing risks and managing waste at
sites where the Department carried out defense-related nuclear re-
search and production activities that resulted in radioactive, haz-
ardous, and mixed waste contamination requiring remediation, sta-
bilization, or some other cleanup action.

The Committee continues to be dismayed with the management
and accountability of the Environmental Management program. Be-
cause the Department has failed to respond thoroughly and
promptly to Committee inquiries, the Committee has come to rely
on the work of the Government Accountability Office to ascertain
the current status of EM operations, often leaving the impression
that the EM organization is in a constant state of disarray. The
Committee takes its oversight responsibilities seriously, to ensure
that taxpayers get good value for their money. However, the Com-
mittee is less and less confident in the ability of the Department
to manage these cleanup projects and be financially accountable.

Operating Projects.—The Office of Environmental Management
(EM) oversees scores of projects, worth billions of dollars, to clean
up nuclear waste resulting from nuclear weapons production. EM
manages work in the EM project management system according to
construction projects, and operating projects. Construction projects
are facilities that are designed and built; operating projects tend to
be “level of effort” activities, such as stabilizing and disposing of
waste, nuclear facility decontamination and decommissioning, and
soil and water remediation. EM manages approximately 82 oper-
ating projects, 10 of which exceed $1,000,000,000 over the near-
term project schedule (typically five years). The Government Ac-
countability Office (GAO) and others have consistently cited ongo-
ing EM management and contractor oversight problems that have
resulted in significant cost increases and schedule delays. Because
these reviews generally focused on construction projects, the Com-
mittee recently asked the GAO to evaluate the management of
EM’s operating projects, given the significant dollar value of these
activities. Specifically, the Committee asked GAO to determine the
extent to which scope, cost and schedule have changed; identify
major factors contributing to cost, scope and schedule changes, and
identify obstacles to effectively managing operating projects and
contracts. GAO’s preliminary results indicate that cost increases
and schedule delays for EM operating projects are not reflected in
near-term baselines; instead, work scope is moved from the near-
term to out-years, generally extending schedules and increasing
overall costs. GAO found that DOE established scope, cost and
schedule baselines using optimistic and accelerated schedule as-
sumptions. In one case, the DOE independent validation process
approved a baseline knowing the accelerated assumptions were un-
realistic, but rather than revising the assumptions, agreed to have
EM increase its unfunded contingency. Other GAO findings note
that key policies for baseline management and cost estimating are
spread across guidance documents, and are unclear in gome cases:
management protocols are constantly changing; performance re-
porting systems are inadequate and inaccurate; and baseline vali-
dations provide questionable assurance that project baseline com-
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mitments can be met. The Committee sees the lack of management
by the EM program in containing costs to be directly related to the
lapse in oversight of program activities and projects. In light of
these preliminary GAO findings, the Committee directs the EM
program to develop a strict discipline in project change control for
all its projects—construction and operating—and report to the
Committee on its implementation within 30 days of enactment of
this legislation.

Savannakh River Waste Management.—When the Under Secretary
of Energy unilaterally approved a decision memorandum in the fall
of 2006 to extend H-canyon operations another decade, and
changed the course of Environmental Impact Statements executed
in previous years by adding tons of material to canyon operations
for reprocessing, the Commiittee asked the Department to provide
the analyses that supported this decision. Because the Department
was unable to provide sufficient life-cycle options analyses to sup-
port this decision, the Committee asked GAO to review the impact
of waste management operations as the result of the Under Sec-
retary’s decision. GAQ’s preliminary findings indicate it will cost
approximately $4,300,000,000 to $4,600,000,000 through 2019 to
process the material, according to DOE estimates. This estimate
does not include the additional cost of storing and treating approxi-
mately 300,000 gallons of liquid radioactive wastes expected to be
generated by H-canyon operations annually. GAO findings indicate
DOE lacks a comprehensive lifecycle cost estimate for operating the
canyon that includes all costs associated with waste processing,
and continued operation of H-canyon will result in additional radio-
active waste which may strain SRS’s liquid waste management sys-
tem. SRS waste storage tanks are nearing capacity, making effi-
cient waste processing critical for continued H-canyon operation,
GAO notes there are delays in preparing the necessary safety docu-
mentation to operate the canyons, and additional environmental
analyses are required before processing additional material using
H-canyon. As such, the Committee has reduced funding for these
activities until the Department produces a comprehensive plan for
dealing with the secondary consequences of reprocessing material
in the H-canyon for another decade, and the Department has ad-
dressed all of GAQ’s concerns to the satisfaction of the Committee.

Hanford Tanks.—The Hanford site receives more than
$1,000,000,000 per year for its tank waste cleanup efforts. Under
the Tri-Party Agreement between DOE, the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, and the State of Washington Department of Ecology,
DOE is required to complete the treatment of Hanford’s tank waste
by 2028. Given the risks and costs associated with maintaining the
waste in aging tanks, the Committee directed GAO to examine the
condition, contents and long-term stability of Hanford’s under-
ground tanks; DOE’s strategy for managing the tanks and the
waste they contain; and, the extent to which DOE has weighed the
risks and benefits of its tank management strategy against the
growing costs of that strategy. GAOQ’s preliminary findings indicate
that DOE tank management officials are uncertain about the struc-
tural integrity of the single-shell tanks with potentially significant
effects on DOE’s tank management strategy; DOE does not know
the specific contents in each tank; and many tanks have exceeded
their life spans, raising questions about continued viability. Of spe-
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cific concern, DOE’s tank management strategy assumes a waste
retrieval pace averaging three tanks per year, however, since 1998,
DOE has started retrieval on 10 tanks—only 7 of which have been
emptied (4 of which were smaller tanks)—a retrieval rate of about
one tank per year.

Committee expectations.—At this point in the Administration, the
Committee cannot hope to see any change in the behavior of the
Department in terms of laying out the reality of the Environmental
Management program. For years, project management decisions,
cost baselines and legally-binding agreements have been built on
unrealistic assumptions and poor cost estimates. The “house of
cards” that underlies the EM operations puts the Department, and
the people that work and live at these sites, at risk because of the
failure to truthfully relate the impact and consequences of program
plans in terms of cost, or impact to human health or the environ-
ment. As the next Administration takes hold of the EM program
in fiscal year 2009, the Committee expects that these findings from
the Commiittee and the GAO will be taken into consideration in or-
ganizing priorities at the Department of Energy.

Reprogramming authority.—The Committee continues to support
the need for flexibility to meet changing funding requirements at
sites. In fiscal year 2009, the Department may transfer up to
$5,000,000 within accounts, and between accounts, as noted in the
table below, without prior Congressional approval, to reduce health
or safety risks or to gain cost savings as long as no program or
project is increased or decreased by more than $5,000,000 in total
during the fiscal year. This reprogramming authority may not be
used to initiate new programs or to change funding for programs
specifically denied, limited, or increased by Congress in the Act or
report. The Committees on Appropriations in the House and Senate
must be notified within thirty days of the use of this reprogram-
ming authority.

Account Control Points:

* (Closure Sites

¢ Savannah River site, nuclear material stabilization and
disposition

¢ Savannah River site, 2012 accelerations

¢ Savannah River site, 2035 accelerations

* Savannah River Tank Farm

¢ Waste Isolation Pilot Plant

e Idaho National Laboratory

¢ Oak Ridge Reservation ,

» Hanford site 2012 accelerated completions

» Hanford site 2035 accelerated completions

¢ Office of River Protection (ORP) Waste Treatment & Im-
mobilization (WTP) Pretreatment facility:

* ORP WTP High-level waste facility

* ORP WTP Low activity waste facility

* ORP WTP Analytical laboratory

» ORP WTP Balance of facilities

¢ Program Direction

* Program Support

* UE D&D Fund contribution

* Technology Development
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Details of the recommended funding levels follow for the Defense
Environmental Cleanup account.

DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

Appropriation, 2008 ... 1$5,349,325,000
Budget estimate, 2009 5,297,256,000
Recommended, 2009 ..ot 5,426,202,000
Comparison:
ppropriation, 2008
Budget estimate, 2009 ..

1Excludes emergency supplemental appropriations.

+76,877,000
+128,946,000

The Committee’s recommendation for Defense Environmental
Cleanup totals $5,426,202,000, an increase of $128,946,000 over the
budget request of $5,297,256,000. Within the amounts provided,
the Department is directed to fund hazardous waste worker train-
ing at $10,000,000.

Closure Sites.—The Committee recommendation provides
$45,883,000, the same as the budget request. The recommendation
provides $13,209,000 for Closure Sites Administration, $30,5674,000
for Miamisburg, Ohio, and $2,100,000 for Fernald, Ohio,

Savannah River Site.—The Committee recommendation provides
$1,180,001,000 for cleanup at the Savannah River Site, a decrease
of $26,424,000 below the budget request. The Committee rec-
ommends $12,500,000 for community and regulatory support,
$24,108,000 for spent nuclear fuel stabilization and disposition,
$53.559,000 for solid waste stabilization and disposition,
$67,121,000 for soil and water remediation, and, $2,052,000 for nu-
clear facility decontamination and decommissioning (D&D), the
same as the budget request. The Committee recommends
$578,218,000 for tank farm activities, and $127,524,000 for the Salt
Waste Processing Facility, the same as the budget request. The
Committee recommends $314,919,000 for nuclear material sta-
bilization and disposition, a decrease of $24.392,000 below the
budget request, and the same as fiscal year 2008 enacted levels.
The Committee remains concerned with the Department’s decision
to proceed full speed ahead with H-canyon operations without eval-
uating all options for material disposition, considering the impact
of waste generation on the ability of the tank farms to accommo-
date the addition volumes, and the impact reprocessing aluminum
clad spent fuel will have on the final waste forms from the Defense
Waste Processing Facility. DOE needs to develop a comprehensive
lifecycle cost estimate for continuing to operate H-canyon that in-
cludes all waste disposal costs and contingency costs for additional
nuclear materials that will be included in DOE’s H-canyon proc-
essing plans. DOE needs to ensure all safety analyses are complete
before proceeding with H-canyon operations. Until such time that
the Department has completed these assessments, the Commitiee
cannot support increased funding for this activity. The Committee
recommends no funds for project 04-D-414, Project Engineering
and Design, a reduction of $2,032,000 below the request, as the De-
partment has determined the need for this project no longer exists,
and over $10,000,000 in prior year balances remain unspent.

Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP).—The Committee rec-
ommendation provides $231,661,000 for the Waste Isolation Pilot
Project, an increase of $20,137,000 over the budget request. The
recommendation includes $137,425,000, an increase of $11,000,000
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above the budget request for WIPP operations, and $38,206,000 for
the central characterization project, an increase of $9,137,000
above the budget request for continued certification and receipt
rates at fiscal year 2007 levels.

Idaho National Laboratory.—The Committee recommendation
provides $472,124,000, an increase of $40,000,000 over the budget
request, for cleanup activities at the [daho National Laboratory.
The Committee recommends $100,268,000 for soil and water reme-
diation, an increase of $30,000,000 over the budget request, for ad-
ditional buried transuranic waste removal, and $34,133,000 for nu-
clear facility decontamination and decommissioning (D&D), an in-
crease of $10,000,000 over the budget request, for the D&D of
INTEC to reduce out-year mortgage costs.

Oak Ridge Reservation.—The Committee recommendation pro-
vides $262,670,000, an increase of $25,000,000 over the budget re-
quest. The recommendation includes $63,160,000 for nuclear facil-
ity decontamination and decommissioning at Oak Ridge National
Laboratory (ORNL), an increase of $5,000,000 over the budget re-
quest for the acceleration of cleanup activities at the ORNI, Central
Campus to meet enforceable regulatory milestones. The Committee
recommends $48,392 000 for nuclear facility decontamination and
decommissioning at Y-12, an increase of $16,000,000 over the
budget request, for expansion of the solid waste disposal facility,
and to address mercury mitigation and remediation at East Fork
Poplar Creek Watershed. The Committee also provides an addi-
tional $4,000,000 for solid waste stabilization and disposition at
Oak Ridge.

Hanford Site—The Committee recommendation provides
$875,787,000 for the Hanford Site, an increase of $24,000,000 over
the budget request. The Committee recommendation provides
$180,248,000 for river corridor nuclear facility decontamination and
decommissioning, an increase of $15,000,000 over the budget re-
quest to accelerate D&D of facilities to allow access to contami-
nated soil and groundwater. The Committee recommends
$122,483,000 for nuclear material stabilization and disposition at
the Plutonium Finishing Plant (PFP), an increase of $9,000,000
over the budget request for D&D of high risk PFP areas.

Office of River Protection.—The Committee recommmendation pro-
vides $978,443,000 for the Office of River Protection, the same as
the budget request.

Program direction.—The Committee recommendation provides
$308,765,000, the same as the budget request for program direc-
tion.

Program support.~-The Committee recommendation provides
$33,930,000 for program support, the same as the budget request.

Federal Contribution to Uranium Enrichment Decontamination
and Decommissioning Fund.—The Energy Policy Act of 1992 (Pub-
lic Law 102-486) created the Uranium Enrichment Decontamina-
tion and Decommissioning Fund to pay for the cost of cleanup of
the gaseous diffusion facilities located in Oak Ridge, Tennessee; Pa-
ducah, Kentucky; and Portsmouth, Ohio. The Committee rec-
ommendation includes the budget request of $463,000,000 for the
Federal contribution to the Uranium Enrichment Decontamination
and Decommissioning Fund as authorized in Public Law 102-486.
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Technology development and deployment.—The Committee rec-
ommendation provides $32,389,000 for technology development and
deployment, the same as the budget request. None of the funds
may be used to support the Global Nuclear Energy Partnership.

NNSA Sites.—The Committee recommendation provides
$282.617,000, an increase of $37,533,000 over budget request, to in-
clude $200,000,000 for Los Alamos Natjonal Laboratory. The
$37,533,000 increase at Los Alamos is for retrieval of buried frans-
uranic waste per the Consent Order agreement and for decon-
tamination and decommissioning for Test Areas 21 and 54.

Safeguards and security.—The Committee recommendation pro-
vides $251,341,000, the same as the budget request.

Use of prior vear funds.—The Committee supports the use of
$1,109,000 of prior year funds, as proposed in the budget request.

Congressionally Directed Projects.—The Committee recommenda-
tion includes $8,700,000 for the following House-directed projects
and activities.
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CONGRESSIONALLY DIRECTED DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP

PROJECTS
PROJECT
MIAMISBURG MOUND, OU-1 (OH) $5,000,000
TESTING OF POLYMERIC HYDROGELS POR RADIATION DECONTAMINATION (i) 51700000
THE INTERNATIONAL ALTERNATIVE CLEAN-UP TECHNOLOGY AGREEMENT (PA}

$2,000,000
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OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

Appropriation, 2008 .. . $754,359,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 1,313,461,000
Recommended, 200G ..o e 826,453,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... +72,094,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... . — 487,008,000

This account provides funding for the Office of Security and Per-
formance Assurance; Intelligence; Counterintelligence; Health,
Safety and Security; Office of Legacy Management; Funding for De-
fense Activities in Idaho; Defense Related Administrative Support;
and the Office of Hearings and Appeals.

The Committee recommendation for Other Defense Activities to-
tals $826,453,000, a decrease of $487,008,000 below the budget re-
quest and $72,094,000 below fiscal year 2008 enacted levels. The
decrease to the overall request is the result of the Committee’s rec-
ommendation that the Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility be
funded in the Nuclear Energy account at the budget request.

HEALTH, SAFETY, AND SECURITY

The Office of Health, Safety, and Security develops programs and
policies to protect the workers and the public, conducts inde-
pendent oversight of performance, and funds health effects studies.
The Committee recommendation is $446,868,000, the same as the
request. Within that, the Committee recommendation provides
$17,500,000 for the Former Worker Health Screening program, the
same as the request. It also recommends $1,000,000 for the Former
Workers Medical Surveillance Program.

OFFICE OF LEGACY MANAGEMENT

The Office of Legacy Management provides long-term steward-
ship following site closure. The Committee recommends
$185.981,000 for Legacy Management, combining the Defense and
Non-defense Legacy Management activities within Other Defensge
Activities, the same as the budget request.

DEFENSE-RELATED ACTIVITIES AT IDAHO NATIONAL LABORATORY

The Committee recommendation includes $78,811,000 to fully
fund defense-related (050 budget function) activities at Idaho Na-
tional Laboratory at the requested level.

DEFENSE-RELATED ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT

The Committee recommendation includes $108,190,000, the same
as the budget request, to provide administrative support for pro-
grams funded in the atomic energy defense activities accounts. This
will fund Departmental activities performed by offices including the
Secretary, Deputy Secretary and Under Secretaries, the General
Counsel, Chief Financial Officer, Human Resources, Congressional
Affairs, and Public Affairs, which support the organizations and ac-
tivities funded in the atomic energy defense activities accounts.

OFFICE OF HEARINGS AND APPEALS

The Office of Hearings and Appeals (OHA) is responsible for all
of the Department’s adjudicatory processes, other than those ad-
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ministered by the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. The
Committee recommendation is $6,603,000, the same as the budget
request.

DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAT,

Appropriation, 2008 ... $199,171,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 247,371,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 247 371,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +48,200,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... —

The Committee recommendation is $247,371,000, the same as
the budget request. Combined with the funding recommended for
the Nuclear Waste Disposal, this will provide a total of
$494,742,000 for nuclear waste disposal activities in fiscal year
2009,

POwWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS

Management of the Federal power marketing functions was
transferred from the Department of Interior to the Department of
Energy by the Department of Energy Organization Act (P.I. 95—
91). These functions include the power marketing activities author-
ized under section 5 of the Flood Control Act of 1844 and all other
functions of the Bonneville Power Administration, the South-
eastern Power Administration, the Southwestern Power Adminis-
tration, and the power marketing functions of the Bureau of Rec-
lamation that have been transferred to the Western Area Power
Administration.

All power marketing administrations except the Bonneville
Power Administration are funded annually with appropriated
funds. Revenues collected from power sales and transmission serv-
ices are deposited in the treasury to offset expenditures.

Operations of the Bonneville Power Administration are self-fi-
nanced under the authority of the Federal Columbia River Trans-
mission System Act (P.L. 93-454). Under this Act, the Bonneville
Power Administration is autherized to use its revenues to finance
the costs of its operations, maintenance, and capital construction,
and to sell bonds to the Treasury if necessary to finance any addi-
tional capital program requirements.

The Committee rejects the Administration’s proposal to recover
expenses related to operations and maintenance activities and pro-
gram direction expenditures using offsetting collections.

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.
The Committee recommendation provides no new borrowing au-
thority during fiscal year 2009.
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OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHEASTERN POWER

ADMINISTRATION
Appropriation, 2008 ... e s $6,404,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 7,420,000
Recommended, 2009 ........ 7,420,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... +1,016,000

Budget estimate, 2009 .......... .

The Southeastern Power Administration markets the hydro-
electric power produced at 23 Corps of Engineers Projects in eleven
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 Committee recommendation for the Southeastern Power Ad-
ministration is $7,420,000, the same as the budget request. The
total program level for Southeastern in fiscal year 2009 is
$70,942,000, with $63,522,000 for purchase power and wheeling
and $7,420,000 for program direction. The purchase power and
wheeling costs will be offset by collections of &19,520,000 provided
in this Act. Additionally, Southeastern has identified $14,002,000
in alternative financing for purchase power and wheeling that is
not reflected in these totals.

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE, SOUTHWESTERN POwWER

ADMINISTRATION
Appropriation, 2008 ... $30,165,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ...... 28,414,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 28,414,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... —1,751,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ..o

The Southwestern Power Administration markets the hydro-
electric power produced at 24 Corps of Engineers projects in the
six-state area of Arkansas, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Oklahoma
and Texas. Southwestern operates and maintains 1,380 miles of
transmission lines, with the supporting substations and commu-
nications sites. Southwestern gives preference in the sale of its
power to publicly and cooperatively owned utilities.

The Committee recommendation for the Southwestern Power Ad-
ministration is $28,414,000, the same as the budget request. The
total program level for Southwestern in fiscal year 2009 is
$63,414,000, including $3,484,000 for operation and maintenance
expenses, $35,000,000 for purchase power and wheeling,
$22.130,000 for program direction, and $2,800,000 for construction.
The offsetting collections total of $35,000,000 from collections for

urchase power and wheeling yields a mnet appro riation of
g28,414,000. Additionally, Southwestern has identified $25,772,000
in alternative financing for program direction, operations and
maintenance, construction, and purchase power and wheeling that
is not reflected in these totals.
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CONSTRUCTION, REHABILITATION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE,
WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

Appropriation, 2008 ..., $228,907,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... R 193,346,000
Recommended, 2009 ... ... 193,346,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ........ —35,661,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... ety —

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
trapnsmission lines nearly 17,000 miles long. Western provides elec-
tricity to 15 Central and Western states over a service area of 1.3
million square miles.

The Committee recommendation for the Western Area Power Ad-
ministration is $193,346,000, the same as the budget request. The
total program level for Western in fiscal year 2009 is $524,830,000,
which includes $1,881,000 for construction and rehabilitation,
$36,866,000 for system operation and maintenance, $328,118,000
for purchase power and wheeling, and $150,623,000 for program di-
rection, The Committee recommendation includes $7,342,000 for
the Utah Mitigation and Conservation Fund,

Offsetting collections total $328,118,000; with the use of
$3,366,000 of offsetting collections from the Colorado River Dam
Fund (as authorized in P.L. 98-381), this requires a net appropria-
tion of $193,346,000. Additionally, Western has identified
$301,804,000 in alternative financing for program direction, oper-
ations and maintenance, construction and rehabilitation, and pur-
chase power and wheeling that is not reflected in these totals.

FALCON AND AMISTAD OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND

Appropriation, 2008 $2,477,000
Budget estimate, 2009 2,959,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 2,959,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 +482,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... —

Falcon Dam and Amistad Dam are two international! water
projects located on the Rio Grande River between Texas and Mex-
ico. Power generated by hydroelectric facilities at these two dams
is sold to public utilities through the Western Area Power Adminis-
tration. The Foreign Relations Authorization Act for Fiscal Years
1994 and 1995 created the Falcon and Amistad Operating and
Maintenance Fund to defray the costs of operation, maintenance,
and emergency activities. The Fund is administered by the Western
Area Power Administration for use by the Commissioner of the
U.S. Section of the International Boundary and Water Commission.

The Committee recommendation is $2,959,000, the same as the
budget request.
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FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSION

SALARIES AND EXPENSES

Appropriation, 2008 ...l $260,425,000
Budget estimate, 2009 . 273,400,000
Recommended, 2009 ..o e eeeaa e 273,400,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +12,975,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... —_—

REVENUES

Appropriation, 2008 ... s — 260,425,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... — 273,400,000
Recommended, 2009 oo — 273,400,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ..o —-12,975,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ...

The Committee recommendation for the Federal Energy Regu-
latory Commission (FERC) is $273,400,000, the same as the budget
request. Revenues for FERC are established at a rate equal to the
budget authority, resulting in a net appropriation of $0.

COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

The Committee’s detailed funding recommendations for programs
in Title I1I are contained in the following table.
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DEPARTMENT OF EMERGY
(AMOUNTS EN THOUSANDS)

ENERGY EFFICIENCY AND RENEWABLE ENERGY

Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy RDDED
Hydragen Technology
Biomass and Biorefinery
$olar energy
Wind energy
Geotharma? technelogy....
Water Power Energy

ey Systems R&D......... .. ...

Building tschnologies.... ... .
Industrial technolegies

Facilities and infrastructure:
Rational Renewable Enargy Laboratory {NREL).......
KREL Solar equipment recapitalization
Construction:
08-EE-02 South-table mountain site
infrastructure development, National Renewabls
Engrgy taboratory. Golden, Co. oo
0B-EE-C1 Energy systems integrtaion facility,
National Renewal Energy Laberatory, Golden, Co.

Subtetal, Construction

Subtotal, Facilities and infrastructure.......

Program direction
Program support

Subtotal, Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy
RRD&D o

Other:
State enargy program
International renewable énergy program
Tribal energy activities
Renewable energy p
Asia pacific..., ..

Subtatal, Cther

Subtotai, Federa) energy assistance

EIBA federal zssistance programs
Enevgy efficiency and conservation biock grant
program
Renewabie fuel infrastructure grants.,.....
Domestic manufacturing corversipen grant program
Advanced technotogy vehiclas manufacturing incentive
program (scorekeaping adjustment)

FY 2008 FY 2009 House
Epacted Regquest Recommended
211,062 148,213 170,000
198,180 225,000 250,000
168,453 156,120 220,000
45,545 §2.500 £3,000
19,818 30,0600 50,000
9,609 3,000 40,000
213,043 221,486 205,040
108,495 123,785 168,000
64,408 82.119 100, 000
19.818 22,000 30,000
6,918 $.987 10,000
7,927 .- .-
6.831 .- --
54,500 4,000 23,000
81,331 4.000 23.000
76.176 13.882 33,000
104,057 121,848 127,820
10,801 20,000 290,000
1,254,269 1,197,641 1,566,620
222,713 .- 245,000
4,509 - 5,000
227,222 .- 250,000
44,095 50,000 50,000
.- v 7,000
4,045 1.000 6.000
4,955 --- §,900
-.- 7,500 .-
54,995 58,500 68,000
282,217 58.500 318.000
- .- 295 090
v - 25,000
. - 38,000
-- --- 156,000
-- LR 500,000
Rt -738
185,821 . 134 670
1,722,407 3,265,393 2,518,552
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(AHOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 FY 2009 House
Enacted Reguest Recommended

ELECTRECITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY RELIABILITY

Research and developmant:

High temperature superconductivity R&D 77,930 28,188 28,136
visjvalizatien and contrels...... ....... . 25,075 25,305 25,305
Engrgy storage and power glactonics. . v 6,741 13.403 13,403
Renewable and distributed systems integration....... 25,466 33,306 38,208
Subtotal, Research and devetopment. .. ... - 85,212 100, 200 106,200
Operations ant anBIYSIS.. ... ..o et 11, 451 14 122 19,122
Program gir@Ctian. . . .......ve i 17.603 16,678 19,6878
Congressionalty directed ProJects. oo v i 24,280 5,250

TQTAL, ELECTRICITY DELIVERY AND ENERGY
RELTASILITY. . ... .. . i

NUCLEAR EMERGY

Research and deveiopment:

Nuclear power 2010.. .. .oononiiir s 133,774 241,800 157,300
Generation IV nuclear energy systems initiative..... 114,917 70,000 200,000
Nuctear hydrogen ipitidtive....... ..o 0,008 18,600 16,800
Subtotal, Research and development. .............- 258,597 328,200 a73,9800
Fus! Cycle Research and Facilities.
advanced fuel cycle initiative..... ..o 178,353 500 90,000
KOX fue) fabrication facilities
BN other profect COSES.... . oo orerrrrriaes 47,068 9,200
95.D-143 Mixed oxide fuel fabrication faciiity,
Savannah River, SC.. ... .. ... 231,721 .- 457.808
Subtotal, Fuel Cycle Research and Facitities.... 458,142 301,600 577.008
Infrastrusture:
Radiological facilities managememt:
Space and defense INfrastruGlure... ........o.oooe 30,371 35,000 40,000
redical isotopes infrastructure 14.828
Research reactor infrastruciure . 2,920 3,700 6,000
Dak Ridge nuclear infrastructure.................- - 16,400
Subtotal, Radiclogicat facilities management. . 48,119 38,700 62,400
IKL infrastructure:
INL Oparations and FRfrastructure. .. .. .oorisaner 115,935 504,700 150, 000
Tdaho sitewide safeguards and security............ 75,261t 78,811 78,811
Subtotal, INL Infrastructure.................co.. 239,315 222,211 291,211
Program direction. .................. .- ap,872 80.544 80,544

Use of prior year balances..

Subtotal, Nuclear Energy

Funging from other defense activitias. ...... ... oo -75,281 -78.811 -18,811

TOTAL, NUCLEAR EMERGY... . . e
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

FY 2008
Epacted
OFFICE OF LEGAUY MANAGEMENT
Legacy management. ... ..... .. ... .. ....... . .. ... ... .. 33,872
CLEAN COAL TECHNOLOGY

Deferral of unobiigated balances, FY 2008........... 257,000
Deferral of uncbligeted balances, FY 2006......... .. -148, 000
Transfer to Fossi) Energy R&D {CCPTY ... il -69,383
Transfer to Fossil Energy R&D (CCDIY....... .. . ---
Transfer to Fossil Energy R8O (Futurefien) -74.317
Transfer te Fossil Energy R&D(Fuels & Powar Systems) -20,809

TOTAL, CLEAN COAL TECHNDLDGY

FOSSIL ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPHENT

FY 2009
Request

149,000

85.000
156,000

40,0006
€9,00C
28.000
148,432
10,090
60,900
26,600

Heouse
Recommended

149,900
-14%,000

241,000

40,0060
80,000
24,000
10,900
60,000
26,600

Clean coal power inmitiative.................. ... .. .. . 69,383
FutureGen . 74,317
Carpon Capture Demonstration Initiative .-
Fuels and Power Systems:
Erngvations for existing plants 36,081
Advanced integrated gasification combineg oYe 53,509
Advanced turbines 23,782
Carbon sequestration. .. 118,908
Fuels e 24,773
Fust? cells .. 55,490
Advanced research 37,1589
Subtotel, Fuels and power systems............... 349,702
Subtetal, Coad. ... ..., .. .. .. .. 482,382

Carbon sequestratien.............. .. . .
Natural Gas Technologies............. .... .. 14,818

Petroteum - 011 Technologias. ... 4,954
Program directien.. .. ... .. . . . 148, 597
Plant ard Capital Egquipment.......... 2,882
Fossil enargy enviranmental restorati 9,483

Special recruitment programs............ ........ .. . 850
Cooperative research and devetopment. ..
Congrassionally directed projects....
Use of prior year batances......................... .. B

481,800

220,000
25,000
3,000
128,252
5,000
9,708
658
13,680
-1%,310

NAVAL PETROLEUM AND OIt SHALE RESERVES...... .... ... . 20.272
STRATEGIC PETRDLEWN RESERVE. ... 186,757
Use of prior year balances........... ... _ ... ... .. . .. .-

TOTAL, STRATEGIC PETRULEUM RESERVE.,........ .... 186,757
NORTHEAST HOME HEATING OIL RESERVE................. . . 12,335
ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION..,.................. 95,460

NON-DEFENSE ENVIRONRENTAL CLEAMLP

West Valley Demonsiration Project. ... ............. ... . 53,900
Fast Fiux Test Reactor Facifity {WA} .. 10,248
Geseous Diffusion Plants. ... .. ...,........... . S 3r, 773

344, 000

9,800
110,585

57,600
10,7685
81,296

172,600

9.800
120,565

57,600
10,755
81,7298
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{AMGUNTS TN THOUSAKDS}

FY 2008 FY 2008 House
Enacted Reguast Recommended
Small Sites:

Argonne National [T+ P e 433 459 10,000
Transfer froam Science.. . 10,000
Transfer From NNSA. . ... v 10,000

Subtotal, Arganne National Lab................-- 433 459 34,000

8rookhaven National Lab 28,438 8,433 15,433

ldahg National Lab........ 5,351 4,408 14,000

Fuba City, Arizona...... ... ... .c..oooeer 5,000

Cansolidated Business Center:

Califernia Site SUPPOrL. ... ... vhi v 158 187 187
Inhalation Taxicelogy Lab...... e 423 -
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center... 5,846 4,883 7,883
gnergy Technology Engtneering fenter....... 17,882 t2,533 20,000
1os Alamos Matjonal Lab..... oo e 1,688 §,805 1,945
[T | P e 23,734 30,513 30,3513
Completed sites administration an¢ support 1,189 1,100 1,100

Subtotal, Consolidated Businass Ceater........ 48,120 58,124 §1,5688

Funding from Science. NNSA. .o
Subtotal, smald STLES. ... ... oara
Use of Prior year balances............ ..o
Congressionally directed proiects..... .
TOTAL, NON-DEFENSE ENYIRONMENTAL CLEANUP
URANTYN ENRLICHHENT DECONTAHINATION
AND DECOMMISSTONING FUND

pecontamination and decommissioning. ... ... .... .- . 802, 344 480,333 514,273
Yranium/thorium reimburSemenL. .. .. o 19.818 15,000

TOTAL, UEDAD FUND/URANIUM INVENTORY CLEANUP

SCIENCE
HWigh energy physics:
Proton accelerator-Dased PRYSICE...ooveevn s 373,274 418,577 419,577
Electron sccelerator-based physics......... ..o s 75,048 48,772 A8 772
Non-accelerator physics.... ... ..vo .. 81,238 86,482 86,482
Theoretical PhySiCs. .. .. it 56,381 63,036 63,036
Advanced technology RBD..... ... 119,368 187,093 187,093
Jotal. High energy physics..... ... ..oceeeens £88,317 404,960 804,960
NucT@ar PRYSTICS. . .ovr v e 415,187 479,019 47%.019
Construction
07-5SC-02 Elsctron beam jon source Brookhaven
National Laboratory, NY.. .. ... ... coennnors 4,162 2,438 2,438
06-5C-01 Project engineering and design {PED)
12 GeV continuous electron beam accejerator
facility upgrade, Thomas Jefferscn Nationat
Accelarator faciltity (was project 07-5C-001),
Howport News, VA... . P 13,377 28,623 35,823

Tetal, Nuglear physigcs............... 432,726 510,080 547,080
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DEPARTHENT QF ENERGY
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

FY 2009
Request

413,613
154, 627

House
Recommended

418,613
158,927

568,540

1,125,579

287,113

1,142 575

287,113

1,422,692

11,500

3,728

93,273

36,967

1,430,692

11,500

3,728

107,773

26,967

1.568, 160

388,820
483,050

1,598, 660

3rg, 820
498,050

12,485
8, 240
3.708

14,103
41,1585

FY 2008
Enacted
Bioiogical and environmental research:
Biotogical research. ..., ... .. ... ... .. ... .. 407,530
Clinate change research.................... . ... . 136,887
Total, Biolegical and environmental regsearch. ... 544 397
Basic energy sciences:
Resegrch:
Natarials sciences and engineering research...... . 946,403
Chemical sciences, geosciences and engrgy
bieseiences.......... ... . . 230,234
Subtetal, Research......................... ... t.178,837
Construction:
08-8C-91 Advanced 1ight source (ALS} user suppert

building, EBNL, CA.. ... ............ ... ... ... . 4,854
08-5C-10 Project engingering and design (PED}

Photon ultrafast laser science and ergineering

{PULSE) building renovation, SLAE, CA........... 941
0B-SC-1% Photon ultrafast laser scisnce and

engineering (PULSE} building renovation.

SLAC, CA.....oo 8, 331
C7-5C-08 Project engineering and design (PED)

Kational Synchrotron Tight source II (NSLS-II).. 29,727
05-R-320 LINAC coherent Tight source (LCLS)....... 50,888
05-R-321 Canter for functional nanomatertals (BNE 3 363

Subtotal, Comstruction. . ................ ... .. 93,265

Total. Basic energy sciences.................. .. 1,269,802

Advanced scientific computing research., 351,173
Fusion energy sciences program,,. .. ........ ... ... . 288.548
Science laboratories infrastructure:
Laborateories facilities support;
Infrastructure support:

Payment in Vteu of taxes.......... ... .. ... .. 1,508

Excess facilities disposal.. 8,748

Oak Rigge tandlord......................... .. .. 5,033

Subtotal, Infrastructure suppgrt. . .. ... ..., ... 15,287

Constructien;

08.SC-72 Seismic Vife.safety, modernization and

replacement of general purpose buildings

Phase 2, PED!/Construction, LBML.... ... ..., ---
09-5C-73, Interdisciplinary science building

Phase 1, PED, BNL............................. ---
09-5C-74, Technalogy and anginaering cevelopment

facilities PED, TUNAF...... ... .. ... . ... .. ...
0B-SC-71 Modernization of laboratory faciliities

PED, ORNL........ ... ... .. . . .. ... -
07-3C-05 Physical science Tacilities. PNNL. ... . .-
03-8C-001 Science laboratories infrastructure

HEL-0C1 Multiprogram energy laboratory

infrastructure projects, various locatieons. ., . 49,574

Subtetal, Construction. . .. ... . .. ... . . 49,574

102,452
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
[AMOUNTS 1N THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 FY 2009 House
Enacted Request Recommended
tota), Scienca Jaboratories infrastrugture...... 64,881 110,280 145,760
Safeguards and SBCUIILY.. oo oo 75.948 80,603 BG, 603
Science program direction:
T T L - - T SO .. 75,525 82.846 82,846
0ffice of Science and Technical Information. ... .. 8,918 8.916
Field OFFIEOE . ot 102,264 112,151 112,15%
Total, Scienca program direction..............-. 177.779 203,93 203,913
workforce development for teachers and scientists..... 8,044 13,583 13,583
Advanced Research Prajects Agency - Energy (ARPA-E) ... 15,900

Corpressionally directed projects........
Subtotal, SCIENCE. ... ... i

Use of prior year balances. ... ...........oocieeier

Less security charge for reimbursable work

TOTAL, SCIENCE

NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL

117,906 172.388 172,388
74,983 74,983

Repository program
Program direction.... .. RN 69,363

TOTAL, NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL

INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY GUARANTEE PROGRAH

Administrative operatigns, .......... .o . 5,459 19,880 16,880
Offsetting callection. . .. .oo.oooivennn -1,000 -19,880 -19,880
Advance appropfiation ¢(P. L. 110-161) . 42,000 25,000 25,000
Proposed change in subsidy €oSL.... . ...uveimveeereee 355,000 440,000

TOTAL, INNOVATIVE TECHNOLOGY GUARANTEE PROGRAN. .

DEPARTMENTAL ADKINISTRATION

Administrative cperations:
Salaries and expenses

otfice of the Secretsry.............---: 5,751 5,700 5,700
Chief Financial Officer.. 41,998 45,048 43,548
Hanagement. . . ..........-... o .. 5,033 €7,000 85,500
Human capital management... .. 27 .986 31,436 31,436
Chief Information Officer................- 47 108 53.738 63,738
Corngressicnal ancd intgrgovernmental arfairs....... 4,733 4.700 4,700
Fcanemic impact and diversity........... 5,814 3,545 3,545
General Counsel.. ... .o oo iaa e e 29,889 31.233 34,233
Pelicy and internationai affairs. .. ...... ..... - 18 811 16,468 17.969
Public aff@irs. .. oo e - 3,338 3,780 3,780
pftice of Indian Energy Poligy and Programs - - .- 4,500

Subtotal, Salaries and ExXpPenses.............-- 250,280 265649 265,649

Program support:
Minoritly sconomic FMPACL. ..o 818 855 8§55
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

F¥ 2008 FY 2009 Housa

Eracted Requast Recommended
Poticy analysis and system studies................ 621 1,000 1,000
Environmental policy studiss.... ............. . .. 528 531 531
Climate change tachnology program (prog. SURP} . ... 1.058 2,000 2,000
Cybersecurity and secura communications.,......... 34,865 34,512 34,512
Corperate management information pregram. ......, . 28,164 27,250 27,250

Subtotal, Pragram support.., ......,. ... ... . .. 66,066 56,148 86.148
Tetal, Administrative eperatiens....... ..., . ... 318, 346 331,797 331,797

Cost of work for others............ ... ... .. 91,420 48,537

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL........................ . .. 48,057 51,927 51,927

ATOMIC ENERGY DEFENSE ACTIVITIES
NATIGNAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADMINISTRATION

WEAPOKS ACTIVITIES:
Life extension program:

B61 Life extension pregram 61,908 2.189 2,188
WiB Life extensign program 172,213 208,198 209,188
Total. Life extension progras 234,121 211,385 211,385
Stockpile systems:
B8 Stockpile systems.......... ... .. .. . ... . 73,855 80,434 80,434
W62 Stockpile systems.. 2,112 1,645 1,845
W76 Stockpile systems 67,914 98,418 68,418
W78 Stockpile systems 38,245 43,349 43,349
W80 Stockpile systems.. 31,753 32,034 32,034
BB3 Stockpile systems. . 24,534 25,759 26,759
W87 Stockpile systems 56,054 37,188 37,189
W8B Stockpile systoms 45,820 49,854 49,854
Total, Stockpile SYStems.. ....... ... ... ..., 340,087 138 682 335,682
Reliable replacement warhead....,.... ... . . . . . .- 10. 600
Weapons dismantlement and disposition:
Operations and maintenance....... .......,.., ... .. 134,675 t16,822 122,821
Construction:
99-D-141 Pit disasssably and converstion
TaciMty, SRS...... ... ... .. ... . . ... . .- 68,890 66,830
Tota), Weapecns dismant]lement ang disposition. ... 134,675 183,712 188,711
Stockpile services:
Production SHPPOFL. .. 279,528 302,126 250,000
Research and Gevalopwent support....... ... ... 32,691 36,231 33,329
Research and development certification and safety. 178,504 163,375 61, 984

Hanagement, technology, and production......,... .. 201,645 201,375 160, 000
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
(AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS}

FY 2008
Enacted

FY 2009
Request

Kouse
Recommended

Pit manufacturing. .. oot e
pit manutacturing capability

53,560C

Total. Stockpila SBrviCas. ... .cohr e

Total, Directed stackpile work...........ocven-vns 1

Campaigns:
Science campaign:
Advanced certification, non-RRW................e
Primsry assassment technolegies...........
fynamic plutonium sxperiments. . ..
Dynamic raterials properties........
Advanced radiography....... ... cviaininn
Secondary assessment technologies. .............
Test FeadineSS. .. ..o oooen nrramre sy

14,886
62,312
96,140
30,402
78,999

4,905

1,675,715

20,000
74,412
23,734
85,805
29,418
79,292
10, 408

1,398,661

20,000
74,433
23,734
80,803
29,418
79,202

Subtotal. Science campaigns...... ...

Engineering campaign:
Enhanced surety, non-RRW. .. ...... . cooovrnnere
Weapans system engingering assessment technology
Nuclear survivability. ... . oo
Enhanced SUPVEBTTTANCE. . .o vr i

#icrosystes and enginesring science applications
(HESA}, cther project COSES..............o0vee

Construction:
09.-D-896 Ion beam laboratory refurbishment,
SNL, Atbuquergue, NH... ... ... .ooeoiooens
01-D-108 Microsystem and engineering seience
applications {MESA}, SNL. Albwquerque, NM. ..

287,624

34,137
19,314

9,644
79.073

7.485

323,079

35,641
17,105
21,753
88,243

307,662

70,000
17,105

8,644
68,243

Subtotal, MESA. ... .. . . our e

Subtotal, Engineering campaign................

Inertiat confinement fusion ignitiaon and high
yield campaign:

TGRATON . .o e
NIF diagnostics, cryegenics and experimental
BUPPOFE .\ oo v e
Pulsed power inertial confinement fusion........
Joint program in high energy density laboratory
PVASIMES . o vn.on e .-

Facilily operations and target production. ..
Inertial fusion technology.. ..............-- L
Naval Researgh LAVOTATATY. ... . ....ovrer s
NIF assembly and installation...........cereeeen

164,648

103,02¢

68,107
10,241

3,152
112.012
29,426

434,294

142,742

103,844

68,248
8,520

3,147
180, 384

163,502

111,644

B2.B43
9,120

3,147
201,204
25,600
15,000
59,499

SUBLOEAY. .. i .

Construction:
96-D-111 National ignition facility, LLHL.. ...

Subtotal, Inertial confinement fusion.......

Advanced simulation and computing............ Ve
Pit manufasturing and certification:
Pit manufacturing. ..o i
pit certification,...........
Pit manutacturing capability

Subtotal, Pit manufacturing and certification

470,208
574,537
137,323
37,273
29,233

213,831

421,242

561,742

508,062

495,548
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
[AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 F¥ 2009 House
Enacted Request Recommended
Readiness campaign:
Stockpile readiness. .. .............. ..... ....... 18,562 28,731 28,73
High expiosives and weapen operations.........,. 9,647 8.827 8.927
Nonnuclear readiness. ...... ............... o 25,103 40,185 40,165
Tritium readiness. ......, ... i, .. 71,831 82,265 82,265
Advanced design and producticn technologies..... 32,945 22,548 22,9489
Subtotal, Readiness campaign........... ..... 158,088 183 Q37 183,037
Total, Campaigns........... ..o . ... 1,873,834 1,631,833 1,668,301
Readiness in technical base and facilities [RTBF).
Qperations of facilities:
Kansas City Plant. ... ... ...... ............... 24,702 122,389 76,353
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory........,, £5,303 85,1640 117,252
Los Alamos National Laboratory e 285,025 298,112 292,585
Nevada Test Site............... AU e 64,883 92,203 61,127
Pantex......................... 112,813 104,361 124,381
Sandia national Laboratory..... 153,873 127,827 127,827
Savannah River Site..,.......... 85,738 108,114 77,410
¥-12 Productions Plant.,....... .. 224,190 216,904 216,904
Instituticnal Site Support 53,948 §7.837 57,837
Subtotal, cperations of facilities. . ........ 1,154,455 1,212,907 1,151,666
Progrem readiness..............oviuuiiiniiin...., 70.0%9 73,841 73.841
ftaterial recycie and recovery AN 71,567 12,509 72.508
Containers.................. .. R 21,760 23,388 23,398
SEOPBOE. .. 34,462 29,848 28,848
Subtota}, RTBF............. ....... .... e 1,352,342 1,412,501 1,351,280
Construction;
99-D-404, Test capabilities revitalization 11,
Sandia Naticnal Laboratories, Albuquerqus, NM, 3,200
08-0-801 High pressure fire Toop {HPFL)
Pantex Piant, Amerillo, Tx.................... 6,866 2,000 2,000
C8-D-802 High explosive pressing fagility
Pantex Plant, Ameritlo, TX..... . .............. 15,008 28,233 15,008
08-D-804 TA-53 Reinvestment project. Los Alamos
NationaT Laboratory (LANLY.................. . 5,885 7,900 5,885
08-D-808 Ton beam laboratory refurbishment, SNL
Albuguerque, NM...........,....... ... .. ....... --- 10.014
07-0-140 Project enginearing and design {PER),
various Jogations.,.................... ...... 2,452 7,446 7,448
07-0-220 Radicactive liguid waste treatment
facility upgrade project, LANL................ 26,162 19,680
08-D-140 Project engineering and design (PED),
various tecattens.. ... ..., ... .. .. .. L. 41,552 104, 881 104,681
06-D-402 NTS replace fire stattons 1 & 2
Nevada Tast Site, NV.......................... 6,591 @,340 9,340
05-D-140 Project engineering and design (PED),
various Tocations.............. .. ... . ... ... 1,961

B5-0-402 Berylium capadility (BEC) project, Y-12
National security complex, Qak Ridge, TN....,. EE 5,015 5.0%8
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS}

FY 2008 Y 2009 House
Enacted Request Recommended
04-D-125 Chamistry and metallurgy facility
raplacemant projact, Les Alamos National
Laboratory, Los Alemos, NM.............. ..o 74,141 109,200
04-D-126 TA-18 missian relecation project, Los
Alamos Laboratory, Los Alames, NM... . ... ...... 28,892 106,353 10,353
01-D-124 HEU materials facility, Y-i2 plant, Tak
RIAGE, TN 1 ore e eieetmeeen e eaaan o 75,528 -
Subtotal, Construction ......... ... oo 285.038 308,022 159,708
Total, Readiness in technical base and
FacilEEdEs . . e 1,837,381 1,720,523 1,510,968
Facilities and infrastructure recapitalization pgm: 118,471 98, 550 29,550
Construction
08-D-601 Mercury highway, Nevada Test Site. NV.. 7,651 11,700 11,700
08.D-802 Portable water system upgrades
Y-12 Plant, Oak Ridge, TN..............ooien 22,070 27,666 27,668
07-D-253 TA 1 heating systems modernization
(HSH) Sandia National Laboratory.............. 12,751 15,755 15,755
08-0-801 Electrical distribution system upgrade,
Pantax Plant, Amarillo, TX......... ........ ... 2,452 4,000 4,000
06-D-802 Gas main and distribution system
upgrada, Pantex Plant, Amartlio, TX. ........« 1,863 ---
08-0-603 Steam plant life extension project
(SLEP), Y-12 National Security Complex,
Dak Ridge, THN. ... 44,732 10,678 10,478
Subtotal, Construction. .......... ..coeve-nn 61,520 65,999 69,896
Tatal, Facilities and infrastructure
rgcapitalization program........... .. ..oy 179,991 160,549 169,549
Transformation disposition...... .. .. oo 77,30 7739
Safeguards and security;
Secure transpertation asset:
Operations and equipment ............ ... e 128,343 31,651 131,651
Program direction. ... . ... e oo 83,180 80,421 BG, 421
Subtotal, Secure transportaticn asset......... 211,523 221,072 221,072
CYBErsBCUrtty . .ovoe e 100,287 122,511 122.511
Pefensg nuclear SBCUTILY. ... . vv e v s 728,123 690,217 713,649
Construction:
08-0-70% Nuciear materials S&S upgrade project
Les Almos Maticonal Laboratory............... 48,550 45,000 46,000
05-D-17Q Project engineering and design ({PED),
various TOCALIONRS. .. .o anr s T.847 4,111 1,1%1
0B-D-702 Material security consclidation
projact, Ideho National lkab, ID............. 14,713 ---
Subtotal. Construction......... .. e 71,140 47,111 47,111
Subtotal, Defense nuclear security..... .... ... 795,233 737,328 760,760
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OEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{AMOUNTS IN THQUSANDS )

FY 2008 EY 20608 House

Enactecd Reguest Recommendsd

Total, Safegquards and sacurity.................. 789,233 737,328 160,760
Envirgnmental projects and operatipns:

Long tarm stewardship...................... _...... 8, 592 40,587 40, 587
Nuciear weapons incident rasponse 158,655 22%.936 221,936
Congressionally directed projects.........,......... 47,232 20,500
Less security charge for rgimbursable work. . ... PP -34,000 o
UFse of prior year balances.......................... -86,514 -366 ~366

Subtotal. WEAPONS AETIVITIES. .. ......
Rescission of prisr year balances

TOTAL, WEAPONS ACTIVITIES.................,.....

DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION

Nonproliferation and verification, R&D................ 382,424 261,944 262,862
Construction
07.5C-06 Physical Science Facitity, Pacific
Korthwest National Laboratory, Richland, WA..... 13,147 13,147
08-2-180 06-01 Project engineering and design(PED)
Natignal Security Lebaratory, PNNL.............. 24,772
Subtgtatl. Wonproliferation & verification Rab. . ... 387 186 275,091 276,908
Honproliferation ang international security........... 149,893 140,467 165,285
International nuclear materials protection and
cooperation. ... L 624,482 420 694 609,448
Elfmination of weapons-grade plutonium production
DrGgramM. . e e 178,940 141,269 141,299
Figsile matertals disposition:
U.5. surplus fissile materials disposition........., 40,774 46,774
V.5, uranium disposition. ... ........................ 66,235
Subtotal, U.S. surplus fissle materiats disp....,. 896,235 40,774 40,774
Russian surplus materials disposition.. ....... ...... “e 1.060 1,000
Total, Fissite materials disposition.. .........., . 66,235 41.774 41,774
Global threat reductien initiative...... . ... ... ..., 153,225 212,841 406,641
International nugclear fuel bank. . ... AN 49 545
Congressionelly directad projects 7.380 ~e 1,000
Subtotal, Defense Nuclear Nonproliferation...... 1,657,996 1,247,966 +, 541, 466
Use of prior year balances...... ...................... -818 -11,418
Subtetal, Defense Nuclear Noaproliferation........ 1,687, 996 1,247,048 1,583¢,048
Rescissions:
Rescission of prior year balances - Russian Surplus
Matarials Dispesition program..................... - 57,000
Rescission of prior year dalances - Fissile
materials disposition MOX canstrugtion line -115, 800 .-

Rescission of prior yeear balances for Emergency
Supplemental for FY 1899 (H.R. 4328, P.L. 102.277%  -15D,000

Total, ReSGISSIONS. ... ..oouoii i -322,000
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{ANGUNTS TN THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 FY 2009 House
Enacted Reguest Recommendsd

TOTAL, DEFENSE NUCLEAR NONPROLIFERATION....

NAVAL REACTORS

Naval reactors develepment............ ... ... e 732.374 771.6800 771,800
Construction:
09-D-190, PED, Infrastrudture upgradas, KAPL. .. ... 1.0090 1,000
09-p-902, NRF 9ffice Building #2, ECC upgrade, Idaho .- 8,300 4,300
08-D-90% Shipping and receiving and warghouse
complex (SRWC). BAPL.... ... ... ... ..o 8,918

0B-0-190 Project engineering and design, Expended
Care Facility #-280 recovering discharge station,

Navel Reactor Facility, ID. .. .. ... ...vvreninnnn 545 ] 300
07-D-190 Materials research technoclogy complax
(PIRTC) c e e 448 12,400 12,400
Subtotal . COMSEREERION. «ovre e oo 9;05 ------ 22600 ----- 22000
Total. Naval reactors development................. 142283 ----- ?93&00 ----- ?93600
Program girection. .. . ... ... oo 32.403 34, 454 34,454
TOTAL, NAVAL RERCTORS. ... ... .. v.ovinerivcncnres ) 7?4.;;? 828.05;— H__EEE—.B;

OFFICE OF THE ADHMINISTRATOR

Oftice QF the Adminfstrafor......-... ... 379,887 404,081 404,081
Congressionally diracted projects 22,140 - 24,800

TOTAL, OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR...... ... .....

TOTAL, MATIONAL NUCLEAR SECURITY ADHINISTRATION...

DEFENSE ENVIRONHENTAL CLEANUP

Closure Sites:
AShEEDUTE. .. o et e e e 292 .- -

Closurg sites administratien 11,726 13,209 13,209
Fernald.. . ... .cooiiiin s 2,100 2,160
RHAMISBUIG . . e et e 30,032 g, 574 30,574
Tatal, closure STEes. .. .. ..o 42.050 45,883 45,883
Hanford Site:

Nuclear facility D&D, river corrider closure project 223,172 165,248 180,248
Nuctear material stabilization & ¢isposition PFP. . . 97,110 113,483 122,483
SNF stabilization and disposition..... ....... ... ... 58,907 122,471 122,171
Subtotal, 2012 accelerated completions.......... 419,188 400,802 4724 992
Nuclear facility D&D - remainder of Hanford......... 97.854 85,653 85,853
Dperate waste disposal facility......... ..o vnes 3,209
Richland community and regulatory support........... 19,441 t6.620 18,620
Soil & water remediation - groundwater/vadose zone.. 104,591 165, 682 169.682
S5014d waste stabilization & dispesition - 200 area. . 242,124 175,930 175,930
Subtotal, 2035 accelerated completions.......... 487,309 450,885 450,885
Total, Kanford Site. .. ... ... . i nn 886,498 851,787 85,787

Idaho Natignal Laboratory:
Nuclear matsriml stapilization and disposition...... 2,230 2,030 2,030
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DEPARTHENT OF ENERGY
{AMGUNTS [N THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 FY 2009 House
Enacted Request Recommended
5NF stabtlization and disposition - 2012...... . . .. . 28,922 20,234 20,334
So01id waste stabilization and disposition... ........ 152,225 178.767 178,767
Radioactive liquid tank waste stabilization
and disposition. ... ... .....c. ... ., 66,010 46,025 48,025
08-D-401, Sodium bearing waste treatment project, 1D 111,774 86,700 88,700
5ci1 and water remediation - 2042..... . ..., ... ... 111,368 70,288 100, 268
Wuclear facility DAD......... ... ..... .. ... 32,078 24,133 34,133
Idaho community and regulatery support 3,753 3,867 1,867
Total, [daho National Laboratory.................. 508,358 432,124 472,124
NNSA:
Lawrence Livermore Mational Laboratory............., 8,601
NNSA Service Center/SPRU...... ........ 28,4831 16,943 16,843
Mevada....... ...............,.... . 80,368 65,874 65 674
California site support...... .... . 367
Pantex. .. ...... .. ... ... ... .. .. . .. . 20,027 ---
Los Alamos National Laboratory 152,070 162,487 200,000
Total, NNSA sites and Nevada off-sites............ 280, 264 245,084 282,617
Oak Ridge Reservation:
Building 3019, ... ... . 28,727 68000 58,000
Nuclear facility D&D ORNWL., 56,978 58,160 63,180
Nuclear factlity DaD Y-42.., 19,674 32,302 48,3982
Ruclear facility D&D, E. Tenn. Technology Park...... 3,323 105 105
OR reservation tommunity & regulatory support....... 5.812 €,100 6,100
Soil and water remediation - offsites 9,294 4,730 4,730
S011d waste stabiTization and dispositicn - 71,627 78,183 82,183
Total, Uak Ridge Reservation............... ....... 180G, 535 237.87¢ 282,870
Oftice of Rivar Protection:
81-D-16A Low activity waste facility, .. ............. 141,689 160,000 180,000
01-D-16B Analytical laboratory....... 44,561 65,000 65,000
01-D-16C Balance of fecilities.. ........... 71,345 75,000 75.000
01-B-160 High-level waste facility..... 173,388 125,000 125.000
01-D-16E Pretreatment facilify...................... 250,69 265,000 265,000
Subtotal, Waste treatment & immobilization plant 683,722 690,000 690,000
Tank Farm activities:
Rad 1iguid tank waste stabil. and disposition..... 285,351 288,443 288,443
Rivar protection community and regultatory suppeort. 467
Subtetal, Tank Faram activities.................. 285,818 288,443 288,443
Total, Office of River Protection................. 966,540 478,443 978,443
Savannah River gite:
04-D-423 Container survaillance capability in 235F.. 10,500
04.D-414 Projact Engirsering and Design, 108-K,.. ... 2,032 (R
Subtotal, 2012 accelerated completions.......... 10,900 2,032
SH community and regulatory support................. 12,386 12,500 12,580
Nuclear material stabitization and dispositicn.. 314,519 338,311 314,918
Spent nuctear fue? stabilization and gisposition. ... 30,859 24,108 24,198
Solid waste stabilizetion and di sposition, .......... 72,859 53,559 53,559
Sc11 and water ramediation 74,507 BY. 121 67,121
Nuclear faciiity DA&D............ .. .. . . 2,882 2,057 2,052
Construction:
08-D-414 Project engineering and design
Plutonium vitrification Facility, VL. ....... . 981 -—-

Subtotal, 2035 accelerated completions.......... 508, 304 498,651 474,259
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(ANOUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 £Y 2009 House
Enacted Reguest Recommended

Tank Farm activities:
Rad 1iquid tank waste stabil. and disposition..... 513,799 578,218 578,218
0§.-D.405, Sa1t waste processing fecility. ........ 87.199 127,524 127,524
03-D-414, Balt waste processing facility PED SR... 9,910

Subtotal, Tank farm activities....... RN

1,206,425 1,180,001

Total, Savannah River site............oveeeoeenrs

Waste Isclatien Pilot Plant:
Operate WIPP. . .. .. . vee oo 148.653 126,425 137,425

Central Characterization Project 32,598 29,088 38,206
Transportation. .. .. ... vaaii 26, 88T 28,470 28 170
Community and regulatory support..................+ 26,446 27,860 27,660
Total, Waste Isolatien Pilot Plant.... ............ 234 585 214,524 231,661
Program directten.. 306,941 308,765 308,765
Program Support... ...c.ovinioinns 32.844 33,930 33 930
Safeguards and Security:
waste Isolation Pilot Project.... ... ...ooviorinvns 4,882 5,124 5,124
Qak Ridge Resarvation 18,322 27.620 27.9%0
West vallay........... 1.588 1,460 1,400
Paducah. . ..... oo B.1e6 8,196
Richland/Hanford Site........... ... 86,503 75,265 75,285
Savannah River Site. ... ... ..o 148,040 134,336 134 336
Total, Safeguards and Security..................-. 259,332 251,341
Tachnology develapment. . . ... ... -eennrr s 21,184 32,389
Yranium enrichment D&D fund contribution........... .. 458,787 463,000

SUBTOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIRONMENTAL CLEAN UP

Congressionally directed projects
Use of prior year balanges..... ..

TOTAL, DEFENSE ENVIROKMENTAL CLEAN UP.............

OYHFR DEFENSE ACTIVITIES

Health, safety and security:

Health, safety and security .. 328,324 347,27 347,271
Program direction. .. ... i 99,137 99, 587 o9, 587
Total, Health, safety and security.......... .... 425,461 446,863 446,868
Office of Legacy Maragement:
Legacy management 144,060 174,387 174,397
Program direction 10,901 11,684 11,584
Total. Office of Legacy Management... . ............ 154,961 185,884 185.981
Nuclear energy:
Infrastrypcture:
Igaho sitewide safeguards and security............ 5,261 78,811 8,811
Mixed oxice fuel fapricalion facility:
Operaticns and maintenance........ - -...... e .- 18,200
Construction and siher prepject costs:
§9-D-143 HOX fuel fabrication facility .. ...... 487,808

Sybtotal, Mixed oxide fuel fabrication facility. 487,008
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CEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
(AROUNTS IN THOUSANDS)

FY 2008 FY 2099 House
Enacted Request Retommended

Total, Nuclear emergy................coovvueonn. .. 75,261 585,819 78,811
Cefanse related adainistrative suppart.. .............. 88,104 108,190 108,190
Office of hearings and sppeals........ ...... .......... 4,565 &,603 8,803

Less security charge for reimbursable work....,....... -3.002
Vse of prior year balances.. ... . .

TOTAL, OTHER DEFENSE ACTIVITIES................... 764,359 1,313,461 826,453
== =% =T=SoRwsossss SssEonassnss
DEFENSE NUCLEAR WASTE DISPOSAL 247,371

TOTAL, ATQKIC ENERGY OEFENSE ACTIVITIES.,... . ..... 15,113,140 15,955,350 15,323,269

EELETS

POWER MARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS
SOUTHEASTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

Operation and maintenance:

Purchase power and wheeling 62,215 63,522 63,522
Program direction. . ................. ... ... . ... ... 6,404 7,420 7.420
Subtotal, Operation and mainterance..... ....... 68,619 78,842 70,942
Lass alternative financing (PPW) . ..o -13,802 -14,002 -14.002

Qefsetting eollections. ........ ... ........0 ..., ..., -48,413 48,520 -49, 820

SOUTHWESTERN POWER ADMINISTRATION

Operation and maintensnce:

Operating expenses............................ ... 11,892 12,865 12,885
Purchase power and wheeling.. 45,000 46,000 48,000
Program direction........,.... N 22,054 24,330 24,330
Construchion. . .......... ... .. ooy 4,269 5,991 5,991
Subtotal, Operation and maintenance,............ 83,245 89,188 89,186
Less alternative financing {for program directien} ., -877 -2.200 -2,200
Less alternative financing (ofr DEM) .. -6,304 -9.38 -9,381
Less alternative financing (PPW). . .. -10,000 ~11,000 -11,000
Less alternative financing {Const .} -B69 -3, 19t -3,19%
Offsatting collectiens, ... .. ... ...... -35, 000 -35,000 -35,000

WESTERN AREA POWER ADMINISTRATION

Operation and maintenance: -
Construction and rehabilitation. ............ . ... . 42,419 74,544 74,544
Operation and matntenarce.................. e 52,873 52,365 52,385
Purchase power and wheeling. 475,254 525,960 525,980
Program direction......., .. 155,128 166,423 166.423

Vtah mitigation and consarvation 7.114 7.342 7.342
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Subtotal, Operation and maintenance............. 753,788 826,634 826,634
Less alternative financing (for 0&M) ... ... ...vnven -5,000 -15,499 -15,49%
Less alternative financing (for Const.}. ............ -30,690 -72,682 -72,663
Less alternativa financing {for Program direction).. -10.000 -15,800 -15,B00
Lass alternative financing {for PPW}............---. -168,552 -197,842 -197,842
Offsetting collections [P.L. 108-477, P.L. 108-183). -308,702 -328 118 -328,118
Qffsetting collectiens (P.L. 98-381)..............0o -3,937 3,366 3,366

TOTAL, WESTERN AREA POWER ADNINISTRATION

FALCON AND AMISTAD OQPERATING AND MAINTENANCE FUND

gperation and maintenance

TOTAL, PONER HARKETING ADMINISTRATIONS............ 267,953 232,139 232,139

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY COMMISSICN

Federal energy regulatory commission 260,425 273,400 273,400
FERD FeVEAMUBS. . co 0 vvnerananrrosnnraas st etnasns . -280, 425 -273,400 -273,400
GRAND TOTAL, DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY................. 24,489,102 25,817,888 27,204,820
(Totat amount appropriated)...............-... (24,881,102) (25,743.888) (27.196,120)
{Rascissfons, incldudiag emergency funding}... (-322,000) {-165,300)
(DEFRFTAYIS) . ot eeee o onnen e (108, 000) (148,000} {149,000)

(Advance appropriation) (42,000) (25,000} £25,000)
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DEFARTHENT CF ERERGY
{AMOUNTS IN THOUSANDS}

FY 2008 FY 2009 House
Enacted Reguest Recommended
SUBHARY OF ACCOUNTS
Engrgy efficiency and renewable 2411 of e 1,722,407 1,255,383 2,518 552
Electrcity delivery and anergy reliability, .. 138,556 134,000 143,250
Nuclaar emergy..................vivunon . 961,685 853 644 1,238,852
Qffice of Legacy Management.......... 33 872 --
Llsan coai technology................., -56,489 cww
Foss11 Energy Research and Developwent. 742,838 754,030 853,578
Naval Petroleum & 011 Shale Reserves.. ......_..... .. .. 20 272 19,9099 18.089
Strategic petroleum reserves......... 186,757 344,000 172,800
Northeast home heating o1 reserve... 12,335 g.800 9,800
Energy Information Adwinistration.... . §5,460 110,595 120,585
Non-defense environmental clean up.................... 182,263 213,411 257,019
Uranium enrichment D&D fung... £22,162 480,333 529,273
Science,.............,... .... 4,017,711 4,721,869 4,861 669
Nuclear waste cisposal.....,. .. . 187,269 247,371 247,31
Departmental administration.... ... 308,662 272,144 272,144
Revenues....... ... ... .. - 161,247 -117,317 -117,317
Total, Departmental administration............ .. 148,415 154,827 154,827
Bffice of the Inspector General....................... 46,057 51,827 51,927
Innovative Tehcnoiogy Loan Guarantee Program, ........ 48,450 380, 600 485, 00D
Atomic erergy defense activities:
National Nuclear Security Admintstration:
Weapans activitdes...... ... . .. ... ... . ... ... .. 6,287,488 €.8186,079 6,036, 560
. 1,335,908 1,247,048 1,530,048
774,888 828,054 828,054
402,137 404,081 428,581
Subtotal. Natioral Nuclear Security Admin....... 8,810,285 9,097,262 8,823,243
Pefense environmental cleanup 8,348 325 5,297,256 5,426,202
Other dafense activities............... s 754,349 1,313,451 826,453
Defense nucTear waste disposal 189,171 247,371 247,371
Total, Atomic energy defense activities........... 15,113,140 15,955,350 15,323,260
Powgr marketing edministrations:
Southeastern Power Administration,... ..... .......... 6.404 7,420 7,420
Southwestern Powar Administration, ., e 30,165 28,414 28,434
Western Area Power Administration................ . .. 228,007 193,348 193,346
Falcon and Amistad operating and maintenance fund. .. 2,477 2,959 2,959
Total, Power marketing administrations......... .. 267,953 232,139 232,138
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission:
Salaries and expenses 260,425 273,400 273,400
Revenues. ... ... . ... L -260,425 -273,.400 -273.400
25,817,888 27,202,820

Total Summary of Accounts, Department of Energy... 24,488,102

FUNCTION RECAP:

KON -QEFENSE 9.371.503
DEFENSE 15,117,589
Environmental management.... . .., e e e (6.162,504)
DEFENSE RELATED 15,332,130y
NWOM-DEFENSE. .. ... ..o {830,374}
Nuciear waste disposal {368, 44Q)
BEFENSE RELATED. ......... {199,171}
NON-DEFENSE. , .. .. ($87,289)

9,982,538
13,955,350

(6,256, 403)
(5,288, 365)
(958,038)

(494,742)
(247,371}
(247,371}

11,718,251
15,488 568

(6,376,649)
(5,418,611,
(948,038}

(494 ,742)
(247.371)
(247,371
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GENERAL PROVISIONS

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Contract Competition.—Section 301 provides that none of the
funds in this Act may be used to award a management and oper-
ating contract, or a contract for environmental remediation or
waste management, in excess of $100 million in annual funding at
a current or former management and operating contract site of fa-
cility, or award a significant extension or expansion to an existing
management and operating contract, or ather contract covered by
this section, unless such contract is awarded using competitive pro-
cedures, or the Secretary of Energy grants, on a case-by-case basis,
a waiver to allow for such a deviation. Within 30 days of formally
notifying an incumbent contractor of the intent to grant such a
waiver, the Secretary of Energy must submit to the House and
Senate Committees on Appropriations a report notifying the Com-
mittees of the waiver and setting forth, in specificity, the reasons
for the waiver. Section 301 does not preclude extensions of a con-
tract awarded using competitive procedures, but does establish a
presumption of competition unless the Secretary invokes the waiv-
er option.

The Committee’s concern is to establish clearly that competition
is the norm for the Department of Energy. The waiver for non-com-
petitive awards or extensions should be invoked only in truly ex-
ceptional circumstances, not as a matter of routine. A non-competi-
tive award or extensions may be in the taxpayers’ interest, but the
burden of proof is on the Department to make that case in the
waiver notice.

Unfunded Requests for Proposals.—Section 302 provides that
none of the funds in this Act may be used to initiate requests for
proposals or other solicitations or expressions of interest for new
programs that have not yet been presented to Congress in the an-
nual budget submission, and that have not yet been approved and
funded by Congress.

Section 3161 Assistance.—Section 303 prohibits the use of funds
for workforce restructuring or enhanced severance payments under
the worker and community transition program under section 3161
of Public Law 102—484.

Unexpended Boalances.—Section 304 permits the transfer and
merger of unexpended balances of prior appropriations with appro-
priation accounts established in this bill.

Bonneville Power Administration Service Territory.—3ection 305
provides that none of the funds in this or any other Act may be
used by the Administrator of the Bonneville Power Administration
to perform energy efficiency services outside the legally defined
Bonneville service territory unless the Administrator certifies in
advance that such services are not available from private sector
businesses.

User Facilities.—Section 306 establishes certain notice and com-
petition requirements with respect to the involvement of univer-
sities in Department of Energy user facilities. A similar provision
was included in the Energy and Water Development Appropria-
tions Act, 2005. The detailed guidance on the application of this
provision was provided in House Report 107-681 and continues to

apply.
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Intelligence Activities.—Section 307 authorizes intelligence activi-
ties of the Department of Energy for purposes of section 504 of the
National Security Act of 1947 during fiscal year 2009.

Laboratory Directed Research and Development.—Section 308
provides for authorization of Laboratory Directed Research and De-
velopment (LDRD), Site Directed Research and Development, and
Flant Directed Research and Development (PDRD) activities.

Reimbursable Work.—Section 309 requires that DOE accounts for
its reimbursable activities in the accounts that are most closely re-
lated in mission to the work being carried out. In the event that
the activity is not related to DOE’s mission, the Department must
report these activities in the account that would normally supply
the preponderance of the funding of the resources being used in re-
imbursable work, or owns the assets being used in reimbursable
work.

Reliable Replacement Warhead.—Section 310 prohibits the use of
funds for the Reliable Replacement Warhead (RRW).

Global Nuclear Energy Partnership.—Section 311 prohibits the
use of funds for the Global Nuclear Energy Partnership (GNEP),

General Plant Projects.—Section 312 sets the limit on the use of
funds for General Plant Projects (GPP) at $10,000,000. The Com-
mittee directs the Department to apply this new dollar threshold
to all projects and activities of the Department, consistent with
past practice.”

TITLE TV
INDEPENDENT AGENCIES
APPALACHIAN REGIONAL COMMISSION

Appropriation, 2008 ............cooumeeeeioioo $73,032,000
Budget estimate, 2009 65,000,000
Recommended, 2009 65,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... —8,032,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... —_

The Appalachian Regional Commission (ARC) is a regional eco-
nomic development agency established in 1965. It is composed of
the Governors of the thirteen Appalachian States and has a Fed-
eral co-chairman, who is appointed by the President. For fiscal year
2009, the budget request includes $65,000,000, of which
$53,957,000 is for area development; $5,316,000 is local develop-
ment districts and technical assistance; and $5,727,000 is for sala-
ries and expenses.

The ARC budget justification indicates that it targets fifty per-
cent of its funds to distressed counties or distressed areas in the
Appalachian region. In times of budget austerity, the Committee
believes this should be the primary, and in fact the sole focus of
the ARC. The Committee recommendation for ARC is $65,000,000,
the same as the budget request.
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DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES SAFETY BOARD

Appropriation, 2008 ... $21,509,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 25,499,000
Recommended, 2009 ......coooociriininnn 25,499,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 .......... +3,590,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ........ —

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-
fonse nuclear facilities. The Board is responsible for reviewing and
evaluating the content and implementation of the standards relat-
ing to the design, construction, operation, and decommissioning of
defense nuclear facilities of the Department of Energy.

The Committee recommendation for fiscal year 2009 is
$25,499,000, the same as the budget request.

DELTA REGIONAL AUTHORITY
Appropriation, 2008 ... e $11,685,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... 6,000,000
Recommended, 2009 6,000,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... - 5,685,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... —

The Delta Regional Authority (DRA) is a federal-state partner-
ship serving a 240-county/parish area in an eight-state region. Led
by a federal co-chairman and the governors of each participating
state, the DRA is designed to remedy severe and chronic economic
distress by stimulating economic development and fostering part-
nerships that will have a positive impact on the region’s economy.
The DRA seeks to help economically distressed communities lever-
age other federal and state programs, which are focused on basic
infrastructure development and transportation improvements, busi-
ness development, and job training services. Under federal law, at
least 75 percent of funds must be invested in distressed counties
and parishes, with 50 percent of the funds earmarked for transpor-
tation and basic infrastructure improvements.

It has come to the Committee’s attention that the DRA has failed
to provide assistance in several counties within its jurisdiction that
are among the most economically distressed. In the view of this
Committee, this lapse is unacceptable, given the Authority’s pri-
mary mission is to assist the counties where the most need exists.
The DRA is instructed to provide a report outlining the assistance
provided in its territory, by county, ranked in order of rates of pov-
erty and economic distress as defined by the Census Bureau. The
DRA is also directed to review the process by which assistance is
provided to ensure an equitable distribution of the resources is pro-
vided to the counties within its jurisdiction according to need.

Since 2002, the DRA has distributed nearly $56,000,000 through
its grant program. The Committee is concerned the Authority lacks
a monitoring program to ensure grantee compliance with program
requirements and statutory goals. The Committee directs the Au-
thority to develop and implement improved grant auditing proce-
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dures, in order to (1) certify the impact of individual initiatives
funded through the grant program; and (2) document and verify
grantee compliance with statutory program requirements. The
Committee directs the Federal Co-Chairman to provide to the
House and Senate Committees on Appropriations a report com-
prehensively addressing the development of annual and long-term
measures for ensuring the performance and accountability of the
Authority and its grantees within 90 days of the enactment of this
legislation.

For fiscal year 2009, the Committee recommends $6,000,000, the
same as the budget request.

DENALI COMMISSION

Appropriation, 2008 $21,800,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 1,800,000
Recommended, 2009 ..........oooooeo... T 1,800,000
Comparison:

ppropriation, 2008 — 20,000,000

Budget estimate, 2009 ...

Introduced by Congress in 1998, the Denali Commission is a fed-
eral-state partnership designed to provide critical utilities, infra-
structure, and economic support throughout Alaska. For fiscal year
2009, the Committee recommends $1,800,000 for the costs of the
Commission’s operations, the same as the budget request.

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
GROSS APPROPRIATION
Appropriation, 2008 ..o $917,334,000

Budget estimate, 2009 1,007,956,000

Recommended, 2009 ... 1,058,956,000
Comparison:

ppropriation, 2008 ... +141,622.000

Budget estimate, 2009 ... +51,000,000

REVENUES
Appropriation, 2008 ........ —$771,220,000
Budget estimate, 2009 — 847,357,000

Recommended, 2009 ..............._... o — 860,857,000
Comparison:

ppropriation, 2008 ... ~ 89,637,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... —13,500,000
NET APPROPRIATION
Appropriation, 2008 ... $146,114,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 160,599,000
Recommended, 2009 198,099,000
ComXarison:
ppropriation, 2008 ..............ccooooeiiiii +51,985,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... T +37,5600,000

The Committee recommendation for the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) salaries and expenses for fiscal year 2009 is
$1,058,956,000, an increase of $51,000,000 over the budget request
of $1,007,956,000. The total amount of budget authority is offset by
estimated revenues of $860,857,000, resulting in a net appropria-
. tion of $198,099,000. The recommendation includes $73,300,000 to
be derived from the Nuclear Waste Fund to support the NRC’s re-
view of the Department of Energy’s licensing application to con-
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struct and operate a permanent geologic repository at Yucca Moun-
tain for spent nuclear fuel and high-level waste. The Committee
also recommends an additional $15,000,000 to continue the aca-
demic scholarships and fellowships program. These funds are to be
used for college scholarships and graduate fellowships in nuclear
science, engineering, and health physics, and for faculty develop-
ment grants supporting faculty in these academic areas for the first
six years of their careers. The education supported by this funding
is intended to broadly benefit all sectors using nuclear technology
and radioactive materials (i.e., federal agencies, industry, medicine,
and academia) rather than solely to benefit the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission. Accordingly, notwithstanding the requirements of Sec-
tion 243 of the Energy Policy Act of 2005, which makes employ-
ment at the Commission a condition of receiving educational assist-
ance, the Commission is directed to make generous use of the waiv-
er or suspension provisions available in Section 243(c)(2).

Fee Recovery.—The Committee recommendation assumes that
the NRC will recover 90 percent of its budget authority from user
foes and annual charges, as authorized in Section 637 of the En-
ergy Policy Act of 2005 (P.L. 109-58), less the appropriation de-
rived from the Nuclear Waste Fund, the amount necessary to im-
plement Section 3116 of the Ronald W. Reagan National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (P.L. 108-375). Of the
$1,058,900,000 gross appropriation for fiscal year 2009,
$73,300,000 is drawn from the Nuclear Waste Fund, $2,000,000 is
drawn from the General Fund of the Treasury to execute NRC’s re-
gponsibilities to provide oversight of certain Department of Energy
activities under Section 3116 of Ronald W. Reagan National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2005 (P.L. 108-375}, and
$27,148,000 is drawn from the General Fund of the Treasury to
execute NRC's homeland security responsibilities. Ninety percent of
the balance of $956,508,000 (i.e., $860,857,000) is funded by fees
collected from NRC licensees, and the remaining 10 percent (i.e.,
$95,651,000) is funded from the General Fund of the Treasury.

Fire Protection.—The Committee is concerned with the conclu-
sions of the NRC’s Inspector General's Office report regarding
NRC’s oversight of fire protection barriers, The report states that
the NRC ignored repeated evidence that the fire safety insulation
used by some nuclear power plants did not meet NRC fire safety
standards. The Committee’s concern is compounded by the prelimi-
nary findings of a Government Accountability Office investigation
on fire safety at nuclear power plants that indicate the NRC has
allowed many exceptions to existing fire safety requirements. The
Committee is aware that the NRC is currently piloting an alter-
native, risk-based approach to fire safety that is likely to reduce
fire safety requirements in certain “low risk” areas of nuclear
power plants. As the NRC continues to work on these pilots, it
must ensure that its methodology for assessing risk is fully vali-
dated by independent third parties and is transparent to the pub-
lic. With regard to the current fire safety regime or any future risk-
based regime, the NRC must require licensees to ceme into full
compliance with regulatory requirements on an expedited basis.
The Committee directs the NRC to provide a report to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations within 30 days of enactment of this legisla-
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tion providing the status of the fire safety pilot projects and the
timeline for licensees to comply with regulatory requirements,

Next Generation Nuclear Plant Licensing.—The licensing process
that the Commission uses for nuclear facilities places all of the risk
on the applicant for implementing corrective measures to satisfy
Commission safety requirements. With a two-step process, first 1i-
censing a facility for construction and then later licensing for facil-
ity operation, some technical issues may not be resolved until rel-
atively late in the licensing process. In the case of federal nuclear
facilities, this introduces a significant financial risk for the federal
government if changes required to satisfy NRC requirements neces-
sitate costly design and construction changes. The Committee en-
courages the Nuclear Regulatory Commission to engage early and
often with the Department of Energy on the Next Generation Nu-
clear Plant, so that technical issues involved in licensing this new
nuclear reactor will be identified and resolved as early as possible
in the design process, before significant federal funds are expended
on facility construction.

Reports,—The Committee directs the Commission to continue to
provide quarterly reports on the status of its Licensing and other
regulatory activities. The Committee has been very supportive of
the Commission in recent years by providing substantial additional
resources to meet an anticipated round of new plant licensing ac-
tivities. The Committee believes the NRC should use these addi-
tional resources, both from taxpayer funds and from licensees, to
conduct an efficient, understandable, and predictable licensing
process.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
GROSS APPROPRIATION

Appropriation, 2008 $8,744,000
Budget estimate, 2009 _._.. 9,044,000
Recomnmended, 2009 10,860,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... +2,116,000
Budget estimate, 2009 +1,816,000
REVENUES
Appropriation, 2008 —$7,870,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... - 8,140,000
Recommended, 2009 — 9,774,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... —1,904,000
Budget estimate, 2009 — 1,634,000
NET APPROPRIATION
Appropriation, 2008 $874,000
Budget estimate, 2009 .. 904,000
Recommended, 2009 1,086,000
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ... +212,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ................. T +182,000

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $10,860,000, an
increase of $1,816,000 over the budget request. The Nuclear Regu-
latory Commission’s gross appropriation increased twelve percent
in fiscal year 2009 over fiscal year 2008 levels, and the Committee
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recommendation for fiscal year 2009 is nearly a 30 percent increase
since fiscal year 2008. As such, the Committee recommendation for
the Office of the Inspector General reflects a commensurate in-
crease of 30 percent since fiscal year 2008, to be proportionate with
the growth of NRC activities. Given the formula for fee recovery,

the revenue estimate is $9,774,000, resulting in a net appropriation
for the NRC Inspector General of $1,086,000.

NUCLEAR WASTE TECHNICAL REVIEW BOARD

ApPPIOPriation, 2008 ... $3,621,000
Budget estimate, 2008 ...... 3,811,000
Recommended, 2009 ... 3,817,000
Comparisor:
Appropriation, 2008 ..o +196,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... +6,000

The Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board was established by
the 1987 amendments to the Nuclear Waste Policy Act of 1982 to
provide independent technical oversight of the Department of Ener-
gy’s nuclear waste disposal program. The Committee sees the Nu-
clear Waste Technical Review Board as having a continuing inde-
pendent oversight role, as is specified in Section 503 of the Nuclear
Waste Policy Act of 1982, as amended, as the Department begins
to focus on the packaging and transportation of high-level radio-
active waste and spent nuclear fuel.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $3,817,000 for
the Nuclear Waste Technical Review Board in fiscal year 2009, an
increase of $6,000 over the budget request and an increase of
$196,000 over fiscal year 2008 funding.

OFFICE OF THE FEDERAL COORDINATOR FOR ALASKA NATURAL GAS
TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS

ApPPropriation, 2008 ... s $2,261,000
Budget estimate, 2009 ... 4,400,000
Recommended, 2009 ..o 4,400,000
Comparison:

Appropriation, 2008 ... +2,139,000

Budget estimate, 2008 ... —-—

The Office of the Federal Coordinator for Alaska Natural Gas
Transportation Projects was established as an independent agency
in the Executive Branch on December 13, 2006, pursuant to the
Alaska Natural Gas Pipeline Act of 2004. The Federal Coordinator
is responsible for coordinating all Federal activities for an Alaska
natural gas transportation project, including joint surveillance and
monitoring with the State of Alaska of construction of a project. An
Alaska natural gas transportation project could deliver significant
natural gas supply to the U.S. lower 48 states. Action by the State
of Alaska in reaching agreement with potential project owners as
to fiscal terms is necessary before project development can move
forward.

The Committee recommends an appropriation of $4,400,000 to
support the activities of this office in fiscal year 2009, the same as
the budget request.
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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL
GROSS APPROPRIATION
Appropriation, 2008 .......................

Budget estimate, 2009 ...... $17,000,000
Recommended, 2009 ... —
Comparisen:
Appropriation, 2008 ... —
Budget estimate, 2009 ..o — 17,000,000

OFFSETS FROM TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY FUND

Appropriation, 2008

Budget estimate, 2009 ... $17,000,000
Recommended, 2009 —_
Comparison:
Appropriation, 2008 ..., —
Budget estimate, 2009 - 17,000,000

The Committee recommendation does not include the Adminis-
tration proposal to establish a Congressionally funded Office of In-
spector General to oversee the Tennessee Valley Authority. In re-
cent years, the TVA has funded the requests of the TVA-IG office
out of power revenues and receipts. This process has worked well
and the Committee sees no compelling reason to change that mech-
anism for financing the TVA-IG.

Reports.—The Committee directs the Inspector General to for-
ward copies of all audit and inspection reports to the Committee
mmmediately after they are issued, and immediately make the Com-
mittee aware of any review that recommends cancellation of, or
modification to, any major acquisition project or grant, or which
recommends significant budgetary savings. The Inspector General
is also directed to withhold from public distribution for a period of
15 days any final audit or investigation report that was requested
by the House Committee on Appropriations.

TITLE V

GENERAL PROVISIONS

The Committee recommendation includes several general provi-
sions pertaining to specific programs and activities funded in the
Energy and Water Development Appropriations Act.

Prohibition on lobbying.—The bill includes a provision that none
of the funds appropriated in this Act may be used in any way, di-
rectly or indirectly, to influence congresstonal action on any legisla-
tion or appropriation matters pending before Congress, other than
to communicate to Members of Congress as described in section
1913 of Title 18, United States Code,

Transfers.—The bill includes language regarding the transfer of
funds made available in this Act to other departments or agencies
of the Federal government.







HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES REPORT REQUIREMENTS

The following items are included in accordance with various re-
quirements of the Rules of the House of Representatives.

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY

Clause 3(d)1) of rule XIIT of the Rules of the House of Rep-
resentatives states that:

Fach report of a committee on a public bill or public
joint resolution shall contain the following: (1) A statement
citing the specific powers granted to Congress in the Con-
stitution to enact the law proposed by the bill or joint reso-
lution.

The Committee on Appropriations bases its authority to report
this legislation from Clause 7 of Section 9 of Article I of the Con-
stitution of the United States of America which states:

No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but in con-
sequence of Appropriations made by law.

Appropriations contained in this Act are made pursuant to this
specific power granted by the Constitution.

STATEMENT OF GENERAL PERFORMANCE GOALS AND OBJECTIVES

Pursuant to clause 3(c)4) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following is a statement of general perform-
ance goals and objectives for which this measure authorizes fund-
ing:

The Committee on Appropriations considers program perform-
ance, including a program’s success in developing and attaining
outcome-related goals and objectives, in developing funding rec-
ommendations.

TRANSFER OF FUNDS

Pursuant te clause 3(f)(2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, the following is submitted describing the trans-
fer of funds provided in the accompanying hill,

TITLE II—BUREAU OF RECLAMATION

Under “Water and Related Resources”, $57,615,000 is available
for transfer to the Upper Colorado River Basin Fund and
$26,825,000 is available for transfer to the Lower Colorado River
Basin Development Fund. Such funds as may be necessary may be
advanced to the Colorado River Dam Fund. The amounts of trans-
fers may be increased or decreased within the overall appropriation
under the heading.

{179)
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TITLE III—DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Under “Fossil Energy Research and Development”, $149,000,000
is transferred from “Clean Coal Technology”.

Under “Other Defense Activities”, $4,900,000 of funds provided
under Public Law 109-103, is transferred to “Weapons Activities”
for planning activities associated with special nuclear material con-
solidation.

Under Section 305, “General Provision—Department of Energy”,
unexpended balances of prior appropriations provided for activities
in this Act may be transferred to appropriation accounts for such
activities established pursuant to this title. Balances so transferred
may be merged with funds in the applicable established accounts
and thereafter may be accounted for as one fund for the same time
period as originally enacted.

CHANGES IN THE APPLICATION OF EXISTING LAW

Pursuant to clause 3(D(1)XA) of rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the following statements are submitted
describing the effect of provisions in the accompanying bill which
directly or indirectly change the application of existing law.

TITLE I—CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Inves-
tigations, providing for detailed studies and plans and specifica-
tions of projects prior to construction.

Language has been included under the Corps of Engineers, In-
vestigations, rescinding funds provided under the Investigations
heading of Public Law 110-161.

Language has been inciuded under the Corps of Engineers, Con-
struction, providing for detailed studies and plans and specifica-
tions to be conducted for projects authorized or made eligible for se-
lection by law.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Construc-
tion, permitting the use of funds from the Inland Waterways Trust
Fund and the Harbor Maintenance Trust Fund.

Language has been included under the Corps of Engineers, Mis-
sigsippi 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 authorized projects; providing security for infrastructure
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 naviga-
tion.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Oper-
ation and Maintenance, permitting the use of funds from the Har-
bor Maintenance Trust Fund; providing for the use of funds from
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a special account for resource protection, research, interpretation,
and maintenance activities at outdoor recreation areas; and allow-
ing use of funds to cover the cost of operation and maintenance of
dredged material disposal facilities for which fees have been col-
lected,

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex-
penses, regarding support of the Humphreys Engineer Support
Center Activity, the Institute for Water Resources, the Engineer
Research and Development Center, and headquarters support func-
tions at the Finance Center.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Ex-
penses, prohibiting the use of other funds in this Act for the Office
of the Chief of Engineers and the division offices,

Language has been included to provide for funding for the Office
of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Civil Works).

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, Adminis-
trative Provisions, providing that funds are available for official re-
ception and representation expenses, and for purchase and hire of
motor vehicles,

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, Section 101, prohibiting the execution of any continuing
contract that reserves an amount for a project in excess of the
amount appropriated for such project in this Act.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, Section 102, prohibiting the award of a continuing con-
gac‘zl for any project funded out of the Inland Waterway Trust

und.

Language has been included under Corps of Engineers, General
Provisions, Section 103, prohibiting the use of funds provided
under this Act or previous Acts for implementation of A—76 studies.

TITLE II—DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Language has been included under the Central Utah Project that
requires the deposit of funds into the Utah Reclamation Mitigation
and Conservation Account; and allows the use of up to $1,500,000
for administrative expenses.

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
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; providing that funds may be used for work carried out
by the Youth Conservation Corps.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation,
Water and Related Resources providing that funds may be derived
from the Reclamation Fund or the special fee account established
by 16 U.S.C. 4601-6a(i); that funds contributed under 43 U.S.C.
395 by non-Federal entities shall be available for expenditure; and
that funds advanced under 43 U.S.C. 397a for operation and main-
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tenance of reclamation facilities are to be credited to the Water and
Related Resources account,

Language has been included under the Bureau of Reclamation,
Water and Related Resources requiring funds to be deposited in the
San Gabriel Basin Restoration Fund established by section 110 of
Title I of appendix D of Public Law 106-554.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation,
Water and Related Resources rescinding funds provided for Desert
Terminal Lakes under section 2507 of the Farm Security and Rural
Investment Act of 2002, as amended by section 2807 of the Food,
Conservation, and Energy Act of 2008.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cen-
tral Valley Project Restoration Fund directing the Bureau of Rec-
lamation to assess and collect the full amount of additional mitiga-
tion and restoration payments authorized by section 3407(d) of
Public Law 102-575.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cen-
tral Valley Project Restoration Fund providing that none of the
funds under the heading may be used for the acquisition or lease
of water for in-stream purposes if the water is already committed
to in-stream purposes by a court order adopted by consent or de-
cree.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Cali-
fornia Bay-Delta Restoration permitting the transfer of funds to ap-
propriate accounts of other participating Federal agencies to carry
out authorized programs; providing that funds made available
under this heading may be used for the Federal share of the costs
of the CALFED Program management; providing that use of any
funds provided to the California Bay-Delta Authority for program-
wide management and oversight activities shall be subject to the
approval of the Secretary of the Interior: providing that CALFED
implementation shall be carried out with clear performance meas-
ures demonstrating concurrent progress in achieving the goals and
objectives of the program.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Pol-
icy and Administration providing that funds may be derived from
the Reclamation Fund and providing that no part of any other ap-
propriation in the Act shall be available for activities budgeted as
policy and administration,

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Pol-
icy and Administration providing for the transfer of $10,000,600
from this account to Water and Related Resources, if a five-year
budget plan is not received from the Secretary of the Interior with-
in the 90-day period following the date of enactment.

Language has been included under Bureau of Reclamation, Ad-
ministrative Provisions providing for the purchase of motor vehi-
cles.

Language has been included under Title II, General Provisions,
regarding the San Luis Umt and the Kesterson Reservoir in Cali-
fornia. This language has been carried in prior appropriations Acts.
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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; and for the purchase of passenger vehicles.

Language has been included under Energy Efficiency and Renew-
able Energy that makes funds available for the cost of direct loans
under subsection (d) of section 136 of the Energy Independence and
Security Act of 2007; and limits commitments for direct loans.

Language has been included under Electricity Distribution and
Energy Reliability for the purchase, construction, and acquisition of
plant and capital equipment.

Language has been included under Nuclear Energy for the pur-
chase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital equipment;
for the purchase of motor vehicles; and for the appropriation of
funds for Project 99-D-143 Mixed Oxide Fuel Fabrication Facility,
adherence to DOE Order 413.3A for that project, and the manage-
ment and execution of that project by the Office of Nuclear Energy.

Language has been included under Fossil Energy Research and
Development on Clean Coal Technology and Carbon Capture Dem-
onstration Initiative that provides for funds to be derived by trans-
fer from “Clean Coal Technology”; provides funds for the carbon
capture demonstration solicitation under title VII of the Energy
Independence and Security Act of 2007; allows the use of funds ap-
propriated under the Clean Coal Technology Program, Power Plant
Improvement Initiative, the Clean Coal Poweor Initiative, and
FutureGen to be utilized for the carbon capture demonstration so-
licitations under the EISA in accordance with the requirements of
EISA; prohibits selection of a carbon capture demonstration project
if full funding is not available; places limitations on the time period
for negotiations on carbon capture demonstration applications and
on carbon capture financial demonstration financial assistance; re-
quires 50 percent non-federal cost-sharing of carbon capture dem-
onstration projects; requires funds to be expended in accordance
with Clean Coal Technology provisions of 42 U.S.C. 5903d and
prior appropriation acts; and provides for designation of any tech-
nology selected under the carbon capture demonstration solicitation
as Clean Coal Technology and projects under the programs as
Clean Coal Technology Projects.

Language has been included under Fossil Energy Research and
Development providing for a limitation on the use of funds made
available to National Energy Technology Laboratory; and prohib-
iting the field-testing of nuclear explosives for the recovery of oil
and gas.

Language has been included under the Naval Petroleum and Oil
Shale Reserves, permitting the use of unobligated balances and the
hire of passenger vehicles,

Language has been included under Non-Defense Environmental
Cleanup for the purchase, construction, and acquisition of plant
and capital equipment; and to make funds available for remedial
actions carried out at a dump site in the vicinity of the Tuba City
processing site.

Language is included under the Uranium Enrichment Decon-
tamination and Decommissioning Fund that makes $15,000,000
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available in accordance with title X, subtitle A, of the Energy Pol-
icy Act of 1892,

Language has been included under Science providing for the pur-
chase, construction, and acquisition of plant and capital equipment;
and for the purchase of motor vehicles.

Language has been included under Science that makes work for
the Office of Science at Los Alamos subject to the direction and
control of the Director of the Office of Science.

Language has been included under Nuclear Waste Disposal lim-
iting the provision of funds to state, local and tribal entities for
oversight and licensing activities; providing and limiting the funds
that may be provided as payment equal to taxes under section
116(c)3) of NWPA to Nye County, Nevada; requiring funds for the
State of Nevada to be paid by direct payment to the Nevada Divi-
sion of Emergency Management and units of local government; re-
quiring certification from the Nevada Division of Emergency Man-
agement, Governor of the State of Nevada and affected units of
local government that funds expended from payments were ex-
pended for activities authorized by NWPA and this Act and making
further funds contingent upon such certification; prohibiting the
use of funds for influencing legislative action, litigation expenses,
or support of coalition building activities inconsistent with this Act;
and providing that all proceeds and recoveries realized in carrying
out activities under NWPA are available without further appropria-
tion and remain available until expended.

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program limiting commitments to guarantee loans
under Title XVII of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 during fiscal
years 2008 through 2011 for eligible projects other than nuclear
power facilities and for eligible nuclear power facilities.

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program requiring sums derived from horrowers pursu-
ant to section 1702(b)(2) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005 under
this Program to be collected in accordance with section 502(7) of
the Congressional Budget Act of 1974.

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program that prohibits the use of the funds provided in
this Act for a new guaranteed loans solicitation until 45 days after
the Department of Energy submits a loan guarantee implementa-
tion plan to the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Rep-
resentatives and Senate; and prohibits the Department from devi-
ating from the submitted plan without 45 days notice to the Com-
mittees on Appropriations.

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program that prohibits the use of funds provided in this
Act to pay subsidy costs of guarantees.

Language has been included under Innovative Technology Loan
Guarantee Program making $19,880,000 available for administra-
tive expenses required to carry out the Loan Guarantee Program;
requiring those funds to be offset by fees collected pursuant to sec-
tion 1702¢h) of the Energy Policy Act of 2005; and prohibiting the
use of fees collected under section 1702(h) in excess of the amount
appropriated for administrative expenses until appropriated.
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Language has been included under Departmental Administra-
tion, notwithstanding 31 U.S.C, 3302, and consistent with the au-
thorization in Public Law 95-238, to permit the Department of En-
ergy to use revenues to offset appropriations. The appropriations
language for this account reflects the total estimated program
funding to be reduced as revenues are received. This language has
been carried in prior appropriations Acts.

Language has been included under Departmental Administration
that fees collected for loan guarantee administrative expenses are
credited as offsetting collections to this account.

Language has been included under Departmental Administration
providing not to exceed $30,000 for hire of passenger vehicles and
for official reception and representation expenses,

Language has been included under Weapons Activities rescinding
funds appropriated in prior years and providing for the purchase
of motor vehicles.

Language has been provided under Defense Nuclear Non-
proliferation for the purchase of one motor vehicle,

Language has been included under the Office of the Adminis-
trator providing not to exceed $12,000 for official reception and rep-
resentation expenses.

Language has been included under 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 Defense Environmental
Cleanup requiring the transfer of funds to the Uranium Enrich-
ment Decontamination and Decommissioning Fund.

Language has been included under Other Defense Activities pro-
viding for the purchase of motor vehicles,

Language has been included under Bonneville Power Administra-
tion Fund providing not to exceed $1,500 for official reception and
representation expenses, and precluding any new direct loan obli-
gations.

Language has been included under Southeastern Power Adminis-
tration providing that, not withstanding the provisions of 31 U.S.C.
3302, amounts collected to recover purchase power and wheeling
expenses shall be credited to the account as offsetting collections
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 that, not withstanding the provisions of 31
U.S.C. 3302, 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, and to pro-
vide not to exceed $1,500 for official reception and representation
expenses.

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation,
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration,
providing not to exceed $1,500 for official reception and representa-
tion expenses.

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation,
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration
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that requires the deposit of $7,342,000 into the Utah Reclamation
mitigation and Conservation account.

Language has been included under Construction, Rehabilitation,
Operation and Maintenance, Western Area Power Administration,
providing that, not withstanding the provisions of 31 U.8.C. 3302,
amounts collected to recover purchase power and wheeling ex-
penses shall be credited to the account as offsetting collections and
remain available until expended for the sole purpose of making
purchase power and wheeling expenditures.

Language has been included under Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission to provide, not to exceed $3,000 for the hire of pas-

senger motor vehicles and the provision of official reception and
representation expenses; and to permit the use of revenues col-
lected to reduce the appropriation as revenues are received.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 301, providing that none of the funds may
be used to make payments for a noncompetitive management and
operating contract unless certain conditions are met.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 302, prohibiting the use of funds to prepare
or initiate requests for proposals for programs that have not yet
been funded by Congress.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 303, regarding Section 4604 of the Atomic
Energy Defense Act (50 U.S.C. 2704), that prohibits the use of
funds appropriated by this Act to augment funds made available
for severance payments and other benefits and assistance grants
under that Section without prior submission of a reprogramming
request to the appropriate congressional commitiees; and the provi-
sion of enhanced severance payments or other benefits under that
Section.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 304, providing that unexpended balances of
prior appropriations may be transferred and merged with new ap-
propriation accounts established in this Act.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 305, prohibiting the Administrator of the
Bonneville Power Administration to enter into any agreement to
perform energy efficiency services outside the legally defined Bon-
neville service territory.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 306, requiring the Department of Energy
to ensure broad public notice when it makes a user facility avail-
able to universities and other potential users or seeks input regard-
ing significant characteristics or equipment in a user facility or a
proposed user facility, and requiring competition when the Depart-
ment partners with a university or other entity for the establish-
ment or operation of a user facility.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 307, providing that funds for intelligence
activities are deemed to be specifically authorized for purposes of
section 504 of the National Security Act of 1947 during fiscal year
9009 until enactment of the Intelligence Authorization Act for fiscal
year 2009.
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Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 308, regarding the laboratory directed re-
search and development activities.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 309, that requires reimbursable work to be
accounted for in the account that owns the assets used for the
work.

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 310, prohibiting the use of funds provided
in the Act for the Reliable Replacement Warhead (REW).

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 311, prohibiting the use of funds provided
i the Act for the Global Nuclear Energy Partnership (GNEP),

Language has been included under Department of Energy, Gen-
eral Provisions, Section 312, that identifies what is considered, for
purposes of this Act and subsequent appropriations acts, a plant
projects for which the approved total estimated cost does not ex-
ceed the minor construction thresheld under section 4703 of Public
Law 107-314 and a construction project with a current estimated
cost of less than a minor construction under section 4704 of Public
Law 107-314.

TITLE IV-—INDEPENDENT AGENCIES

Language has been included under Appalachian Regional Com-
mission providing for the hire of passenger vehicles.

TITLE V—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Language has been included under General Provisions, prohib-
iting the use of funds in this Act to influence congressional action
on any legislation or appropriation matters pending hefore Con-
gress.

Language has been included under General Provisions, prohib-
iting the transfer of funds in this Act except pursuant to a transfer
made by, or transfer authority provided in, this Act or any other
appropriation Act.

COMPLIANCE WITH RULE XIII, CL. 3(e) (RAMSEYER RuULE)

In compliance with clause 3(e) of rule XIII of the Rules of the
House of Representatives, the Committee notes that the accom-
panying bill does not propose to repeal or amend a statute or part
thereof.

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:
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Department of Energy

FY 2008 Congressional Budget

Appropriations Not Authorized by Law

(thousand dollars)

Appropnation (n

Last Yeat of  punorization Last Yearof  Appropriation
AgencylProgram Authorizalion | gyg Authorization in thig Bilt
Corps FUSRAP 5 140,000
Energy Efficiency and Renewabie Energy.
Hydrogen Technology 2006 530,500 155,827 170,000
Biomass and Biorefinery Systems R&D 2006 629,000 90,718 250,000
Solsr Energy : 2006 100.00C 83,113 220,000
Wind Energy 1983 55,000 23,841 §3,000
Gegtharmal Tachnology 2008 90,000 26,000 55,000
Water Power Energy 1980 & 2008 150,000 14,000 40,000
Vahicle Technologies 2606 495,000 182,104 305,600
Buitding Technologies 2006 56,000 69,266 168,000
Federat Energy Management Program 2000 & 2008 14,000 2 20,000 30,080
Faciitios and Infrasiructura 1977 -0 - 33.000
Weatherization and Intergovernmental Activities 2006 880,000 242,550 318,000
Program Direction 2406 110,500 164,198 127 620
Electricity Dakvery and Energy Reliabiity 1992 -3 - 149,250
Nuclear Enargy 1974 A - 1,238,852
Lagacy Managemenl 2004 29,547 29,705 185,981
Naval Petroleum and OHl Shale Reserves 2008 17.301 20,472 19,089
Strategic Petroleum Reserve 2005 -0 - 172,600
Northeast Home Heating O Reserve 2003 LR - 9,808
Enargy Infarmation Administration 2006 -2 85,314 120,595
MNon-Defense Environmental Cleanup:
Wast Valiey Demonstration 1981 5,000 5,000 57,600
Commercial Waste Management/ Operating
Expenses 1984 360,000 -
Commercial Wasts Management! Plart and
Capital Equipment 1882 875 -
UMTRA Groundwater and Long-Term Surveillance
and Maintenance 1998 _ 5,052
Other Uranium Activities
DUF® Conversion 2004 . 28,800 81,296
Nuclear Waste Disposal 1883 - ® - 247,371
Departmertal Administration 1484 246,963 185,682 272,144
Dffice of Inspecter Genera 1984 . F 14,670 61,927
Innovative Technclogy Loan Guarantee Program 2008 L8 4,500 485,000
Atomic Energy Defense Activities: .
Nationai Nuclear Security Adrministration
Weapons Activities 2008 5,465,574 6355633 5,036,560
Defense Nuclear Nonproiiferation 2008 1,902,646 4,351.275 1,530.048
Nava! Reactors . 2008 808,219 7.818,000 828,054
Office of Adminisirator 2008 39%,656 405,987 428,681
Defense Envirenmenta! Cleanup 2008 5,367,908 5,398,573 5,426,202
Other Defanse Activilies 2008 763.874 781,280 826,453
Defense Nuclear Waste Disposal 2008 292,046 201,000 247,371
Power Marketing Administrations:
Southeastern 1984 24,240 20,594 7,420
Southwestern 1984 40,254 38,229 28.414
Western Area 1984 258,700 194 630 193,346
WAPA Emergency Fund 1984 500 500 -
Federal Fnergy Reguiatory Commission 1984 -8 - -

7 Includes $50M authonized in P1. 110-140 Energy independence and Security Act of 2008 for non-

dam related wates research

? includes $4M authorized for High Performing Federal Buildings in P.L. 110-140 the Energy

Independence and Security Act of 2008,
* No amount spacified
* Such sums as necessary

i Program was initiated in 1872 and has naver received a separate authorization
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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

Corps of Engineers: Investigations ... $1,900,000
Department of Energy: Weapons Activities ... 165,300,000

COMPARISON WITH THE BUDGET REsoLUTION

Pursuant to clause 3(c)2) of rule XIII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives and section 308(a)(1)(A) of the Congressional
Budget Act of 1974, the following table compares the levels of new
budget authority provided in the bill with the appropriate alloca-
tion under section 302(b) of the Budget Act.
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FIVE-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 LocAL GOVERNMENTS

Pursuant to section 308(a)(1)C) of the Congressional Budget Act
of 1974, the amount of financial assistance to State and local gov-
ernments is as follows:

Millisns

Budget AUthoriby ..o
Fiscal Year 2008 outlays resulting therefrom .......cocoooeeiiicnnn

FuLL COMMITTEE VOTES

Pursuant to the provisions of clause 3(b) of rule XIII of the House
of Representatives, the results of each rolleall vote on an amend-
ment or on the motion to report, together with the names of those
voting for and those voting against, are printed below:

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS

The following table is submitted in compliance with clause 9 of
Rule XXI, and lists the congressional earmarks (as defined in para-
graph (d) of clause 9) contained in the bill or in this report. Neither
the hill nor the report contain any limited tax benefits or limited
tariff benefits as defined in paragraphs (e} or (f) of clause 9 of Rule
XXI.
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